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(List of DeputicvS eloctcd in August, 1923 ; and ConstitucncioH). 

(a) Teachtaí nár tlióg a suidlieacháin.—(Dcputies who did not take tlieir seats.) 

(b) Teachtaí do caillcadh.—(Dcceased Depijjties). 

(c) Teachtaí do thug suas.—(Dcputies who rcsigned). 

Dáil-cheanntar. 

(V,nstituency. 

Buirg (lioreaigliíí 

Cork lk,rough 

Teachtaí. 

Members. 

James Joseph Walsli. 

Alfred 0’Rahilly. 

Richard Henrik Bearnish. 

(a) Mary MacSwiney. 

Andrew 0 5 Shauglinessy. 

Baile Atlui CJi i,th Thuaidli 
Dublin North. 

Richard James Mulcaliy. 

Alfred Byrne. 

Seán McGarry. 

Margaret Collins-O’Driscoll. 
Francis Cahill. 

William Hewat. 

(a) Seán T. 0 5 Kelly. 

(a) Ernio 0’Malley. 

J3aile Atha Oliath Tlieas .. 
Duhlin Soutli. 

.. (b) Philip Cosgrave.* 

(a) Constanee de Markievicz. 
Daniel MacCarthy. 
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.. .. Liam T. Cosgrave. 

Denis John Gorey. 

John Francis Gibbons. 

Edward Doyle. 

(a) Michael Shelly. 

Aji (ahháin 

Cavan. 

Patriek Baxter. 

Seán Milroy. 

(a) Patrick Smith. 

John James Cole. 

An Clár 

Clait,. 

(a) Eamon de Valera. 

Eoin MaoNeill. 

(a) Brian O’Higgins. 

Connor Hogan. 

Patrick Hogan. 

Corcaigh ThuaidJi .. .. (a) Daniel Corkery. 

North Cork. Thomas Nagle. 

Daniel Vaughan. 

* Jíiítics O’.Mara was elccted following thc dcath o£ Philip Cosgrave. 
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Dublin. Desmond Fitzgerald. 

(b) Miehael James Derham.* 
(a) Kathleen Lynn. 
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(a) Thomas O’Donoghue. 
James Crowley. 

John Marcus O’Sullivan. 
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Patrick Clancy. 

Patrick K. Hogan. 


(a) Connor Byrne. 

Patrick W. Shaw. 
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(a) James Joseph Killane. 
Patrick McKenna. 


(a) Frank Aiken. 

James Edward Murphy. 
Peter Hughes. 

(a) Patrick Joseph Ruttledge. 
Josepli McGrath. 

Henry Coyle. 

(a) John Crowley. 

William Sears. 
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Members. 
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James Everett. 

Richard Wilson. 
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William Edward Thrift. 
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The National University of Ireland. Michael Hayes. 
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I) A I L F. 1 R E A N N. 

DÉAliDAOTN, lOadh WANAIB, 1924. 
(. Thursdtn/, 10 th Jtnmart/, 1924.) 

Do crhuaidh an (Vaim (■omhairle i 
ííeeannas ar a 3 p.m. 


CEISTEANNA—QUESTIONS. 
ORAL ANSWERS. 


COST OF LIVING. 

AILFRID O BROIN asked the Pi e 
sident if he will take steps to redueíi 
the Tax paid on beer, porter, and stout 
in the Free State to the same level as 
that paid on the saine í*oods in North- 
ern Ireland and (íreat, IU*itain, if he 
avíII take steps to bring about a eon- 
ferenec» hetween the brewers, Ihe 
lieensed traders and a (Tovernment rci- 
presentalive with a vicw to reducinj»- 
Ihe j>int of portcu* to sixpenee, the 
(Sovernnient, t.hc» lieensed trader and 
the brewer sharing the reduclion he- 
tween thcnn; if he aviII state Avhether 
the Pood Prices Gommission will make 
another elTort to reduce th<i cost of 
livin^. 

The PRESIDENT : The (íovermnent 
fully realise the desirabili1y of rcdue- 
íuí»* taxation so far as such reduetion 
is consistent Avith the íinancial needs 
of the country; but it is not possiblc, 
at this stagc, to anticipate the propo- 
sals that rnay be laid liefore the Dáil 
by the Minister for Finance in his 
Budget statement for thc fortheoming* 
íinancial year. 

Representatives of the (íovernment 
have ah*eady discussed inforrnally with 
parties conccrned the feasil)ility of re- 
ducing the retail eost of a pint of por- 
ter to sixpence. It appcars, however, 
that in most parts of the country 
porter is alrcady retailed at this priee, 
and t.hat it is ehiefly in Dublin that the 
price is hiffhcr. The question, there- 
forc, does not call for an arrangemcnt 
on a nationa.1 basis. In Dublin, I am 
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informcd, individual establishments 
hava recently made substant.ial redue- 
tions in the retaiJ price of porter and 
stout, and this is an cxample that may 
be folJowed by retailers generally. 

Various measures to reduce the cost 
of living* have been under considera- 
tion, but, the re-establishmcnt of a 
Commission docs not íippear a particu- 
lai*ly prompt or efficient method of 
s(‘curing* the desircd result. It, has been 
ascertained, howeA^er, that discriminat- 
ing* purchasers have been able during 
recent weeks to obtain essential c.om- 
modities at rcduced prices, and there 
is evidence that retailers gencrally are 
r(»cog*nisinjí that, they must adjust th(*ir 
! business to the circumstanccs of the 
! consumer. If the public is prcpared 
! to take troublc in the rnatter of mak- 
ing* purchases the rioveriiment Avill 
consider the feasibility of assisting* it. 
bv requiring evory retailer of essential 
| (*ommodities to exhibit a list of his 
i current prices. T am of opinion that, 
í if consumers use discrimination in buy- 
1 iníf, a substantial fall in the cost of 
j living* can be secured Avithout drastie 
I action by the (Tovernment. 

| The Deputy has probably overlookcd 
i the fact tliat, a reduction has takcn 
j plac.e. in the price of bread in Dublin 
iu conformity Avith the findings of the 
reeent (Wimission. 

Mr. SEARS: Gan the Pi'esident in- 
form the Dáil whother ther<* have been 
any negotiations Avifh the Gountv ífi- 
censed Vintners’ Association and the 
Oit,y Licensed Vintn(»rs , Association on 
the subjeet of the reduction of the 
prieos of stout and porter, and, if so, 
what tho result of these negotiations 
Avas? 

The PRESIDENT: The Licensed 
Grocers and Vintners , Association was 
not prepared to make any offer in the 
absence of a reduction by the (íovcrn- 
ment, in the duty and the brcwers in 
their price. The Counties Licensed 
Grocers' Association was prepared to 
make a reduction. but not down to 6d. 
a pint, unless the dut.y and the brewers > 
prices Avere also reduccd. The conclu- 
sion was reached that since it was 
mainly in Dublin that- retail prices 
excceded 6d. thcre was no strong case 
for a reduction in duty, that must 

A i 
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[Thc President.J 

apply throughont the Saorstát and cost 
th(i rovenuc a largo sum. 

Major BRYAN COOPER: Will the 
Presidcnt circuláte thc addresses ot' 
thcsc cstablishments that havc reduced 
thcir prices? 

The PRESIDENT : The Dcputy does 
not state to whom they are to be circu- 
lated, but if to the members of the 
Dáil only, I do not think thcy arc large 
buycrs. 

Mr. A. BYRNE: I desire to ask the 
Presidcnt if hc has consulted with the 
brcwcrs as to whcther tliey have re- 
duced their priccs in accordancc with 
the reduction in thc cost oC matcrials 
rcquircd by thcrn. I would lil<c to 
know from thc Prcsidcmt if hc is awarc 
that barlcy is being bought now at 
18s. a barrcl, and that. whcn the priee 
of drinlc was raised thc brcwcrs werc 
payiug fiOs. pcr barrcl íor barley. I 
suggcst to him that that is a good 
reason for inviting the brcwcrs in to 
bear thcir sharc. 1 would like also to 
ask tho l 3 residcnt if he is awarc that 
the dut.y is now twclvc tirucs more than 
what it was in pre-war days, and that 
it has heen rcduccd in England? 

The PRESIDENT: I am aware of 
all that thc I)cputy has stated, and I 
am also aware that we havc taken ad- 
vantagc of thc advice t.hat the Deputy 
gavc us somc months ago. 

Mr. BYRNE: Did the Presicíont con- 
$ult the brcwcrs? 

The PRESIDENT : I said I was 
aware of thc adviec that the Dcputy 
gave us somc months ago and that ad- 
vantage had beon takcn of having the 
conferencc that he mentioned. 

• Mr. BYRNE : What I desire to know 
is if the Govcrnmcnt is going to do 
anything in t-his rnatter? 

The PRESIDENT: Thc Government 
has already done very mueh—much 
more than to talk about thesc matters. 

It is casy to t,alk. 

Mr. BYRNE: I would like to see 
eonie results. 

RESIGNED OR DISMISSED R.I.G. 
LIAM 0 DAIMHIN asked the Minis- 


ter for Finance if hc *can furnish the 
date of reccipt of the final report and 
rccommendations of the Committee 
which was appointed to consider the 
elaims of ex-raembcrs of the R.I.C. who 
resigncd or were dismissed because of 
their National sympathies during the 
period of the Anglo-lrish war, the total 
numbcr of sueh elaims submitted to 
and dealt with by the Committce, the 
number of eases sanctioned by the 
Committce as having rcsigned or hav- 
ing been dismissed for the reasons 
stated, whcther individuals whose cases 
have been rejeeted will be advised di- 
rect giving the reason why their claims 
have not becn sanetioncd, whethcr any 
claims havc bcen rcceived by the Minis- 
try sinee the final report was submitted 
and if he can state when, and by what 
rneans, it is proposcd to deal with sucli 
cascs. 

MINISTER for FINANCE (Mr. E. 
Blythe): The Report was reecived on 
tbc tOtli Oetober last. In Ív31 out, of 
1,136 cases considcrcd, thc Oommittce 
camc to the conclusion that t.he rcsig- 
nations or dismissals from the Royal 
Irish Gonstabulary were caused by the 
National sympathies of the men con- 
eerned. It is not proposed to takc fur- 
ther action in regard to thos<i eases 
which werci not passed by thc Com- 
rnitt.ee or which were not rcccived in 
time for it.s consideration, and t.hc 
easos which liave been passcd will be 
carcCully considcrcd with a view to the 
issue of eertifieates in accordance with 
t.he provisions of Scction 5 of the 
Snpcrannuation and Pensions Act, 
1923. 

Mr. DAVIN : Can the Minister ex- 
plain why it is that the regulations 
governing the conditions under which 
compensation is paid have not been 
tabled in accordance with the promise 
made by him previous to thc adjourn- 
mcnt? 

Mr. BLYTHE: They will be tabled 
this evening. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: I did not 

qiihe catch that answer. Would the 
Minister repeat it? 

Mr. BLYTHE: You will read it in 
the Press in the moming. 
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Mr. DARRELL PIGOIS: Aiising out 
of the original answer, I wish to ask if 
the Minister’s rcply is that thcse com- 
pensations if allowed are only to date 
back to thc passing* of the Act last 
August, or arc thcy to date back to 
the disestabiishmcnt of the Force last 
year? 

Mr. BLYTHE : 1 do not think that 
that arises out of the qucstion. In ajiy 
caso, undcr the Act they can only date 
back to August. 

CO. XILDARE COMPENSATION 
CLAIM. 

Mr. JOHN CONLAN asked the 
Ministor for Finance if lie is awarc that 
clairns for coinpensation on account of 
rnalicious injurics in Co. Kildarc, and 
cspccially in Athy district, havo been 
allowed to romain unheard for a con- 
siderable Icngth of tiiuo, to thc sorious 
crnliarrassmont of thc claimants, many 
of whorn aro bcing pressod for pay- 
rnont of ^atos and Land Commission 
annuities; if he will talcc stcps to havc 
such claims dcalt with without furthcr 
delay, and if he will issuo instructions 
that, pending thc paymont of awards, 
considoration may In* givon to elaim- 
ants as rogards meeting thcir obliga- 
tions to tho Land Cominission and tho 
local bodios. 

Mr. BLYTHE: The task of hcaring 
applications for compcnsation for 
damage to propcrty in the Counties of 
Farlow, Kildare, Wichlow and Wox- 
ford falls on ono County Court Judge, 
who, in addition to hearing oompen- 
sation eases, has to attend to ordinary 
civil and crirninal husincss. There has 
been no avoidablc dclay in hearing 
c.laims undcr the provisions of the 
Darnage to Propert,y (Compcnsation) 
Act, 1923, which I assume the Deputy 
has in mind; a large proportion of the 
claims arising in Carlow and Wicldow 
have already been heard. 

I regret that I cannot sec my way 
to ask the Dcpartments eoneerned to 
take any step which might have a 
scrious eífect on the collection of ar- 
rcars of local rates or sums duo to the 
Exchequer. 

Mr. CONLAN : Will the Ministor 
consider the appointment of a Commis- 


sioner to hear clairns? They have been 
delayed now for a very long time. 

Mr. BLYTHE: It is a matter I will 
look into, but I do not think it is very 
desirable to appoint Assistant County 
Court Judges if it can be avoided. lt 
is not advisable to have new, inexpe* 
i'íenccd men dealing with cases of com- 
peusation if t.hey can be dealt with by 
Ihe existing County (k>urt Judges. 

MANUFACTURE OF MATCHES. 

AILFRID 0 BROIN asked the 
Minister for Financc i f he will statc 
whether a iicence is re<iuircd íor the 
manufacture of matches, if hc will 
statc the amount of duty paid on home 
manufactured matches, and thc amount 
paid on forcign matchcs for the ycar 
cnding 1923. 

Mr. BLYTHE : The answer to thc 
first part ofc* the question is in the affir- 
mative. As regards the second and 
third parts of the question, 'the figures 
of duty for the eompletc ycar endcd 
31st Decembcr. 1923, are not, available. 
but. the ainounts of dutv reeeived in 
th(* niiu» months ended 31st. Deccmber, 
1923, on home manufaetured matches 
and on foreign manufactured matches 
are. in the first case, £77,477, and in 
thc second £23,194. 

BRITISH EMPIRE EXHIBITION. 

AILFRID 0 BROIN askcd the 
Minister for lndustry and rommercc 
ií* ho will statc whcther the Irish Frce 
State has secured a site in the grounds 
of the Rritish Empire Exhihition. and 
what industries will bc represcnted. 

MINISTER for INDUSTRY and 
COMMERCE (Mr. J. McGrath) : The 

Oovernment has decided for financial 
reasons not to be representcd at. the 
forthcoming British Empire Exhibi- 
tion. 

WATERFORD HARBOUR BOARD. 

SEAN BUITLEIR asked the Minis- 
ter for Tndnstry and Oommerce 
whether he is aware that the Water- 
ford Iíarbour Board eonducts all its 
business in private, publishcs no ac- 
counts, ánd is not rcsponsible to or 
eontrolled by any public authority. 
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|Seán Buitleir.] 

wlietlier* he has any powors, in relation 
to inereases in eharj»es oi* otherwise, 
whieh wonld enable hini to insist on a 
chanj»*e in the government ot* the Port, 
and, if not, whether it is proposed to 
take steps to seeure those powers. 

Mr. McORATH: The Waterford 
Harbour Commissioners are eonstitutcd 
by the Watcrford llarbour Aet of 1846 
as amended by the Waterford Har- 
bour Aet of 1919. Undor those Aets I 
am empowered to rccjuirc a eopy of the 
Annual Aeeounts, and these have duly 
been dclivered for eaeh year up to 
the 31 st Deeembcr, 1922. 1 am also 

empowered to vai*y the rates leviable 
by the Commissioners. The Aet of 1846 
provides Ihat the Aeeounts oL’ the 
Commissioners shall he published in 
one or more of the ncwspapers pub- 
lished in the City of Waterford; but 
the enforeement of this obligatiou is 
not a matter for my Department. 1 
have no further powers in the easc of 
these Commissionei's and no further 
information as to their proceedinj>s. 
The whole position of ITarbour and 
Port Authorities in the Saorstát, all of 
whieh íunction under their own private 
Acts, is bcinfí’ eonsidered. 

BRITISH COURTS IN PRE-TRUCE 
PERIOD (QUESTION OF DECREES). 

CONCHUBHAIR 0 CONGHAILE 

askcd the Minister for TTome AfFairs 
whether litigants who w(»re deterred 
from attcndiní? British Courts to de- 
fend their eases during the years prior 
to the truee, and aj»ainst whom deerees 
were olitained, are entitled to have 
their eases brouj»h1 beforc a District 
Court or County ('onrt as the ease niay 
happen; to ask what steps the Oovern- 
ment propose to take regarding eases 
where deerees were obtained duriní»* 
the period mentioned, but whieh have 
not been executed to date. 

MINISTER for HOME AFFAIRS 
(Mr. K. 0 ’Higgins) : In reply to the 
first part of this question, I liave to 
refer t.he Deputy to Aet No. 36 of the 
ycar 1923—the Dáil Eireann Courts 
(Windinq: Up) Act, 1923—which made 
provision, subjeet to ccrtain conditions, 
for the re-openinp: of proceedings in 
ccrtain cases where a person who, be- 


causc» of an objeetiou on principle to 
submit to thc jurisdiction of a (2ourt r 
refrained from attcuding that Courfc 
and had a judgmcnt given aj»ainst him 
in his abscnee. 

As rej»ards the second part ol* the 
(luestion, 1 assume the Deputy refers to 
decrees granted by the late Dáil 
Eireann Courts. The Act already men- 
tioned, whicli was passed cm the 8th 
Auí»ust last, provides for the rej»*istra- 
tion of such decrces aiul theii* exeeu- 
tion by thc Under-SherifF wheu rej»is- 
tered in the same way as Countv Court 
deerees. 

LAND BANK ESTATES IN OFFALY. 

LIAM 0 DAIMHIN asked the 
Minister for Agriculture if he ean state 
the approximate date Avht»n the Land 
Commission will b(» in a position to 
take over Land Bauk Estat(»s in OfFaly 
arca, whether the arrears of amiuitie: 

I due to the National Land Bank (*an or 
' will be paid out o£ the security il(*posit 
and the balance returned to tbe socie- 
| ties, and if holdings will be vested in 
the occupiers or societies on the ap- 
pointed day, in auy cases wh(»re Land 
Bank Estates have been previously or 
already divided. 

MINISTER for AGRICULTURE 
(Mr. P. Hogan) : ITaving regard to the 
procedurc necessary under the Act, it 
is not possible to statc when the lands 
purchased by societies or bodies of 
trustees by means of advauces madc 
by the National Lnnd l>ank wil 1 be 
vestcd in the Land Commission under 
B«rt IIL of the Land Act, but the eases 
wil! be dealt with by th(» (■ommission 
as expedit.iously as possible. 

The arrears due to the Banlc will 
uuder Seetion 52 of the Act be in- 
eluded in the priee. The deposit must 
be handed over to the Latid Commis- 
sion and will be dealt wúth then as 
provided by Seetion 53 of the Act. Thafc 
is to say, they have diseretion either to 
r(»tain it or refund it. 

On the appointed day the lands will 
vest in the Uand Comraivssion, who will 
thcn, under Section 55, have to make 
enquiries as to how the lands have been 
managed by each society, and if they 
are satisfied that thc conditions of the 
, section have been fulfilled, they will 
vest the land in the society. In other 
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casos whoro thoso statntory conditions i 
havc not bocn íulfilled thc Land Com- | 
mission will havo to deal with the 
Jands undor th<» socond sub-section of 
this soction. 

ATHY COUNTY HOME—HOME 
HELP ” PAYMENTS. 

Mr. JOHN CONLAN askod tho 
Ministor Ibr Local (íovormnont whcthor 
any systom ol* oo.ntrol oxists in tho 
way of ohochiiiíí paymon1s of homo 
holp ” through the Athy (\nuity 
flome, and if it is opon to ratopayors 
to inl'orm thonisolvos as to th<* idonti1y 
ot rocipionts of “ homo holp if at 
tho next audit of accounts thc Auditor 
will tako noto of tho ralo of waj»os 
pai<l by Iho (Vmnty and District Coun- 
cils as oontraslod vvith wages of ajiri- 
oullural lalxmrors in (''<>. Ivildaro. 

MINISTER for LOCAL GOVERN- 
MENT (Mr. J. Burke) : Tho system of 
control providod in the Poor Law Re- 
gulations still oxists, viz., iuvcstigalion 
bv tho Rolievinfí: OITicors and supcrvi- 
sion l>v tho l>oard of Hoalth. lt is tli' 
<luty ol' tho Rolioving Ofíicors to in- 
vestimde <»ach application tliorouj»h1y 
an<l to submil details 1o tho Board ol' 
Health, who should bo satisfied tliat a 
cas<‘ is ou<» í’or assistanco boforc mak- 
íii.l » 1 anv allowanoo. Thoro is no ol>joc* 
tion to ratepavers seokinpr informalion 
about rooipionts <>f Ilomo Assistanoo. 

Arraní><‘m<mts havo been mado as 
sufr«**<‘st<»d in tho lattor portion of tho 
<juostion. 

LIGHTING OP RILLESTER (CO. 
DUBLIN). 

Major B. COOPER askod tho Minis- 
tor for Local Oovornmcnt whctlicr, in 
vicw of tho numbor of ‘‘ hold ups 99 
that havo roccntlv oeeiirred in tho 
noi?rhl>ourhood of Rillostor, Oo. Dub- 
lin, ho will urfto tho looal authoritios 
to cxpcdite thc lighting of this distriot. 

Mr. BURKE : Tho North Dubliu 
Rural Distriet Oouncil jravo publio 
notioe on the 18th ultimo of thoir in- 
t< ntion to provido for thc public lijrht- 
injr of thc Killestcr area, and of their 
readmcss to consider objections, if any, 
at a meeting to be licld on the 23rd 
'instant. It is not possible to take any 


further stops in tho matter until the 
rosult of tbat meeting is reeoived. 

DAMAGED BRIDGES IN CORK. 

TADHG 0 MURCHADHA asked the 
Ministor for Local (íovernmcnt whcther 
it, is his intontion to fjfivo finanoial as- 
sistanee to tho ("ork Co. (Vrnncil for 
tho ropair of tho many hroken bridges 
in (V>. (-ork, and, if so, whother in 
vi<*w of tho announcod policy of thc 
(iovornmont to grapple with tho prob- 
lom of uiiomploymont ho will rooom- 
mond to tho (brh (b. (bmudl that all 
brokon bridjíes bo r<»pairod by diroct 
labour, undor tho suporvision <>f tho 
(Vmnty Surv<*yors, and thoroby provont 
th<* work oi' repairing brid*»es being 
carrio<l out by porsons not urjíontly in 
n<*od ol' omployment uudor tho contraot 
systeni. 

Mr. BURKE: Tho niattor is lioiiur 
<*onsidorod in oonjunotion with tho 
Minist<*r for Financo. 

In tho easo of tho smallor hri<ljL»os ít 
is probalilo that the Couneil will have 
th< work carried out by direct labour. 
It mav b<‘ no< 4 ossary to adopt tho con- 
tiaet syst<‘m J'or tho largor bridjros. 
r lb(‘ l)<‘puly may, howovor, bo assurod 
tliat tlio nooossity for tbo roliof of un- 
<mplovmont wilí not bo ovorlooked 
vhon proposals for tho relmildinjr nf 
bridftos aro urnlor oonsidoration. 

POSTAL FACILITIES IN GILTOWN 
(CO. KILDARE). 

Mr. JOHN CONLAN askod tho Post- 
mastor-(íonoral ií’ ho is awaro that 
muoh ineonveiiience is oausod to the 
iifhabitants of the Oiltown, Donadoa, 
distriet of Co. Ivildarc, on aceount ot 
tho fact that thoir lottors aro only do- 
livorod throc times weokly; if lic will 
airange for a daily house delivorv, or, 
iu the alternative, for the eroetion of 
pillar box in whioh letters for the 
no.ighbourhood oouid be plaood, a ro* 
spoctable residont. boinj»* williiií? to take 
1 ehargo. 

POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. J. 
J. Walsh) : I find tliat in consoquonee 
of the financial loss at which the postal 
scrvice from Donadea. to Giltown was 
maintaincd, it was necessary, in ac- 
corclance with the gcncral poliey whicli 
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is beirig pursued at present, to restrict 
the frequeney of delivery to three days 
a wvek. Correspondenee can be ob- 
tained on non-post days at Donadea 
Sub-Post Offiee. 

The suggested erection oí a pillar 
box in which letters might be plaeed 
for distribution to callers by a loeal 
resident could not be agreed to, at any 
rate for the present; but individual 
applications for the delivery ot* corres- 
pondence on non-post days at houses 
situated on posts in the vicinity which 
inay have a delivery on such days, 
would be favourably considered. 

IMPROVING POSTÁL SERVICES. 

PADRAIG K. 0 hOGAIN askcd the 
Postmaster-Ceneral ií* he intends tak- 
ing steps to improve the postal services 
with a view to securing daily deliveries 
of British mail to Co-operative Creame- 
ries, and whcther he would consider 
extending telephonic eommunication so 
that these creameries may be iu a posi- 
tion 1o compete with toreign rivals and 
socure sales in the British markets; 
further, whether, when broadcasting 
concessions are being granted, the 
interests of the farming community in 
regard to weather and market report > 
to creameries which may instal wire- 
less receiving sets will be taken into 
account. 

Mr. WALSH; As the Dcputy is, no 
doubt, awai*(‘, Ihe Department has 
lately been reviewing the postal ser- 
vices in rural areas with the object of 
reducing, by restriction of the fre- 
quenev of delivery, the heavy loss to 
revenue which such services involve. 
Each case is considered on its mcrits, 
and creameries located on posts on 
which a week-day delivery is justified 
by the amount of correspondence con- 
tinue to enjoy that service. The policv 
oí* the Department is to afford not, 
more than one delivery per day in a 
rural district, but in any casc in which 
the majority of thc residents so desire 
the commencement of the delivery 
could be postponcd until aftcr the ar- 
rival of the day. mail, which includes 
cross-Channel correspondence. 

Certain proposals coneerning the 
eharges for telephone serviee in rural 


i districts have been referred to the 
Ministry of Finance. Jf the proposáis 
are adopted it will be possible to ex- 
tend the telephone syst-em in certain 
areas, but eaeh casc must, of course, 
be considered on its merits. 

It is proposed to allow the projected 
Jrish Broadcasting Company to broad- 
cast market reports, and the Company 
will be required to transmit weather 
reports issued by thc Government. 

CLONAKILTY POSTAL DELIVERY. 

Mr. D. J. GOREY (for Tadhg 0 Don- 
nabháin) asked thc Postmaster-Gcnerai 
if he is aware that the mails whieh 
arrivc in Clonakilty, Co. Cork, each 
morning bcfore seveu o’cloclv are not 
delivered until 10 o’cloclc, to ask what 
is the eatisc of thc delay, and whether 
he will take the necessary steps to 
expedite the morning delivery. 

Mr. WALSH: The average hour of 
arrival of the mails at the (-lonakilt,y 
Post Office is 8.0 a.m., and the com- 
mehcing hour of delivery 9.0 a.m. It 
may bc possible to cffect a .slight im- 
provcmcnt, of thcse timcs, and I am 
lookiitg into thc mattcr. 

PAYMENT OF ARMY VOLUNTEER. 

DOMHNALL 0 MUIRGHEASA 

asked the Minister for Defencc Avhcthcr 
he is aware that Volunteer Stephen 
Cleary, 5235, A. Company, Ponsonby 
Barraeks, (hirragh, has not rí'eeived 
any payment for his services in the 
Army since June, 1923, and whether he 
will take stcps to have this matter in- 
quired into at once. 

MINISTER for DEFENCE (General 

Mulcahy) : Arrears of pa.y are now 
being issued to Private (yleary. 

BALLYMORE-EUSTACE HOUSE 
DAMAGED BY MILITARY. 

SEOIRSE de BHULBH asked the 
Minister for Dcfence if he will sec that 
the claim of Mr. Michael Leahy for 
damage done to his housc in Bally- 
more-Éustace by the National Troops 
about July, 1922, is paid as soon as 
possible. 

General MULCAHY: A cheque in 
full scttlement of Mr. Leahy’s elaim 
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has now been issued by the Office of 
Publie Works. 

Mr. WOLFE: Arising out of the 
Minister’s answer, may I draw his at- 
tention to the faet that a eheque for 
£10 has been sent to this man in fuU 
settlement of a very large amount of 
damage done to his property. It is 
obviously a most inadequate sum, and 
as this man is naturally most discon- 
tented with the amount, I would ask 
if the Minister will inquire into the 
account again» 

General MULCAHY: I feel that fuli 
representations have alrcady bcen 
made by the applicant. If he has any- 
thing íurther to add I am sure I will 
entertain it and pass it on to the Office 
of Publie Works for consideration by 
their officials, who have already dealt 
with cases of asscssing damage done 
and the assessment of rent due. 

LEIX LICENSED PREMISES 
COMMANDEERED. 

TOMAS 0 CONAILL (for Liam 
0 Daimhin) asked the Minister for 
Defence whether he is aware that thc 
licensed premises owned by Mrs. O’Oal- 
laghan, Olonaslee, Leix, was comman- 
deered and occupied by Militarv Forces 
in 1922, that a claim for rent and 
dcstruction to propcrty was submitted 
by the owner, whether the payment of 
this claim is being held up by order 
of the Ministry of Dcfence, if he can 
state the reason for such action, or say 
when this claim will bc met. 

General MULCAHY: Mrs. O’Cal- 
laghan ’s claim is being held up on thc 
ground of complicity with the Irregu- 
lars, involving thc use for the latter’s 
purposcs of the premises in question. 

WRITTEN ANSWERS. 

EDENDERRY VOLUNTEER S 
PAYMENT. 

LIAM 0 DAIMHIN asked thc Minis- 
ter for Defence whether he has received 
repeated applications from Patrick 
Mooney, Blundell Street, Edenderry, 
Offaly, for payment of arrears of wages 


due during his period of service with 
the National Army, and if he can now 
state when the amount in question will 
be paid to the applieant. 

General MULCAHY: The proscribed 
claim form in respeet of arrears of pay 
was sent to Mr. Mooney on the 27th 
Oetober last. On its return it was found 
that it was not proporly eompleted. It 
was again sent to the applieant on the 
6th November, pointing out the omis- 
sions. It has not since been received. 

TULLAMORE CLAIM AGAINST 
MILITARY. 

LIAM 0 DAIMHIN asked tho Minis- 
ter for Defence whother he has recoived 
rcpeated applications from Thomas 
Digan, Cormac Street, Tullamore, 
Offaly, for paymont of an aeeount of 
£21 covering cost of throo serge suits 
supplied to troops stationod at Tulla- 
more Prison, during the period of offiee 
of the Provisional Government, and if 
he can now state whon this amount will 
be paid. 

General MULCAHY : A claim lias 
been received from Mr. Digan and has 
beon considerod. Tho material claimed 
for was suppliod to mon who at the time 
repudiated the authority of thc Provi- 
sional frovernment, aiuÍMr. Digan lias 
I been informed that the claim cannot be 
paid from Army Funds. 

CATTLE INJURED BY MILITAR? 
(PORTLAOIGHISE). 

LIAM 0 DAIMHIN asked tlie Minis- 
ter for Defenee whether he has rcceived 
repeated applications from Stephen Dil- 
lon, The Oak, Mountrath, Loix, for com- 
pensation for one bullock killcd and 
one badly injured by a militarv lorry 
near Portlaoighise, on August, 4th, 1922, 
and if he can now statc when hc will 
be in a position to settle this claim. 

General MULCAHY : A claim has 
been received and is uudor considera- 
tion. It is hoped that a decisiou will 
shortly be reached in the case. 

RETURN OF SEIZED GUN. 

LIAM 0 DAIMHIN asked the Minis- 

ter for Defenee if hc has received re- 
peated applications (claims A/174) 
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[Liam Ó Daimhin.] 

from Charles McLoughlin, Shraiiure, 
D(»rrykillane, Portarlingtou, Leix, for 
the return of his gun (or eomp(»nsation 
for loss of same), whieh was taken 
from him by memhcrs of the I.R.A. dur- 
ing the period of the Anglo-lrish War, 
and if he ean now state when he avíII be 
in a position to order the return of the 
4»*un, or pay the aniount of eompensation 
which he is to receive for loss ot* sanie. 

Oeneral MULCAHY : Applieations 
have been reeeived from Mr. Charles 
McLoughlin for the return of a gun 
stated to have been taken from him by 
disj»uis(»d m(»n in eivilian dress in pre- 
Truce days. Efforts liave been made 
by the military authorities to traee the 
gun, and to identify the persons who 
seized it, but without sueeess. \ 

RILBEGGAN CARTER S CLAIM. 

SEAN 0 LAIDHIN asked tlie Minis- | 
ter for Defenee when Miehael Pigott, ol' 
Harbour Road, Jvilbeggan, avíII be paid 
the arnount (C8 lOs. Od.) due to him for 
earting eoal from July 2fith to Novem- 
ber 6th, 1922, from Horseleap Railway 
Station to Kilbeggan Military Barraeks. 

General MULCAHY: The aeeount 
eatinot be traeed. lf it is sent to the 
Chief Claims Oflfieer at Portobello í>ar- 
raeks it will have due attention. 

PAYMENT DUE TO RILBEGGAN 
VOLUNTEER. 

SEAN 0 LAIDHIN asked the Minis- 
ter for Defenee whether he is aware» 
that Vol. Christopher Mooney, Mill 
Street, Kilbeggan, was invalided out of 
thc Army on September 28th, 1922, that 
thc sum of £58 is due to him in respect 
of pay and depeiulcnt’s allowanee, that 
his “ diseharge ” has not yet been for- 
warded to him from Collins , Barraeks; 
to ask when payment will be made and 
“ discharge ” forwardcd. 

General MULCAHY : Private Mooney 
proeeeded on demobilisation leave on 
28th Septcmber, 1923, and was dis- 
charged from the Army as mcdieally 
unfit on 26th October, 1923. A eheque 
for £7 17s. 6d. in respect of pay due to 
him was forwarded on 21st December 
last, whilst a further chcque for £25 l?s. 
Cd. in respeet of Dependents , Allow- 


| anee was sent to him on the 4th inst. 
These amounts elear his aceount. A 
Diseharfíc Certificatc was forwarded to 
him on 21st ultimo. 

GRANTS FOR BRITISH EX- 
SERVICE MEN. 

| Mr. J. J. COLE asked the Minister 
• for Finance whether there are any 
funds for the use of British ex-service 
1 meu in Ireland, and if so, whether he 
can state what is tho amount of the 
grants, how niuch has been expended 
to date, under what lieads has tlie ex- 
penditure bcen incurred, and by whom 
tliose funds are administered. 

Mr. BLYTHE: Apart from the j>ro- 
vision made directly by the British Co- 
vernni(*nt for its own ex-serviee men 
who are resident in the Saorstát, the 
Ministry of lndustry and Commerce ad- 
ministered on an aj»ency basis certain 
schenu»s vvliich arc íinanced by British 
funds. The amount expend(»d under 
these sehemes since the lst April, 1922, 
is approximately £76,000. 

ERECTION OF LABOURERS’ 
COTTAGES (AGHADA, MIDLETON). 

Mr. JOHN DALY asked the Ministei 
for Local (lovernment if h<» ean say 
what steps, if any, are beiim- taken to 
»rect labourers’ cottages near tlu» vil- 
laae of Aghada, in the Midleton Rural 
Council area, on the plots whieh are the 
property of thc Council, and whieh 
have been rented to labourers during 
the past ten ycars. 

Mr. BURKE: No st<»ps arc being 
taken in this matter, as there arc no 
(lovernment funds available for the 
purpose. The provision of additional 
housc accommodation in the Rural Dis- 
I trict is a matter for thc Council in the 
I first instance. If they are desirous of 
complcting their 1908 scheme, an appli- 
cation from them for sanction to the 
borrowing of t.he necessary moni(»s from 
their treasurer will bc considcred. 

DEPUTV'S RESIGNATION. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Tá orm a 

fhógairt don Dáil go bhfuil leitir agam 
ón dTeachta Ristéard 0 hAodha á chur 
in úil dom gurb é mhian a shuidh- 
eachán sa Dáil do thabhairt suas. 
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I havo reeoived a lctter frorn Deputy 
Biehard Hayt\s resigning his s(*at in the 
Dáil. 

NOMINATION OP COMMITTEE TO 

CONSIDER THE “ REPORT ON 
WIRELESS BROADCASTING. ’ * 

Mr. PETER HUGHES: The Sessional 
Oommittee of Seleetion set up l>y Ihe 
Dáil met this morning, and norninated 
the followin» 1 Deputicvs to ael on the 
Speeial Oommitlí'e to eonsider the eir- 
eular entitled “ Wireless l>roadeastin<»” 
mentioned in the Order of tln* Dáil,— 
namely, D(*puties MeOarthy, Sean 
Me(«arry, W. Ma»ennis, R. S. Beamish, I 
S. Milroy, W. Thrift, T. Johnson, N. j 
Wall and Darrell Figgis, witli the Leas- j 
Oheann ('omhairle as (Jhairman. The 
Committee of S(*leetion reeommends 
that the (piorum ol' the Speeial ('ommit- 
te(* be five, and that the íirst meetinf»* 
take plaee at'ter the Dáil adjourns this 
ovcning. 

Mr. GOREY: .May r ask, as Deputv 
Wall is not |)r(*s(*nt, tliat w(* mij»ht sub- 
atitute th(* name oL another Deputy to 
tnke bis plaee? 

Mr. HUGHES: The Dommittee is 
prcpared to substitute anybody who 
will be found aeeeptable; but I may 
state that Deputy Wall was pul on 
b(*eause he was nominated by the ropre- 
sentatives of the Farmers’ Party. 

Mr. GOREY : But we had a eom- 
munieation since then to say that lie is 
unablc to be here. 

Mr. HUGHES: I have no objeetion 
to the appointmcnt of anybody else. I 
only wish, as I say, to point out that 
it. was on the nomination of tlu* repre- 
sentative of the Farmers , Party that 
Deputy Wall was put on. 

Mr. JOHNSON: It is rather the view 
of Committces, hitherto, that sub- 
stitutcs shouhPnot be approved, and 
that thc desirable course is to approvc 
of thc Report with the amendment 
suggcsted by Deputy Gorcy. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: I think 
the Committee of Selection has power 
to discharge Deputies and to appoint. 
others. I think that is one of its 


powers under a motion passed here in 
the Dáil. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Tliat. would need 
another meeting of the Committ(*e. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Vrs, that 
would need another meeting; but we 
have no powcr except to send baek to 
the Committee a suggestion for ano- 
ther naine. 1 1hink llu* Report should 
1)(* approved, as it stands, and b*t the 
other name be tak(*n up by the Com- 
miltee. 

Major BRYAN COOPER: Surelv the 
Dáil is superior to any Committce, in- 
eludiug tlu* (•ommitt(*e oL Seleetion, 
and can, wh(*n occasion arises, over- 
rule them? You can hardlv put a Cum- 
mittee into the position oL being above 
the judgment of the Dáil alto.net ln*r. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: I (juitc 
agrec*. All 1 said was that tlu* \\ork of 
nomination should be done ou a su*»ges- 
tion to the (Vmnnittee rather than that 
the Dáil should do it. There is no (pies- 
tion of a (k)inmittee being* superior to 
the Dáil. 

Mr. JOHNSON: May I suggi'st that 
the interests of order will lx* served by 
referring this back with the instruction 
to substitute the name ol' Dcputy 
Ilogan for that of J)eputy Wall ! Then 
tlu» rommittce can meet at once and 
decide accordingly. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Yes, a 
quoruni of the Committee could be 
fouml easily, and for this purpose the 
(himmittee eould meet for a few 
minutes. 

Mr. DARRELL PIGGIS: When does 
the first meeting of thc Committee take 
plaeef 

Mr. HUGHES: I think I said alreadj 
when the Dáil adjourns tliis evenimr. 

Mr. GOREY : I take it that Deputy 
Hogan can attend the meeting? 

Mr. HUGHES: I think so. 

Ordcred: That the mcmbership of 
the Special Committec be inereas(*d to 
ten; that thc Loas-Cheann Comhairle 
be appointed to thc Gommittee and be 
its Chairman. and that the first meet- 
ing of thc Committee be held to-day. 
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PUBLIC SAFETY (POWERS OF 
ARREST AND DETENTION) 
TEMPORARY BILL, 1923—THIRD 
STAOE. 

SECTION 1. 

II, sliall bo lawful for an Executive 
Minister to eausc the arrest aiul, sub- 
jcct to the provisions of this Aet, to 
ordcr thc dctention in custody in any 
placc in Saorstát Eircann of any pcr- 
son in respcct of whom sueh Ministcr 
shall certify in writing that he is 
satisficd tliat thcrc is reasonable 
ground for suspeeting- sucli pcrson of 
being or having been cngaged or con- 
cerncd in the commission of any of 
the offences mentioned in thc 
schedule to this Act. 

MINISTER for HOME AFFAIRS 
(Mr. K. O'Higgins) : I move Section 1. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE :Amcnd- 
ment 1 to tliis Seetion is, I think, a 
direct ncgative, and cannot be nioved, 
bccause it is contrary to thc principlc 
of the Bill, and is thereforc out of 
order. , 

Amendment 1 aeeordingly not moved. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: With re- J 


gard to Amendment, 2, I think the diffi- 
culty to be found with it is that, with 
thc exception of certain words, it is 
provided for under Articlc 9 of the 
Constitution, and thc words which arc 
not provided for in that Article arc 
11 by all othcr constitutional methods . 99 
I proposc to allow Dcputy Baxter to 
explain the amendwent he has put 
down before wc take it. 

Mr. BAXTER: I aceept that, Most 
of what I wanted to have inser.ted by 
this amendment is containcd in the Con- 
stitution, but 1 am at a loss to under- 
stand what is meant in the Scluídule by 
the word “ revolt, ,> It was with thc 
intention of covering that, and of hav- 
ing an explanation from the Ministcr, 
that, T inscrtcd these words. I know 
that Deputy Johnson has an amend- 
ment to thc sehedulc which, I think, 
would cover all that I want to have 
covercd, and, with the conscnt of the 
Dáil, I am prepared to withdraw my 
amendment and to stand in with De- 
put,y Johnson on his amendment. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : That is 
Amendment 13 in the nanic of T)eputy 
Johnson. 

Amendment 2 not moved. 

Question put,: Tliat Section l stand 
part of thc 

The Dáil divided: Tá, 56. Níl, 14. 
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Níl. 


Pádraig F. Baxter. 

Seán Buitléir. 

Séamus Eabhróid. 

Tomás Mac Eoin. 

Tomás de Nógla. 

Ailfrid O Broin. 

Tomás O Conaill. 

Motion deelared 
SECTION 2. 

(1) lt sliall l)o lawful for a respon- 
sible officor to arrest and to detain in 
custody for any period not exceeding 
one week any person found commit- 
ting or attempting to eommit or 
whom sueh offieer suspects of having* . 
eommitted any of the offences men- ' 
tioned in the Scliedule to this Act, 
and for the purpose of effecting any 1 
such arrest to enter on and search 
any premiscs in which any such per- 
son is known or reasonably believed 
to be. 

(2) It shall be lawful for an Ex- 
ecutive Minister subject to the 
provisions of this Act to ordcr the de- 
tention in custody in any place in 
Saorstát Eireann of any person ar- 
rested undcr this section in respect 
of whoni such Minister certiíies in 
writing that he is satisfied that there 
is reasonable grounds for suspecting 


Eamon O Dubhghaill. 

Domhnall O Muirgheasa. 

Tadhg O Murchadha. 

Pádraig O hOgáin (An Clár). 

Liam O Daimhín. 

Aodh O Cúlacháin. 

Pádraig Mac Fhlannchadha. 

carried. 

such person of being or having becn 
engaged or conecrned in the commis- 
sion of any of the offences men- 
tioned in thc schedule to this Act. 

(3) Whenevcr any person is ar- 
rested under tliis seetion such person 
shall, not latcr than one week aftcr 
his arrest unless an order for his de- 
tcntion is made by an Exccutive 
Minister under this scction, either be 
released, or be charged with one or 
more of the offences mentioned in 
the schedule to this Aet or witli any 
other offenco or offVnc(‘s and dealt 
with aecordimr to law, and shall for 
that purpose, if in military custody, 
be delivered iuto civil custody. 

Mr. BAXTER: I beg to inove: 

In Sub-scction (1) to delelc from 
the word “ and.” line 25, to thc woid 
“ weck,” line 26, inclusivc. 

My amCndmcnt is to dclcte words giv- 
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ing* powor to a responsible military offi- 
cer to detain in eustody for any period 
not exeeedin»’ one \veek. lt setnns to me 
Ihnt to jLiivc iiiiv mUítnvy offívcr power 
to coim' alonfr niid mnki' un nrrcst nnd 
detain auy mau or wonian for a period 
of^a \veek. at tbe end of whieli tinie the 
person miglit be reloased, is í?oí»í? too 
far altoírether. The state o(* aftairs in 
the country does not demand tliat any 
sueh po\v(‘r should be ^iviui to the niili- 
tarv. It may be arjíued by the Minister 
for" Home Affairs tliat the abnormal 
eonditions demand this; but I think 
the sooncu' \\e satisfv ourselves that tln 1 
eonditious are normal and do the nor- 
mal thitií» 1 , the more we will be doing 
to inake eonditions what they oiií»ht to 
be in the eountry. If the (íovernment 
S‘o aloirn' on the assumption that wc* are 
living in normal times. and do what 
they ()iií»‘ht 1o do in normal times, it 
would be mueh more eífeetive in rcstor- 
ing’ and keepiiiír peace tluin the me- 
tliods they propose. Under Ihis See- 
tion any military oííieer ean arrest any 
individual, keep him for six days, ri*- 
lease him, come baek a«*ain after two 
days, piek him up again, kc*c*p him for 
six davs aj»ain, and th<*n release him. 
We have had a good deal ot* pin-prieks 
like that, and tlu*y liave not made for 
peacc and will not make for pc»aee. It 
is too much power to bc put into Ihe 
hands of military offieers in this country 
to-day when discipline has been estab- 
lished within the ranks of tlu* Anny 
itself aiul when ofíicers liave the train- i 
in<r under normal eonditions that will I 
niake for fittinf? them out as eitizens 
as wcll as soldiers. Under extraordi- 
nary eonditions it mif?ht be ii(‘cessary 
that they should liave such powers; but 
I do not see that the state of organisa- 
tion in the army to-day is such tliat 
this pow(*r should be any loní?or í»iv(»n 
to officers in the army. It is not good 
for thc army itself; it is not $»ood for 
the State; it is bad for the citi/.ens, aud 
it is bad for the p<*ace oJ* tlu* Stats 
L have a second amendment which I | 
daresay may be taken in conjunction 
with this, by which offic(*rs makiiií? an 
arrest shall forthwith bring the priso- 
ner so arrested before a District 
Justice, who shall have power (*ither 
to remand in civil custody for 


i a period not exceediiií? seven days, 
or to order the discharge of the 
prisonj‘r. We have had a f?ood many 
eoniplaitits—aml I Ixdievc* ri*»htly so— 
of ill-treatment of prisoners. L tinnk a 
#?ood deal of this would be oliviated if, 
wlieu prisoners are arrested, th<*y wrre 
brouí?ht before a Distriet Justiee. Lf 
tliere is a reason for cletention. b*t the 
military oflieer satisfy tlie Distrirt Jus- 
tice that there is reason; hul tfiat a 
military officer should be put in the 
position that he is to be tlu* jii(lí»í‘ and 
is to decide wlu*ther a man or a womai 
is to be arrested and detained for six 
days, is askin*»‘ too much. II is nskiní? 
more than I think this D«Íil ought to 
concede, when they takc* into account 
tlu* conditions in tlu* country to-day. 
Thcrc is pcace ; and I do not think that 
the powers sought in this l»ill to be 
í»iv(*n to military offic(*rs will do more 
to k(*(»p peace or to makc p(*aee than 
if these powers arc not givcn. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: \Ve are 

takiuí? amendments ‘1 and 4 as beiiif? 
moved toí»ether. 

i Mr. JOHÍTSON : Does that im*an that 
i they may be diseuss(*d toí»(‘tlu i r onl.v? 

I The point is, that tlu*y rais<‘ two diffe- 
| ront issues, and wliile they may he dis- 
| cussed togethcr, T hope a di*cision will 
not be taken on them tojícther. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: U w 

simply a matter of arranfíeinent. We 
tíould allow Amendment 4 to Ix* raisml 
when amendment II is boing’ diseussed, 
and put amendmeut 4 without diseus- 
sion then, or allow amendnumt 4 to be 
proposed and again discussed. 

Mr. JOHNSON : I think, in view of 
the faet that two diífcrent principles 
are involvcd, they should be discnssed 
scparatcly. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Very 
good. We will t,ake amendnumt 4. 

Mr. O’HIOGINS: If I am to discuss 
amendmcnt 3 without adverting to the 
substance of amendment 4, I would ask 
Deputy Baxter to consider earefully 
the exact effect of it. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: The 

Minister may go into amcndmcnt 4, as 
it has already been raised. 
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Mr. O’HIGGINS: If, for instance, 
ameudmcnt 3 were to be carried and 
amendment 4 defeated, the effect would 
be to take out of Sub-seetion 1 in Sec- 
tion 2 the words, M and to detain in 
custodv for any period not exeeeding 
one week. M 11 does not take out of 
that section tbe ])ower of arrest, and 
tliere would 1)(‘ one ot' two results, 
either tluit the responsibh» offieer eould 
arrest but not dcdain—whieh would 
seem to b(» of very Jittb* use to the re- 
sponsible ofíieiu* or anyone els<»—or else 
t.hat he eould arrest and detain indefi- 
nitely without an internnient order 
from tlie Mxeeutive JVlinister. l)eputy 
llaxter gave us a lecture on politieal 
(Jouéism—a kind of faith eurc». Vou 
are to assume tliings are in a normal 
eondition. and thon, whether they are 
or not. they will very rapidly beconie 
uormal. 

Deputy Ihixter mny tell that to the 
ta\payers ot! West (k>rk or Kast (Sal- i 
way or ()ffaly, or other eentres in the | 
country wher<* tín* writ of the State is 
rumiin.u* with a limp. They will, no i 
doubt, be interested in this novel 
suggestion. Thev are to assume that ' 
tliev are not Ix*inrobbed; to assunie 
that their lií'e and property arc p<*r- 
fectly safe: and, if they do tlmt. and 
keop on doing it for a while things will 
rapidly become lov(dy in the gardcn. 
He criticis(*s the fact that military efíi- 
cers sliould have any power to arrest in 
these piping davs of peace. The poliee 
foi*c(» of tiie country is not au arnied 
force, and avIio is to arrest tln* armed < 
robber? Who is to arrest tín* people that, ' 
are making certain areas in the couutrv 
sour spots to the inhabitants. making 
the dav unpleasaut and the night miser- 
able? Tlu» unarmed Civic (luards, pre- 
sumably. According to the gospel 
preached by Dcputy Baxt(*r, there 
would bo no alternative to that. The 
unarmed Civie (luards have the duty, 
then, and tlie responsibility of arrcst- 
ing these armed men who are preying I 
on their neighbours. Deput,y Baxter ' 
must, face up to the praetical difficulties. 

It, is either right, or wrong that those 
people should rule in certain areas by 
right, of their trigger fingers; and, if it 
is wrong, then they should be arrested 
and should be detained. Who is to 
arrest them? It is necessary that that 


dilemma should be faced, and it, admits 
of only two replies. Either the poliee 
foree should be armed, or these powers 
of arrest should be given to military 
officers. In the definition seetion of 
the Bill it will bc seen that the rcspon- 
sil)lc ofíiecr is defined as 11 an officer of 
a poliee forec established by, or under 
the eontrol of, the Minister for Home 
Affairs, not bclow the rank of superin- 
tendcnt, or an officer of the military 
íorc(»s of Saorstát Eireaim not being 
below the rank of eonuiiaiidaiit.” A 
period of a week, during whieh a per- 
son arrested by a responsible offieer 
may be detaineil, is useful, and will 
frequently bc fouud to be iu the in- 
tcrests of the pcrson arrested. For oue 
thing. it gives the officer responsible 
i*or tbe arrest a period during which 
he may deeide wliether or not the ar- 
rested person is to he tried in the nor- 
mal way before a eourt. On tlu» other 
hand, it gives the Exeeutive Minister 
time to deeide and examine the (|ues- 
tion whether an internmení order 
should issue at, all. If it is critieised 
that there should be a longer period, I 
am prepared to meet Deputy Baxter 
on that. II* he says that the detention 
may be í'or a week or a fortnight in 
order that tbe facts oí* the case may be 
thoroughly iuquired into, l would nn*ei: 
him on that; but if we ar<; assuming 
that, a responsible oflicer may mal:^ this 
arrcst, there niust be some period dur- 
ing which the Minister will have an 
opportunity oí* deeiding whethor he 
should issue an internment order in a 
partieular case 

Mr. JOHNSON: Would the Minister 
inform us wliat, is the period within 
whieh a police officer to-dav, uudcr the 
ordinary law, may dctain a prisoner 
without bringing liim to trial? 

Mr. 0 ’HIGGINS : Tlie procedure 
would be that as soou as possible the 
prisoner would be brought 
U o'cloch. either bcfore a Distriet «Tus- 
tice oi' a Peaee Commis- 
sioncr, the Peaee Commissioner having 
power to remand, on bail or in eustody. 

Amcndmcnt put and declared lost. 

Mr. BAXTER: 1 move the following 
amendmcnt: 

t€ In Sub-section (1), line 29, to 
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omit all after the word 1 Aet. ’ to 
the end of the Sub-section, and to 
substitute thercfor the words: 

“ * Provided always that the officor 
cffecting such arrest shall forthwitli 
bring thc prisoncr so arrostod before 
a District Justice, who shall have 
power either to remaud in eivil ous- 
tody for a period not oxoooding seven 
days, or to order the disoharge ol* 1h( k 
prisoner. , ” 

1 have madc alruost the only remark T 
intended t.o make on this amendment. 

I do feel eonvineed that where an ar- 
rest is made by a military offieer ho 
should not be given greater power than 
that given to a suporintondent of the 
Civie fíuard to-day. He should be in 
a position that he must bring the priso- 
ner before a Distriet Justiee, and he 
cannot detain a prisoner unless the Dis- 
t.riet Justico or Poaoo Commissioner 
gives him such powor, or gives tlio Civie 
Ouard power to detain the prisonor. 

There ean bc no ease made, if the 
ordinary law demands, as it, does de- 
mand, that a criminal oannot. be held 
in custody without authority from a 
District Justice or a Poaeo Commis- 
sioner. A prison<‘r arrested by a 
niilita.ry officor should not be treated 
differently from a prisoner arrosted liy 
the fíárda Síoehána. The same writ 
should run in both ('ases, but it seems 
to ni(‘ it is giving a military offieor 
pow(»r beyond the offleor ot* the ('ivil 
Authoritv. Tluit is too mueh power to 
give him. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : The fall | 
of t.h<» ot.her amendment affeets this. 
There must be some altoration in this 
amendment. Yon eannot have the 
word “ forthwith ” iioav. Tt could be 
argucd that. the amendment falls with 
No. 3. I think íbr “ forthwith ” you 
must insert “ at the expiration of seven 
days ” to allow the amendment. to be 
discussed. The amendment will now 
read, “ provided always that the offi- 
eer effecting such arrest shall, at the 
end of seven days, bring thc prisoner 
so arrested before a District Justicc.” 

Mr. BAXTER: Yes. 

Mr. O’HIGOINS: This amendment, 
as explained by Deputy Baxter, seems 
to me not to fall very far short of 1 


challenging the principle of the Bill, 
The underlying principle of the Bill is, 
having regard to certain existing cir- 
cumstances, it shall be lawful to arrest, 
and detain on suspicion, certain per- 
sons regarding whom the Executive 
Minister certifies he is reasonably 
satisfied that they have been guilty of 
one or other of the offences set out in 
the Schedule. Thc proposal embodied 
in the amendmcnt is that immediately 
on arrcst, or within a given period 
after arrest, the person arrested shall 
be brought bcfore a District Justice, 
who shall have power cither to remand 
or discharge the prisoner. To rcmand 
a prisoner seems to suppose that. there 
is going t.o be a trial. He is reinanded 
for trial. If that is not. what the 
Dcputy means.by the word “ remand ” 
in this context, 1 would bc glad to give 
him an opportunity of cxplaining. 

Mr. BAXTER : That is correct.. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: The Deputy means 
t.he person arrested shall be remanded 
for trial. I think J havc elicited from 
the Deputy a fact which malces it clear 
that the amendment is out of order. I 
ask your ruling, sir. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Tt is not wbat tho 
Deputy may mean; it is what thc Courc 
may decide is tlie meaning of the 
phraseology that I suggest con- 
stitutes the (luestion of whether it is 
in order or not. I suggest that the 
Minister in his last. argument íorgets 
t.hat he has succeeded in persuading 
the Dáil that Scction 1 should be em- 
bodicd in the Bill. Lt. is t.hat, Sectiow 
which provides for an Exccutive 
Minister, having power to cause the 
detention of suspected persons. Sec- 
tion 2 goes further and says, for a 
period of seven days a Military Com- 
mandant or Police Superintcndent shall 
have the power of arrest and deten- 
tion for ccrtain offences which are 
amenable to the ordinary civil law. I 
submit without any extra law in this 
matter a Police Supcrintendent. is em* 
powered to-day without any special 
power to arrest, and bring before a 
Court, a person on suspicion of offences 
named in the Schedule, and that. all 
that this new Section does in this mat- 
ter is to empower to detain such pcrson 
for a weefe, and to extend that powcr 
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to a military officer. It seems to mc 
the intention of these two sub-sections 
would have been well scrved had an 
attempt been made simply to authorise 
a Commandant to act as a policeman 
in such matters. The proposal of 
Deputy Baxter that a person arrested 1 
under police powers should bc brought 
before a Justice, as he would now be 
within the period of one week, I think, 
is a reasonable one. 

If, at the end of that time, the IVlinis- 
ter had been satisfied that there was 
rcasonable grounds for suspicion, then, 
if the Bill passes, he could ordcr the 
detention; but the introduction of this 
section of Deputy Baxter’s would go 
somcwhat to prevent the possibility of 
military offieers, or even police officers, 
arresting persons without any reason- 
able grounds for suspicion, but out of 
spite, and, while not wanting to make 
gencral charges, I think it is true that 
a good many people have becn arrcsted 
and interned without valid rcason. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Is not 

thc Deputy travelling from the point of 
order that he started on? 

Mr. JOHNSON: I thought you had j 
acccpted the point of order; I thought 
you had accepted my reading ot‘ it. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Up to a j 

eertain point 1 was really agreeiug with ! 
the Deputy, but I am not sure. Would 
hc contend that remand means nothing 
clse except remand for trial? 

Mr. JOHNSON : I suggest that lo re- 
rnand might aniount to a reniand to j 
bring before the sarne person for ano- 
ther week to see if the poliecman had 
any evidence. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE . I myself 
was in favour of ameiulments 3 and 4 
being taken together, and I am sorry 
that I yiclded to any othcr procedurc; 
but, as the scction stands, a person who 
had becn arrcsted and detained for one 
week would either have to be released 
or interned. Is not that so? 

Mr. JOHNSON: Or released and ar- 
rested again. 

A DEPUTY: That is the point. | 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE. Does the I 


amendment protcct him frorn arrest 
again ? 

Mr. JOHNSON: It would help to- 
wards thc formation of some kind of 
public opinion to prevent his re-arrcst, 
inasmuch as the man would liave been 
brought before the civil authority, and 
the civil authority w r ould have been 
«atisfied that there was no reasonable 
grounds for suspicion. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Then 
again, is not this the submission of the 
matter to a eourt as distinct írom the 
powers of the Minister contemplated in 
thc Bill? 

Mr. JOHNSON: If you rule that that 
is the case, then the motion miglit bc» 
ruled out of ordcr on quitc a difforent 
issue from the question of remand. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : I was in- 

clined to view thc two amcndments to- 
gether. I take it that Deputy Baxter 
proposes to dclete certain words and 
to insert a provision whieh would keep 
the section to a certain meaning; but i£ 
thc objeet of this amendmcnt is simply 
lo makc the mattcr onc for the decishm 
of the court, I think it is certainly out 
of order, on the same prineiple as 
amcndment No. 1, because that is cer- 
tainly opposed to the principle of the 
Bill wlvieli has been adopted. 1 think 
the amendment, as it stands now. is cer- 
tainly out ot* order. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN : I move:— 

In Sub-Scction 1, line 31, aftcr the 
w r ord “ l)c, M to add the words 
provided that such rcsponsible 
offiíícr shall havc in his possession 
and produce at the time of arrest a 
warrant duly signcd by a properly 
authoriscd pcrson, specifying the 
offence whicli the pci’son to be ar- 
rcsted has committed or is suspected 
of having committed, and provided 
that any sueh responsible officcr 
shall not be authorised to search any 
premises without first having ob- 
tained a search warrant duly signed 
by an authorised person, specifying 
the reason for such scarch.” 

My reasons for moving this amend- 
ment arc that. I feel that it is not. 
advisable that a military officer or an 
offieer oLthe Civie Guard should have, 
at this stage in Ireland, power to enter 
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the private honse of any eitizen, or 
powcr to arrcst nny citizcu , on his ovvn 
responsibiíity. 1 am rather in a diffi- 
cult position with regard to this Bill. 

I feel that, to a certain extent, the 
powers which the Government take are 
necessary and that conditions exist 
whieh makc it a matter of neccssity 
that povvers, beyond the ordinary J 
povvers which are at the disposal of 
the forces of the Statc, should be made 
availabJe. At the same time, I think 
we have now reached a stage when it 
should not be within thc power of mili- 
tary or police officers to enter the 
habitation of any citizen of the Free 
State without producing an authority 
for so doing. I think it is not unreason- 
able to ask that those officers should 
provide themselves with a warrant for 
search or a warrant for arrest. In par- 
ticular 1 would like to emphasise the 
necessity for a warrant for search. 
We have been aecustomed to hear that 
in England an Englishman’s home is 
liis castle. 1 am sure vve in Ireland wili 
not give second place to Englishmen in 
regard to mattcrs relating to the 
lilHu*t.y of the subject, and I think still 
more so should an Irishman 's homc be 
his castle. 

1 would ask the Minister to consider 
seriously this amendment, and,. if he 
can make it compatible with the 
general substance of the Bill, I think 
it would be advisable that precautions 
should be taken to see that citizens 
should not, be unduly disturbed in 
theii* ordinary avocations and their or- 
dinary peaceful living in their homes. 

I think this is an amendinent which 
might. be argued bctt.er by a lawyer 
than by a layman. Questions of law 
are involvcd which I arn not in a posi- 
tion to disposo of, but if 1hey could be 
got. over, and if it eould be arranged 
that those military officers, before 
searching houses, should be providcd 
with a written authority, which could 
bo easily given over tho narne of a Dis- 
triot Justiee or a Peace Commissioner, 

I think it would be better. 

^ There is another matter in connec- 
tion with this. We all know there are 
very many officers of the army who are 
junior in years if not in rank, and ex- 
traordinary powers are given to those 
officers. Those powers might have 


bccn wanted during the disturbed 
times we have passed through, but 1 
doubt. if they are wanted at present. 
I think it is a dangerous precedent to 
give the military powers forsueh a long 
time ovcr thc lives and habitat.ions of 
the citizens. I would ask the Minis- 
ters seriously to considoi* this amend- 
ment, and if they can see their way to 
aceept it as it stands, or suhjcct to 
certain changes, I think they w r ould be 
performing a useful work for the 
country. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: In spite oí De- 
puty Ileffernan’s pressing invitation, 1 
find it diffieult to considci' this amend- 
mcnt seriously. It would be utterly 
unworkable in practiee. It. would be 
out of the question to put. into the 
hands of other responsible offieers 
within the meaning of this Bill war- 
rants for the arrest ot* all the persons 
who are wanted for serious erimes, and 
if warrants were to be issued that they 
sliould be signed by eitber the District 
Justices or the Pcacc Commissioners. 
The Deputy should ask himsclf whe- 
thcr, having regard to the powers 
which thc Bill confer, the powers of 
, arrest on suspicion, it is desirablc to 
í put to District Justices or 1o tbe Pcat 
Commissioners thc duty of signing war- 
rants for arrest on suspieion. Wehave 
preferred within the provisions of thc 
Ifill to put. that responsibility on one 
person, and one person only, and that 
is the Executive Minister acting on re- 
ports supplied to him by his suhordin- 
ates. The seeond portion of the amend- 
ment deals with authorisation to seareh 
any premises. If I were to aecept. thc 
amendment. the net result would be that 
a responsible offieer, either of thc policc 
or military, would not have the power 
of entering any premises to make an 
arrcst, even if he had seen entering 
these premises immediately before that 
a notorious depredator, a person who 
had looted, and robbed, possibly mur- 
dered, around a partieular area for 
months past. That WQUjid, be an impos- 
sible situation, and it qfeíghs to me that 
the Deputy did not take into considcra- 
tion when drafting the amendment the 
exact problem which confronts us in 
thc country, or confronts us in very 
many areas. I cannot accept the am- 
endment. and I know of no modifica- 
tions which would make it acceptable. 
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Mr. HEFFERNAN: 0n a matter of in what Deputv Johnson says, but I 


information, there is one point I would 
like to have elucidatcd by the Minister. 

I see that the Schedule of this Bill gives 
power only to certain officers to make 
searches or arrests, that is an officcr 
not below the rank of Commandant in 
the army, or Superintendent in the 
Civic Guards. May I take it that these 
officers have no power to delegate the 
powers of arrest and seareh to inferior 
officers, and must these officers be pre- 
sent at the arrest or the search of a 
house ? 

Mr. O’HIOGINS: The responsibility 
is theirs, but they can use agents for 
actually efíecting the arrest. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN : I would be fairly 
satisfied with the intention of this 
clause if I were sure the senior officer 
would be present at the time of the 
search, but now I hear a junior 
officer or a private soldier may have 
power to enter a house for search, and 
disturb the inhabitants, and that such | 
a private soldier or any member of the 
Civic Guards has power to arrest. Such 
being the ease, I cannot withdraw my 
amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON: May I take it that x 
a responsible offieer, such as is men- • 
tioned in this Bill, can delegate his | 
powers to a junior officer or iirivate 
soldier, or that a private soldier hav- 
ing entered a house, purporting to have 
been authorised to search and being 
proeeeded against, that a Superinten- 
dent of Police or a Military Officer, not 
below the rank of Commandant, may 
eover that man’s offence by saying “ I 
authorised that man to do so. ,> It 
scems to me, under the explanation 
given by the Minister, that is quite a 
possible development, and unless the 
intention of the Minister is that the 
delcgation of authority should be a 
written delegation, then certainly some 
amendment is needed to cover that. . 

Mr. O’HIGQINS: It would be un- 1 
workable that the actual physical act 
of arrest should in all cases be carried 
out by the responsible officer himself. 
The provisions of the Bill make it ne- 
cessary that this officer must order the 
arrest, and the arrest may be carried 
out by subordinates. I cannot go be- 
yond that. I recognise a certain force 
Vol. 6. 


know of no provision that would safe- 
guard it unless you were to say actu- 
ally that the man could not be arrcsted 
unless the responsible officer is there 
to lay his hand on his shoulder and in- 
form him that he is under arrest. That 
would stultify the whole measure, and 
the effeet of the measure. It may be 
known that a particular individual is 
in a town, perhaps at a fair or circus, 
as did happen in one case, and troops 
or poliee, as the case may be, are 
brought up to effeet the arrest, and if 
we are to be faced with thc situation 
that only one man there, the respon- 
sible ofíicer himself, has the ppwer of 
making the arrest, then that is legis- 
lation for the criminal. 

Major COOPER: There is rather an 
important point arising in this, as to 
the manner or method of the delegation 
of power by the responsible officer. I 
hope the Minister will see his way to 
have this delegation of power made in 
writing, because, after all, we all know 
that in the army, as in every army, 
there are a certain number of men who 
liave criminal tendeneies. That has 
bcen made painfully evident within thc 
last few months. Takc the situation of 
a private individual—take myself, for 
instance. Two private soldiers come 
to my house and they say: “ We have 
power to arrest you and to search the 
house. ,, Thcy produce no documents, 
and produce nothing giving them any 
authority. Surely that is a serious 
situation. I realise the difficulty the 
Minister for Home Affairs has to face, 
and I realise the force of his argument, 
and what he has to contend with, but 
I think at any rate persons acting un- 
der this Bill should produee some form 
of written authority. If it be not a 
warrant, at least it should be a dele- 
gation of authority from the respon- 
sible officer. There should be somc- 
thing to show that they were author- 
ised, and that they were not merely 
doing a hold-up on their own. In the 
interests of private individuals, who, 
after all, have to a certain extent to be 
considered, even against the interests 
of the State, I ask the Minister to ac- 
cept the suggestion. 

Mr. *GOREY: I was going to make 
the very same suggestion made by 

B 1 
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[Mr. Gorey.] 

Deputy Major Cooper. I think in the 
ease of an arrest and seareh, respon- 
«ible offiecrs, when delegating* their au- 
thority to their subordinates, should 
arm them with written authority. Some 
happenings in Kerj*y and elsewhere 
ought convince the Government of the 
necessity of this being speeiíieally given 
iu writing. I think the Government 
would be well advised to accept the 
SUggestion oí* I)eputy Cooper. It would 


meet the wishes of Deputy Johnson 
and Deputy Heffernan also. I think 
it is very advisable to do so. It ean- 
not be denied, considering what has 
happened in the country, that privates, 
or junior officers, should, on a matter 
of arrest, or search, be armed with 
written authority from a responsible 
officer. 

Amendment put. 

The Dáil divided: Tá, 19; Níl, 48. 


Pádraig F. Baxter. 
Seán Buitléir. 

Séamus Eabhróid. 
Séamus Mac Cosgair. 
Tomás Mac Eoin. 
Patríck McRenna. 
Tomás de Nógla. 
Ailfrid O Broin. 
Tomás O Conaill. 
Eamon O Dubhghaill. 


Earnán Altún. 

Richard H. Beamish. 

Earnán de Blaghd. 

Seoirse de Bhulbh. 

Máighréad Ní Choileáin Bean Uí 
Dhrisceoil. 

Patrick J. Egan. 

Henry J. Finlay. 

Desmond Fitzgerald. 

Tomás Mac Artúir. 

Seosamh Mac ’a Bhrighde. 

Alasdair Mac Cába 
Domhnall Mac Cárthaigh. 

Liam T. MacCosgair. 

Maolmhuire Mac Eochadha. 

Seán Mac Garaidh. 

Pádraig Mac Giollagáin. 

Seán Mac Giolla ’n Ríogh. 

Risteárd Mac Liam. 

Seoirse Mac Niocaill. 

Liam Mag Sioghaird. 

Liam Mag Aonghusa. 

Pádraig S. Mag Ualghairg. 

John T. Nolan. 

Peadar O hAodha. 

Amendmcnt declared lost. 

Qucstion —“ That Section 2 stand 
part of the Hill ”—put and agreed to. 

SECTION 3. 

Every person who is now detained 
ín military custody or held as a mili- 
tary prisoner or captive and has not 
before the passing of this Act fceen 
•entenced to a term of imprisonment 
or pcnal servitude by any tribunal 
estáblished by the military authori- 
ties, may be detained in custody 
under this Act under an order of an 


Domhnall 0 Muirgheasa. 
Tadhg 0 Murchadha. 
Pádraig O hOgáin (An Clár). 
Connor Hogan. 

Pádraig Mac Fhlannchadha. 
Patrick J. Mulvany. 

Aodh O Culacháin. 

Seán O Duinnín. 

Mícheál R. O hlfearnáin. 


Mícheál O hAonghusa. 

Criostóir O Broin. 

Seán O Bruadair. 

Próinsias O Cathail. 

Aodh O Cinnéide. 

Eoghan O Dochartaigh. 

Séanrus N. O. Dóláin. 

Peadar S. 0 Dubhghaill. 

Eamon S. O Dúgáin. 

Aindriú O Laimhín. 

Séamus O Leadáin. 

Fionán O Loingsigh. 

Thomas 0*Mahony. 

Risteárd O Maolchatha. 

Seán M. 0 Súilleabháin. 

Caoimhghín O hUigín. 

Seán Príomhdhail. 

Patrick W. Shaw. 

Liam Thrift. 

Pádraig Mac Fadáin. 

Seumas Breathnach. 

Conchubhair O Conghaile. 

Pádraic O Máille. 

Patrick K. Hogan (Luimneach). 

Executive Minister if such Minister 
is of opinion that the public safety 
would be endangered by such person 
being set at liberty. 

Mr. BAXTER : The amendmcnt stand- 
ing in my name reads as follows:— 
“ To delete the Section.” I have very 
little to say in regard to this Section. 
There is vcry little in regard to it that 
has not already been said in the Dáil 
within the last few weeks. It would be 
difficult to add anything to the argu- 
ments that have been put forward as 
to why this Seetion should not stand. 
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There have been arguments put i'or- 
ward why politieal prisoners should be 
released, and those arguments show 
why this Seetion should not stand part 
of the Hill. We listened to able ar«u- 
mcnts made both by Deputies and the 
Minister for Ilome Affairs as to why he 
should detain those who are in prisons 
and eamps and who are not prepared to 
aeeept the Treaty. 

The eonditions crcated aft(ír the pass- 
ing of the Treaty were the ar«uments 
he advaneed for dctaining thesc people | 
in prison. I wonder whether the eon- 
ditions have changed or not from liis 
point of view? I thinlc everybody in 
thc eountry admits to-day that no un- 
toward accidcnt has happened, or even 
anything worse than an accident, has 
happened since thousands of these 
prisoners were released. Things are 
just normal in the country now. We 
understand that something like 2,000 j 
prisoncrs arc still held. Why, I ask, are 
they being held? The Minister answers, 
to prove his case, by saying that they 
are the worst offenders, or were the 
worst offenders, and.that they are the 
most dcsperate of a desperate section. 

I answer him back by saying that hc 
never eaptured the most desperatc ones 
at all. They werc always at large, and 
they are at large to-day, and still there 
is comparative peacc. 

I do not think that the peace is going 
to be disturbed by the release of those 
held at present by thc Minister. I do 
not think.any argument that he ad- 
vaneed will eonvince me, or eonvinee 
a good many others in the country, that 
any injury to the peaee of the country 
will be brought. about if these prisoners 
are released. A Public Safcty Act was 
passed last year, which terminates at 
the cnd of this inonth. I suggest that 
thc Minister could terminate the state 
of affairs that existcd when he had to 
have that Act by releasing these priso- 
ners, and I say it is in his own hands to 
terminate that disturbcd state. If the 
Minister holds in his argument that the 
time has not yet come for these priso- 
ners to be released, and that he must 
keep them for another twelve months, 
or must keep theni until he is satisfied 
that it is safe to release them, I say it 
looks as if the Minister’s desire is to 
keep in prison those who would be the 


| Minister’s political opponents. I say it 
looks like that, and by very many it will 
be aeceptcd as such; it will be accepted 
that that is largely thc Minister’s 
reason, because his argument that the 
peace of the country will be disturbed 
again if they are released does not hold 
good to-day. I aecordingly move the 
amendment. 

The PRESIDENT : I do not know how 
far the Deputy has mixed up his own 
case with that of the Minister. The De- 
puty states tliat this Act will shortly 
expire. So it will. Much the same 
statc of affairs existed last August as 
exists now when this Public Safety 
Act was passed. The Deputy cnjoyed 
some of the l)enefits derived by reason 
of thc passing of that particular Act. 
I think he will admit he was not inter- 
fercd with in the elections held down 
in his own particular constituency. He 
will also admit, I am sure, that this 
Dáil passed that Act immediately be- 
fore we went before the people, and 
put before the people the fact that 
there were at that time detained under 
the Public 8afety Act something like 
10,000 or 11,000 prisoners. The Deputy 
will admit also, I am sure, that that sc- 
curity is to a large extent dependcnt on 
the fact that we had the courage and the 
dctermination to put an Act of this 
sort through this Dáil, and then to put 
it before the people and get their sanc- 
tion for it. That is what is really re- 
sponsible for the peaee which you have 
got to-day. 

At all times, and at every time since 
these people first toolc up arms to 
threatcn the life, property, wealth and 
security of this nation, we have in- 
dicated a desire to wipe out the past 
and to start again on a good sound 
level of brotherly terms with them, but 
every single mention of anything of 
that kind has been looked upon as a 
sign of weakness. If there be anybody 
who is so foolish as to think that that 
is a sign of weakness, the circum- 
stances of the last twelve months will, 
I think, disabuse his mind, if he looks 
at the matter impartially. I have ob- 
served that for some time past in docu- 
ments and printed matter, issued by 
those who flatter thcmselves with the 
idea that they represent a body of 
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opinion in the country. They do not. 
They represent every dissatisfied per- 
son in the eommunity, and everv 
person dissatisfied with anybody who 
is a friend of ours, and the most thev 
can do is very iittle. They are still just 
as bitter, just as desirious of maintain- 
ing an attitude of hostility to this 
State, and to its security, as they were 
in the beginning, with this difference: 
that thcir tceth are drawn, and that 
they are no longer able to bite. They 
can only snarl now. We did not care 
very niuch for their snarl or their bite 
when thcy were biting. 

The í)eputy niay say that wc might 
have released the 1,850 prisoners wo 
have at present, and so we might; but 
I think much good judgment has been 
exercised in the matter of the release | 
of the prisoners. which is our rcspon- 
bilitv. We get the blarne of it, but the 
Deputy and those with him who eome 
here and sav we ought to release the 
whole ot‘ them have not all the facts | 
and all the cireumstanees Irefore them. 
We are under no compliment to these 
peoplc for having stopped what they 
call their little war. It stopped when 
the weight that we put upon it was 
sufficient to crush it out, and if at anv 
time they think of trying it on again, 
well, that will l>e their responsibility, 
and they will be met just as sternly as 
they were tlie last time. Somctimes 
people say to us: “ Don't do this and 
don’t do that, you will have them 
starting a > 2 :ain. ,, I ean tell you from 
what I have learned that they have no: 
niuch appetite for starting again. I 
may also tell you that they have not 
learned much charity, and* therc is a 
good deal of charity they might learn 
from the last twelve or eighteon 
months; a good deal that they might 
do to promote the educational and con- 
structive policy whieh they say they 
gave birth to, and which, so far as we 
know, has not been nurtured and is not 
very strong, and may possibly not sur- 
vive its birth vcry long. P>ut, if they 
have got such a policy, and do mean 
well^ t,hey are peoplc who themselves 
require some nurturing , both in politi- 
cal and in military matters, and we 
will give them every help to make 
their politieal. construetive and edu- , 
cational methods a success, but I do 1 


, not believe, from anything I have seen 
of them, that they are capable of doing 
this themselves. 

Mr. JOHNSON: The statement of the 
Prcsident is an extraordinary one to 
come from him in such circumstanees. 
One feels bitter sometimes hcaring 
speeches that come from the Govcrn- 
ment benches when this question, or 
similar questions, are raised. I do not 
know how any good purpose is going 
to be served, and I cannot imagine any 
good purpose being served, towards the 
maldng of a peaceful country and to- 
wards encouraging that which the Pre- 
sident in one sentence suggests as de- 
sirable, viz., that those who are at pre- 
sent detained would help in thc edu- 
cation of the country by good works, 
when in the next sentence, or in the 
prcvious sentcnce, he taunts them by 
saying that the Govcrnment did not 
carc much for their biting and snarl- 
ing when they were biting or snarling. 
That kind of bravado doos not go very 
far, because we did care much. The 
President and the Minister for Defence 
and the Minister for llome Affairs and 
all of us did care a good deal, and 
when the President says the Executive 
took certain measures which are ac- 
knowledged to be extreme measures 
that surely is proof that they did care 
much. But, after all, the amendinent 
deals with those who are at present de- 
tained, and one can hardly imagine 
that the process of detection, the 
methods of dctcntion, and the methods 
of supervision, would have allowed 
those who are detained to exercise the 
authority or powers that the President 
says he sees little sign of their exer- 
cising. One cannot have it both ways. 
You cannot challenge them to exercise 
those powers of construction and good 
ordcr and at the same time say you are 
going to keep them in. Very often the 
President proves very much more than 
the case he is making. He proves, or 
attempts to prove, that they should 
have the power of keeping persons in- 
definitely and interminably without. 
trial. I wonder is it the intention of 
the Minister to have powers to kcep in 
prison interminably, and without trial, 
and upon suspicion, and as a preven- 
tative of possible evils which those 
people might do? Because that is the* 
contention of the President. Bvery- 
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thing he says, if accepted by the Dáil, 
would support the case that bccause the 
Bxecutive believe that certain persons, 
if allowed at liberty, would do certain 
criminal acts, then, on the authority of 
the Bxecutive 'alone, these people 
should be detained indefinitely and in- 
terminably. That is the only case madc 
for the retention of this Section in the 
BilJ, and if the Dáil is prepared to say 
that the Exccutive of this or any future 
Dáil is a body which should have | 
powers of detention and imprisonment 
of eitizens on the suspicion of the Bxe- 
cutive, without rtderence to law or 
courts, then the Dáil can accept the re- 
sponsibility for saying that, but when 
thc President argues for Section 3 in 
the terms he has donc he is asking the 
Dáil to authorise the present Exccu- 
tive, and future Exccutives, to detain 
citizens for any period on thcir own 
initiative if they think it is a danger 
that sueh persons should be let out. 

Now, that is not the proposal in thc 
Bill. Thc proposal is to allow the Exe- 
cutive Minister to detain those at pre- 
sent in eustody for twelve months. 
On what ground? On the ground that 
he believes that if thcy were allowed to 
be free they would bc a danger to the 
State, not on the ground, not on the j 
suspicion that they have committed any 
offence, Imt on the suspicion that thcy 
might eonimit an offence if released. I 
subniit that that. should not be allowed 
to l>e retaincd in thc Bill. For, every 
Seetion in the Bill, when this Bill be- 
eomes an'Act, would justify the Exc- 
cutive in arresting any such persons 
for a new offence, cvcn on the suspicion 
of being about to conimit a new offenee. 

The Minister will probably answer 
that if they are released now it may not 
be so easy to arrest them 
5 o r eIoclc. again, but surely that is a 
risk worth t.aking. Surely 
it would be rnuch bettcr to allow these 
men to go free, and then, knowing thc 
new powers that are in thc hands 
of thc Ministcr t.hat they are 
likcly to bc 'arrested and - de- 
tained undcr these powers, to givc 
them the opportunity which the 
Prcsident suggcsts they ought to 
exercise—the opportunity of exercising 
that influence and that authority which 
givcs them a fair chance, I suggest, of 
being helpful and constructive. I sub- 


mit that statesmanship could advise 
that that opportunity should be givcn 
to thern, and that freedom to do good 
things should be grantcd to these men. 
Thc evidence that we have had, I think. 
gocs to prove that the period of active 
armed strife is past, and I believe that 
evcn though there may be suspieion 
that arrned strife may rise again at 
some time, near or distant, we are not 
going to dispel t.hat suspicion or re- 
move the danger by detaining 1,000, 
500, or 50 men under suspicion of hav- 
ing done something, or having been 
about to do somcthing, six or twelve 
months ago. I urge strongly that. this 
Section should bc deleted, so that the 
country will have a chance of saying 
that there is no man now in custody 
without having been tricd before a 
Court, and that any risk that there 
might. l)e in taking that, action is much 
more likcly to rcsult in continued pcace 
and betterment for thc country than to 
rcsult in cvil or chaos. I urge the Dáil 
to vote for this amendment. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS : Thc cxact (‘ffect 
of this amendmcnt passing would bc 
that all persons at prcscnt in military 
custody not so far sentenced to tcrms 
of imprisonm(‘nt and irrcspcctivc of 
any dangcr that may be caused to the 
community, should bo relcascd. Now 
that is a proposition that wc arc not 
prcparcd to accept. On the lst of 
Novembor last thcrc were in custody 
8,000 pc'rsons. In the two rtionths cnd- 
ing the lst Januarv, 6,150 have been 
rclcascd, and thcrc arc now in custody, 
or wcre on the lst January, 1,850 per- 
sons. Deputy Baxter asks why not re- 
lcasc thosc innocent mcn and allow 
thcm rcturn to thcir pcaccful avoca- 
tions, and thc answer is that the nights 
arc too long. 

Deputy Baxtcr may have heard the 
story of the judgc who, when a jury 
acquittcd a prisoncr, lookcd at his 
wateh and asked for two hours start 
bcforo thcy relcascd “ that innocent 
This is something on a par, be- 
eause in conncction with these pcrsons 
thcrc has bccn ovcrmuch plav with the 
word suspicion . 99 We are told that 
they arc detaincd on suspicion of hav- 
ing done something 6 or 12 months 
ago. The Deputics who play in that 
way with the word “ suspicion 99 know 
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well that we could have put any of 
these men on their trial for very grave 
offenees, and have had them sentenccd 
to periods ranging from 7 to 20 years. 
But bccause they have been detaincd 
—and dctained in all the eircumstances 
in absurdly eomfortable eonditions— 
the Oovernment that detaincd thcm is 
held up as tyrannieal, autoeratic and 
oppressive, and these men are trotted 
out as innocent. They are not innocent 
and they are not dctained on suspieion. 
They have not been put on triab be- 
cause to put so many thousands of men 
on trial as werc arrested for the last- 
year or two years, would be an undue 
strain on the Jegal machinery of any 
State, not to speak of the legal 
maehinery of this infant State. But, 
beeause they have not been put on trial 
Deputies ought iiot to plav piteh and 
toss with the word “ suspieion. M 

Six thousand, one hundred and fifty 
persons have been relcased within 
the last two months. Releases 
wiil go on aeeoi-ding as, in the judg- 
ment of the Exeeutive Couneil, the 
publie safetv warrants it. This Section 
3, which it is proposed to delete, pro- 
vides that:— 

“ Every p<»rson who is now de- 
taincd in military eustodv or held as 
a militarv prisoner or eaplive, and 
has not, before the passing of this 
Act, been senteneed to a term of im- 
prisonmept or penal S(*rvitude by 
any tribunal established by the mili- 
tary authorities, may be detained in 
custody under this Aet und(»r an or- 
der of an Executive Minister, if sueii 
Ministcr is of opinion that the publie 
safety would be endangered by such 
person being set at liberty.” 

That se(»rns to rne a rather good 
reason for detaining a person. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Any time? 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: It seems to me, in 
all the circurnstances, a very good r(;a- 
son for detaining a person that the 
publie safety would be endangered by 
his being set at liberty. But Deputy 
Baxter wants this Section deleted, and 
Deputy Johnson supports him enthusi- 
astically, without any regard to the 
public safety. Aftcr all, as 1 say, what- 
ever the public saíety is, it is we who 
have to judgc it; it is we who have to 


say where it lies. If our judgmont is 
wrong, if it, is inaeeurate, then, no 
doubt, the Dáil will atteml to that. 
But the lirst duty of sceing where the 
publie safety lies is on the Executivc 
(^ouncil collectivcly. Wc say that it lies 
in detaining these 1,800 pcrsons. De- 
puty Johnson and Deputy Baxter say 
it lies rather in their relcase. lUit thi 
rcsponsibility is ours for tlie moment. 
To-morrow it may be Deputy Baxtcr’s, 
and the day after, Dcputy Johnson’s. 
Sizing up the situation wc think that it. 
is not calculated to improve conditions 
in the country simply to aet in that; 
preeipitate way. Over the holidays 
and over the Christmas season we have 
made a big expcriment in the matter 
of releases. Let us sec what it briugs. 
But we will havc to go on like that, 
watehijig the situation and rcdeasing 
persons only as we think eonsidera- 
tions of public safety justify that 
course. To do otherwise is merely 
quixotic, aud we were quixotií* beforí-. 
Mr. de Valera himself supplied us witli 
an epigram whieh we should remem- 
ber: “ Fool me once, shanu» on you; 
fool jnc twice, shame on irie .” We will 
not be fooled twice. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I must. say that the 
speech of thc Minister makcs me con- 
f(»ss that T am really rnorc conccrned 
about the preservation of civil liberty 
against the Exeeutivc than I am about 
particular mcn in custody. Thc Min- 
ist(»r says that the phrase, “ If such 
Minister is of opinion that the public 
safety would be endangercd by such 
a person bcing set at liberty, M is surely 
a warrant for the detention of prison- 
ers. I wonder when the Minister was 
iritroducing thc Constitution Bill that 
hc did not propose that Articlc 6 should 
read as follows:— 

“ The libcrty of thc person is in- 
violablc and no pcrson shall be dc- 
prived of his liberty except a 
Ministcr- 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: Execpt in accord- 
ance with law. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I say that I wonder 
thc Minister did not whcn proposing 
this makc» it read:— 

Thc libcrty of thc person is in- 
violable and no person shall be 
deprivcd of his liberty exeept a 
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Minister is of opinion that the public 

safety would be endangered by his 

being set at liberty. ,, 

That is the doctrine the Minister lays 
down: that the Bxecutive for the time 
beiug are to be the judges whether a 
man shall be at liberty or whether he 
shall be detained, that the Executive 
for the time being are to be responsible 
for the arrest or detention or the lib- 
erty of any citizcn. That is a doctrine 
which I want to brand as quite unac- 
ceptable and entirely in eontradiction 
with anything that the Dáil has given 
verbal assent to or that the country re- 
quires. It is because T feel that the 
doctrinc the Minister has practically 
put in so many words—that Ministers 
are the people to judge whether liberty 
is to be allowed to a eitizen or not—is 
being embodied in legislation particu- 
larly in this Section 3, in this Bill, that 
I oppose tlie Bill. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: On a point of cx- 
planation, I think the Dcputv is un- 
eonsciously misinterpreting mc. I said 
that we have the responsibility in the 
íirst instanee of deeiding where, in our 
judgment, public safety lies. We hav<‘ 
so decided and we have embodied our 
deHsion in this Bill. It is now for the 
Dáil to say whether we were right or 
wrong. 

Mr. JOHNSON : I beg the MinistcrV 
pardon. The Minister has not told 
the Dáil who are arrested and who are 
detained. It is not good enough to 
throw the responsibility for the deten- 
tion of peóple who have not beeu tried 
and whose names are not known to us 
upon the Dáil. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: You have thern. 

Mr. JOHNSON: The responsil)ility 
is the Minister’s. The Minister, in 
claiming that they should have the 
powcr to do this thing and to detain 
without trial on suspicion—I repeat 
that; the Minister himself lias repeated 
it frequently and the Bill says “rcason- 
able grounds for suspecting that a per- 
son has done or is about to eommit an 
offence ’ ’—that if a Minister has 
reasonable grounds for suspccting, he 
ought to have the power to detain, to 
arrest and imprison. The Courts then 
might as well be closed. They are only 
an excuse. If that doctrinc is a true 
one it should be extended. 


If that doctrine is a valid one it 
should be extended, and if the Dáil is 
not careful it will be extended, when- 
ever any civil difficulty arises. When- 
ever any time of stress arises— politi- 
cal, social, or economic—someone will 
corrie forward from those benehes and 
say that the Executive is to be the 
judge whether a person shall bc de- 
tained, or shall be allowed freedom. 
There may be, at some future time, 
people authorised to act on those 
benches who would use that doctrine 
in a way which the prescnt Dáil would 
not like. í warn tho Dáil that very 
| terriblc precedents are embodied in 
; that doetrine, and that that doctrine 
; is embodied in this Bill. 

i 

i 

í The PRESIDENT: I do not think it 
| would be right that the Deputy’g 
statement should be allowed to go 
without reminding the Dáil, and the 
country, that this particular measure 
has been introduced, after a pcriod of 
| intense disorder in the country, to deal 
I with the disorder, and within a limited 
! s]>ace of time, with the arch-conspira- 
tors in the partieular disorder that went 
1 on for at least 12 months. This Bill. 
; that the Dáil is asked to pass, will not 
í be law r for all time. It is a Bill to deal 
with the perpetrators of perhaps the 
! greatest crimes ever committed against 
' this country by p(‘oplo who have got 
| no eompunetion, and no penitence, for 
j the commission of those erimes. Only 
* within the last week or fortnight I read 
| from one of them a statement that 
| cverv act that had been done was con- 
; stitutional. The burning of young 
; Emmet McGarry was constitutional, 

; the destruction of Mallow and Bally- 
voile viaducts, the killing of railway- 
; men, tln» destruction of transport, 
ev(»rv single act committed by or under 
! orders of superiors, or of the military 
! people or political people, was consti- 
tutional. We are prepared to givc the 
full benefits of the Gonstitution we 
have passed to people who would re- 
cognise that Constitution. but we are 
not going to guarantee the rights of 
that Gonstitution to pcople who will do 
their damnedest to break it. 

Mr. P. HOGAN (Olare): I have not 
very much to say on this amendment 
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[Mr. P. Hogan.] 

as I have already registered my protest 
in the Dáil against the Bill. We have 
been told that most of the men de- 
tained are, in a sense, eriminals, that 
they committed crimes, and that they 
are detained so that they eould not 
eontinue to perpetrate these crimes. I 
should like to ask those responsible on 
the Ministerial Benches whether they 
do not rcmember that the country 
elected a good many of these men when 
they were in jail. I would likc to re- 
mind t.he Dáil that in the constituency 
I come from 17,000 people elected one 
of thcsc arch-eriminals even when he 
was interned. 


Mr. P. McRENNA: While I support 
the main principles of this Bill, to be 
consistent I must support the amend- 
ment proposed by Deput.y Baxter. The 
reason I support the main principles 
of the Rill is because I consider such a 
measure is necessary for somc time. 
The Bill contains a most unconslilu- 
tional principle, as it does away with 
the right of trial by jury. I lameiit, 
as much as anyone, the necessity that 
compelled the (lovernment to introduce 
this measure. We must faee facts. 
At the present tinie we know that in 
many parts of this countrv we are 
faced with a situation that no civilised 
community could toleratc. We have 
the drogs of the community, and some 
masked ruffians going about at night 
robbing and plundering the eountry- 
side, persons who are afraid to show 
their faces in the light of day, or to do 
a manly act. While we rememljer that 
fact we must also recognise that we, 
in the Dáil, are deputcd by the nation 
to legislate not against a man or a 
party, but for the citizens of the entire 
State. 

I quite agree with the President that 
the Constitution drawn up by the 
people elected to this Assembly should 
be obeyed by every eitizen of thc State. 
I. further agree that the meaning of 
civil liberty has been misunderstood by 
some seetions of the community. I also 
rccognise that some people think they 
can rise up at any time and create a 
revolution in this country against the 
wishes of the majority of the peopie. 

I do not agree with any of thesc ideas. 


I hold that the cssence of civil liberty is 
to define every mau’s rights according 
to law, from the highest to the lowest 
in the State, and when these rights are 
defined every man knows them, be they 
great or small. I also hold that the 
man who knows his own rights is far 
more free than the man who has un- 
limited freedom. This amendment, I 
think, meets the views of a large sec- 
tion of the communit.y, no matter what 
we may think here. We must recog- 
nise that it is liberty makes citizens fit 
for liberty. If you have citizens going 
about the country, holding divergent 
views from the majority of the people, 
imagining they are wearing a suit of 
prison clothcs, and that they are being 
watchcd from housetops and hilltops, I 
do not think that would lead to good 
citizenship. The President, from the 
information at his disposal, stated that 
these men have no intention of resum- 
ing active warfare in this country, so 
that I do not think it is wise to keep 
them within prison bars any longer. 
If I thought there was any danger of 
another uprising by thesc people, no 
membcr of tlie Dáil would be more in 
( favour of using thc mac*hinery at the 
I disposal of the Executive Council .to 
I protect and preserve the interests of 
this State than I would. 

, We know that for the last seven or 
] eight months active warfare has ceased, 

| and that therc are no signs of opera- 
I tions being resumed. I agree that it is 
the duty of the Executive Council to 
take no risks. I am not one of those 
who would like to criticise the actions 
I of the Executive Council very harshly. 

! They had a very difficult task to con- 
! tond with. There is no doubt about 
Í that. We appreciate their difficulties, 
j and wc respect. the Exccutive Council 
j for what they have done for the coun- 
I try. But, as Dcputy Johnson stated, 

| the principles introduced in this Sec- 
tion are a very dangerous menace to 
the future of this State. Our grand- 
íathers and our fathers, who fought for 
liberty in this country, werc always 
opposed to every form of coercion that 
was introduced. 

The hullabulloo that was raised in 
the days of Buckshot Foster when a 
nuinber of suspects were locked up in 
the^ various jails of this country is 
vividly impressed on the memory of 
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many members of the Dáil. Taking 
into consideration the fact that we are 
dealing in this country with a very 
highly-strung people, with a deter- 
minéd race, and that men will take thé 
plunge, whether that plunge lands 
them in another world or not, I feel, 
and I say it from my heart, that the 
safest road to peace and prosperity for 
this eountry is to try, instead of 
biting, chopping and snarling at our 
opponents who hold divergent views 
from the vast majority of the Irish 
people, and proceed by way of peaceíul 
penetration. If we drive those people 
into cxasperation, although Vesuvius 
may be only smouldering, you may 
have a further cruption. That would 
be a sad state of aftairs to occur again, 
but I do not think that the situation 
will be saved by holding a couple of 
thousand men in jail. I would be long 
sorry, as I said, to endanger the safety 
of the State by any act of mine in t.his 
assembly. I do not think, no matter 
what is said, that the hearts of the 
Ministers of the Executive Council are 
composed of any worse material than 
are the hearts of the majority of the 
people of this nation. I know that 
soni(‘ of thern at times, like a lot of 
us, have very awkward tongues, as De- 
puty Johnson says, and say some things 
tliat, perhaps, from a dipiomatic point 
of view, might not be inelincd to please 
a lot of people. Ilowever, they have 
the eoúragc of their convictions. I 
would appeal to the Ministcr for Homc 
Affairs to aceede to the request, or de- 
mand, made by Deputy Baxter and De- 
jnity Johnson in this amendmcnt. As 
regards the other clauses of tlie Bill, 
I am with the Government. I am 
against this rabble being let loose such 
as has bcen let loose in various parts 
of the eountry, because if we let loose 
the winds of heaven the Omnipotent 
Being only can control them, and so 
also if you let loose the rabble nothing 
less than the strong arm of the law can 
control them. The people of the coun- 
try want safety, and they want protec- 
tion for their property. For that 
reason I am in favour of the main prin- 
ciples of the BilU but in the interests 
of thc future of the State, in order to 
heal old sores and create new friend- 
ships, I would like to see the men in jail 
cominsr to this assembly like mcn and 


taking their part, as we all have taken 
it, and doing their best to create an era 
of peacc, prosperity and happiness for 
this State. 

Mr. O MAHONY: Is not l)eputy 
McKenna a little illogical? Ile is in 
agreement with all the features of the 
Bill save and except this Section. The 
main Section of the Bill gives the Exe- 
cutive Government renewed power to 
arrest and detain on suspicion when 
they are satisfied that certain persons 
have been guilty of erimes against the 
country, or are about to commit such 
crimes. With respect to those at pre- 
sent under detention, the Executive 
Council have not alone satisfied them- 
selves that they in the past have been 
guilty of chargcs such as are provided 
for under the other Sections of the Bill, 
1 but, they feel that, owing to the infor- 
| mation at their disposal, they could 
not deal with them in t.he same gene- 
rous manner as they dealt with the 
eight thousand five hundred prisoners 
! to whom the Minister for Homc Affairs 
| has referred, and that they could not 
extend the same clernency to those, be- 
cause their case, from the point of view 
of national safety, is on an entirely dif- 
| ferent basis. 

I This Dáil has elcctcd mcmbcrs of the 
Executive Government to discharge 
certain onerous duties to the nation. 
and the first and the most important 
, duty they have to discharge to the 
I people of this country is to see all 
| reasonable measures are taken to en- 
| sure the safety and the liberty of 
the citizen. We gave them power un- 
der tlie previous Bill to deal with 
eases sueh as arc eoncerned in this now, 
to dctain any person, and as far as i 
know, the temper of the country, out- 
side the aecommodating representatives 
on public boards, is that the time has 
not arrivcd when absolute release with- 
out any eonsideration of specific cases 
would be safe in the public intercst. 
No member of the Dáil is anxious to 
restrict the liberty of the citizen, but 
let us look at the rccord of those eiti- 
zens for the past eighteen months. Let 
us look at the wholesale destruetion 
from one end of the country to another. 
Let us consider the mortgaging of the 
resoui*ces of the country for a long 
time ahead, all accomplished in the 
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sacred name of liberty. If you oon- 
sider the pronouneements of the friends 
of those people from public platforms 
all over the country, it is evident that 
not alone have they not repented of 
their sins but that their restricted ac- 
tion is now due to the restricted op- 
portunities they have, and if thc time 
were ripe to resurrect their aetivities 
to : morrow or next week they would 
earry on the same programme, and they 
would take the same means to opposc 
the will of the people. 

Mr. SHAW : I did not want to speak 
on this subject, but as one of the I)e- 
puties representing Counties West- 
meath and Longford, Deputy McKenna, 
has made eertain statements here, 1 
wish 1o say on behalf of the majority 
of th(* people of Westmeath and Long- 
ford that they have perfect eonfidencc 
in the Covernment, and that thcv eon- 
sider the gj a adual release of the prison- 
cirs is proper and safe. Therefore, I 
say t.he opinions of Deputy McKenna 
art» his own, and those of a small 
minority of the people in those eoun- 
ties. 

Mr. McRENNA: On a point of orde 
T challenge the statement that Deputy 
Shaw speaks the opinion of the p(‘ople 
of Longford and Westmeath. Allow nn* 
to tell him tbat a R(‘publiean Deputv 
topped the poll in Westmeath and 
Longford. 


for the majority of the people in the 
counties of Westmeath and Longford 
as regards their present opinion. I 
wonder was Deputy McRcnna of ‘the 
same opinion as he is to-night when 
within a mile of his house £150.000 
wortb of railway waggons and engines 
were burned up. líc seems to forget 
the damage done there, and he talks 
here of making up quarrels and of 
shaking hands. 

Mr. HOGAN (Clare) : Are the people 
who did that loekcd up? 

Mr. SHAW : I repeat again that the 
vast majority of the people of West 
meath and Longford are of the same 
opinion as I am. They are perfectly 
satisfied with the way the Cfovernment 
have released the prisoners, and I 
should leave the matter with them. 

Mr. McRENNA: Rcsign to-morrow 
and I will fight you on the issue. 

Mr. SHAW: I wish I could have a 
bet with you. You may write a cheque 
and I will write another. 

Mr. JOHNSON : 1 will hold the 
stakcs. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Th 

(|uestion is “ that Section 3 stand part 
| of the Bill. ,> 

j Qu(*stion put. 

' The Dáil dividcd : Tá, 53; Níl, 14. 
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Tá. 

Earnán Altún. I 

Hichard H. Beamish. 

Earnán de Blaghd. 

Seoirse de Bhulbh. 

Bryan B. Cooper. 

Sir James Craig. 

Louis J. D'Alton. 

Máighréad Ní Choileáin Bean Uí 
Dhrisceoil. 

Patrick J. Egan. 

Henry J. Finlay. 

Desmond Fitzgerald. 

Tomás Mac ArtúÍT. 

Seosamh Mac ’a Bhrighde. 1 

Alasdair Mac Cába. I 

Domhnall Mac Cárthaigh. , 

Liam T. Mac Cosgair. 

Maolmhuire Mac Eochadha. 

Pádraig Mac. Fhlannchadha. 

Seán Mac Garaidh. j 

Pádraig Mac Giollagáin. 

Seán Mac Giolla 'n Iiíogh. 

Risteárd Mac Liam. i 

Seoirse Mac Nioeaill. 

Liam Mac Sioghaird. j 

Liam Mag Aonghusa. 

Pádraig S. Mag Ualghairg. ! 

Níl 

Pádraig F. Baxter. 

Seán Buitléir. 

Séamus Eabhróid. j 

Séamus Mac Cosgair. 

Tomás Mac Eoin. i 

Patrick McRenna. i 

Tomás de Nógla. 

Motion dcclaroí 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE i 

took the Chair at this stage. ! 

SECTION 4. 

(1) All existing Appeal Conncils 
established nnder Section 4 of the 
Public Safety (Emergency Powers) 

Act, 1923' (No. 28 of 1923) shall be 
continued for the purposes of this 
Section, and such additional Appeal 
Councils as shall be neccssary for the | 
said purposes shall be established by | 
an Executive Minister. 

(2) Every Appeal Council con- j 
tinued or established under this Sec- i 
tion shall consist of not less than 
three mcmbers, of whom one shall 
be a practising barrister or solicitor 
of not less than five years* standing*. 

(3) Any person detained in cus- 
tody under this Act, whether under 
an order of an Exeeutive Minister or 
by the military authorities, may in 
the prescribed manner request that 
an inquiry into the matter of his de- 
tention be made by an Appeal Coun- 
cil, and such Council shall thereupon 


1924. 

John T. Nolan. 

Peadar O hAodha. 

Mícheál O hAonghusa. 
Criostóir O Broin. 

Seán O Bruadair. 
Proinsias 0 Cathail. 

Aodh 0 Cinnéide. 
Conchubhair O Conghaile. 
Eoghan O Dochartaigh. 
Séamus N. O Dólain. 
Peadar S. O Dubhghaill. 
Pádraig O Dubhthaigh. 
Eamon S. O Dúgáin. 

Seán O Duinnín. 

Donchadh S. O Guaire. 
Aindriú O Laimhín. 
Séamus O Leadáin. 

Fionán O Loingsigh. 
Thomas 0’Mahony. 
Risteárd O Maolchatha. 
Séamus 0 Murchadha. 
Seán M. O Súilleabháin. 
Caoimhghín O hUigín. 
Seán Príomhdhail. 

Patrick W. Shaw. 

Liam Thrift. 

Pádraig Mac Fadáin. 


Ailfrid O Broin. 

Tomás O Conaill. 

Séamus O Cruadhlaoich. 

Eamon O Dubhghaill. 

Domhnall O Muirgheasa. 

Tadhg O Murchadha. 

Pádraig O hOgáin (An Clár). 

carricd. 

with all eonvcuient speed inquiro in 
the prescribed manner into the case 
of such person aml shall report in the 
prescribed form to such Executive 
Minister the rcsult of such inquiry. 

(4) At any inquiry undcr this Soo- 
tion the Appeal Council shall bc fur- 
nishcd with the rcports or ccrtificates 
in virtue of which the person whose 
case is being inquired into is being 
detained. 

(5) Whcn sueh an Executive 
Minister shall rcceive a report from 
an Appeal Council that there are no 
reasonable grounds for suspecting 
the person interned of having com- 
mitted or being engaged or con- 
cerncd in thc commission of any of 
the offences mcntioned in the 
schedule to this Act. he shall, within 
one calendar month from the receipt 
of the report, order his release 
unless— 

(a) he shall refer back the report 
to the Appeal Council for the 

- consideration of further evi- 
dence, or 
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(b) the person be charged with 
any oífence punishable by im- 
prisonment. 

(6) No person serving a sentence 
of imprisonment or penal servitude 
imposed by a tribunal established by 
the military authorities shall be en- 
titled to appeal to an Appeal Coun- 
cil under this Section. 

(7) An Executive Minister shall 
make regulations for the execution 
by Appeal Councils of the functions 
imposed on them by this Seetion, 
and.may for that purpose by order 
continue in force any existing regu- 
lations made under Section 4 of the 
Public Safety (Emcrgency Powers) 
Act, 1923. 

(8) All regulations rnade or con- 
tinued under this Section shall be 
laid before each House of the 
Oireachtas as soon as may be after 
they are made, and if bot.h Houscs of 
the Oireaehtas shall pass resolutions 
aunulling the regulations the regu- 
lations shall be annulled accordingly, 
but without prejudice to thc validitv 
of anything already done under 
them. 

(9) In t.his Section the word “ pre- 
scri])ed ” means prescribed bv regu- 
lations made or continued under this 
Section. 

In Sub-section (3) to delete from 
the word “ w r hether, ,, in line 26, to 
the word 44 authority, ,, line 28, in- 
elusive.—(Mr. Baxter). 

Mr. BAXTER: The passing of this 
amendment would, in my opinion, have 
been conditional on the passing of 
previous amendments, whieh have been 
rcjected. I think it will not be con- 
sistent with the decisions already 
taken, and I ask leave to withdraw it. 
Ainendment not moved. 

Mr. BAXTER: I move:- 

In Sub-seetion (3), line 28, to de- 
lete the word “ an, ,> and to substi- 
tute therefor the words “ a public. ,, 

It seems to nie that there can be 
very little objection to the amendment. 
I can sce none, and the fact that an 
inquiry will be public, where the pros 
and cons of the ease can be argued, 
where the case the Minister is to make 
can be known against the arguments 
that may be put up for the prisoner, 
w r ill not and cannot be held to hamper 
the Administration or the Minister. and 


it will give the prisoner the satisfaction 
of knowing that his case has not been 
heard behind closed doors. lf he makes 
an appeal to an Appeal Council it is 
right, if he has a case, that the public 
should know why he is being held, and 
a publie hearing is the only way to 
satisfy the public as to the case the 
Executive Minister has to make for the 
holding of any pcrson. 

Mr. 0 ’HIGGINS : I regret that I can- 
not accept Deputy Baxter^s amend- 
ment. If these Appeal Councils were 
to hold their sittings in public it would 
be necessary to make public the sub- 
stancc of all reports receivcd with re- 
gard to a particular person whose ar- 
rest and detention was considered 
necessary. I put to Deputy Baxter a 
hypothetical ease. A man returning 
from a fair is held up by four men, 
A, B, C and D. By a stroke of good 
luck A is arrested, and the person 
whosc rights were infringcd, the person 
w r ho was robbed or otherwise injured, 
approaches the police or thc military in 
this way: This man, beyond question, 
robbed me on the night of thc — instant, 
but inasmuch as his friends, B, C and 
D, are still at, large I am not willing to 
give evidence, I am not willing to ap- 
pear publicly against him. If I did 
that. my life would be in danger and 
certainly my property would bc fur- 
ther in danger. ,, That is the kind of 
situation that we are meeting in many 
areas, people in dread of their lives. 
or in drcad of arson, or one form or 
another of destruction of property, re- 
fusing to eomc forward publicly and 
identify those who wrongcd them or in- 
jured them in person or property. 

If the sittings of this Appeal Council 
were hcld in publie all thc evidence 
against a particular prisoner would be 
known to the general public, and, Avhat 
is morc important, to his friends out- 
side. That is a line of argument that 
it is unnecessary to elaborate. Every 
Deputy sees the significance and re- 
alises the force of it, and most Depu- 
tics appreeiate the fact that if you 
have a situation where citizens could 
and would come forward freely with 
the evidence that it is in their power to 
give there would be no 
6 o y cloc\c . necessity for the introduc- 
tion of this Bill at all. I can- 
not aecept the amendment. 
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Amendment put and declared lost. | 

Mr. NAOLE : I move:— 

In Sub-section (5), line 43, to 
delete the words “ calendar month ” f 
and to substitute therefor the words ! 
“ one week. ,> 

I cannot sce any point in the interval 
of a month elapsing after the receipt of 
thc Councirs Report by the Minister, 
unless it is to cnable him, or the 
military or police ofBcer, to make up 
fresh cvidenee. The decision of the 
Appeal Council ought to bc based on 
the evidenee on whieh the original 
arrest was effected, and if it is in fav- 
our of thc prisoner the Minister ought 
not delay to give effeet to it. If fresh 
evidence is discovered it is always pos- 
siblc to ordcr re-arrest. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: In our opinionthe I 
period of one weck would be too short 
for eonsideration of the report of the 
Appeal Couneil, and possibly for the 
uollalion of further evidenee to be sub- 
niitted to the Appeal Council, if the 
Hxecutive Minister rcsponsible for the 
internment order decidcd to refer the 
ease baek. Tn íact, if the Deputy ’s sug- 
gestion were to be adoptcd that por- 
tion (a) might almost be deleted from 
thc Bill. I think the deletion of (a) 
from the Bill is undesirable. It is al- 
ways possible that only certain faets 
or reports in connection Avith the 
prisoner might be submitted to the 
Appeal Council if, in the opinion of the 
Exeeutive Minister it was sufficient in 
itself to justify detention, but if the 
Appeal Council were to recommend the 
releasc of the prisoner in spite of such 
evidence as was submitted to them, 
then it might take some time and cor- 
respondence with police officers and 
others to colleet further evidence avail- 
able, but not immediately available, 
with regard to the particular prisoner 
concerned, the interned person. If the 
Deputy would meet me to the extent 
of making the period a fortnight I 
would agree. 

Mr. NAGLE: I will accept that sug- 
gestion. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

Do you propose to makc the ehange on 
the Report Stage? 


Mr. O’HIGGINS: I propose to make 
thc amendmcnt on the Rcport Stagc. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I submit it is quite 
within your province to accept a 
change in the form of the amendment 
on this Stage. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I have no objection 
to make the change. 

Amendment, as amended, agreed to. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: On bchalf of De- 
puty Corish I bcg to move Ihe follow- 
ing amendment: “ In Sub-seetion (5) 
to delete all words aíter the word 
‘ releasc ’ in line 43 to thc end of the 
Sub-seetion. ” Thc objoet of the 
amendment is to pruvide that the in- 
ternee, having decided to put his case 
before the Appcal Couneil, and his ease 
having been heard and examined, that 
it should be final if the Appeal Council 
reports favourably. I do not think it 
is right when the Council has re- 
ported, and when there are no rcason- 
ablc grounds for suspeeting that the 
person interned has committed, or is 
about to conimit, an ofíence, that thc 
Minister should still retain thc power 
of holding this internee. It seems to 
me, if that is going to bc the ease, there 
should be no Appeal Council. I do not 
see what purpose the Council would 
serve if the Minister is still to be the 
judgc, and has still tfie right of saying 
whether or not the internee is to be 
held. 

Spealdng on the last amendment, thc 
Minister for Tlome Affairs rather in- 
dicated that the idea was if the Appeal 
Council reports favourably, in spite of 
the evidenee put forward, the Minister 
should thcn have an opportunity of 
getting furthcr evidenee. I submit 
that, at the hearing before thc Appeal 
Council, the Minister should put for- 
ward all the evidence which he can get. 
He should not content himself by put- 
ting forward what cvidencc he thinks 
mifficient before the Council, and then, 
if the report is favourable to the pris- 
oner, hold the prisoner in order to get 
some furthcr evidence. In any case, 
the effect of that will be to make it al- 
most impossible—morally impossible— 
for a prisoner to put his case before the 
Appeal Council. There is no guarantee' 
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|Mr. O'Connell.l tifv him being brought before a Court, 


to him that the report of the Counci 1 , 
if it is in his favour, will be acted upon 
by thc Ministcr. Thc indication is quite 
the other way, from what the Ministcr 
mcntioncd whcn he was speaking on 
the last amendmcnt. 

Mr. 0’HIGGINS : Deputy O’Con- 
nell’s amendmcnt would involvc two 
things. First, in the cvcnt of thc 

Appeal Couneil rccommending a 

prisoner’s rclcasc, it would not be pos- 
sible (a) to bring him before a Court 
for formal trial, or (b) to submit to thc 
Appeal Council any further evidcnce 
which might havc come to hand in rc- 
gstrd to the prisoncr whosc case was 
being considcred. Now, as from thc 
time when a prisoncr would give no- 
tice that it was his intcntion to appeal 
to this advisory body, and the time I 
when the Couneil would have reported, 
it is quitc conceivable that additional 
evidcnce Avith regard to him would 
comc to hand, either by the arrest of 
some other person or by some other 
such means. If wc wcre to acccpt this 
amendment it would absolutely debar I 
proceedings before a eourt, or a re- 
submission of thc case to thc Advisor^ 
Councii with thc additional evidence 
which had become available. It seem.s 
to mc it, is not a hai'dship to say that, 
within fourteen days, a prisoner shall 
be released, unless he is brought to 
trial—that is brought before a formai 
eourt—or unless his case is sent back 
to the Advisory Council with addi- 
tional facts for the considcration of 
further evidence, or further reports 
with regard to him. I am not accept- 
ing the amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON: In reference to the 
suggestion of the Minister regarding 
paragraph (b), it is quite possible, as 
far as the Bill is concerned, and taking 
into account the ordinary law, that any 
person on being released by order, or 
after the verdict of the Appcal Coun- 
eil under this Bill, if there was new 
cvidenee to connect him with an of- 
fence or a breach of any of the laws 
referred to in the Schedule, could be 
re-arrested. It is not an uncommon 
thing for a man to be discharged and 
immediately re-arrested on his leaving 
the Court. If there is evidence to jus- 


or whifch would enable a Court, in the 
opinion of the officers of thc State, to 
imprison him, then he could be re-ar- 
rested and charged, even without this 
paragraph bcing embodied. I think it 
is quite obvious that the intcntion of 
thc amendment is to ensure that the 
verdict of the Appcal Council will, in 
practice, be a conclusive decision ori 
the case. 

I agrce that there is mueh force in 
the contention, which is implied, that 
the Council is not a Court, and, in ac- 
cordanee with the schcme and the prin- 
ciple of the Bill, thc decision in the 
matter inust be the decision of the 
Executive Minister. Nevertheless, hav- 
ing set up an Appeal Council to givo 
the prisonor an opportunity to appear 
before that Couneil, and throwing thc 
responsibility upon the Executive to 
show that there was good reason for 
belief that this prisoner should bc dc- 
tained and was guilty, or likely to be, 
guilty of an offence I believe that evi- 
dence surely should be in hand before 
the detention. To suggest that evi- 
dence of suspicion should be collected 
after thc prisoner’s appeal to the Coun- 
cil is surely stretching the require- 
ments of thc case very far. 

I submit that the requirements 
would be met by saying that once the 
Council has heard all that is to be said 
against the prisoner, and hcard all that 
the prisoner has to say in his own be- 
half, and says to the Executive Minis- 
ter: “ We see no grounds for the de- 
tention of this prisoner,” the Exeeutive 
Minister should order his relcase with- 
out question. If new facts come to his 
notiee, they must be new facts in rela- 
tion to new offences. Even within the 
Bill the Minister would be entitled to 
re-arrest him and thc procedure would 
go on over again. Unless the Appeal 
Council is to have some kind of moral 
authority, if not final Executive Au- 
thority, and unless their decision on 
the case, having heard both sides, 
should. be practically eonchisive, I do 
not think any prisoner is likely to take 
advantage of the law, and I think the 
intention of the Bill would be 
destroyed. So far as the safety of the 
State is concerned, I do not think any- 
thing is lost; the Minister will have 
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powcr to re-arrcst if he feels that there 
are new facts in his possession. On the 
other hand, the prisoner should have 
some kind of reason to believe that an 
Appeal to the Council, if he can show 
that there is no ground for his deten- 
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tion, should carry with it the certaintv 
of releasc. 

Amendment put. 

The Dáil divided: Tá, 11; Níl, 49. 

Tá. 
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declared lost. 


Mr. JOHNSON: I beg to move 
amendment No. 11: ln Sub-section (8), 
line 60, to delete th.e words “ both 
Houses 99 and to substitute therefor 
the words “ either House. ,, 

Mr. O HIGGINS: I would be pre- 
pared to accept, in principle, this 
amendment, subject to some slight al- 
teration in the wording, and some con- 
sequential amendments necessary upon 
its acceptance, and I will undertake to 
have the matter brought up in proper 
form on the Report stage. 

Mr. JOHNSON: In these circum- 
stances I ask leave to withdraw the 
amendment. 

Amendment by leave withdrawn. 

Question “ That Section 4, as 
amefided, stand part of the Bill,” put 
and agreed to. 


Section 5 (Executi've Minister may 
make regulations) was agreed to and 
added to the Bill. 

Seetion 6 (Preservation of powers of 
the Military Forces) was agrecd to and 
added to the Bill. 

SECTION 7. 

In this Act, thc expression “ re- 
sponsible officer 99 means an officer of 
a police force established by or under 
the control of the Minister for Home 
Aflfairs not below the rank of superin- 
tendent or an officor of the militarv 
forces of Saorstát Eireann not being 
below the rank of commandant; 

the expression “ District Justice 99 
includes a Divisional Magistrate of 
the.City of Dublin; 

the expression “ Executive Miuiv 
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ter ” means a Minister who is a 

member of the Exeeutive Council. 

Major BRYAN COOPER: There are 
just two points on this Section, dealing 
with definitions, that I want to raise. 
It says: In this Act the expression 
‘ District Justice ’ includes a Divisional 
Magistrate of the City of Dublin, ’ ; but 
nowhere else in the Bill does the ex- 
pression “ District Justice ” occur. I 
do not. know whether it is necessary to 
have it hcre. It seems unnecessary to 
have the reference when it does not 
oceur anywhere else. 

The next point I want to make is in 
regard to the expression “ responsible 
officer. ” We heard in the course of the 
debate that the “ responsible officer ” 
as defined in the Seetion is to be at 
liberty to delegate his powers. I agree 
that it is inevitable that the Act can- 
not be carried out efficiently unless 
powers are delegated, but I think the 
words ought to appear in thc Act. It 
ought to be laid down generally, be- 
cause, if not, you will place the officer 
taking the responsibilities over as a 
subordinatc in a position in which he 
may be faced with an action for false 
imprisonment. We know there are 
people who will try to handieap and 
hampcr the administration of this Act, 
and the less these kind of cases come 
into courts of law the better. I ask 
the Minister whether, on the Report 
stage, he could not put in some clause 
empowering, within such limits as are 
necessary, the powcr of the responsible 
officer to dclcgatc his duties to a subor- 
dinate officer. I think the matter is 
worthy of a little morc consideration 
than it has received from the Dáil, and *| 
it is woi‘thy of more eonsideration than 
it has received in the Dcpartment also. 

I appeal, thcrcfore, to the Ministcr, not 
in order to handicap him, but, on the 
contrary, in order to make this a more 
useful piece of legislation, to say 
whether he does not think this sugges- 
tion worthy of consideration beforc the. 
Report stage. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: The Deput^’s criti- 
cism in the first portion of it which 
refers to the District Justice and sug- 
gests that these words should be de- 
leted is sound, and I will delete them 
on the Report stage, if there is any diffi- 
culty about doing it now. With regard 


to the criticism bearing upon the de- 
finition of the responsible officer and his. 
powers of delegation, I feel the force of 
certain of the criticism offcred upon 
that here to-day, but up to the present 
I am not convinced that it outweighs 
the arguments in favour of such dele- 
gation, when you consider the actual 
practice and operations of the Bill. I 
would like to put it like this:— 

Deputy Ilefternan asked to-day that 
such delegation should not take place 
without written authority—in other 
words, that no one but the actual re- 
sponsible officer himself is to make an 
arrest unless armed with written au- 
thority from the responsible officer. 
Well, for a long period it may be 
known to the police of a particular 
area—it may be known for six months 
—that, say, the Superintendent or the 
Chief Supcrintendent required the ar- 
rest of a partieular individual, who had 
been giving trouble in the neighbour- 
l hood. “ A.B.” is known to be wanted 
by the responsible officer of the Police 
Force. The military in that neighbour- 
hood may well know that the local 
Commandant would be glad to have a 
particular person arrested. Quite 
casually, any day in the country, they 
may walk into a house or go to the 
cross-roads and find that person there. 
They would have to return, without 
effecting the arrest, and if asked why, 
their reply may be, not that they did not 
happen to have t.heir revolver, but that 
they did not happen to have their writ- 
ten authority. In the City, a police- 
man or a soldiér boarding a tramcar 
might find, on the tram, a person who 
was rather notoriously wanted, and 
then he would have to start searching 
his pockets to make sure he had the 
written authority before the desired ar- 
rest could be cffected. In the absence 
of giving a more substantial undertak- 
ing, I do undertake to consider the 
matter in all its bearings, and to inform 
the Dáil on the Report stage as to 
whether we could do anything to meet 
the objections that had been urged. 

Mr. JOHNSON: The argument 
would be received with more strength 
by the Minister if he realised that 
without such a proposition as Deput.y 
Cooper has suggested, every person 
below the rank of one of these respon- 
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sible offieers who is to make an arrest 
or carry out a seareh is Jiable to be 
proseeuted under the criminal law. 1 
imagine he would find it difficult to 
kcep out of the clutches of the law if 
the law were severely administered, 
and that- the prerogative of the Exeeu- 
tive Council would have to be brought 
in to secure his reJcase. 

Major COOPER: I havc been very 
mucli impressed by the argumcnts oL 
Ihe Minister except on one point, and 
that vas when he said that a soldier 
would go home having failed to make 
an tirrest, and say ; I had my rcvolvcr 
with me, but I had no written au- 
thority, and thereí'ore could not effccl 
the arrcst. I eonfess 1 did not quite 
tollow the Minister’s reasoning in that, 
beoausc I thought we had comc to thc 
point when the rule ot‘ the gun had 
bcen supplanted by the rule ot' the law, 
and that thc prineiple of written au 
thority would go betbrc the power of 
the revolver. I make the suggestion 
to thc Minister that while retaining in 
the Bill the powcr to arrest, that hc 
should not permit .the right to search 
a private house without written author- 
itv. What I rcally objcct to is the 
right of any man, without written 
authority, to enter a private housc and 
to say that he had thc right to seareh 
it. Assuming that one of these male- 
factors was diseovered in a t.ram or a 
private house, and was wanted by the 
(íovernment, I would not say that. in 
siieh a cas(' it shoubl })e necessary 
to producc a written authority to make 
the arrcst. A soldier or a policeman 
in that case should have the powcr to 
summon assistance to make thc arrest, 
but as regards making a search in a , 
private house I think the Ministcr ' 
should see that written authority to 
make the search is produced. í ap- 
preciate the Govcrnment’s difficulty in 
this matter, and I am not anxious to 
add to it. I desire to make the point, 
however, that there are a great many 
criminals going about saying that they 
reprcsent the Govemment. There was 
a time when evcry criminal said that 
he came from Oriel House, but Oriel 
House has passed away, and that 
danger has passed away with it. The 
right to search a private house withoiit 
written authority opens up a vista of 
Vol. 6. 


distinct difficulty for every private 
eitizen. lf that is permitted, any man 
who may say he is a soldicr or policcman 
in plain clothes, and who is not 
obliged to produce writtcn authority, 
can cntcr a privatc house aml say he 
has powcr to search it. 1 think thc 
Minister should not allow that to be 
done, and I thinlv the right to search 
any private housc should be safe- 
guardcd as far as possible. 

Qucstion : “ That Scction 7 stand 
part of the Bill ’’ put and agrecd to. 

SECTION 8. 

All rcgulations madc or continucd 
undcr this scction shall l>c laid l)cforc 
cach Housc of the Oircachtas as soon 
as may bc aftcr thcy arc made, and 
if both Houses of thc óircachtas shall 
pass resolutions annulling thc rcgu- 
lations the regulations shall be an- 
nulled accordingly, but without pre- 
judice to the validitv of anything 
alrcady donc under thcm. 

M:\ JOHNSON: I bcg to movc the 
following amcndmcnt, which stands in 
thc nani(‘ of Deputy lleffcrnan :—“ In 
Bub-Seetion (2), line 47, to delete the 
words ‘ onc vcar,’ and to substitutc 
thcrefor the words * six months.’ ” 
'Phcre is not much nccd to cnlargc 
upon thc proposal, but at lcast it will 
1 indicatc thc bclief that peacc and order 
will have been fu!ly restored, and the 
reason to suspcct will no longer exist 
after the expiration of six months. I 
ui’ge that the shorter time such an Act 
as this is in operation the bctter for 
thc State, and, therefore, I move that 
six months be the period, and not one 
year. 

Mr. O’HIQOINS: I agree with De- 
puty Johnson that. there is very little 
to be gained by talking at lcngth about 
this amendment. The amcndment, and 
the provision in the Bill as it stands, 
represent excellently the difference be- 
tween, I w r ill not say thc pcssimist and 
the optimist, but between the realist 
and the person who has the happy 
capacity of seeing things just as he 
would like them to be. I suppose there 
are few people who would be better 
pleased than I would be if, in six 
months, you had a subptantiaHy normal 

o 1 
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[Mr. O’Higgins.] 

situation in the country, but I submit 
that happy state of aftairs is more likely 
to be expedited by leaving the provision 
in the Bill as it stands. I invite 
Deputies for a moment to get inside the 
head, or the mind, of the criminal in 
the fourth or fifth month of this Bill. 
What he tells himself is this: “ They 
have either got to provc thcir case to 
the hilt against me before a Coui*t, or 
the worst they can do to me is to in- 
tern me under comfortable conditions 
for a month or six weeks. I can rely 
on my friends to see that the case is 
not proved against me, or, at least, to 
see that anyone who comes forward to 
give evidence against me will livc to 
regret it.” Now, that is just aliout the 
situation, and I suggest that it will be 
more a deterrent if the Bill is left as 
it is, if these powers are vested in the 
Executive for twelve months. If I 
were to say that they are not necessary, 
and that they will not be exercised, 
Deputy Johnson would intervene to 
point out. that promises of that kind, 
that pious declarations of that kind bv 
an individual Minister, are of no use 
because to-morrow or next. day, or in a 
week’s time, somebody else may be in 
charge of the operations of this Bill. 

I have always felt when objections of 
that kind were urged that there was a 
ccrtain force in them. Still, Deputies do 
know t.hat extraordinary powers vested 
in an Executive, utterly regardless of 
who the personnel may happen to be 
from time to time, will not be used in a 
situation in which their use is not jus- j 
tificd, and, if they are so used, that the | 
Dáil will not be slow to draw attention ! 
to the exeess of authority or to the *| 
abuse of authority. I believe strongly 
that order and safety of life and pro- 
perty will be more quickly restored in 
the country by the rejection rather 
than by the acceptancc of this amend- 
ment, and I am standing against. thc 
acceptance of the amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON: The Minister has 
used the argument that in five months > 
time criminals might gamblc on the 
chanees and count upon immunity from 
detention after one month. I might re- 
tort that that will apply just as much 
to the criminal in eleven months. If it 
has any weight at all regarding five 
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months hence, it has equal weight re- 
garding eleven months. iDoes the 
Minister then say we must keep this 
Bill in operation for two years? 
Again, I would say that in 23 months 
the potential criminal would have the 
same argument in his mind and in his 
mouth. Again, it is an argument in 
favour of the perpetual authority to be 
given to a Minister. I say that the 
case for extraordinary powers is a case 
that Ministers and Executives are apt 
to make and can always make. There 
is always a tendeney for Ministers to 
make those arguments. In any extra- 
ordinary circumstances in every coun- 
try there is always a section of the 
people who want Ministers to take unto 
themselves extraordinary powers. In 
this case Ministers may argue that they 
were justified, and that the support of 
thc great majority of the people war- 
ranted their holding those extraordin- 
ary powers. Supposing we grant that. 
The faet that they arc extraordinary 
warrants us in saying that the holding 
[ of those powers should be limited as 
much as possible. 

Six months was the period for* the 
last Act. I suggest that six months 
ought to be the period for this, and 
i that we should not extend these extra- 
ordinary powers beyond the middle of 
this year. If the circumstances of the 
count,ry are such that a continuation of 
them is necessary it is for Ministers 
then to come to the Dáil and ask for 
them. But I think it, is reversing the 
correct position when the Minister for 
Ilomc Aftairs says thafif t.he powers 
are exercised unduly under the Bill the 
Dáil has the right to put them out of 
offiee, to criticise and to reject Minis- 
ters. That is not the way in which 
this matter should be approached. 
Ministers should come specially to the 
Dáil for the extension of their powers, 
especially when it is admitted that they 
are ext,raordinary powers. The conten- 
tion that these powers should be con- 
tinued for twelve months is rather a 
confession of doubt and hesitation as to 
whether the country is going to be in a 
normal state of peace within twelve 
months. I say that we ought to re- 
move that atmosphere as much as pos- 
sible. We ought rather to try to ex- 
press our belief, in any Acts that we 
propose to adopt., that the country will 
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be normal within six months, and not , 
say that we do not think it will be nor- 
mal within twelve months. I say that 
the case for six months is made, and 1 
hope that the Dáil will approve of the 
limitation o£ the powers of this Bill for 
six months. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: I regret very 
much 1 was not in time to move this 
amendment, but the arguments I have 
heard used by Deputy Johnson are 
those which I would like to have used. 

I am of opinion that it would be a mis- 
take on the part of the Government to 
take powers for a longer period than 
the possible period which they think 
would bring normal conditions about. 

I support Deputy Johnson in his statc- 
ment that it would be more fitting that 
the Government should come to the 
Dáil in six months 1 time and say that 
this Public Safety Bill has not yet ful- 
filled its functions and ask for a further 
extcnsion, rather than that they should 
now get powers for a longer time than 
six months. I have not put forward any 
amendments to this Bill with the idea 
of eatering for any particular section in 
the country, but because I honestly bc- 
lieve that. the amendments were in the 
interests of the Government, of thc Dáil 
and of the country. I am of opinion 
that ordinary political crimes have been 
dealt with, that we are now praetically 
finished with them, and that we can 
count on the assurances, which have 
been given to us by certain leadcrs on 
the other side, that arms will not be 
takcn up again. 

I take it that the main object of this 
Bill is to dcal with the ordinary crimi- 
nal classes, and I think it would be very 
much more in the interests of the coun- 
try and of permanent pcaceful con- 
ditions that the ordinary laws should 
be suflieiently powerful, and that the 
Executive should be sufficiently power- 
ful also, to bring criminals to justice 
without recourse to special legislation. 
I am fully confident that six months is 
sufficiently long, and that, if we have 
not now n0wnal conditions, as we have 
been told the Minister, at least with- 
in six months we ought to havc normal 
conditions. I, therefore, beg to support 
tlw amendment. 

Mr. WILSON: Last year when the 


Government were forced to bring for- 
ward the we!l-known “ Flogging Bill,” 
the condition of the country was not to 
be compared to what it is to-day. If 
the particular period for that Bill was 
six months, surely twelve months is too 
long for this Bill. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: 1 suggest the ex- 
planation is that we havc more confi- 
dence in Deputies now, and in their 
political sense. They have been edu- 
eated in the meantime. 

Mr. WILSON: In dealing with legis- 
iation here, when we can bring our 
conseiences to agree to do away witli 
the common law of the country, on ac- 
count of the abnormal conditions, we 
should have regard to the period for 
which we give such powers to Minis- 
ters. Wouíd it not be better for the 
Government, if in six months’ time they 
find that eonditions are not normal, to 
eomc to the Dáil, place the case before 
it, and ask for a fresh enactment? 
Why should we bc askcd to lcgislato 
abnormally for a period of twelve 
months when everyone hopes that thc 
condition of the eountry will be peace- 
ful, and that special legislation will not 
hc required? If six months was the 
period for whieh we passed the “ Flog- 
ging Bill,” surely twelve months is too 
long for this Bill. I am, thercfore, 
compellcd to vole for the amcndmenl. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: That six months 
was not sufficient, when we passed the 
previous Bill, which Deputy Wilson re- 
ferred to by its nickname, is shown by 
the fact that we are at present con- 
sidering another Bill to succeed it. It 
is simply facing the facts when I feel 
that if we passed this Bill for six 
months it might, and probably would, 
be nccessary to consider another such 
Bill within a few months. I ask Depu- 
ties to rcflect on the force of what 1 
have said, that it is an additional de- 
terrent to people to know that the 
period of detention is not limited to 
two or three months. I do suggest 
that in four or five months’ time the 
prospective criminal—the man who is 
really weighing up whether it is worth 
while to go out and eommit crime or 
not—Will be more dcterred'if this Bill 
has a lifetime of twelve months than 
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if it had a lifetimc of six 
7 o'cloch. months. It is simp]y in that 
spirit I put it to Deputies, 
tliat t,hey ought to eonsider the longer 
period, with a eonfideíiee, that if wc 
run into a situation when the exercisc 
of the speeial powers eonferred by this 
Bil) are unnecessary, then Ihese powcrs 
will not be exercised. 

Mr. JOHNSON : I think the Minister 
is missing thc point. The eritieism is 
not in rclation to the freodom froin ar- 
rest of eiúminals. The only ease made 
for the Bill is that while there is «a | 
moral ccrtainty iri the minds of the 
Executive that a eertain person has 
eommitted an offenee, they have not 
been able to gather suffieient, evidenee 
to satisfy a eourt that that person is 
guilty. On that ground, they ask for j 
poAvor to detain. They further ask for | 
power to detain becausc they think 
publit opinion—the eivie. eonseicnce— 
will uot be suffi(dent)y aroused to en- 
sure that jurymen will aet, or that wit- 
nesses will givc cvidenee. Therefore, 
when the Minister eontends for twelve 
months he is indieating liis belief that 1 
not bcfore twelve months will the pub- 
lic mind be suffieiently moved towards 
normal to ensure that, witncsses will 


give evidenee or that jurymen will act 
according to their consciences. Tt is a 
lack of faith in thc public that is in* 
dicated by the eontention, for thc 
twelve months. We are not, t,hinking 
of the prisoners or the criminals in this 
matter. Surely the department of 
criminal inquiry is going to be actively 
working so that it, will be able to point 
to the criminal and arrest him on evi- 
dencc within six months. Othcrwisc 
Ministers had bctter say that they have 
no expectation of the law functioning 
within twclvc months. and that all the 
talk al)out the eredit of thc country is 
so much bunkum, and that Ministers 
have no faith iu it. The argument in 
favour of the amendment, is that we 
believe the average eitizen will be pre* 
pared to earry out his duty as a citizen, 
either as a witness against a criminal. 
or a* juryman in court. If we cannot 
say we believe that that wi!I be the 
state of things within six months. then 
we are confessing that the eountry is 
in a mueh worse situation than wo havc 
been led to believo, or that Ministers 
have no faith in their power to eníorce 
the law. 

Amcuidment put. 

The Dáil divided: Tá, 16; Níl, 53. 
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Séan Buitléir. 

Séamus Eabhróid. 
Séamus Mac Cosgair. 
Tomás Mac Eoin. 
Tomás de Nógla. 
Ailfrid O Broin. 
Tomás O Conaill. 
Eamon O Dubhghaill. 


Domhnall O Muirgheasa. 
Tadhg O Murchadha. 

Pádraig O hOgáin (An Clár). 
Connor Hogan. 

Pádraig Mac P'hlannchadha. 
Histeárd Mac Liam. 

Aodh O Cúlacháin. 

Mícheál R. O hlfeamáin. 


Níl. 


Richard Beamish. 

Eamán de Blaghd. 

Séamus Breathnach. 

Seoirse de Bhulbh. 

Séamus de Burca. 

John J. Cole. 

Bryan R. Cooper. 

Louis J. D’Alton. 

Maighréad Ní Choileáin Ní 
Dhrisceoil. 

Patrick J. Egan. 

Henry J. Finlay. 

Desmond Fitzgeraíd. 

John Good. 

Tomás Mac Artúir. 

Seosamh Mac 'a Bhrighde. 
Alasdair Mac Cába. 

Domhnall Mac Cárthaigh. 
Liam^T. Mac Cosgair. 
Maolmhuire Mac Eochadha. 
Pádraig Mac Fadáin. 

Pádraig Mac Giollagáin. 

Scán Mac Giolla ; n Ríogh. 
Seoirse Mac Niocaill. 

Liam Mac Sioghaird. 

Seósamh Mag Craith. 

Pádraig S. Mag Ualghairg. 


John T. Nolan. 

Peadar O hAodha. 

Mícheál O hAonghusa. 

Criostóir O Broin. 

Seán O Bruadair. 

Próinsias O Cathail. 

Eoghan 0 Dochartaigh. 

Séamus N. O Dóláin. 

Peadar S. O DubhghailJ. 

Eamon S. O Dúgáin. 

Donchadh S. O Guaire. 

Aindriú O Laimhín. 

Séamus O Leadáin. 

Fionán 0 Ijoingsigh. 

Thomas 0’Mahony. 

Risteárd O Maolchatha. 

Pádraig O hOgáin (Gaillimh). 
Patrick K. Hogan (Luimneach). 
Seán M. O Súilleabháin. 
Caoimhghín O hUigín. 

Seán Príomhdhail. 

Patrick W. Shaw. 

Liam Thrift. 

Seán Mac Garaidh. 

Liam Mag Aonghusa. 

Séamus O Murchadha. 

Pádraig O Dubhthaigh. 


Ainendment lost. 


Question ‘‘ thaí Seeíiou 8 stand part 
oi* íhc Bill,” put and agreed to. 

SCHEDULE. 

(PARAORAPHS 1 AND 2.) 

1. Ineiting person? to cngage in a 
revolt against thc Government of 
Saorstát Eireann or organising or 
otherwise assisting or eneouraging 
anv sueh revolt. 

2. Inducing or attempting by 
means ol threats or intimidation to 
induce any person to abandon his 
ailegiance to the Government of 
Saorstát Eireann or (in the case of 
an offieer of the Government afore- 
said) to refuse, neglect or omit to 
discharge his duty as such officer. 

The following amendments stood in 
the names of Deputy Johnson and 
Deputy O’Connell:— 

13. In paragraph 1, to delete the 
words “ a revolt against the Govem- 
ment, ,, and to substitute therefor the 
words “ an attempt to overthrow by 


violence the established form of 
government. —Tomás Mac Eoin. 

14. To delete paragraph 2 and to 
substitute therefor:—Inducing or 
attempting to induce any officer of 
the Government of Saorstát Eireann 
to refuse, neglect or omit to dischai*ge 
his duty as such officer.”—Tomás O 
Conaill. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: With regard to 
amendments Nos. 13 and 14, I would 
be prepared to accept No. 14 absolutely, 
and I would accept No. 13 if the mover 
would leave me the right simply of at- 
tending to the wording. I would ac- 
cept it in principle. 

Mr. JOHNSON: In those circum- 
stances I will not move amendment 
No. 13. Do I understand it should not 
be moved with a view to an amendment 
coming from the Minister on the next 
stage, or does he accept it with a view 
to changing it later on? 

Mr. ‘O’HIGGINS: I accept it, but 
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there may be some minor alteration in 
the wording. I aecept amendment 
No. 14 absolutely. 

Amendments agreed to. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN : I move the foi- | 
lowing amendment:— 

In paragraph 2, ]ine 6, after the 
words “ in the case of, ,> to delete 
the w r ords “ an officer of the Govem- 
ment aíoresaid ” and to substitute 
therefor the words “ any person in 
the Government service,and to de- 
lete the words “ his duties as an 
officer and to substitute therefor 
the w r ords “ the duties attached to 
his position. ,, 

My intention in putting down this 
amendment was to get information and 
to clarify the elausc in the schedule. I 
am not quite sure what the intention 
of the clause is. I am not quite sure 
what is meant by “ an offieer of the 
Government. ,, I would like to know 
if it refers to a military officer or to a 
public servant. If it refers to a pub- 
lic servant I am satisfied w r ith the 
clause as it stands. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: It refers to any 
public official, any person in the em- 
ployment of the State. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN : I would aslc the 
Minister if he thinks a verbal amend- 
ment would be uscful or nccessarv in 
that case. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: My opinion is that 
an amendment is unnecessary. In con- 
sidering the amendment we came to the 
conclusion that the mover was undcr a 
misapprehension as to the meaning of 
the words, “ officer of. the Govern- 
ment. ,, They mean any official. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: In view of the 
explanation given by the Minister I beg 
lcave to w r ithdraw the amendment. 

Amendment by leave withdrawn. 

PARAGRAPII 3. 

Having possession without lawful au- 
thority of— 

(a) any lethal íirearm or other 
weapon of any description from 
which any shot, bullet or other 
missile can*be discharged; or 


( b ) any ammunition for any such 
firearm or weapon; or 

(c) any grenade, bomb or other simi- 
lar missile, whether capable of 
being used with any such firearm 
or weapon or not; or 

( d ) any land mine or other similar 
explosive machine; or 

(c) any dynamite, geligíjite/or other 
cxplosive substance; or 
(/) any component part or ingredient 
ot' any such article or substance 
aforesaid. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: I beg to move 
the following amendment:— 

In paragraph 3 (a) after thc word 
‘ ‘ missilc y y to insert the words ‘ 1 cap- 
ablc of causing death. ,> 

My intcntion in putting this amend- 
ment down was to have it clearly speci- 
fied regarding the form of missile. It 
seems possible that a comparal ively 
harmless form ot' missile might be con- 
sidercd sufficient to cause a person to 
be iuterned. I think the introduction 
of such a term as “ deadly ” might 
make the clause more clear. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS : I think this matter 
ought to be considered in its contcxt. 
The sub-scction reads “ having posses- 
sion without lawful authority oí! anv 
lethal fireann or other weapon of any 
description irom which any shot, bullet 
or other missile can be discharged. ,, 
Lawful authority is not necessary for 
weapons not capable of causing death 
or serious injury, and the additional 
wording here seems to be unnecessary. 
If the matter were to come bcfore any 
Couit, it would bc taken like that in 
its context. The idea of any person 
being interned for the possession, say, 
of a water-pistol seems to be a strange 
one. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendments 17 and 18 not moved. 

PARAGRAPH 11. 

11. Interfering with or preventing, 
without lawful authority, the lawfuí 
occupation, use or enjoyment of any 
land or premises. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I beg to move 
Amendment 19: “ At the end of para- 
graph 11 to add the words * except 
when liability for such interference is 
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removed by law. ,J I hope this will not 
require any long discussion. I think it 
is known to Deputies, and the Minister, 
that there are certain exemptions that 
the law allows in regard to certain acts 
or omission to pertorm acts, and the 
whole object of this amcndment is to 
retain the law as it stands with respect 
to such 'interferences that havc been 
allowed. There is no intention to alter 
the law or to weaken the Schedule in 
any way. I hope* the Minister will 
acccpt. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I was t.roublcd 
somewhat as to the exact significance 
of this amendment, particularly in view 
of the reading of the pai’agraph, “ in- 
terfering with or preventing without. 
lawí'ul authority the lawful occupation 
or cnjoyment of any land or prcmises.” 
I would have thought the expression, 
** without. lawful authority,” would 
mean exactly the same as the amond- 
ment. which thc Dcputy moves, and 
would meet. all he desires. 

Mr. JOHNSON: It is not that. 
“ AVithout lawful authoritv ” rather 
suggests there has been speciíic freedom 
granted to do certain things. In the 
case I havc in mind there is no such 
specific freedom, but there is exemp- 
tion from liability. It is not quite thc 
same thing. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: T would be glad ii‘ 
the De])uty would put me a concrete 
case which he considers exem])lifies his 
argument. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE ]*(\sumed 
the chair at this stage. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I have in mind a 
case that was brought before thc courts 
some time ago. A prosccution was en- 
tered under thc pre.vious Bill to this. 
Finallv a change was made in thc 
terms of the indictment, or summons, 
or whatcvcr it was. The offendcr was 
then eharged under some prcvious Act. 
I am refcrring to óffences which, with- 
out the existence of the Tradés Dis- 
putes Act, would be offenc.es undcr pre- 
vious laws. Certain freedoms or exemp- 
tions from liability under thc Trades 
Disputes Act are allowed to associa- 
tions of farmers, of business men, and of 
workmen in respeet of acts which might 


be committed. The Trades Disputes Act 
gives ccrtain frccdom from liability 
and, as I understand, thc Bill does not 
intend to abrogatc the Trades Disputes 
Act, I believe it is necessary, to make 
assurance doubly sure, to put in words 
of this nature. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: There is a sugges- 
tion to leave out the words i( without 
lawful authority ” and to put in at. the 
beginning of the paragraph, (t unlaw- 
fully.” 

Mr. JOHNSON: Yes, I think that 
would mcet my case. 

i Mr. WILSON : Would the MinisteV 
please put in a dcfinition of what is 
known as peaccful pickcting in this 
section ? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: We 

want to settle this amendment before 
vve go on to that point. Amendmcnt 
19 is withdrawn. Deputy Johnso»í. 
moves to delete thc Avords (< without 
lawful authority,” and to insert at the 
beginning of the sentence the word 
(i unlawfully,” so that it would read 
“ unlawfully interfcring w r ith or pre- 
venting the lawful oc.cupation, use or 
enjovment of any land or premiscs.” 

Agreed. 

• 

Mr. WILSON: We had a case very 
recentlv wherc undoubtedly interfer- 
ing by a tradcs union with the lawful 
i occupation of lands took place. Under 
the trades union law thcre are eertain 
privileges—I call them privileges—bv 
which the lawful occupation of 
premises eould be very seriously inter 
fered with, and there has bcen a case 
where it was vcry seriously interfered. 
with. I would like the Minister to as 
sure the Dáil definitely that peacefut 
picketing consists absolutely in keep 
ing the members of a trades’ union off 
thc particular land, absolutely off the 
premises, and forbids the members of 
the union to enter the premises where 
the dispute exists. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Is not 

that a quostion for legal decision ra- 
ther than for the Minister? I am 
afraid the Minister could not under- 
take to define the law on a particular 
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point in the casc of an Act already 
passed. It would not help it* the Minis- 
ter did either; tliat is to say, the eourts 
would not aecept it. 

PAIiACíRAPTI 12. 

Obstnie.tin»- or attenipting to ol)- 
struet the administration of justice. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: I move that this 
paragraph be deleted. My objeet is 
that T may get a elearer explana- 
tion of what is the intention of this 
clause. It is vet*y indefinite and eovers 
mueh ground, and T think its objeet. 
is not suffieiently elearlv given. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I did not antiei- 
pate that that paragraph would require 
■drgumcnt. The exact methods that wo 
eonsidered might be takeu to obstruet 
the administration of justiec would be 
the terrorisation ot* witnesscs or of 
Court offieers, or, possibly, intimidation 
of jurors. That particular erimc is, per- 
haps, thc most difficult to «(‘í public 
evidenee about, and we eonsidered that 
it would bc ‘properly embodied in thc 
Schcdulc to this Bill. Thc crime of in- 
timidatinf*: wit nesscs or jurors is, of its 
nature, onc that will be most diffieult 
to ffet evidenec about. A person will 
come atid givc you information, yes, 
but to go into eourt, publiely swear his 
information and faee th(* friends of the 
person regarding whom he «ives his in- 
(ormation afterwards, is somethinft* 
/hat the average man is not willing to ' 
undertahe. T imagine that 1 would 
have no difficulty in my office in con- 
vincing* thc Deputy of the necessity for 
that particular paragraph, and in pdv- 
xng him eonerete cxamples. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: ln vicw of thc 
Minister’s explanation, I ask leave to 
withdraAV this amendment. 

Arnendment, by leave, withdrawu. 

PARAGRAPTIS 13 & 14. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: I movc to dele*o 
paragraphs 13 and 14:— 

13. Illicit distillation, or having 
posscssion or control oí* any 
illicitly distilled spirits or any illicit 
still^ or any articles or matcrials for 
illicit distillation. 


2TREANN. Third Stage . 

14. Sellins’ or offering, exposing, 

or having for sale any illieitly dis- 

•tilled spirits. 

My reason for this motion is that 
whilo I do not think illicit distillation 
or the sale of illicitly distilled spirits 
are crimes that. should not be punished 
severely, they are not crimes which do 
necessarily eome under the provisioiu 
of a speeial Aet of this kind. It appears 
to me that the crime of illicit distilla- 
tion is one that could be comparatively 
easily detected and dealt with by the 
ordinary resources of thc law. T must 
say T am not thoroughly eonvinced of 
the necessity for this amendment, be- 
cause I happen to come from a eounty 
where there is comparatively little dis- 
| tillation going on. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: Question. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN : At least not to 
my knowlcdge. Perhaps some of the 
Deputies come from countics where 
illicit distillation is prevalent. T think 
the Minister should give some c.learer 
explanation of their necessily for re- 
taining this clause. 

Mr. GOREY : 1 am of a differenc 
mind altogether from Deputy líeffer- 
nan. I represent a constitueney where 
illicit distillation has a very wide 
scope. Deputy Heffernan is not 
quit(* right when h(* says it does 
not exist in his constituency, North 
Tipperarv, or around Ballingarry. 
They have their share of stills, 
and whether Deputy Heffernan is 
representing that particular interest. 
or not I do not know, but T do not want 
to represent that interest. In North 
Kilkenny a good many of the public 
arc dcmoralised frorn this infernal 
stuff they brew, and any provisions put 
into any Act to stop this I will be glad 
to see put into force. 

Major COOPER: Might 1 request thc 
Minister to give stronger evidence why 
it is necessary to include illicit distilla- 
tion in this Bill? T have no sympathy 
whatever with the making' of poteen. 
It carne as a shock to me to hcar that 
Ballingarry, with which I had other 
and more poetie associations, is a 
centre for that. I once, some years ago, 
fined a man £50 for illieit distillation, 
and refused to remit any of the fine or 
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Uf sign a petition to the Lord Lieu- 
tenaut to rerait it. I have no sympathy 
whatever with this otrence. To my 
mind, the case the Minister puts for- 
ward for this Bill, that it is difíicult to 
obtain evidcnce and that it is irapoS' 
sihle to get. juries to conviet, does not 
apply to thc case of illicit distillation. 
Illicit distillatlon cases arc tried by a 
District Justice and not by a jury at 
all. T presurae it is not likely District 
Justiccs will be intimidated. The evi- 
dcnce in thesc cases is alniost invari- 
ably police evidence, and I hope it is 
not thought that the police will be in- 
timidated. I do not want to rcfuse the 
Minister the power if hc nceds it, but 
1 hope he will be able to makc a sti*ong* 
(*asc for it. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I do not feel that 
l could make a particularly strong case 
for the inclusion of pai’afíraphs 13 and 
14 in the schcdule. I agrcu that from 
the nature of the offencc it is one that 
Iherc can be very little qucstion about. 
Lithcr vou catch a person or you do 
not, but it is not the kiml of ofíVncc 
wherc you can havc reasonable sus- 
l>icion without bciug ablc to brin" the 
person to book. There is not, cxcept 
in comparativclv fcw and small areas, 
any public sympathy in favour of that 
particular offencc. I would be willini» 
to delete these two para^raphs, and I 
have confidcnce that in a l»ill which 
will bc introduccd latcr we will be able 
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to deal niore c;ffectively with that 
ofíence, which is a very serious oífence 
both intrinsically, and in the faet that 
it is a big factor towards other crimes. 

Major COOPER: May I ask the 
Ministcr whethcr thc Bill which will be 
introduced later will be a tcmporary or 
peT*manent ra casure ? 

Mr. 0 ’HIGGINS : Permanent. 

Amendment agreed to. 

Question: That the Schedule as 

amended l)c the Schedulc of the Bill,” 
put and agreed to. 

Titlc put and agreed to. 

THE DAIL RESUMES. 

The Bill, as amcndcd, rcported. Rc- 
port Sta^e ordcred for Tuesday. 

COMMITTEE ON REPORT ON 

WIRELESS BROADCASTING. 

* 

Mr. HUGHES: I wish to report to 
the Dáil that thc Committec of Selec- 
tion met, and they have discharged 
Deputy Wall from the Special Comrait- 
t.ee, and have appointed in substitution 
l)eputy P. K. Ilogan. 

Ordered that the Report do lie upon 
the table. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I move thc ad- 
journment until 12 o’cloek to-morrow. 

The Dáil adjourned at 7.40 till 12 
o’cloclt to-morrow. 
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Do chnaidh an Oeaim Comhairle i 
gceannas ar a 12 oVlock. 

CEISTEANNA—QUESTIONS. 
ORAL ANSWERS. 

RAILWAYS IN THE FREE STATE. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS asked 
the IVesidcnt when it is pro- 
posod to introduce a Ilill doal- 
ing with Railways in the Frce 
State, and if ho will circulate to Dc- 
puties copios ol! tho lottcr stated to 
have l)een sont to Railway CV)inpanios 
respocting staff appointments. 

MINISTER for INDUSTRY and 
COMMERCE (Mr. J. McGrath), re- 

plying—I am not yot in a position to 
fix a date for the introduction of this 
Bill. It is, however, in preparation. If 
there is a general desire among Depu- 
ties for the circulation of tho lottor sent 
to the Railway Companies by the Minis- 
try of Industry and (Vmmoroe on tho 
subject of staff appointments, I will ar- 
range to have it done. But it appears 
to mc to be quite unnecessary. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: ís thc 

Minister in a position to stato íf, in tho 
Bill hc spcaks of, it is proposod to deal 
with canals as well as railways, or whe- 
ther it is proposed to deal only with 
railways ? 

Mr. McGRATH: With railways only. 

TIPPERARY (N.R.) CO. COUNCIL 
GRANTS. 

DOMHNALL 0 MUIRGHEASA 

asked the Minister for Finance to state 
when it is intended to pay frrants to 
the amount^ of £5Í,394 due to the Tip- 
perary North Riding County Council. 

MINISTER for FINANCE (Mr. E. 
Blythe) : The claim of the Tipperary 
North Riding County Council in respcct 
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of (írants formerly withheld by the Bri- 
tish (íovernment was settled in Sep- 
tembcr, 1922, subject to minor adjust- 
ments, by a payment of £32,876. This 
amount did not include Estate Duty 
Crant for 1921-22, and half of the Agri- 
cultural Grant for the same year, as 
these monies were retained in the Guar- 
antee Fund in connection with eharges 
under thc Land Acts. Of the total 
amount of Estate Duty Grant for 1922- 
23, a sum of £75,417 approximately had 
to l)t‘ rotained in t.he Guarantce Fund 
for thc same purposes, and, similarly ; 
the íirst half of the current yearV Agri- 
cultural Grant, amounting to approxi- 
mately £299,505. The share of the Tip- 
perary North Riding (!Jounty Council of 
the lialanee of thc Estate Duty Grant 
for 1922-23 available for immediate dis- 
tribution is £835, and this amount will 
be paid in the eourse of the eoming 
woek. It is hoped also to bc ablc to 
releaso the Agrieultural Grant for the 
second half oí the currcnt year before 
thc end of t.he current financial year. 

LABOURERS’ COTTAGES SCHEME 
IN FERMOY. 

TOMAS DE NOGLA (for Mr. John 
Daly) asked the Minister for Loeal 
Government what steps, if any, are 
being taken to proceed with the seheme 
for labourers 7 eottages of the Fermoj 
Rural Oouneil and approved by the 
Local Government Inspector, in view of 
thc faet that there is urgent need of 
those houses in the Clondulane district. 

MINISTER for LOCAL GOVERN- 
MENT (Mr. J. Burke) : No steps are 
being taken in this rnatter. There are 
no funds available at present from Go- 
vernment sources for fhe purpose of 
proAÚding additional cottages under the 
Labourers Acts. If the Council are de- 
sirous of carrying out the uncompleted 
portion of thcir 1908 Scheme, considera- 
tion will be given to an application 
from them for sanction to the borrow- 
ing of the necessary monies from their 
Treasurer. 

Mr. T. MURPHY : Arising out of that 
answer, I would likc to ask the Minis- 
ter if he is aware of the fact that in 
many placcs in the County Cork, where 
schemes for labourers’ cottages have 
been held up, the plots have been used. 
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and are being used, and the fenees 
knocked down by farmers on whose 
lands thc plots were inarked, but who 
have been paid already in respect oí 
them? 

Mr. BURKE : 1 am not aware of that. 

RATE COLLECTION IN CO. 

DUBLIN. 

Major BRYAN COOPER asked the 


Minister for Local Government whether 
he can state what proportion of the Co. 
rates in County Dublin for the 
years 1921 and 1922 has been collected, 
what is the total amount of arrears for 
these two years; how much has been 
rcmitted as uncollectable, and what 
steps are being taken by the County 
Council to collect thc arrears. 

Mr. BUREE : The following is the in- 
formation required: 


Total to be 
collected. 


£ s. d. 
27:1,430 tí 2 


Amount Amount struck oíf 
collccted. as irrecoverablc. 

Vear to 31— 3— '22. 
í s. d. £ s. d. 
218,985 8 S Nil. 


Arrears earried 
forward for 
collection. 

£ s. d 
54,444 17 G 


Vear to 31—3—’23. 

*182,920 5 3 143,434 13 4 7,654 2 6 

* This includes the £54,444 17s. 6d. carried forward. 


31,831 9 5 


A considerable amount of the arrcars 
indicated above (£31,831 9s. 5d.) was 
paid after the close ot' tlie election. It 
is undeí'stood that the County Council 
instructcd the eollectors to conctmtrate 
011 the collection of the arrears, and a 
largc amount was then fortheoming. 
Writs wcre obtained in a munber of 
cases and handed to the Sheriff. The 
amoimt outstanding has, in conse- 
quence, becn reduced to £18,479 Is. ld. 
I am informed that tbe County Solici- 
tor has been, and is at prescnt, activelv 
engaged in proseeuting in certain cases 
in cach colleetion district, and that all 
possible steps are being talcen to eol- 
lect thc arrears. 

Major COOPER: I wish to ask is the 
Ministcr aware that the Dublin County 
Council arc threatening proceedings 
against people who are only in arrears 
for one year's rates, while they fail to 
collect £18,000 of previous ycars’ ar- 
rears, and will he instruet them to pro- 
ceed first against people who owe ar- 
rears for morc than two ycars instead 
of against those who owe only one 
year? 

Mr. BURKE : I think it would bc very 
inadvisable, from tbe point of vicw of 
policy, to give such a guarantee, be- 
cause it would en(»ouragc people not to 


1 pay the current year’s rates untll the 
5 others werc paid up. I could not give 
i tliat undertahing. 

j SPECIAL ROAD WORKIN 
TIPPERARY. 

DOMHNALL 0 MUIRGHEASA 

asked thc Minister for Local Govern- 
ment if he will state his reasons for re- 
fusing the necessary sanction to the 
Thurlcs District Council and the Ne- 
nagh Districfc Council, to enablc them 
to obtain a loan of £10,000 to carry out 
speeial road work, which would give 
much-needed employment in those dis- 
tricts. 

Mr. BURKE: The application for 
sanction to these loans was reccived on 
the 3rd instant, and sanctlon to borrow- 
ing is being issued to the County Coun- 
cil to-day. 

Mr. MORRISSEY : Arising out of 
that answer, will the Minister state why 
sanction was refuscd, or why sanction 
has been withheld up to the present 
timc, in view of the fact that we sought 
to impress upon the Department carly 
last week that if sanetion was not gofc 
for this grant 450 men would be dis- 
misscd last Saturday, and that as a mat- 
ter of fact 450 w r ere dismissed and are 
at present unhmployed? 
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Mr. BURKE : It was only boeausc of 
speeial consideratiou in the caso that 
we were able to makc this loan avail- 
able at all. 

HOUSES FOR BRITISH EX- 
SOLDIERS (BAILIEBOROUGH 
DISTRICT). 

Mr. JOHN J. COLE asked tho Minis- 
ter for Local Govcírnmcnt whcthcr he 
is aware of the urgent, nccd of houses 
for British cx-soldiers in thc Bailie- 
borough district; whether hc is in a 
position to state il* a schcmc for the 
crection of sueh houses is in contcin- 
plation. 

Mr. BURKE: I would refor the De- 
puty to my rcplies of the 31st October 
and Ist Novcmber last on similar qucs- 
tions, and would suggest that in these 
eases of detail he would commuuicate 
dircctly with the Sailors’ aud Soldiers ’ 
Departmcnt at 30 Lower Fitzwilliam 
Strcet, Dublin. The Dcpartment is ad- 
miuist( 4 red solely out of funds provided 
l)v thc British Treasury. 

UNEMPLOYMENT IN CO. GALWAY. 

TOMAS 0 CONAILL asked the 
Minister for Agrieulture if lie is awarc 
that a large number of agricultural la- 
bourers andsmall holders in the neigh 
bourhood of Laurencetown, Co. Cal- 
way, are unemployed, and whether he 
ean say how soon the Land Commission 
will be able to procccd with the division 
of the neighbouring estates or with 
drainage and reclamation work, so as 
to provide as much employment as pos- 
sible for these incn. 

Mr. McGRATH (replying for the 
Minister for Agriculture) : I am 

awarc that. a nuinbcr of agrieultural 
labourcrs and small-holders are unem- 
ploycd in County Galway. Tlu» lands 
acquired by the (late) Congesttíd Dis- 
tricts Board in the neighbourhood of 
Laurcncctown have already bccn d(»alt 
with, and the improvemenl worlcs 
thereon have been completed. The 
Land Commission cannot undertake to 
do any drainage or reclamation work 
until they purchase estates in the neigh 
bourhood, and this cannot take place 
for some months yet. 
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BULLOCE KILLED BY MILITARY. 

TOMAS 0 CONAILL asked the 
Minister for Defence if he is aware that 
a bulloek, the property of Edward Mul- 
ligan, of Ilazelhill, Ballyhaunis, County 
Mayo, was killed on the publie road be- 
twcen Ballyhaunis and Claremorris in 
August, 1922, by a motor lorry driven 
by military, while the owner was in 
eharge of his cattle driving them to 
their usual watering place, and whether 
the amount of compensation, viz., £12, 
claimed by Mulligan will be paid. 

MINISTER for DEFENCE (General 
Mulcahy) : A claim on bebalf of Mr. 
Mulligan has been very recently lodged 
at Headquarters, and is now under in- 
vestigation. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: Can the Minister 
say if a former elaim lodged about 
twclvc months ago was doalt with? 

General MULCAHY : I have no in- 
formation about a formcr elaim. The 
statement was that it was lodged re- 
cently. 

CLONAKILTY CLAIM AGAINST 
MILITARY. 

TADHG 0 MURCHADHA asked the 
Minister for Defcnce wliether he is 
aware that Messrs. O’Donovan and 
OTjeary, of Clonakilty, Co. Cork, have 
repeatedly furnished details of an ac- 
eount ot* £130 odd due to them for 
hirage and eommandeering oí* ears by 
the National Army al Clonakilty, Co. 
Cork, that payment has not yet been 
made to this firm. and whether payment 
of this account will be expcdited. 

General MULCAHY : No claim of the 
kind mentioned has beon received from 
Mcssrs. O’Donovan and 0*Loary. lf 
details of the elaim are sent to the Chief 
Claims Officer, Portobcllo Barraeks, it 
will liave due attention. 

COMPENSATION OF DISCHARGED 
SOLDIER. 

AODH 0 CULAGHAIN asked the 
Minister for Defence if he is aware that 
Privatc Evans, No. .14073,-of Ballymorc- 
Eustace, Co. Kildare, who attested at 
Naas Barracks on the llth September, 
1922, and was diseharged on the 8th 
November, 1923, as “ Medically Unfit, M 
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is suffenng irom dcfective eyesight duc 
to his servicc in the Army, and whether 
thc question of compensation to this 
man will be favourahly considered. 

General MULCAHY : I am awaro 
that Private Evans was discharged 
froni thc Army as mcdically unfit on 
thc 8th Novembcr last suffering l’rom 
defcctive eyesight duc to trachoma. 
This is a chronic disease, to which mili- 
tary service does not attach any spccial 
Uability. lt is not possible to cntcrtaio 
a claim for compcnsation. 

MAINTENANCE OF MILITARY 
CAMFS. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS asked tho 
Minister for Defencc if hc will state thc 
annual costs of maintenancc, respec- 
tively, for such open eamps as Tallaght, 
('ollinstown, and (lormanstown; for 
what purpose each of these eamps is 
being uscd, and if, and when, it is pro 
poscd to dispense with these camps. 

General MULCAHY : It is not pos- 
sible at. prcscnl to state thc costs oí* 
maintcnancc of thc carnps rcfcrred to. 
Tallaght Canip is bcing used as work- 
shops and for storagc purposes by thc 
Army Corps of Engineers and somc 
technical units, and it is not proposed 
to dispensc with it. Collinstown Camp 
is not being used for Army purposcs. 
Oormanstown Camp accommodates thc 
Ileadquarters of thc Mechanical Trans 
port Corps and a Battalion of lnfantry, 
and until recently it was also uscd as an 
intcrnmcnt camp. It is cxp(»ctcd that 
in the coursc of somc months it will no: 
be required by tho Army. It is not 
feasible at present to say what will be 
the futurc use of those camps. 

OFFICERS EXTRA ALLOWANCES 
(Q.M.G. s DEPARTMENT). 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS askcd the 
Minister for Defence if, during the fin- 
ancial year 1922-1923 certain officers oí* 
the Quartermastcr-Ceneral ’s Depart- 
ment were granted an extra allowance 
for maintenance over and above their 
pay; whether sueh allowances were 
made while such officers werc being 
accommodated in barracks at the public 
expensc; whether such allowances are 


still being made, and, if not, when they 
were discontinued. 

General MULCAHY : No officer of 
the Quartermaster-General 's Depart- 
ment was given an allowanc( k for rnain- 
tenancc ovcr and above ordinary pay 
while accommodatcd in barracks dur- 
ing the period mentíoned. 

BALLYNACARGY (WESTMEATH) 
SHOOTING. 

SEAN 0 LAIDHIN asked the Mini- 
ster for Defcncc whethcr h(» will causc 
an in(|uiry to be held into thc circum- 
stanccs of tlic death of Thomas Mooro, 
of Rath, Ballynacargy, Westmeath, 
who, it was allegcd, was accidcntally 
shot by Volunteer (iaynor, and, if so, 
whcth(*r the father of deceascd will be 
permitted to call wit.nesses. 

General MULCAHY: The mattejr is 
under eonsideration, and 1 will com- 
municate with the Deputy. 

COMMANDEERED MOTOR GAR 
(CASTLEBAR). 

Major COOPER asked the Minister 
for Defencc whether a claim has bccn 
| j*cccivcd from Mr. L. (-. Mcllor, Thc 
(Ircen, Castlcbar, Co. Mayo, for eom- 
pensation for a motor car comman- 
decrcd by National Forces in Scptem- 
ber, 1922, and whether considerafion of 
this claim can bc cxpeditcd. 

General MULCAHY: It is cxpocted 
that Mr. Mellor’s elaim will be settled 
at an early date. 

DELIVERY OF EXECUTED MAN S 
LETTERS. 

TOMAS 0 CONAILL asked the Mini- 
ster for Defence if he will state why 
thc lettors written by James x\lcEnery 
to his relatives before his execution in 
Tralee Barracks last April were nevei 
delivered, although similar letfers writ- 
ten by othcr mcn awaiting exeeution 
were delivercd in duo course; also whe- 
ther it is proposcd to aecede to the re- 
quest of his relativcs to have his body 
handed over for interment in the familv 
burial ground. 

General MULCAHY : A number of 
letters written by James McEnery be- 
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fore his execution wcre detaincd by the 
military authorities, as their publica- 
tion at the time would have becn preju- 
dicial to public interests. It is regrctted 
that the request of his relatives as to 
the handing over of the body cannot bo 
acceded to. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: Would thc Minis- 
ter say if the time has now come whcn 
the letters can be sent to the relatives? 

General MULCAHY: I will see that 
that matter is reconsidered. 

INTERNMENT OF CLARE MEN. 

Mr. CONNOR HOGAN asked the 
Minister for Defence whether it is pro- 
posed to continue the internment of 
Messrs. Seán MacNamara, Kilfenora; 
Patriek O’Connor, Lisdoonvarna; aná 
of Jaraes Quinn and John O’Tjoughlin. 
Ennis. 

♦ General MULCAHY : It is proposed 
to continue the internment of Mr. Mae- 
Namara. The case of Mr. O ’Connor is 
being reconsidered. Mr. Quinn is abont 
to be released; and Mr. OMjoughlin is 
serving a sentence of ten years’ penaL 
servitude. 

DETENTION OF COROFIN 
(CLARE) MAN. 

Mr. CONNOR HOGAN asked the 
Minister for Defence if he will state tho 
reason of the continued detention of 
Mr. Jamcs Shannon, Roxton, Corofin 
Co. Clare. 

General MULCAHY : Mr. Shannon, 
who has been detained for considera- | 
tions of public safety, is now being re- 
leased. 

COMPENSATION FOR HILDARE 
SOLDIER. 

AODH 0 CULACHAIN asked the 
Minister for Defcnce if he is aware that 
Private Michael Kehoe, of Kill, Straf- 
fan, Co. Kildarc, Army No. 10041, at- 
tested .lst August, 1922, was discharged 
29th December, 1923, is disabled and 
unable to work owing to the dislocation 
of liis lcft shoulder on three occasions i 
whilst going through a coursc of train- 1 
ing at thc Remount Depot, Arbour Hill, 
Dublin, and whether thc Minister will 


favourablv consider the question of 
compensation to this man. 

General MULCAHY: Mr. Kehoe at* 
tended a course in equitation at Arbour 
Hill Barracks from 8th to the 23rd May, 
1923, during which period he fell from 
a horse and injured his shouldcr. He 
was excused duty for three days, and 
was treated for his injuries. He then 
resumed the course, and, on its comple- 
tion, \vas returned for duty to his unit. 
Ile was examined and found to be medi- 
cally íit on 9th July, 1923. In the 
circumstances a. claim for compensation 
cannot be entertained. 

MOATE (WESTMEATH) POSTAL 
SERVICE. 

SEÁN 0 LAIDHIN asked the Post- 
mastcr-General whether hc will take 
steps to improve the postal facilities of 
thc town of Moate; whether the early 
morning dclivcry will be restored in- 
stoad of thc noon dclivcry recently 
adopted, or whethcr callers for letters 
before noon will havo lettcrs dclivered 
ovor the counter. 

POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. J 
J. Walsh): Thc gencral delivery of 
letters at Moale which includes Night 
and I)ay Mail correspondence begins at 
9.30 a.m. and finishes at 1.1.15 a.m. Re- 
storation of the early morning delivery 
of Night Mail correspondence would 
not bc w r arranted. Town residents may 
obtain their letters at thc Post Offiee in 
advance ot! thc dclivory hy postman on 
paymont ot‘ a fee of 3d. 

Mr. LYONS: Am I to understand 
from that, that if peoplc call at the 
Post Office for their letters they will be 
dclivered to them? 

Mr. WALSH : Yes, that is quite 
right; and, as a matter of fact, mer- 
chants in Moate may get their corres- 
pondence at any time on payment of an 
annual fee of £1, or something like that. 

Mr. LYONS : But if they cannot 
afford £1 ? 

Mr. WALSH: They can afford to 
wait then. 

Mr. JOHNSON: If they cannot 
afford £1 they will not get many letters. 
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GtRANTS TO NORTHERN SCHOOLS. 

PEADAR 0 hAODHA aske(l the 
Minister for Education if he is aware 
that examinations were conducted by 
the Intermediate Board in certain 
schools in Northern Ireland in June 
1922; whether the usual grants for the 
school year which concludcd withthe.su 
examinations have yet been paid to 
these schools; and r if not, whether he is 
in a position to say when paymcnt of 
these grants may be expected. 

MINISTER for EDUCATION (Prof. 
Eoin MacNeill) : In accordance with 
arrangements made with the Pro- 
visional Government, the Intermediate 
Board held examinations in June, 1922, 
in certain schools in thc Six Counties. 
Protracted negotiations have takcn 
place with a view to the expenses and 
grants in the matter being paid by the 
Northern Government; but, as respon- 
sibi1ity has been deíinitely rcpudiated, 
it has been decided to ask the Dáil, as 
soon as practicable, for the powers ne- 
eessary to enable payment to bc made. 

QUESTION ON THE 
ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. WILSON : I beg to give notiee 
that I will raise, on the motion for the 
adjournment, the question of the wit.l;- 
drawal by the Land Commission of the 
supplerhental notices heretofore issned 
for the payment of land annuities. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (COLLEC- 

TION OF RATES) BILL, 1923— 
SECOND STAGE. 

MINISTER for LOCAL GOVERN 
MENT (Mr. J. Burke) : I beg to move 
the Second Reading of the Local Go- 
vernment (Collection of Rates) Bill. 
When I was introducing this Bill I re- 
ferred to the fact that many local au- 
thorities were in a very serious finan- 
cial condition. Many County Councíls 
are working oi\heavy overdrafts. For 
example, in Cork the amount is 
£150,000; Leitrim, £76,000, and Tircon- 
aill, £60,000. The total amount of 
overdrafts obtained by local authorities 
is something liké one million pounds. 
This financial situation is largely the 
resuit of the very large amount of ar- 
rears of rates still outstanding, amount- 


, ing to something like three million 
pounds. If vital local services are to 
be continued, it is absolutely essential 
that these arrears should be recovered 
without delay, and it is for this purpose 
that we are bringing forward this Bill. 
The Bill proposes to expedite the col- 
lection of rates, by strengthening the 
Jaw and extending the powers of ex- 
ecutive oflicers, and by providing ad- 
ditional or alternative machinery, 
namely, by making use of the Post 
Office where necessary for the collection 
, of the rates. 

The Bill also provides, in those cases 
where the Post. Office has been substitu- 
ted for rate collectors, for the perform- 
ance of the other functions of the rate 
colleetors by the Chdc Guard, and it 
also makes other provisions of a more 
or less machinery character. As a re- 
sult of the general demoralisation in 
thc country, owing to the last few years 
of turmoil, there has grown up a gene- 
ral indifference on the part of rate- 
payers to meet their obligations, and it 
has accordingly been found necessary 
to introduce very drastic measures in 
order to bring defaulting ratepayers to 
a sense of their responsibilities. At the 
prcsent time rate collectors have two- 
remedies for the collection of the rates. 
First of all, they can distrain and sell 
goods under their warrants; and, se- 
condly, they ean proceed in a Civil Bill 
court. The first remedy is encumbered 
by restrictive statutory provisions, and 
has been practically in abeyance for the 
last few years, owing to the danger of 
distraining without military protection. 
and to the reluctance of rate collectors 
to look for such protection, and alsa 
owing to the large number of young 
and inexperienced rate collectors who 
were appointed during the last few 
years. When summary proceedings 
are taken, and a warrant of distress ’is 
issued by the District Justice, it is prac- 
tically impossible to have it executed' 
as the Civic Guard are unable to act, 
and District Justices and rate collectors 
find it impossible to gct any other per- 
son to act as special bailiff, owing to 
the low statutory fee. 

With regard to the second power of 
the rate collectors, namely, to proceed 
in a Givil Bill court, that remedy is too 
tedious and too costly to be effective. 
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The power of thc rate colleetor not 
being adequate to deal with the situa- 
tion, we have been aeeordingly thrown 
back on the sheriíf. As the law stands 
thc District Justice cannot dircct war- 
rants to sheriffs for exccution withont 
their consent; and, even if he could, 
their powers are not sufficiently wide 
to dcal in the drastic manner required 
with defaulters. This Bill, aceordiiiRly, 
proposes to givc power to the Minister 
for Loeal Government to issue warranls 
to under-sheriffs to levy, by seizure, and 
to sell goods for a period of twelve 
months in respect oi' arrears of rat<»s 
due up to the 31 st of Mareh, 1924. Th«» 
Bill includes the provision of Seclion 7 
of the Finance Act of 1923, and ex- 
tends that section ro include the seizure 
of all soods found on the rateable pro- 
perty. The rate colledors had this 
latter power under their warrants/This 
clause can on!y be enforced in these 
distriets where a Minister has publicly 
deelared the provision to be in opcra- 
tion. The Bill also secures to a rate col- 
lector the same speedv remedy for re- 
covering arrears of rates after the fuM 
amount of his warrant is lodfjed as he 
had before. As the law stands at prt»- 
sent, the rate eolleetor may be obliged 
to íí'o to very considerable trouble and 
to incur consideralde ('xpense in re- 
coverinpr these sums, as he is oblifted to 
proceed in a county or a hif»her court. 

The Bill also proposes to j>ive power 
to a trilmnal itidependent of the local 
authority, namely, thc District Justice, 
to amcnd the ratc book at the request 
of the local authority, but it rcstricls 
his jurisdiction to inserting the namc 
of thc individual who should havc bcen 
rated. There is also a provision in the 
Bill for servinj? certain noticcs by post 
which, in thc ordinary course of events. 
would require to bc servcd by hand. 
This is nccessary owin«’ to the fact that 
the specd with which this Act can be 
enforced is the essence of thc wholc 
Bill, and also bccause of the fact that 
in those districts where t.he Post Officc 
is being cmployed instead of thc ratc 
collector, there is no other mcdium for 
serving these summonscs. The provi- 
sion with regard to colleeting the rates 
through the Post Office is, frankly, ex- 
perimental, and has been decided on aí. 


thc request of several local authoritieí?. 
At thc moment it is only intendcd to 
apply these provisions in those counties 
where the ordinary system ofc* ratc col- 
lccting has broken down. 

Mr. OONNOR HOGAN: Listening to 
the Minister for Local Government, in 
his introductory speech, in moving the 
Second Rcading of this Bill, onc would 
have thought that his Department was 
functioning with such efficiency and 
on such a model system that it leavcs 
nothing to bc desired, and that it was 
oidy thc dose of original sin which is 
responsible for thc decay ol* the civií* 
spirit. among thc ratcpayers that. called 
l*or the necessit.y for this Bill. To 
those ofc* us who arc convcrsant witli 
the state of affairs in the country and 
with the situation in our constituen- 
ci(‘s, the Minister’s statemcnt is the 
most complctc and the most convinc- 
ing and the most abjcct exposui'e of 
the impotence, thc futility, and, in V(»ry 
truth 1 ean say, thc incompetence of 
the past and the present Local Govern- 
ment. administration tliat evcr befor(» 
was uttercd in a rcpresentative as- 
s(»mbly. The Minister has advanccd no 
j'ational argument, no serious plea, 
why the Dáil should procced further 
with the consideration of t.his Bill. Onc 
wouhl at least have cxpccted that th(» 
Minister would havc demonstrated that 
the existing statutory powers and law 
applicablc to rate collection were in- 
sufficient. He has not done so. A 
little closer acquaintance, a little study 
of the nature of the authority vestcd 
in every local Council, in every ra1(» 
iollector, would have convinced him that 
t.here was no nccessity for the extra- 
ordinary powers he seeks—that they 
are uncalled for, and that. they are 
superíluous. lt, is an axiomatic con- 
stitutional principle that. unnecessary 
ponal legislation should not. be enaeted, 
that its need should prove to be impe- 
rativc and that its powers and modc 
of operation should be cleariy and 
accurately deíincd. 

Tn the Bill before the Dáil these 
maxims are ignorcd; pcrhaps I might. 
say, with greater truth, they liave 
ncvcr becn called to mind by the origi- 
nators of this measure, and I may say 
they are unknown to them. What, I 
ask, is the need for this Bill? Surely 
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wc arc entitled to know. A Bill which , 
scrves no useful purpose, as far as ex- 
tension of power goes, should not be 
passed unless it is a measurc of eoer- 
cion for coereion sake, and I ask thc 
Dáil not to pass this Bill until it is 
elearlv proved that thc existing powers 
have bcen tried and have broken down 
in the eountry. The Minister has re- 
inained silent as to the causes of the 
ratepayers , refusal to honour their 
statutory obligations. I propose to 
enlighten him. The refusal can arise 
only from three things. First, unwill- ! 
ingness to pay; second, inability to pay, j 
and. third, a deep sense ol‘ grievance. 
With regard to the íirst elass of pcr- 
sons, thcy excite no sympathy, and 
\v(»re they the only persons to be ' 
alfeeted by the Bill \ve might applaud í 
the mcasure and we would rejoiee to j 
see it in opcration, beeause we desire i 
to see every pcrson bearing his just ! 
share in thc common burden and be- ! 
cause we want to see serviee equal for j 
all. But this elass reprc'sents but a | 
very small fraction of the eommunity. j 

When we come to deal with the : 
other two classcs—men not in the 
position to pay, or men pushed alniost 
to the wall with oppressive exaetions 
—we come upon the situation whieli 
ealls for the strongest objeetion and 
(‘ondemnation of the Bill. líere, again, 
laek of recognition o'f elementary eon- 
stitutional principles ean be seen. 
Vou must redress ere vou coerce. In 
any line of this Bill there is nothinu 
to foreshadow tliat the grievous bur- 
dens of the ratepayers would be re- 
dressed, that thcir eausi‘s of eomplaint 
would be removed, that the Augean 
stable of corruption would be cleansed. 
Neither has there bcen anything in j 
the recent policy of the Ministry to j 
eountenance the seeds ot! hope that 
purity, that efficiency, that economv in 
eivic administration, will be restored. i 
Yet, the Minister has not hesitatcd to 
comc seeking for extraordinary pow(*rs 
to collcct rates, and for what end? 

i 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Is the 

Deputy reading his speech? J 

Mr. CONNOR HOOAN. No, but I ! 

am refreshing my memory from my j 
notes. ! 

Vol. 6. 


Mr. 0 ’MAHONY : If the Deputy is 
not reading, I would like to have the 
expression reading ” defined. 

Mr. CONNOR HOOAN: I have asked 
to what purpose is this Bill introduced f 
Is it to maintain universally in íhis 
country profligacy, extravagancc, waste 
and worse, to bolster up arul to give, 
as it were, artificial respiration to the 
horrible system I have named? If the 
Minister was in earnest, about reslor- 
ing decent conditions, he would at 
least, concurrently with thc introdue- 
tion of the Bill, bring in a large and 
generous measure of amelioration, a 
considered system of reform, aimed al 
an efficient public serviee, funetioning 
at a cost compatible with the capacit,y 
1o pay of the ratepayers, whieh would 
impose no grievous burdens and to 
whose up-keep.the people would make 
a ready response and render the Bill 
before the Dáil unneeessary. In the 
absence of the ameliorative measure I 
have indicated, which should precede. 
preferably for a considerable period, 
the introduetion of this Bill, so that its 
saving graces—and I speak in the lite- 
ral sense—could be the more readily 
discerned, I say this Bill is nothing 
short of being immoral. There is 
nothing to indicate, no reason to hope 
that the money wrung by the Under- 
Sheriffs will not be wantonly and 
wickedly wasted, with the undisguised 
sanction and blessiug of the Local 
Cíovcrnment Ministry, in fancy dress 
schemes all over the place. I have 
spoken of fancy dress schemes, and 
L speak with due deliberatiou. Some 
years back there was foisted on the 
shoulders of the ratepayers a new fad 
known as amalgamation of Union 
Schemes. This fad scrved a treble ser- 
vice. (1) Pseudo-philanthropy as a 
reform by burning incense, as it were, 
at, the shrine in worshipping the fetish 
of pauperism. (2) It was a concession 
to the spirit of revolution by an inno- 
vation in the name of an equality 
which sought to obliterate the name 
“ pauper,” and, by an inverse process 
of operation, secured its end by reduc- 
ing the ratepayers to the level of tho 
paupers. (3) To thc wastrels of the 
Transport Union, who manned the 
local* councils, it offered a golden op- 

D 1 
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porumity of advancing the Union's 
principle of something for nothing, hy 
the grant of iníiated and excessive pen- 
sions and gratuities to disbanded 
oíScials. 

Mr. G0RE7: On a point of order, is 
it proper that intemiptions can comc 
eontinuouslv from the Labour Benches 
whcn a member of our part y happens 
to be spealdng? There are continuous 
interiuptions. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Thev 
have been so low that I have not heard 
them; but a Dcputy sliould not be cou- 
tinuously interrupted. ! 

A DEPUTY: Satan reproving sin. 

Mr. C. HOGAN: This is one of the 
many griiívanees—this exeessive scale 
of pensions. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Can the 

Deputv show the rcJevaney of amalga- 
matiou schemes to this Billí 

Mr. C. HOG^N: This Bill is to pro- 
vid(‘ the money for the system. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : This Bil) 
is to collect the rates which have been 
legally struck. 

Mr. C. HOGAN: Let us consider 
what some of the eflfects of the opera- 
tion of this Bill will bc in eonncction i 
with the arrears of rates. What would ‘ 
be the eífect, of it in my own constitu- 
eney in regard to the rates for 1920-21? 
At that time you bad rate collectors 
appointod without statutory authority 
or sanction, and who had given no fide- 
lity bonds. The people being then un- 
sophisticated patriots, under the spell, 

I suppose of the political altruists, paid 
with a grace ncver known before, and 
I doubt if it has been equalled sincc. 
What has happened to a very large por- 
tion of this money? It has been stated 
that some of it, at least, has been mis 
applied—I will not use any stronger 
term—and there is at least £14,000 out- 
standing. Last summer, under pres- 
sure, the Local Government Depart 
ment thought to have this money col 
lected, but it was found that ratepayers 
could produce documentary evidence of 
payment although they had been re- 
turned to the County Council as de- 
faulters. Can any inspector now come 
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along and report thcsc men as dcfault * 

ers to the Ministry? Can thc Minister 
j send down sheriffs and bailiffs to men 
j who have aiready paid? This is one 
o f the dangers, and one of the reasons 
why I am strongljr opposed to the Bill 
I It may be said that it is quitc easy tc 
fiud those parties who collected thc 
rates. I doubt it. Some of them are 
in another world, and we are not yc t 
pagan enough to leave thc eitation for 
their re-appearance on their tomb- 
stones. Others of them are in another 
hemisphere. Some of them are still on 
the hill-t-ops. A few of them have 
even joined the National Army, and 
are endeavouring to foree respect down 
other people’s throats for the rights of 
property and of their neighbours. Tfow 
are you going to deal with sueh a situa- 
tion ? When you have eaught- thes:» 
men, let, us see how tlny will cvade you 
and throw you off. There is one par- 
ticular ease which is so good that 1 
honestly eannot refrain froni telling 
t,he Dáil how the misapplieation of th»» 
rates was aecounted for. This rate eol- 
lector said he hid thc rate books and 
the rates in the hay. llis eows broUe 
in, and they eat not alone the hay, but 
the rate books. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: And the ratos? 

Mr. C. HO,GAN : That is not. stated; 
but we will give him thc benefit of thc 
doubt. It, is, of course, veiy hard to 
explain why the cows went in t-here. 

It may be that t-hey were conversant 
with Nietsche or studying tho Crammar 
of Anarehy. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: Or with the mem- 
bers of the Transport Union. 

Mr. C. HOGAN: Therc was a Soviet 
started there, and it, may have depraved 
their bovine virtues and instincts. How 
will we deal with such a situation? Tlu: 
ratepayers who paid this money t-o 
unauthorised eollectors ean be made 
the victims of t-his Bill. Has the Mini- 
ster any alternative to offor, or any 
suggestion to make, by whieh these men 
who can produce documentary evidence 
of the payment of rates in these years 
will not be called upon to pay a second 
time, and that the bailiffs and sheriffs 
will not descend once more upon them * 
That constitutes my principal objection 
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to this Bill, together with the system oí* 
extravagance which it is sought to bol- 
ster up. 

Major COOPER: I am afraid 1 can- 
íiot ad orn my argu munts with the 
wcalth of mctaphor with whieh the pre- 
vious spcahcr lias dclightcd thc Dái ); 
])iit there is just one point in the Bilí 
that T would like to eall attention to. 

I am in ontire syiupathy with the ob- 
jeet of tho Hill; but I am afraid the 
Bill will not I)c effeetive in particular 
parts of the country, and that is in the 
nrban areas. The main purport of the 
Bill, as far as I ean see, is the power 
«»iven to the sheriff to levy any goods 
found on the premises on whieh the rate, 
was struelv, so thal a man eould not 
eseapo the consequenees of not paying 
his rates by elaiming that, thc goods be- 
longed to his wife, or that they were in 
the name of his ehild, and so on. That 
is an exeellent provision in the eountrv, 
ivhere a man stays in his farm and the 
goods at stake remain on it. But ir 
the towns a man who wishes to escape 
payiu';* his rates will simply move to 
some other promises, and the Bill give-r 
no power to seizo his goods if he has 
removcd them to anotlier house. The/ 
ínust be seized in respcH't of the house 
named in the warrant and on wliieh 
the rates are lcviable. Once a man 
moves you will not be able to gct at 
him. I hope before thc Committee 
Stage that the Minister will take that 
into aeeount and see if it is possible 
to meet it. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Following the rc- 
marks of Deputy Cooper, I do not know 
if it is possible for the Minister to 
amend thc Bill in the dircction the 
Deputy spoke of. I suggest that if 
the Ministcr refcrs to an old Act whieh 
had application to Dublin alone, he 
will find, I think, that- it imposed upon 
the owners of such property, as Dcputy 
Coopcr spcak£ of, the liability of pay- 
ing the rates. While we are asked to 
support a Bill for facilitating the col- 
lection of rates, we hear of action being 
taken by local authorities to throw 
upon the rate collectors the task of 
collecting urban rates from hundreds 
of small occupiers, instead of as 
hitherto calling upon the landlord to 


pay. That is not facilitating the col- 
lection of rates by any means, rather 
the contrary. I would urge upon the 
Minister that he should consider either 
in this Bill, or in a future Bill, the pos- 
sibili ty or thc desirability of making 
it an obligation that for small rated 
pro pcrty, i n urban areas at any rate, 
the responsibility for paying the rates 
should be upon the landlord or owncr 
of the property, and not upon the 
tenants. In that way the rates arc 
much more likely to be collected easily 
and cheaply, and the local authority is 
mueh more likely to get- the rate that 
has been levied. I hope the Minister 
will frown on the efforts of loeal 
authorities that he may be aware of, 
who are trying to imposc upon rate 
eollectors the rcsponxibility of eollect- 
ing rates frorri scores, and perhaps 
hundreds, of householders and occu- 
piers in plaee of, as hitlierto, collerding 
theni from the owner of thc property. 

Mr. 0’MAH0NY: I am in agree- 
ment with the suggestion of Deputy 
Johnson that thc rcsponsibi- 
1 o f clock . lity of collecting frorn small 
rated holdings in urban 
areas ought to be transferred to the 
landlord. As a matter of fact, I asked 
a question in the Dáil on that point 
sometime ago, and the reply I got from 
the Minister for Local Government 
was that the matter was under consi- 
deration. Undoubtedly that would be 
a more effectivc method of eollecting 
the rates. The occupiers of these 
small holdings find that half-ycarly de- 
mands for ratcs are more than their 
resourccs are capable of meeting. If 
the rate was merged in the rcnt, and 
if there was a wcekly or monthly col- 
lection, as is usual in cases of the 
kind, it would not be fclt by the occu- 
pier of the premises. It would bc a 
rnattcr of conveniencc to the occupier, 
and would result in grcater rcvcnue 
for thc local bodies. It has these two 
points to recommend it, and, after all, 
it is only adopting the system that was 
in force until the Act of 1898 came 
into bcing. 

As rcgards the general purpose of 
the Bill, after all, in a áense, you have 
neariy all the authority claimed in this 
Bill under the existing law if it were 
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fully exereised. Where is the hai*d- 
ship in asking ratepayers, manv of 
whom are in a better position to pay 
rates than some of those who have 
paid, to discharge their duty to the 
eommunity? The man who deelines to 
pay his rates simply transfers the 
responsibility to his neighbour, because 
if the budget is not balaneed this year 
the adverse balance avíII have to be 
brought forward. The result ís that 
men and women who pay will have to 
pay not only their own share, but also 
the sharo of those who shirked their re- 
&ponsibility. One ot* the eueourage- 
ments to the Trregular element in the 
eommunity at the last eleetion was tliat 
if they were able to carry through, 
rates and rents might be repudiated. 
A great deal of the arrears aeeumu- 
lated as a result of a too ready adop- 
tion of such a policy. ()nly a few days 
ago a statement appeared from a cer- 
tain County Couneil in Ireland pointing 
out that owing to the fact that annui- 
ties had not been paid in the eounty, 
a sum of £60,000 had been stopped out 
of local grants. That £60,000 will have 
to be paid by the ratepayers to accom- 
modate that scction of the community 
that repudiated these annuities. In 
the samc way, if ratepayers were per- 
mitted to repudiate their liability to 
local bodies, then the deficit will have 
been transferred to those who are al- 
ready bearing the burden of not only 
their own rates, but the arrears that 
accumulated from other years. 

Let us see to what extent is this a 
penal proposal. As the law stands, 
the rate collector is bound to lodge the 
amount of his warrant before he can 
close his books. Does Deputy Hogan 
propose that the rate collector wlio is 
compelled by law, as it exists, to lodge 
the full amount of his warrant, shouíd 
do so to benefit the unaccommodating 
ratepaycrs in the community and that 
he sliould have no means to recover it? 
He has the means under the existing 
law, but it has proved in a sense in- 
effective. An enormous accumulation 
of arrcars exists at present, and it is 
only when people realise that the lav 
for the common good is going to be put 
intó active operation, that you will find 
these people discharging their liabili- 
ties to local bodies. I do not antici- 


pate that you will havc as much troublc 
as is predicted by Deputy Hogan. 
When the people find that they are 
going to be made pay the visits of the 
Sheriff will be like angels , visits—vcry 
fevv and far between. 

Mr. HOGAN: I suppose that is the 
first time Sheriffs have been called 
angels. 

Mr. 0’MAHONY: Their visils will 
be angelic in their infrequency. To my 
mind, the Bill is simply strengthcning 
a provision tliat the law already gives. 
It is onlv making a common demand 
on every member of the community. 

I am certain that when effeet is given 
to the Bill, people who hitherto hav<* 
repudiated legal and honest obliga- 
tions, that tlieir neighbours liave dis- 
charged, will be íound, witli very few 
exceptions, prepared to dischargr 
them. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: There arr 
only two matters that I want to touch 
on l)riefiy in regard to this Bill. One 
‘oí these could hardly havc been men- 
tioned in the Bill itself, but L expected 
to have heard something about it in 
tho Minister’s speeeh cornmending the 
Bill. The other is an omission from the 
body of the Bill that l think is some- 
wliat noteworthy. lt is, of eourse, 
within the Minister’s knowledge that 
a great deal of the withholding oi* rates 
—I am not standing in any defenet» 
of that—is eaused by dissatisfaction 
with existing rounty Councils. lt is 
idght that these rates should be col- 
lectcd. I ani in entire favour, as we 
all must be, of having every method 
taken in order that the rates shall be 
brought in. 

It is well to understand some of the 
eauses that prompt the withholding of 
rates. , I had occasion, as the Minister 
will recollect, to introduce a deputation 
to his Department, and the statement 
was made there by members of that de- 
putation that if they could scc som<‘ 
prospect of more satisfaetory County 
Councils in the near future, the causcs 
of their recalcitrancy would very 
largely be removed. Therefore I ex- 
pected, when the Minister brought for- 
ward this measure, and stated that it 
was necessary that these rates should 
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bo oollootod and most stringont mcthods 
taken to cníorcc collection. he would at 
Jeast have aecompanied that statement 
by sorne promise that at a near date 
these bodies, whieh have eeased to be a 
roflection ot* the publie mind, if thov 
evor woro. should Ju* rcmovod and 
<»thers introdueed Ihat would be mor•» 
nearly representative of the people for 
whom thcy claim and exereise adinini- i 
stration. When we hear ratepayer;> I 
from different eounties statinp: that the 
í‘Ounty councils are partial in their ad- 
ministration, expensive in thcir ad- 
ministration, and other eomplaints of 
the same ldnd, then it is surely time 
that \ve should reeojínise the faet that 
if we were to have a new set of countv 
couneils, in whoin thc people of this 
<*ountry had n inore perfeet eonfidenee, 
sí»veral of the eauses of the withholdinj; 
of the rates would Jh» removed. I uri?e 
that upon the attention of the Minister. 

The seeond matter to whieh T wish to 
refcr, is that I had expeeted to hear 
from the Minister some reason \vhy thc 
Publie l>odies Order, tliat prevailed up 
to about the vear 1918 and sinee then, 
has boen allowed to remain a dead let- 
t<‘r, and what is likrlv to be done to see 
that it is enfoived in the future. and 
ídso \vhy there is uot a provision tliai 
some sueh Order should be r<»instituted 
l T mlor that Order, it will be reeolloeted, 
tbe rate eolleetors had to elose thcir ae- 
eounts twiee a year. at the end of Sep- 
tomber and Mareli. 1 think; and. if thev 
<lid not elose thcir aeeounts at these 
periods. then no elaim for poundage 
would be reeofínised. íf sueh a pro- 
vision were introdueed in the Hill a 
v<;ry important stimulus would be pro- 
vided 'to rate eolleetors. I was movcd 
aiul touehcd by the allusion to l)eputy 
Connor Tlojian's rate collcetor, who 
f»ave a very luxuriant excuse as to whv 
bis ratcs were not eollccted. No 
such exeuse would be provided if a pro- 
vision were put in foree in this Bill that 
rate eolleetors* were to be eompelled to 
do what they onee wcrc eompellcd to 
do, namoly, to close their accounts at 
certain periods, and, if thcir aecounts 
were not then eloscd, no poundagc 
would be allowcd. I bclievc t.hat these 
two matters are worthy of the attention 
of Ministers. The first is tliat new 
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| eounty eouneils should be crcated at. 
the earliest moment which would re- 
flcct the public mind and carry public 
confidencc. The second mattcr is that 
a stimulus should be provided to the 
rate colloetors themselves requirinp: 
them to close their accounts at certain 
periodvS, or they would have no elaim 
for poundage. If that. were done I be- 
lieve that a large portion of the prob- 
Jem, with which the Bill proposes to 
dcal. would be greatly simplified. 

Mr. LYONS: 8o far as I can scc this 
Bill should have been introduced a 4 : 
least twelve months ago. There are a 
very largc numbcr of people who have 
takcn advantage of the times sincc the 
year 1920. Somc rofuse to pay their 
ratcs on politieal grounds, morc say 
that tliere is not sufficicnt law to com 
pcl thcm to pay, while others agaiu 
say: “ Why should we pay when tho 
(íovernment may J>e ldcked out to- 
morrow, and when the new Cíovern- 
ment eomos in there will be the same 
demand V' Tf thc rates had becn paid 
in a rogular maimer it would have gone 
a good way in relieving the thousands 
! of pcoplc who arc now walking the 
| strccts or going to the Labour Ex- 
! ebanges. For the first fifteen minutes 
of Deputv Ilogan’s speech I found it 
bard tu know whether he was in sup- 
port ot* thc Bill or whether he was op- 
posed to it. T maintain that there are 
thrcc elassos oi* people who are not 
paying—those who refuse to pay, those 
wlio can afford to pay, and those who 
! rc<iuirc cxtrcmc measures to be taken 
I to compel them to pay. There are big 
landlords in tlu» different towns who 
own a large numbcr of small holdings 
and who uscd to pay the rates on them. 

I ean mcntion a town, in faet two ov 
three towns, in my own constituency 
where small holders have been taken 
to eourt and decrees given against 
them for rates which they never paid 
before. I wonder ivas Doputy O’Ma- 
. bony scrious in suggesting that. the 
i fcw bits of furniturc which they have 
; scraped together should be seized? 

! Mr. 0 ’MAH0NY: I never made sucli 
a statoment. On the contrary, the 
tenor of niy relnarks was in the other 
direcjtion—to relievc these people. In 
poor cases where the amount of assets 
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is veiy small, even if a decree is given 
the rates are not colleeted. I never 
made the suggestion attributed to me 
by the Deputy. 

Mr. LYONS: As a rulc when a De- 
puty sits on the Govemment benches. 
one takes it for granted that he will 
support all the extreme measures whieh 
the tíovcrnment introduces. The small 
holders in urban areas are not, in my 
opinion, able to pay rates. One of the 
reasons is that the people have been 
unemployed for .six or eight months. 
I certainly agree that these ratcs 
should be paid by the landlords. 
There has already been carried in the 
Dáil an Incrcasc of Rents Act. The 
landlords have increased the rents and 
they mako thc occupying tenants pay 
the rates. That is not fair to small 
holders. [ certainly will encourage the 
collection of rates from those peoplc 
who reíuse to pay, and I may say thal 
every inembcr of the Farmers , Union 
here and every Independent member 
will agree that this Tiill should not in 
any way hamper, punish, or perseeute, 
the genuinc citizens of thc Saorstát 
who have paid rates. I maintain thav 
this liill is introdueed for the purpose 
of colleeting the rates from thoso 
peoplo who refused to pav sinee 1920. 
In County Westmeath at present tho 
County Couneil has an overdraft of 
£40,000, and the County Council of 
Longford is practioally in the samo 
position. Those County Couneils would 
not havo those overdrafts if tho ratos 
had bcon eollected. I know tliat there 
aro a large numbcr of people who ean- 
not aflFord to pay, but those who ean 
afford are the peoplo wh # o will not pay. 

I support the Bill. and the sooncr it 
comos into oporation the lietter will T 
like it. 

Mr. GOREY: Tho Minister, in in- 
troducing this Dill, to my mind, did not 
use any extravagant language. I am 
sori*y I cannot agrce with the attitude 
of the Deputy on my own bonehes on 
all points. Whon you try and íind oul 
what is behind the Deput^'s mind 
who mado the speeeh, you will realiso 
the position of the ratepayor in the 
country. Tho Minister said that the 
rates had not been collected owing to | 
the disorder. He gave us to understand 


in his speech that that is the only cause 
of the rates being uncollected in the 
country districts. He knows that is not 
the only cause. The disorder in the 
country is not the cause, and the Minis* 
ter would have gone a better way had 
he stated all the eauses that were in 
his inind. One reason why rates 
have not been paid w r as that the rato- 
payer in the country had against him 
the economic position. The trado 
arteries of the country w r ere shut up, 
and because of this the ratepayer was 
unable to pay. The Government of this 
country did nothing to keep them open. 
The State is not discharging its 
Jiability to the ratcpaycr, and I make a 
present of that to the Minister atid the 
tíovernment. At the moment, we have 
numerous and extraordinary charges 
on the rate-paying public. The rates 
now represent niuch more than the 
rents in many districts, and very inuch 
more than the annuities. There are 
huge rates lcvied in certain countios in 
the Free State because of the malad- 
ministration in the counties. Deputation 
after deputation has come to thc Minis 
tcr on this head, and pointed out where 
maladministration took place in those 
counties, and wliere it is taking placc 
still. Tliat is one of the reasons why 
rates have not been paid, and why thoy 
eannot be collected. The maladminis- 
tration has been responsilile for it in 
local bodies'-—district eouncils and 
ounty councils. 

Mr. DAVIN : And the farmers. 

Mr. GOREY : It does not mattiw what 
they are. If the Deputv on my left 
would coas(» to interrupt. I think w<» 
AVould got on a littlo better. Arrears oi' 
ratos are returned in other eounties as 
irrecoverablo. Why? Tliere is moro 
tlian a suspicion in eounties of which I 
am awarc, that those rates returned as 
irrecovorable eould b(» reeoverod, and 
wore irrecoverable beeauso rate eollec- 
tors and tho eounty eouneils did not 
makc a serious attempt to reeover theni 
from some of those people. We saw in 
Clarc where an influential body of the 
ratepayers oflfered the Minister to pay 
thoir rates on deniand provided that a 
serious atlempt was made to eolloet all 
outstanding arrears. That attempt was 
not made, and thoso arroars wero put 
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dovvn as irrecoverable, and it was only 
because of maladministration, and be- 
cause soine of the people owing rates 
w(‘re friemls of the rate eollectors and 
mlministrators that they were not paid. 
Xo serious attenipt vvas made by the 
eounty eouneils to eolleet th(‘rn. That is 
one of the serious eauses of this diseon- 
tent in the eounties, and the Minister 
knows it. The í?anu‘ has not been 
played as it should have been played. 

JJ(»puty Mahony has referred, I think, 
to the fact that the ratepayers want to 
shift their liability to fellow-ratepayers. I 
His deseription is pretty accurate. I 
There are sueh men in the community, I 
and this Bill has novv to deal with that í 


Bill is all right, and the measures con- 
tained in it are all right, provided that 
the administration is right. The sooner 
we see that there is a square deal all 
round and everybody paying their lia- 
j bility, the better it will be for the State. 

I also suggest to the Minister one 
thing, and it has perhaps something to 
recommend it. The local elections have 
been postponed time after time; the 
present County Councils are still fune- 
tioning; there will be a new rate struck 
immediately. I suggest that no new 
! rate be struek until new County Coun- 
cils are clected that the people will 
have confidence in. A rate struck by 
some of the County Councils at present 
will lead to trouble and chaos. I am 


class. Kvery county has its defaulters 
in annuitics, and that default is bornc 
l>y the ratepayer until such time as the 
annuitics are paid \ip by the dcfaulting 
annuitant. Crants vvill be curtailed by 
th(‘ amount thc annuitics arc in arrears. 
AVb(»n th(» Covernmcnt go scriously 
about it and makc evcry man pay his 
ratcs and anmiitics, thcn we will havo 
coníidcncc and clcan administration, 
and thc rate-paving pnblic will havc 
confidenc(‘ in the loeal County Councils 
and th<» (íovcrnment. Until the Minis- 
tcr puts his house in ordcr, aml until 
all thc ratcpaycrs pay thcir sharc, 
thcrc is no use in talking of the big and 
little man. If you begin on the poor 
nian, you start a bad principle. You 
can make a easc for A.B.C.. but where 
are you going to draw the line? Why 
not makc a caso for D.E., and all the 
rcst ? 

I say it is a bad prineiple in adminis- 
tration to make thc distinction that So- 
and-So cannot pay. It breeds a want 
«f confidenee, and when you breed a 
vvant of confidenee in the rate-paying 
public thcn you have sown the seeds, 
and you need not be surprised at the 
crop you will reap. I suggest to the 
Minister to put his house in order, and 
to see that these arrears are collected 
from everybody without discrimina- 


| anticipating the view of another De- 
puty on this matter, because he wanted 
to raise it, and will do so in another 
form; but I suggest to the Minister 
! that he should be very carcful about 
| thc present County Councils striking 
j ratcs. Deputy Ilogan has used a good 
; deal of flowery language. I have not 
: much flowery language to use, but I 
I am trying to get down to hard facts. 
I say to the Minister that if he wants 
to have confidence in his measure he 
, should see that the County Councils 
! should do their duty fairly and 
squarely, and that no one section has 
j to pay for the rest, as they have been 
1 doing in sevcral counties. 

Mr. DAVIN: I desire to say that so 
far as I personally airi concerned I am 
in agrecment with the main provisions 
of this Bill, and to that extent I agree 
with Deputy Gorey, and disagree with 
Deputy Hogan. Deputy Darrell Figgis 
has stated, and Deputy Gorey has 
rather suppoifed him in that view, that 
j the reason whv the people in certain 
I counties have not paid their ratcs is 
j beeause of the allegcd non-representa- 
j tive character of the County Councils 
í concerned. As far as I know, those 
who compose the county councils were 
j selected, or nominated, by the national 


tion. and if the local bodies will not do j organisations in existence at the time 


it, I suggest. to the Minister that it ! when these men were appointed. 


should be done from headquarters. If 1 

that' no neces- | Mr. GOREY : On a point of porsonal 

sity f ormm tÍ n. Tm§raífP-paying pub- j explanation. If the Deput.v is refer- 
lic‘ who qw'dCLpo will pay, provided ring to my speech, I want to say that 
they the purity of 1 severai county councils that I know of 

the adj^íiii^^iitó^A T^\my mind, the I are all right. There are only a few, 




111 


Local (So ccrn m en t 


DAIJj EIREANN. (Collection of Itates) Bill , 1923 . 112 


fAlr. Gorey.] 

five or six, perhaps, in the Saorstát, 
that my remarks apply to. They do 
not apply to the general body oi' the 
eounty councils at all. 

Mr. DAVIN: What I wanted to 
labour was this, fhat ii‘ the farmers, or 
the people whom l)eputy Gorey is so 
much interested in and claims to speak 
on behalf oF, have not got representa- 
tion on the county councils at present 
it is due to the faet that they did not 
share in the national organisations, or 
the sacrifices that were being made by 
those organisations when these councils 
were selectcd. I have yet to be told, 
even in the cases to which I)eputy 
Gorvv referred, where these countv 
councils do not actuallv represent the 
ratepayers. It is a fact, at any rate 
in the cases that I have in mind, that 
the people who have not and who will 
not |>av the rates up to the present are, 
strange to sav, many of those whom 
Deputy Go rey elaims to speak on bc- 
half of. Tn the constituency that I 
reprcsent, strange as it mav seem, the 
farmers dominate the county councils— 
both in Leix and Offaly—and any bad ! 
administration that may exist in that 
area—and it certainlv does exist—is 
and must be due 1o the pcople Deputv 
Gorey speaks on behalf of. 

Mr. GOREY : ()n a point, of explana- i 
tion, I am not speaking on behalf of 
•very irregular farmer in Queen \s 
(íounty. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: I would 
like l)eputy Davin, as a matter of ex- 
pediency, to leave that particular point 
and to come to thc eollection of rates 
rather than to be blaming particular 
classes for the alleged incompctency of 
particular county councils. 

Mr. DAVIN : I was dealing with 
statements made by Dcputy Gorey in 
giving qualitied support to this Bill. I, 
and my other (‘olleagucs representing 
that constituency, have receivcd urgent 
notices this week that Home Ilelp can- 
not l)e paid from last month in one 
area in the constituency on account of 
the non-payment of rates and annuities 
in that area. There is no use in ignor- 
ing the true facts in regard to the posi- 
tion arising out of that situation. 


About two years ago a section of the 
peoplc in the district, claiming to speak 
on behalf of the íarmers of that area, 
advised, straightforwardly advised, 
their followers not to pay rates. What, 
they had in mind was this. They did 
not want to be responsible for the u]>- 
keep ot* the main roads of the area, and 
they wcre not in agrcement with what 
they considered to be the existing high 
rate of wages for the road workers, and 
giving the advice to their followers 
not to pay rates was influenced by the 
considcration that their action would 
help to reduce the rates of wages of the 
road workers, and throw on to the 
Governmcnt thc direct responsibi!ity 
I for the upkeej) of the main roads. That 
I is partly responsible for the position 
i that exists in my constituency. 

It is quite true, however, to state that 
the people who are mainly responsible 
for giving that advice, in the recent 
eleetion supported the party that was 
j out against- thc authority of Ihe exist- 
j ing Governmcnt. As far as I can learn, 
and as far as my information froin the 
ofHcials in the County (■ouncil in the 
area goes, the people who have actually 
paid the rates are the people who are 
least able to pay, and the people who 
have not paid, from documents 1 have 
seen, in one county in the constituencv 
at any rate, are the big people who 
have money lying in the banks or in- 
vested in British War Loan. I will give 
every possible support to the Minister 
in enforcing the terms of this Bill, and 
in cornpelling that particular elass to 
pay all the rates that have b(*en pro- 
perly struck by thc Councils properly 
elected, or whom they had a share in 
electing. With these few words, I wish 
to say that 1 heartily support tlre Bill. 

Mr. BURKE : I am not going 
to attempt to follow Dcputy Hogan 
through the rhetorical and meta- 
physical maze which he endea- 
voured to get the Dáil to follow 
him through. I think it is a sufficient 
answer to him to mention the fact that 
Clare is the worst county in lrcland 
from the point of view of arrears of 
rates. That should be a sufficient 
answer, and it is also, perhaps, an ex- 
planation of his attitude. Deputy 
Cooper has raised the point of the in- 
applicability of the Bill to certain ur- 
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ban an»as. ile has reformi to the dan- | 
o-or ofc' people leaving their houses when j 
the rates have bccomc duc, and in that í 
\vay eseaping thcir obligations. I will j 
take that matter into eonsideration, Imt 
I rcally do not think there is mueh j 
dangcr to be feared in that respect, 
beeause while it is quite an easy thino* 
t.o leavc a house at prcsent it is a very 
diflieult thin«: to get into anothcr. I | 
think if people leave their houses to 
eseape their o]>ligations they will have j 
to go into tents. 

I)eputy Johnson has raised the point 
nf the advisa1)ility of making the land- J 
lord in all eases liable for rates. That 
would undoubtedIy simplify Ihc matter 
from fho point of vievv of the rate 
colleetor, and it would eoiisiderablv 
faeilitate us, but it involves a prineiplc 
whieh 1 think we should rather dis- 
vountenanee, beeause our policy at pre- 
sent is to try and eneourage a eivie. 
spirit, as mueh as possible. and develop 
il in all elasses ot* soeiety, aml there is 
nothing that develops that spirit so 
mueh as the obligalion to pay rates. 
Whcn a man has to pay rates himself 
lie natiu*allv looks to see that the 
money he pays is expended in the most. 
businesslike manner possible. For that 
r(»ason. T think it would be inadvisable 
Io entortain that suggestion. Deputy 
Figgis has raised two points, but í 
think the Deputv will agree with me 
fhat it would be verv inadvisable for ( 
the fiovernment to bargrain with any- 
body on what basis they were to fulfil 
their b‘gal obligations. 

Mr. DARRELL FIOGIS: T do not , 

want to interrupt the Minister exeept 
1 o say that I did not in any way sug- j 
r>est a bar^ain. 1 was merely suggest- 
ing that if there were an assurance of j 
1 he earlv renewal of the Oounty Ooun- | 
rils a great deal of extra confidence 
fvould be created that would help the 
Minister. 

Mr. BURKE: Well. it is as broad as 
‘t is long, I suppose. Deputy (Jorey 
has supported Dcputy Figgis in taking 
up t.he attitude that he would like some 
statement as to when local elections 
would be held, and that. it would stimu- 
late people to pay rates if wc could 
undertake that the elections would b 
eoming on prctty soon. As Deputies 


are aware, a new register is being com- 
piled, and I think it would give con- 
sideralile dissatisfaction if we had an 
election on the old register, and it 
would probably lead to an outcry for 
another election whcn thc next register 
would be compiled, so that I do not 
thinlv it would be advisablc to promise 
an clection until fhe new registcr is 
ready, which will probably be next 
June. Deputy ííorey has also sup- 
ported, to somc extent, Deputy IIo- 
gan’s attitude in condemning the 
(íovernment. He has also eomplained 
tliat 1 did not state all the rcasons whv 
the position of rate collectioii is not. all 
that it should be at. present, but I 
think 1 gave as a reason the general 
furmoil in the country. I think that. 
iucluded all the reasons that Deputy 
(íorey afterwards stated, including, to 
some extent, maladministration in 
various eounties. So far as my De- 
partment is eoneerned, wo have donc 
( i verything in onr powcr to prcvent 
that maladministration, and I do not. 
think Depu1y fíogan has anything to 
complain of. llc complained to me 
some time ago about the condition of 
aflairs in Fo. Clare, and 1 agreed im- 
mediately to hold a sworn inquiry. I 
s<>nt down a man fo eonduet. that in- 
quirv, and he is holding it at the 
present moment. I do not think De- 
putv Hogan eould ask for more. I do 
not t.hink there has been much opposi- 
tion shown to this Bill, and I hope it 
will pass through the next stages with 
tlu* same expedition. 

Mr. DARRELL FIOOIS: May I ask 

the Minister if he wonld say somcthing 
as 1o some provision, either in the Bi 1 1 
or in administration, with regard to thc 
renewal of the Publie Bodies Order to 
whieh I referred. 

Mr. BURKE: The Minister has 
ample powcrs at present. to enforee 
I these provisions, but for some time it 
was not eonsidered advisable to en- 
force them, and it was not eonsidered 
I an equitable thing owing to the diffi- 
culties that the rate colleetors were up 
against, having no protection, or simi- 
lar reasons. 

Mr. GOREY: May I also suggest to 
the Minister that he has not dealt with 
my suggestion as to the inadvisability 
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of the present Coiuitj Couneils strik- 
ing a rate for the present year? 

Mr. BURKE : I have no legal method 
of preventing that, and cven if I had L 
think it would be a very inadvisable 
thing to do. 

Question: “That the Bill be now read 
a seeond time ”—put and agreed to. 

Third Stagc ordered for Fridav 25th 
January. 

DAIL IN COMMITTEE. 

FISHERIES BILL, 1923. 

Arnendnient from the Seanad: To 
insert iminediately after Seetion S a 
new Seetion, as follows:— 

‘ ‘ No penalty intlieted under this 
Aet shall be redueed ot* remitted sav(> 
on the reconnnendation of the Judge 
or Justiec who imposes sueh penalty, 
and any reeommendation for sueh re- 
duetion 07 * remission shall be made at 
the same time as the penaltv is 
imposed. ’ ’ 

FIONAN 0 LOINGSIGH : Molaim-se 
ná aonntúigheann an Dáil leis an leasú 
so óhi Seanad. 

I move that. the Dáil does not agrec 
Avith the Seanad in its amendment to 
the Fisheries Bill. This is the íirst time 
in the history of the Oireaehtas that a 
situation of this kind has oeeurred, and 
I think the proper proeedure might be 
that if I get the agreement of the Dáil 
in rojeeting this ainendnient a 
Committee might be formed from the 
different parties in the Dáil to draw up 
a reason and send it to the Seanad. 
The reason for opposing tliis amend- 
ment is not so rnueh strictly a Fishery 
Departmental rcason. It is on general 
grounds. If this armuidment were ae- 
e.epted it would do away with all pos- 
sibility of redress in a ease where there 
was an obvious miseaiTÍage of justiee, 
and misearriages of justiee, of eourse, 
are not unknown. The seeond portion of 
the amcndment also deprives even the 
judge vvho trics thc case from reviewing 
his decision. It says ‘ 4 R(*eomniendation 
for remission sliall be made at tlie same 
time as the penalty is imposed. ,, Pup- 
posing new facts come to light, he ean- 
not then come forward in the light of 
these ncvv facts and make a recom- 
mendation for the reduction of the íine j 
imposed. or for the remission. That is 


the chief reason for opposition to tlie 
amendment. The other, a pretty impor- 
tant reason, is that the amendment 
would operatc to limit thc existing con- 
stitutional powers for varying or re- 
mitting the penalties imposed for 
offences under the Act. Aet,ually, from 
the fishery point of view, the amend- 
ment, in the light of vvhat has been 
agreed to, is particularly uselcss. It' 
you just note the figures in this cast 
you vvill appreeiate this. Penalties were 
imposed for fishery offenees in the } ear 
1923 in 87 cases. These w<*re all the 
penalties imposed that year. The Dis- 
triet Justiees who imposed these penal- 
ties reeommended that they should be 
redueed in 73 out of the 87 cases. In 
14 cases no reduction was reeom- 
mended. In accordance with the nsual 
proeedure, these recommendations were 
sent to mv Department, and we agreed 
with the District Justiccs in their re- 
eommendations in 42 cases. The Dis- 
triet Justices recommended that thert* 
sliould be reductions in 73 eases, and 
the Fishery Department agreed to re- 
duetions in 42 cases and opposed redue- 
tions or remissions, recommended by 
the District Justices, in 31 cases. Re- 
duetions were aetually made by thc 
Government in 64 eases. From the 
fishery point of vievv, therefore, in 
spite of any suggestions to the eon- 
trary, there is 110 reason for the amend- 
ment. It is not going to iiriprove the 
Bill. I am not going to say it would in- 
jim* it. The real reason for tlu* objee- 
tion to tlu* amendment on the general 
prineiple is that it prevents the redress- 
ing of injury whieh has oceurrcd 01 * 
taken plaee through a miseai*riage of 
justiee. Therefore, if my suggest.ion is 
adopted, I should like to see appointed 
a small Committee of the Dáil, repre- 
senting the different parties, with the 
Attorney-Cteneral and myself, and that 
Committee would draft a statement set- 
ting fortli our objections to this amend- 
metit. and our reasons for not aecept- 
ing it. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: I, for one, 
would strongly disapprove of any sug- 
gestion such as that made by the Minis- 
ter. and for the reason that the amend- 
ment made by the Seanad is a very 
right and proper amendmcnt. The 
point was raised in the Dáil when the 
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Bill was originally before it, and the 
Minister is qnite correct in saying that 
it docá raisc a qnestion of the vcry first 
importance to thc State. 

That question is that the Judiciary 
and the Executive should be kept apart 
from one another, and that the Execu- 
tive should have no right whatever. 
cxcept in exceptional methods and in 
the very highest of eascs, but not in the 
ordinary coursc of administration, to 
review, change, ‘alteí, or in any way 
amcnd the decisions come to by the 
Judiciary. That is the principle. Thc 
Minister has said that. if the Seanad’s 
amendment were to be carried thcrc 
would be no redress in obvious cascs 
of a miscarriage of justice. If I un- I 
dcrstand the Constitution eorrectly, ! 
and if I understand thc procedurc 
Avhich should bc adopted not only in 
this country, but in praetically every 
countrv, it is that if thcre is a miscar- 
riagc of justicc, and if thcrc is an ob- 
vious casc for rcmcdying any such mis- 
carriage of justiee, thc rcmcdy should 
be sought from a higher court rather 
than from thc court responsible for j 
such miscarriagc oí justicc. It should | 
not be within the powcr of thc Exeeu- | 
tive to interpose ovcr a minor court’s ; 
dceisions and vary thcm at its own will. 
Thc Ministcr has statcd that ncw facts 
might comc to lifc. Ile rcferrcd to thc 
words of thc Scanad’s amcndmcnt in 
which it is stated: “ Any rccommen- 
dation for such rcduction or rcmission 
shall be madc at thc samc timc as the ! 
pcnalty is imposed. ,> | 

If I correctly understand thc mean- i 
ing of this scntcncc, in its rclation to 
thc Bill, it is because the Bill is of thc 
kind that it pennits the intcrposition of 
thc Ministcr. If therc is to bc any re- 
mission or any change it shall only bc 
by the District Justice at the tirnc. I 
would have much prefcrred that if new j 
facts wcrc to come to light, they should 
be reviewcd by a highcr court than thc 
District Justice’s court, a highcr eourt 
in thc judieial sensc. I would not prc- 
fcr that the Exccutivc should bc madc 
a higher eourt. Therc arc limitations 
inherent in the Bill to the principlc 
that underlies the amendment. But j 
this amendment dóes aim at achieving i 
a very right and proper principle, and j 
I bclicvc it is an amendmcnt that ! 
should be passed by the Dáil. In ar- 


guing against it, the Minister gave cer- 
tain statistics. I have not had the ad- 
vantage of reflecting on those statis- 
tics, but as he read them out one very 
rcmarkable fact was rivetted upon my 
attention. He says that in a certain 
y(‘ar, I believe it was 1923, there were 
87 penalties imposed. In respect of 73 
of thcse 87, recommendations werc 
madc for remission or reduction. Of 
thesc 73, the Minister only agreed to 
42. Then he went on to add that in 
that year 64 reductions were made. 

Mr. LYNCH: On a point of explana- 
tion, 1 wish to say I am not thc remit- 
ting authority. The recommendations 
ol’ thi‘ District Justices are, in thc ordi- 
nary course of cvcnts, sent forward to 
mc for the comment of my Department, 
and the remitting authority makes 
thcse remissions with all the facts be- 
fore it from District Justices and my 
Department. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: That is 
hardly the point I put to the Minister. 
Hc statcd that 73 recommendations for 
rcduction or remission were made and 
that only 42 of thcsc wcrc agrecd to by 
his Dcpartment. He went on to add 
that in the same year 64 reductions 
wcre actually madc. These are the 
facts that he stated. If there were 64 
rcductions madc of 73 recommended, 
thcrc arc only 42 madc on the rccom- 
mcndations of thc District Justices in 
qucstion- 

Mr. LYNCH: Wrong. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: Very well. 
I will put my point in this way. I 
would like to know how many reduc- 
tions Avere made in that particular 
ycar, apart from the recommendations 
of thc District Justices? 

Mr. LYNCH: None. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: Very well, 
that is all the bettcr. lf no reductions 
wcrc madc, apart from thc rccommcn- 
dations of thc District Justices, then 
that is what thc Seanad seeks to 
aehicve. If the Seanad sceks to 
achicvc, and put in thc form of an 
Act, what was hitherto the practice, # 
it is excellent and it should be placed 
in thc Act. itsclf. But thc main point 
niade, as I understand the amendment, 
is that no rcview should be made by 
thc Executivc of the decisions or of 
anv pcnalty imposed by the District 
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•Iiistico without the recommendations 
of that partieular Distriet Justice. If 
there is to he a review, if these matters 
are to he earried to Appcal, then they 
should he earried to a higher court in 
the Judieiary, aiul not taken directly to 
the Minisler as an Dxeeutive Minister. 

Mr. O’HIGOINS: Deputy Figgis in 
his remarhs sccms seareely to appre- 
eiate the proecdure that is adopted 
when petitions are entcrcd in regard 
to sentímees passed by judges or mag- , 
istrates. There is a routine. The peti- | 
tion or the representation that is made 
is invariahly sent for eomment to the 
judge or magistrate who tried the 
(»ase, aud this comment is invariahly 
acted upon. There is a factor that the 
Dcputy quite definitely ignored, and it 
is this: it is hy no means an uneommon 
thing for a, judge or magistrate, hear- 
ing a ease, to pass sentence, adverting 
rather to its etfeet upon the public 
iriind than that thc sentenee would be 
fully served by the person upon whom ! 
it was passed. A parti(*ular offence is | 
‘ommitted and it may be rife in a par- 
tieular ai*ea, and the judge trying the 
(»ase, adverting to that fact, would im- 
pose a particularly severe and strin- 
gent penalty, being quite prepared to 
eonsicler any petition or rcprcsenta- i 
tion that would be made to him at a j 
latcv date and to advise the Exccutive ! 
to rcmit, or partially remit, the finc or 
scntcnce of imprisonment as the case 
might be. I 

That is quite a common thing, and i 
judgcs and magistrates, in reply to j 
pctitions that have been forwardcd 
them, have frcquently stated to my De- ! 
partment that they vvere glad the peti- ; 
tions had bccn sent, as they rccogniscd 
at the time of thc trial that there were ; 
mitigating eircumstanees, but having 
rcgard to the etfect on thc public mind, 
they considered it necessary to imposc 
an oxemplary sentenec. The Seanad 
amendment, which the. Deputy elo- 
quently supports, rules out the possi- 
bility of that; no scntenec passed by a 
District Justice can be altered save on 
rcpresentations made by the Distriet ! 
Justiee at the time. lt is always pos- j 
sible that new facts, facts that were not 
put in in evidence at the trial, will be 
brought forward and substantiated by 
special reprcsentation to thc Executive. 


When that happens thcsc rcpi’cscnta- 
tions are scnt to the judgc or magis- 
trate who tricd the casc. Hc thcil takes 
eognisance of thcsc frcsh facts wlii^h 
w(»re not bcfore him at thc trial, and lv 
scnds his advico to the Executive. In- 
variably the Exeeutive acts on this ad- 
viec. Thc amcndment sug- 
i o f clock. gestcd by the Seanad cx- 
cludes thc possibility of 
that, and I submit it is not a good, wisc 
or humanc thing to cxdudc that possi- 
llilitv. 

THE DAIL RESUMES. 

Boing 2 o’cloch, Progrcss was rc- 
portcd, th(* ('ommittee to resume at‘t( k r 
thc disposal of Privatc Dusincss. 

MOTIONS FOR RETURNS. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Under 
thc hcading oi* Privatc Busincss, tlierc 
arc thrc(» motions for rcturns. Pcrhaps 
thc Ministcr for Local (íovcrnmcnt will 
statc his vicws in regard to tlicsc? 

Mr. BURRE: I havc no objection to 
turnishing thc rcturn askcd in th(* tirst. 
motion: 

Motion bv D(»puty Aodh () Cúla- 
cháin:— 

To movc for a return showing thc 
salarics and cmolumcnts paid to thc 
sccrctarics of thc scvcral countv 
councils, distinguishing thc amounts 
paid undcr thc various hcads ot! 
Votcrs’ Lists, Jurors’ lústs, Old Agc 
Pcnsions Work, # Motor Liccnccs. ctc. 
With rcgard to tlie sccond motion. 

Motion bv Dcputv Aodh 0 (hila- 
cliáin:— 

To movc for a rcturn showing tlic 
estimates ot* (»xpcnditurc on wliidi 
the schenies of amalgamation of Poor 
Law Unions were based and the 
actual expenditure i’ouml necessary, 
as shown by the connty cstimatcs for 
tlie current year, 

we have not got the statistics available 
at thc moment. At tlu» time when amal- 
gamation was decided upon, it was im- 
possible to eompilo statistics in tbe 
ordinary way. My Department is con- 
sidering the rnatter, and it is in hands 
at present, but we will not be ablo to 
prepare statistics for some eonsiderable 
time. With rcgard to thc third rnotion, 

Motion by Deputy John Conlan:— 

To move for a return showing:- 
(a) The number of officers paid in 
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counection with Athy Union in 
the year 1918, and the total eost 
of administration in that year. 

(b) The nnmber of officials retired 
under the Union Amalgamation 
Scheme of Co. Kildare, with the 
gross amount of pensions and 
$rratuities granted to such offi- 
eers, the ages ol* such officers, 
and the duties performcd. 

(c) The number of officials employed 
in Atliy County Home, with a 
statement of their salaries, 
bonuses, and duties. 

(d) The cost of the Athy County 
Home for 12 rnonths ended Sep- 
tember lst, 1928, with the ex- 
penditurc on same in the way of 
buildings aiul extensions deemed 
necessary on aceount of the 
Amalgamation Scheme, 

l have no objeetion to having this re- 
turn prepared, and it will be available 
in a short time. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : We may 

tak( 4 the second motion as postponed, 
aiul it can be raised again. 

Agreed. 

DAIL IN COMMITTEE. 
FISHERIES BILL, 1923.—DEBATE 
ON SEANAD AMENDMENT 
RESUMED. 

Major COOPER: The Minister for 
Home Affairs told us that represenla- 
tions sent up in the form whieh the 
Seanad seeks to prev^nt are invariabl.v 
sent to the magistrate for his eomments. 
The Minister did not make elear whv 
the magistrate cannot make his com- 
ments at the time of thc passing of the 
sentence. Ile said that sometimes mag- 
istrates imposed exemplary sentcnces, 
having regard to their effeet loeally. 
The sentence is given apparently be- 
cause of its effect on publie opinion. 

I was not entirely eonvineed by the 
Minister’s referenee to new facts 
eoming up, because anvbodv who has 
expericnce as á* magistrate knows the 
nature of the new facts brought up. 
They are not facts, as a rule, bearing 
on the offence; they are faets referring 
to the extreme poverty of the man’s 
family or the great respectability of 
his uncle or his grandfather, and they 
bring in what is a curse—the curse of 
canvassing. In the old days magis- 
trates used to be canvafcsed, and at the 


present time I have no doubt members 
of the Dáil will reeeive numerous ap- 
peals from all quarters of their con- 
stituencies. I will do the Minister jus- 
tice by saying that I do not think he 
will give way in the slightest to any of 
those representations; but we must re- 
mcmber that we are not dealing only 
with the present Minister. We arc 
laying down the framework of govem- 
ment for the future, and we must have 
regard to any and every Minister who 
may be attached to future Govern- 
ments. 

The Minister for Fisheries gave us 
very enlightening figures, from which 
it seems to nie that even now matters 
outside the view of the Fisheries De- 
partment enter into consideration. 
From the figures given us it appears 
that whereas the Fisheries Department 
recoinmended the remission of 42 sen- 
tences, actually 64 were remitted; that 
is, 22 were remitted by the Ministcr for 
Home Affairs against the advice of the 
Minister for Fisheries. 

I Mr. LYNCH: On the advice of thc 
1 magistrate. 

j Major COOPER: Y es, eertainly, but 
j that shows that the Fishery Depart- 
ment’s view is not the only view T that 
. is taken into consideration. It is not 
j suggested that the Seanad went outside 
its provinee in suggesting this amend : 
inent. I believe the amendment would 
improve the Bill because it will get rid 
, of this uncertainty and the curse of 
i canvassing. It will tend to do away 
with the appeal : “ Will you write to 
the Minister and tell him that I am a 
poor man? ,? and other appeals of that 
sort. Anything that tends to put jus- 
tice under the control of the Executive, 
or even remissions, is bad. I entirely 
endoi^se what Deputy Figgis has said. 
If it is desired, let there be greater faci- 
lities for -allowing new facts to be 
brought up on appeal, but I 'urge the 
Minister to accept the Seanad’s amend- 
ment, which seems to me to strengthen 
the Bill. 

ATTORNEY - GENERAL . ; Before 
dealing directly with the matter in 
issue, I might make one suggestion 
that occurs to my mind in reference to 
the debate in the Seanad. It is that it 
might be well, on the appointment of 
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Ministries to eonHnunieate the facts 
as to the constitution of such Minis- 
tries to the Seanad. I refer particu- 
larly to the matter that will be found 
in Column 280 of the Offieial Seanad 
Report. I undcrstood Deputy Figgis to 
say thaf when the Bill was going 
through he objected to this principlc 
of remission; he will eorreet me if I am 
wrong- 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: I raised i 
objeetion to an appeal being inade to i 
the Exeeutive. from thc Distriet Jus- 
tiee instcad of the appeal bcing madc { 
to thc higher eourts. | 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL: Thc fact 
is that this Bill docs not eontain any | 
provision in rcgard to the appeals to , 
thc Executive, and that- it docs not con- j 
tain any reference to any power, in i 
any person, to remit, or vary, a scn- 
teiioe, and it, is a remarkable faet, bc- 
eause this amendmcnt by thc Seanad , 
is not an arnendmcnt of anything in \ 
thc Bill at all. It is an attempt by thc 
Seanad to effect a eonstitutional posi- 
tion out^side the Bill as regards thc re- 
mission of scntenees and pcnaltics. It 
is an attempt, by the 8canad to eut in 
upon what is reeogniscd, I think, in 
most eountries, namely, that there must 
bc somc constitutional authority in the 
Exeeutive to intcrvene whcre wrong is 
done or where a misearriage of justiee 
has takcn place. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE 

at this stage took thc chair. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : Onc s ex- 

perience will eall up eases wherc, if no I 
such power of rcmission existcd, vcry ' 
gravc misearriage would havc been 
pcrpctuated, The Judgc may, in a 
partieular case, eonvict or impose pen- , 
alties that if allowed to stand, may bc j 
a grave miscarriage, and he himself 1 
may be a most obstinate man. It is 
not so vcry long ago sincc a Judge in . 
this country was put up to try criminal ' 
eases for whieh he was quite unfitted 
by temperament and nature, and in j 
several instanccs, though he himself 
would havc doggedly adhcred to the 
results of these trials, and would have 
himself adviscd against any remission, 
in several cases, in the interests of jus- 
tice, it was cssential that the penalty 1 


imposed by him should be relieved and 
that somcthing in the nature of a par- 
don for what really werc not offences 
at all had to be brought in to relieve 
persons from gross injustice. Now this 
amendment of the Seanad is not pro- 
perly an amendment of this Bill; it is 
an attempt by way of amendment to 
this Bill to amend the constitutional 
position as regards the over-riding 
authority to rclief whcre a miscarriage 
may havc occurrcd. This is particu- 
larly important in thc easc of a Bill, 
wherc thc niinimum pcnalties, some of 
them sevcre, arc imposed. The prin- 
ciple of a minimum pcnalty is not 
an agr(»eablc one, and nothing but ex- 
ceptional eircumstanccs would justifv, 
iu thc prcsent day, pcople aeeepting ih 
at all. It, is thought, and it is bclicved, 
and I ace(»pt the position in relatlon to 
Fishcry Laws, that minimum penalties 
are ncccssary, at any ratc for a period, 
1 o ensurc thcir rigid enforcement, but 
if we liave minimum penalties it is all 
the more important we should have 
some, means of rclief against misear- 
riage of justiec or injustice. 

Tf that power of relicf is to bc cut 
into in that way that- the Justice alone 
is to decide whether the r(*mission is 
to oecur, and that he is alone to de- 
cide it on the spot- when hc is impos- 
ing a minimum penalty, ereatcd by 
Statute, then I think the position be- 
eoines a vcry serious one. and one the 
Dáil should not assent to. As both 
Ministers conccrfied have stated, it 
would be an unheard-of thing to toueh 
a pcnalty imposed without referencc to 
the trilmnal that imposed it, but to say 
that it is not to be touched unlcss the 
tribunal asscnts, and assents on t-he 
spot, is a principle I suggest that- the 
Dáil should not agree to; and tlie Dáil 
should realise that if it were to assent 
to that, it would be assenting to an in- 
vasion of thc ronstitution and to a 
principlc outside thc Bill, and to some- 
thing that is not reallv an amendmcnt 
of the Bill at all. 

Mr. SHAW:*We have hcard thc 
phrase pretty often that doctors diffcr 
and paticnts die, but in this case unless 
the Dáil and the Seanad come to an 
agreement in connection with this Bill 
the result will be that tens of thousands 
of fish will die. The present time is th< 
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height of the spawning season, and by 
thc tinie this mattcr is settled or de- 
eided the spawning season will be over 
and the fish will have been destroyed. 
Therefore, I wish to snpport the Minis- 
ter for Fisheries, and.1 hope the Seanad 
will see its way to withdraw its op- 
position in order that fish in the rivers 
at thi* present time and the spawniug 
beds will be allowed to return. The 
hanging up of the Bill will (*ost the 
country a very large amount in the íew 
remaining fish that will be allowed to 
return to the lakes and rivers, and, 
therefore, I hope that this matter may 
be deeided, in order to give the authori- 
ties eoneerned sorne chance of prose- 
cuting the offenders, bceause at the 
present time, owing to the hanging up 
of this Hi 11, proseeutions eannot take 
place. 

Mr. JOHNSON ; The eonelusion froin 
l)eputy Shaw’s argument is: Aeeept 
this motion from the Seanad, and then 
the Bill will become law alniost at once, 
but appan*ntly, notwithstanding that 
argmnent, he is approving of thc 
motion of the Minister for Fisheries. 
L am without any enthusiasm, and it is 
really with reluetance that J give sup- 
port to the motion; but 1 eaimot re- 
frain l'roin saying that I think the 
amendment would not havc been passed 
in the Scanad probably had the Minis- 
ter for Fisheries accepted the very 
wise and ve)*y souiuPargument that we 
adduced from these benches against a 
minimum penalty. It is all the eonse- 
quenee of his refusal to accept that 
wise advice. The fact remains that the 
amendment will prevent a misearriage 
of justice being remedied, beeause 
there does not exist the machinery for 
an easy and eheap appeal to a high 
legal or judicial authority, such as De- 
puty Figgis would like to replace a 
political Minister, and I think we have 
to bear in mind that the men who will, 
for a time at any rate, be administer- 
ing the Act will be men who have not 
had a very long experience on the 
Judieial Bench, and may not infre- 
quently do injustiee, and I think there 
ought to be some means of remedying 
mjustice that may come about in that 
way. I do not want to impose upon 
the oífender the necessity for going 


i through all kinds of legal procedure to 
arrive at a Court of Appeal when the 
1 injustice can be remedied. While saying 
1 that, I agree most heartily with the in- 
! tention of Deputy Figgis to do some- 
thing to prevent Executive interference 
j with the Judieiary, and that is why I 
| say L am not very enthusiastic in sup- 
j porting the motion of the Minister for 
! Fisherics. The difficulty at once, to my 
I mind, arises from the embodiment in 
I the Bill of this principle of minimum 
! penalties, and I thinlv that the Minister 
j would have had more success if he had 
I not tricd to embody what apparently 
is geiierally accepted as an evil prin- 
ciple. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: I do not 

want to labour at any great length 
what are possiblv only apparent con- 
tradietions between thc arguments put 
forward by the Minister for Home 
Affairs and the Attorncy-General, al- 
though I think therc is some matter of 
| momcnt in that contradiction, beeause 
the Jlinister for Home Affairs stated 
that the liase ol' appeal would be that 
thc original penalt.y might havc been 
imposed with a view to influencing 
public opinion, and, thcrefore, for that, 
reason there might be some good 
ground for varying or amending it, r 
whereas the Attorney-General stated 
that the good reason would be that 
there had been a miscarriage of justice 
owing to eertain facts that had later 
been brought forward. These argu- 
ments are not entirely on all fours. 
The Minister for Home Affairs did uso 
one sentence which, I think, helped 
very largely to clear the ease, and to 
state the case exactly as I would like 
to have it stated myself, and it is this 
that really gives point to the question 
of new faets being brought forward 
since the penalty was imposed. He 
used this sentence, a very significant 
sentence because of the use of one word 
in it. He said: “ New facts may have 
later been substantiated. ,, He did not 
say that new facts may later have been 
brought forward, or that they should 
have been argued, but that they were 
substantiated. 

Now I say that there should be no 
sentencc varied until such facts are 
substantiated, but surely the right place* 
to substantiate facts is a court of law.. 
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grave miscarriage of justice in which point vvould hardly have arisen, and 

there was a clcar case for the Exeeu- if it did arise it would not have been of 


tive to intervene to stop such a mis- 
carriage. I frankly admit that, but 
only when an appeai has first becn car- 
ried to a higher court. That is the 
right method of appcal surely with a 
possible miscarriage of justioc; that 
there should be an appeal, in the first 
plaec, in order that new r faets mav I>e í 
brought forward, and should he sub- j 
stantiated, and if in the upshot, as a 
result of all the legal procedurc avail- 
able, there still appears to bc a grave 
miscarriage of justice, due to whatever 
cause, then the Executive should step j 
in, but the Executive should not ste[> i 
in the momcnt the low r est court of this ! 
State has given a sentence without an 
appeal to any higher eourt. That is 
the object that, 1 understand, the pro- 
poser of this amendment in the Seanad 
sought to have achieved, as T have read 
his arguments in the other Chamber, 
but owing to the limitations of the Bill, 
the amendment itself has necessarilv 
been limited to this extent: that when 
a penalty has been imposed, the person 
who first heard the case argued on its 
merits without any personal appeal 
whatever, is the only person who should 
be authorised to make recommendations. 
That, we are told, is the praetice. 

The only difference then is that any 
recommendation for such a reduction 
or rcmission shall be made at the same 
time as the penalty is imposcd. There 
is nothing stated here that that recon»- 
mendation should bc made publicly 
when the sentence is given, although I 
myself would carry it to that extremo 
if my own view of the case were to be 
accepted. But that is not how the 
amendment reads. Thcre could be a 
chance for a reeommendation to be 
made, but made by a judge after hear- 
ing the facts before him and if any new 
facts are brought forward then these 
new facts should be taken to another 
court of law, and a re-trial of the case 
should be heard. 


the importance whieh it has now as- 
sumed. Tt is all very fine having an 
academie discussion on the lines taken 
by I)eputy Figgis with regard to this 
matter, but I think we should deal with 
the faets that are liable to occur down 
in the eountry, and should deal with 
the possible miscarriag(‘s of justice 
which may take place under this Bill 
as it stands. As to the points made by 
some Deputies, speaki)ig about local 
eircumstances, and of the fact that. lo- 
cal influences would be brought to bear 
and )‘ecornmendations made with re- 
gard to a man’s character. his 'rela- 
tives, his ability to pay and matters of 
j that kind, T am rather inclined to think 
J that these matters are arguments in 
• favour of having this power of remis- 
; sion retained, and possib!y of having 
applications made by other people be- 
sides the District Justices, because T 
think that local circumstances should 
be taken into account. 

The penalties in most cases under 
this Bill are of a mandatory charactcr. 
and, therefore, I think it is of great 
importancc that a man’s ability to pa v * 
should be taken into aceount when 
dealing with a remission of íines. To 
one man, the imposition of a fine of 
£10 would be a matter of no impor- 
tance, while in the case of another it 
might be beyond his ability altogethcr 
to pay a fine of £10. These are facts 
which could hardly be known to the 
District Justice at the time of the 
trial, and if he allows that time to pass 
without making a recommendation, 
you may have a comparatively poor 
man in the position of being fined a 
sum whieh he is not able to pay, es- 
pecially when he cannot ol)tain any 
redress without resorting to a most. ex- 
pensive systcm of appeal. On that ac- 
count, I think it is very advisable that 
power should be retained by whieh or- 
dinary people can still make recom- 
mendations to the Minister and rccom- 
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mendations to the Executive for a 
remission of fines. I would not have 
taken up this attitude with regard to 
the matter if the minimum penalty had 
not been retained in the Bill, and I 
thinlc if the Minister had taken the ad- 
vice given him in that regard, the state 
of affairs which has now arisen would 
not exist. 

Motion put and declared carried. 

DAIL RESUMES. 

DISAGREEMENT WITH AMEND- 
MENT REPORTED. 

Mr. LYNOH: I move that the Dáil 
agree with the Committee. 

Question put and agreed to. 

Mr. LYNCH: I wonder what the Dáil 
thinks of my suggostion, especially in 
view of the faet that I am one of those 
Ministers direetly responsible to the 
Dáil, that they should draft and assign 
their reason for rejecting the amcnd- 
ment from the Seanad. I think it would 
be a good thing to have it statcd in 
order to satisfy the Seanad and get 
them not to press the amcndmcnt but 1 
allow the Bill to become law at once. 

I suggcst a represcntative of the Labour 
Party, of the Farmers , Part.y, and of 
the Indcpendents, as well as the Attor- 
ney-Gencral and myself, be appointed 
to draft a rcason. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: If sueh a 
Committee were appointed, would it be 
possi])le for another Committee of thoje 
who disagree to meet and present a 
contrary conclusion? 

Mr. JOHNSON: I think the proce- 
dure is a good one. Thc Seanad should 
be dealt wit.h respectfully, at least, in a 
matter of this kind, and I think a 
formal report from the Dáil should go 
to the Seanad giving the rcasons for 
disagreeing with the amendment. I do 
not know if reasons can be formulatcd 
that would satisfy the majority, but I 
takc it, it is the majority of the Dáil 
whose opinion will bc formulated and 
not tbat of the minority. I support the 
motion. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

The Minister had better send in his 
proposals in writing, mentioning the 
'names of the Committee. 

Vol. 6. 


Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS : Surely & 
motion of this kind should require 
notice. If we are going to have a mo- 
tion when a great many of the Depu- 
ties are absent, it should be on the 
Order Paper. 

Mr. LYNCH: In a sense, I think this 
is not on a par with an ordinary mo- 
tion, as this would be considered the 
obvious procedure. 

Major COOPER : I agree with 
Deputy Figgis, but may I suggest, 
in order to avoid friction, owing to the 
prcsent attendance, that the Commit- 
tee should be named by the Selection 
Committec. 

Mr. LYNCH :* I am quite agrccable. 

Major COOPER : All parties are 
represented on the Scleetion Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. LYNCH: I think it. would be 
neeessary that the Attorney-General 
should be a member of the Committee; 
also myself, as Minister in charge of the 
Bill. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE resumed 
the Chair at this stage. 

Mr. LYNCH: The suggestion is that 
a Committee of five be appointed by 
the Selection Committee, and I have 
suggested that the Attorney-General 
and myself should be included for the 
purpose of drafting a reason for dis- 
agreeing with the Seanad^s amendment. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: Might I 
suggest that if such a Committee be 
appointed, it should be a Committee of 
five to meet with the Attorney-General 
and the Minister. That would meet 
the case. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : There is 
no special provision in our Standing 
Orders for such a Committee, but in 
another place when a House disagrees 
with an amendment to a Bill sent down 
from another nouse, the procedure is k 
that a Committee is appointed there 
and then— it is reallj only a formal 
matter—to draw up and send to the 
other House the reason. It need not 
be done unless there is substantial 
agreement on the reason. I hope De- 
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[An Ceann Commairle.J 
puties are clear that it is not a Com- 
mittee for the purpose of drawing up a 
rcasoned statement for the Seanad, but 
merely to be responsible for a state- 
ment to be sent to the Seanad, con- 
sisting of one or two sentenees—rather 
a formal matter—the point being that 
the Clerk who sends the message has 
no authority to send anything but a 
statement of what the Dáil had donc. 
That is to say, the Clerk, when send- 
ing a message to the Seanad, would 
say: “ Dáil Eireann has disagrccd with 
this amendment. ” He has not autho- 
rity to say: “ For the following 
reason,” unlcss some members of the 
Dáil are appointed who will say: 
11 This is the messagc ,\Vc suggest to 
send to the Seanad, ,, and that it is 
agreed to. If Deputies arc not clear 
about that partieular procedurc, it 
would be better to assign no reason, 
and let the Minister, when he goes to 
the Seanad, explain the rcason. I 
wish to put it to the Dáil that it is not 
advisable that we should appoint a 
Committee to go into the matter and 
framc a statement. That is not the 
idea at all. I think that unless agree- 
ment is got here for a Committee for- 
mally to make a statement it would bc 
better simply to send the decision. 

Mr. LYNCH: Yery wdl, if that is 
the opinion of the Dáil, let a message 
be sent to the Seanad, that the Dáil 
disagrees with the amendment. I will 
give thc reasons in a statement at the 
Scanad. 

Ordered that message be sent to thc 
Seanad accordingly. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT ELECTORS 
REGISTRATION BILL, 1923. 

Amendment from Seanad:— 

To add at the end of Section 2 the 
f ollowing:— 

‘‘ Provided always that nothing in 
this Section or in any existing enact- 
ment shall entitle a person to be re- 
gistered as a Local Government elec- 
tor for any year in which the rates 
for which he or she is legally liable 
on the 31st of March immediately 
preceding the 15th of November are 
unpaid. ,, 


AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: In con- 
nection with the amendment passcd in 
the Seanad to this particular Bill, thc* 
Loeal Government Electors Registra- 
tion Bill—I desire to point out to the 
Dáil that the amendment in my judg- 
ment is outside the scopc of the Bill. 
The Bill is one relating* to the prepara- 
tion of the rcgistcr of Local Govern- 
ment Eíectors. It deals with the pre- 
paration of a register of pcople who 
are qualified to vote and with the set- 
ting up of maehinery. The Bill does 
not touch thc qualification to vote. • It 
enacts in Section 3 that a certain Sec- 
tion of the Representation of the 
Pcople Act shall not apply. That is 
merely a change of date but it still 
leaves six months residence essential 
for a vote. The date before which a 
person must havc rcsided in a place 
is merely altered so that this amend- 
ment, which deals with the qualifica- 
tions of voters, seems to me to be out* 
side the scope of the Bill. As the mat- 
ter is one that concerns thc rclations 
of the Dáil and the Seanad, I merely 
state my opinion and leave it to the 
Dáil to take any action that they think 
fit. The amendment will be considered 
in Committee. 

DAIL IN COMMITTEE. 

Mr. BURKE : I am not prepared 
to ask the Dáil to agrec with this 
amendment from the Seanad. There 
arc administrative difficulties which it- 
ismnncccssary to go into. In fact I am 
| convinccd that while the franchise is 
on an occupation instead of a ratc- 
paying basis it would be impossible to 
administer -thc law, as amendcd by this 
amendment, equitably. However that 
is not the vital point at issue, as the 
Ceann Comhairle has informed the 
Dáil he considers the amendment is out 
of order. I was under tlm same im- 
pression all along. When I introduced 
this Bill in the Dáil I introduced it as a 
machinery Bill. It was non-conten- 
tious and all Parties agreed to allow 
it to go through. It had nothing what- 
ever to do with changing the franchise 
or with anything of a contentious 
nature. If it was contentious when I 
introduced it I might not have got it 
through before the Christmas holidays. 
The Seanad insisted on putting in this 
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amendmcnt which really amounts to 
initiating legislation. Under the Con- 
stitution the Seanad has power to 
initiate legislation. But this amend- 
ment changes the whole character of 
thc Bill at a stage which deprives us 
of our Constitutional right, or of our 
right according to procedure, of amen- 
ding or discussing the Bill on four or 
five Stages. Instead of that we are al- 
lowed only one opportunity of dis- 
í'ussing this amendment. For that 
reason I think it would be seriously 
Iimiting the powers of the Dáil to agree 
to an amendment of this kind. After 
all we must remember that we are 
/crcating precedcnts and we have to 
be very eareful and jealous of our 
rights. 

Major COOPER: I must say that I 
regret that the Ministcr did not ad- 
dress himself a little more to the sub- 
ject matter of the amendment instead 
of devoting himself entirely to the faet | 
that it was outside the scope of the Bill. | 
I personally regret that it should be 
nccessary for iis to disagrcc with the 
Hcanad and, I think, Ministers pro- 
bably regret it; but, if we are to dis- 
agree with tlicm, let us not do it on 
the ground that they do not understand 
the rules of ordcr. That is the only 
reason tlie Minister has given: that i 
t,hey have insertcd sornething which was 1 
not in order. That is not the manner 
in which we are likely to get a favour- 
ablc settlement. If we simply scnd the 
amendment back to them saying that 
wg consider it outsidc the scope of the 
Bill, in colloquial language, thcir backs I 
will go up at onec. I hopc that some 
member of the Government will givc 
some reasoned statement why this 
amendment is undcsirable and why we 
should not agree with it, beyond the 
mere fact that it is possibly out of 
order and possibly outside the scope of 
the Bill. The Scanad, after all, are pre- 
sided over by a high legal authority, 
and they have* decided that it was in 
order. . Therefore, .1 should prefer to 
deal with the actual subject matter of 
the amendment. The Minister said there 
were administrative difficulties. I think 
we should have heard what they are. 

I think we should make a definite case 
why this proposal—on which I have no 
very strong views one way or the other 


—would bc inconvenient. I hope some 
member of the Govcrnment will give 
his views on that matter. 

The PRESIDENT : Under the old 
electoral law persons were- 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : 1 feel 
that it is possible I may be responsible 
for a certain amount of this discussion, 
but it is a matter of sohie importance, 
and not merely a matter of order, that 
a Bill should go from this Dáil and that 
an amendment should come back from 
the Seanad which, had it becn proposcd 
in the Dáil, would have been out of 
order and which Deputies had, there- 
fore, no opportunity of discussing. Be- 
fore the Prcsident proceeds, I think the 
matter to be decided is whether the 
amendment is going to be considcred by 
the Committee. lf it is, then the merits 
of it ean bc gone into. If it is going to 
be disagrecd with, on the ground that 
it is outside the scopc of the Bill, that 
will not neeessitate any diseussion of the 
merits of the amendment. There are two 
different things. One is, that the amend- 
mcnt introduccs new legislation and, 
thercfore, is a matter for a new Bill, 
rathcr than something to be part of this 
Bill. The other is, that the amendment 
is to be considered and that it is to be 
considered on its merits. I would like 
to hcar the President’s views on that. 

The PRESIDENT : I was going to 
make just a short explanation of that. 
Under the old clectoral law there were 
certain restrictions which were removed 
by a subsequent Act. We acceptcd the 
subsequent Act, and one of the provi- 
sions of that Act was the fixing of a 
certain datc from which the qualifica- 
tion would run. In this case, owing to 
circumstanccs, it was necessary to fix a 
qualifying datc to regulate the new 
Act which would make for much more 
ease and simplicity and save a eonsider- 
able amount of expense. Thc Bill was 
introduced as bcing strictly non-con- 
tentious and mainly with thc view of 
fixing a date. That interpretation of 
the Bill was before the Dáil. It- was con- 
sidered as such. I am positively certain 
t-hat if the members of the Dáil consi- 
dered the Bill a Franchise Bill, as such, 
that many amendments would have 
been brought forward from at least two 
sections of the Dáil, and possibly from 
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a third, sceking to make what wonld be 
important amendments from the point 
of view of thc Depnties and generally 
t-ighteping up the law regarding the 
franchise for Local Government. The 
law with rej 2 :ard to the other 
franehise, I think, is elear. It is 
in the Oonstitution. But with re- 
j?ard to Loeal Government. it is not. 
An amendment such as this is not a 
fair amendment. I think the Seanad 
on reeonsidering the matter will at 
once perceive that it is scarcely fair to 
characterise Bills differcntly from thc 
form in which thcy left the Dáil, con- 
sidering that they have passed the Dáil 
in a non-contentious atmosphere, and 
are for thc purpose of providing ma- 
chincry suitable for the special circum- 
stances of the time. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I ain not quite surc 
whether the Presidcnt is arguing in fa* 
vour of discussing the mcrits of the 
amendment or not. It seems to me 
that we have to dccide whether we 
ought to discuss the amendmcnt on its 
merits, or rather try to arrivc at an 
understanding as to the proccdure 
which should be adopted in this matter 
as a preccdcnt for future occasions 
when the Dáil may disagree with thc 
Seanad on mattcrs of order of this 
kind. I am inclined to think, having 
this warning, that wc ought to take. in- 
to consideration at once Standing Or- 
dcrs relating to such a diflficulty. Tt 
may arise occasionally, and seems to 
call for such a body as is defmed in 
conncction with disputes on Money 
Bills. While I agree that the amend- 
ment is really outside the scope of the 
Bill, we may take it, shall I say, that 
the Ccann Comhairle has not been 
strict in his ruling on this occasion and 
allows the Dáil to dcal with the mcrits 
of the motion. 

I do that for several reasons. I think 
that the wholc position regarding dis- 
agreements of this kind between the 
two ITouses should be conáidcrcd more 
carcfully than they could be on short 
notice and, further, I would like to 
have the views of the Dáil as to tbe 
merits of this amendment. 

The PRESIDENT: I do not think 
that anybody proposes to discuss the 


| merits, but rather to make it clear that 
it is in the mind of every member that 
the Bill, as coming from the Seanad, 
comcs back entirely different in charac- 
ter. It was scnt as a non-contentiou> 
measurc for a particular purpose, bui 
it has come back as a contentious mea 
sure, and not for the same purpose 
exactly. 

Major COOPER: The President 
has, I think, convinced me that 
my first argument was mistaken. May 
I express regret that no Minister put 
the point of view before thc Scanad 
whcn the Bill was discussed there so 
cogently as the President has just 
done? 

The PRESIDENT : I was in the 

Seanad, but unfortunately I was called 
outside by a Scnator in connection 
with othcr business when this mattcr 
was undcr considcration, and I think 
that some of the Senators wcrc closed 
out from voting. 

Mr. BURKE : I think it is scarcely 
fair the way Ministcrs are treated in 
regard to amendments in the Scanad. 
We often havc amendments thrust into 
our hands a few minutes before going 
thcre. In this particúlar case there 
were two amendments, A. and B. B. 
was struck out, and my arguments 
were mainly directcd against B., and 
did not apply so much to A. The two 
sections were separated at the time, 
and Senator Linehan withdrew Section 
B., and went ahead 'with Section A. 
That is, perhaps, partly an explanation 
of why this has arisen. 

Mr. JOHNSON: As it is the view of 
thc President that we should not dis- 
cuss thc merits of this amendment, 
but should discuss the question whe- 
ther the Dáil is going to consider an 
amendment which the Dáil admits to 
bc outside the scope of the Bill, in 
such a case, I imagine, no discussion is* 
required, but that, taking it out of 
your hands, the Dáil decides that it is 
outside the scope of the Bill. There- 
fore it cannot discuss it. That is what 
the argument leads to. That is what 
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the President desires, but I doubt his 
wisdom. We rulc that the Seanad ex- 
eeeded its authority. 


The PRESIDENT: No. 


AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : I would 
like to correct that. There is no ques- 
tion of the authority of the Seanad to 
pass legislation, and no question of our 
authority to introduce a Bill for cer- 
tain purposes and amend it, and after- 
wards make it serve a totally diflferent 
purpose. We have authority to do that 
if we like. We have deeided that we will 
not do such things. We must, in courtesy 
to the Seanad, and in accordanee with 
our general practice, eithcr decide to 
lay the amendment aside, expressing 
no opinion on it, or to agree with it, or 
to disagree with it. What I under- 
stood the Ministcr to move was that we 
disagree with it, becausc we consider 
the amendment as being outside the 
scope of the Bill. I do not think that 
there is any question of limiting the 
power or authority of the Seanad. The 
Seanad has full power and authority 
to initiate legislation amending any 
Act, in so far as sueh Act concerns the 
qualifications of Local Government 
voters. 


ATTORNET-CENERAL : Would it 
not be clear that where a Bill goes to 
the Seanad and the Scanad by amend- 
ment changes its ent-ire character, the 
Seanad is in the position of having ini- 
tiated legislation and the Bill could not 
be dealt with here as amending legis- 
lation but as initiated legislation? 

Mr. JOHNSON: That is so. 


AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: I am 

not clear as to how the Attorney-Gen- 
eral would, s b to speak, implement it. 
Would he put a title and so forth to 
this particular section and discuss it 
as a Bill passed in the Seanad? 

ATTORNET-OENERAL : No. When 
the character of a Bill has been com- 
pletely changed it is not an amended 


I Bill but a new one when it comes back. 
It is not the Bill that has been sent up. 

! AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : That is 
my own personal view of this matter. 
In point of fact, some Deputies ap- 
proached me with regard to amend- 
mcnts in this particular Bill. I pointed 
out that the Bill was a machinery 
measure, that we were not concerned 
with the qualifications of voters, and 
that if we were to amend it the scope 
of the discussion would bc very wide 
indeed. The Deputies in question 
agreed with me. The Bill as it comes 
back from the Seanad might be argued 
to be a new Bill, but the difficulty is 
that we must havc some maehinery for 
dealing with the Bill that went up so 
that it can be passed into law. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I am a little dubious 
as to thc position. If a measure is 
brought into the Dáil with a short title 
and preamble and is then passed and 
goes to the Seanad is it. competent for 
the Seanad to treat that as a bjank 
page to writc on it anything it wishes? 

It seems to me the inten- 
S o f clock. tion, whatever the form of 
the constitutional relations 
may be, is that a Bill coming from one 
housc to another must be considered 
in regard to its intention and purpose, 
and that the initiating house has the 
right to say what that intention and 
purpose is. If that is the fact and the 
Seanad introduces into any Bill, en- 
tirely different matter, I submit we 
have a right to say that they have ex- 
occded their authority in regard to 
the Bíll. 

It does comc forward as a new Bill, 
and they have not returned the original 
Bill with amendments to the Dáil. It 
is because I feel that raises a very im- 
portant matter that I think it would 
have been better for us to have that 
argued over a joint sitting, or to ap- 
point a joint committee to deal with 
such a matter. I still think we will be 
less liable to get into a dispute if such 
a course as^that is taken. We are prac- 
tically admitting in this matter that the 
Seanad may add on to the Fisheries 
Bill almost a constitutional amend- 
ment, to take an extreme case. We are,. 
I think, rightly contending that tho 
scopfe of the Bill is defined in the pre- 
amble and the title, and that any 
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amendment should be limited to that. 
It goes into the Seanad, and is taken on 
the íirst reading becausc it has been 
already passed by thc other House. 
Similarly, i£ thc Scanad introduced a 
Bill dcaling with lif?ht rail\vays, and if 
we werc to deal with ocean-going steam- 
ships or fisheries, attaching them on to 
such a Bill, I suggest wc would be going 
outside the limit of our authority. I 
consider wc would be wiser to consult 
with the Seanad either in joint meeting 
or by a Committee on Privleges before 
we got at loggerheads. We are raising 
an issue bctween the Ceann Comhairle 
and the Cathaoirleach of the Seanad. 
The Ceann Comhairle decides, and we 
agree, that thc scope of the Bill pre- 
cludes consideration of eleetoral quali- ( 
fications. The Cathaoirlcach says it al- | 
ready includcs questions relating to dis- 
qualification. Therefore, the amendment 
is in order. I think we ought to takc an 
casy course in this matter. I do not 
know whother it. is very urgent. 

Mr. BUREE: It is urgent. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I think we would be 
wiser to ask for a joint sitting or the 
appointment of a committee to consider 
the contention that this amcndment | 
goes beyond the scope of the Bill. 

Major COOPER: Are we in order in j 
asking for a joint sitting? Is it not in* 
Article 38 of the Constitution that only 
thc Seanad has that power? 

ATTORNEY-OENERAL : When the 
CathaoirleacfPs attention is attracted to 
this matter, he may rulc there in ac- 
cordance with the rulings of this 
House. Thcre is not yct any disagree- 
ment on the partieular principle. I sug- 
gest the amcndment should here be re- 
jected by the Dáil on the grounds that 
it is not within the scopc of the Bill, 
and the Bill should be returned to the 
Seanad. It may be if any attempt is 
made to reintroduce an amendment and 
so altcr the Bill that thc Cathaoirleach 
may t.ake that view and there would be 
no disagreement. It secms a pity to 
invokc any big machinery or prepare 
for a big debate untií we know that 
there is a big disagreement. 


i AN CEANN COMHAIRLE If I un- 

derstand Deputy Johnson right he is 
not so concemed about this case as 
about thc general situation which might 
arise in future. A joint sitting would 
rather be about a particular Bill, and 
the amendments to the particular Bill. 
•If we are to have some agreement with 
the Seanad as to what is to happcn 
when an amcndment ruled out of order 
in one llouse would be passed in 
another House, that would be a morc 
difficult case to deal with. A Deputy 
may move an amendment here which 
would be ruled out of order, and that 
amendment might be allowed in ano- 
ther place. In that case you would 
have more difficulty, because the two 
Houses would have adopted different 
procedure. While I do not think a 
joint sitting would help us, a consul- 
tation which has proved very efficacious 
in the past between our Committee on 
Proccdure and their Committee on 
Standing Orders might, if the Dáil 
agreed, consider the general question. 
Whether the Bill can be postponed 
until then and whether the Dáil would 
agree to that is another matter. 

The PRESIDENT : I do not think 
any harm will be done by the Dáil re- 
jecting this amendment. If there are 
matters in dispute there ought to be at 
least agreement on what is in dispute. 
In this mattcr I think the Seanad, on 
rcconsideration, will see that this par- 
ticular amendment to the Bill alters the 
entire character of it, and that in those 
matters the same things may occur 
again. We will possibly find some 
means of preventing differences of that 
sort. I do not think it is necessary to 
put up any elaborate maehinery to deal 
with these eases. The joint sitting will 
bring out thc causes of this disagree- 
ment. It was not the intention of the 
Minister that the Bill should be tinged 
with that particular colour. As I 
understand the case, the Minister for 
Local Govemment would prefer not to 
have the Bill than to have this parti- 
cular clause in it. It is a bad principle 
to allow to grow up. Ministers may 
introduce a Bill here as being non-con- 
tentious. It goes to the other House; 
and eomes back, altered entirely by an 
amcndment of this sort, which would 
have been refused in good faith in this 
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House if it were introduced here. I 
have no doubt when those matters are 
understood that somc machinery will be 
arranged to obviate their occurring in 
future. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I do not think that 
the Minister has any right to consider, 
cspecially when he is dealing with two 
Houses, whether a Bill is contentious or 
non-conlcntious. That is purely a 
matter for convenie'nce, and not at all 
in the same eategory as thc qucstion 
under discussion. It is because this is 
so simple a case that I would prefer a 
preccdent made on it so that there 
would be little risk of very violent col- 
lision in this matter. 

The issue is a simple one and I be- 
lievc, with the Prcsident, that on re- 
consideration the Seanad will see th<; 
unwisdom of thc amendment. But it 
is becausc of the simplicity of the cas<* 
that I would like a prccedent to be set 
for the future when, on vcry mucli 
more important matters, the Seanad 
w r ould disagree with the Dáil in regard 
to thc character of a Bill. If the Ceann 
Comhairlc said, on re-reading the Bill 
with the amendments sent down by the 
Seanad, that his first judgment was 
faulty and he therefore ruled that it was 
in order to discuss the amendments, 
then wc would be discussing thc merits. 
but if we simply disagree now with 
this amendment because it is outside 
the scope of the Bill, we are, in fact, 
informing the Cathaoirleach that his 
judgment was wrong; we are telling 
him that he must re-consider his judg- 
ment. Ile may bc a very easy-going 
gentleman and he may say: “ I do not 
rnind; pleasc yoursclvcs.” Ile may be 
the other way and he may say: “ I 
stick to my right in this matter, M and 
the Seanad may also say: “ We are go- 
ing to stand by the amendment on iU 
merits. ,, Then we have 270 days to 
wait, or a referendum. The rule re- 
garding references to a Joint Sitting 
undoubtcdly iays it down that the 
Seanad will be the body which will call 
for it, but I think that might be agreed 
to if the view is taken that it is desir- 
able to get over this littlc diflficulty 
easily, and a Joint Sitting is the only 
course that I can see that is clearly 
laid down for us. It may be a Joint 
Sitting of a very small House, and it 


may not be deciding the issue. It will 
rather be discussing it, and, therefore, 
the path may be made easy. The Com- 
mittee on Privilegcs would only be set 
up ad hoc. I do not think it is laid 
down that we must have such as be- 
, twecn the two Houscs, and that can 
only be by agreement wit.h thc Seanad, 
but I imagine it is the line of least re- 
sistance, and would, I believe, possiblv 
save very much greater diflficulty at a 
future date. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Is the 

Deput.y suggevsting a Joint; Sitting of 
boíh Ilouses or a joint conference of 
two Committees? 

| Mr. JOHNSON: Of course, a Joint 
Sitting, under the Constitution, would 
havc to be suggested by thc Seanad. 
We might ask for a joint conference 
quite informally. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Of cer 

tain mcmbers or of all? 

Mr. JOHNSON: With those that 
would come. 

ATTORNEY-OENERAL: I would 
urge that wc do not. really know yei; 
whcthcr the Cathaoirleach has evcr had 
liis attention directed to this matter, 
or has given any positive ruling on it, 
as a rnatter of order. It might be that 
■ when attention was directed to it the 
' matter might be quite simple. I sug- 
gest that the thing be sent back reject- 
ing this amendment. The matter will 
then bc brought under the notice of the 
Cathaoirleach. There will be a ruling, 
and an opportunity for a discussion 
will or will not arise. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : The 

Minister has already moved that the 
Dáil do disagree with this amendment. 

Major COOFER: I would beg the 
Government not to press a dceision on 
this matter this aftcrnoon. It is quite 
evidcnt that there is a considerable 
diflference of opinion, and surely in a 
matter of this eonstitutional importance 
when, as the Minister for Local Gov- 
ernment said, we are making prece- 
dents, we ought not to decide on the 
spur of the moment. If time were 
given* to the leaders of the various 
parties to meet and talk it over, we 
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should be in a very much stronger posi- 
tion to assert whatever we decide to be 
our rights, because then the Govern- 
ment will feel that they have behind 
them the support of every Deputy. 
Surely that is the position we want to 
be in. I would suggest that the Presi- 
dent move to report progress on this 
matter and give us time to go into it in 
greater detail and with somewhat less 
hurried judgment. 

The PRESIDENT: I have no per- 
•sonal objection to adjourning it to 
Tuesday, but I say that if the Bill is to 
be of any use at all to the Minister this 
year thal time is particularly pressing. 
A date has been fixed, and it was an- 
ticipated that the Bill, from its non- 
contentious eharacter, from the manner 
in which it was moved here, from cvery- 
thing in eonnection with it, would have 
been passed into law. Certain action 
has beeii taken, and a good deal of 
public monev will have been expended 
in vain, unless accommodation is 
afforded to us by the Seanad. However, 
I move lliat we report progress and 
that we re-consider the matter on Tues- 
day. 

Agreed. 

THE DAIL RESUMES. 

Progress reported, thc Committee to 
sit again on Tuesday. 

THE ADJOURNMENT. 

SUPPLEMENTARY NOTICES FOR 
LAND ANNUITIES. 

The PRESIDENT: I move the ad- 
journment until next Tuesday, at 3 
o 'clocfc. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: On the 

motion of the adjournment, Deputy 
Wilson has given notice that he will 
raise thc qucstion of the withdrawal by 
the Land Commission of the Supplcmen- 
tary Notices for tlie payment of land 
annuities which has hitherto been the 
practice. 

Mr. WILSON : Under the old regime 
it was tlic custom that those annuitants 
who did not pay their rents or annui- 
ties on the date fixed on the Receivable 


Order would, in the course of a month 
or six weeks, receive a sccond notiee 
from the Solicitor’s Department of the 
Land Commission giving them six days’ 
notice to pay. The Department of Agri- 
culture has withdrawn this second 
notice, and no maehinery exists at the 
moment hy which the annuity can be 
paid, exeept through the post. 

Ii* the annuity has not been paid be- 
tween the dates fixed on the Receivable 
Order the banks will refuse to accept 
it, and then the position is that unless 
it is paid the legal officers of the 
Uovemment will proceed by writ or 
otherwise and place the people who are 
willing to pay, and who, under the old 
regime, would have had an opportunity 
of paying on this buff Order, this second 
Oi’der, in the position of being forced 
to pay costs. I do not hold that it is a 
proper course for anybody to wait for 
this second notice, but it has been the 
custoin in the past, and if it is the pro- 
per thing that annuities must be paid to 
date before you change the order that 
has bcen in existence, I think it would 
have been proper for the Minister of 
Agrieulture, or whoever is in charge of 
this department, to have issued a notice 
saying that, “ On and from this parti- 
cular half-ycar we shall not issue a 
second Order, and we hereby give you 
noticc, and you will note that the next 
time you do not pay within the dates 
specified on your Receivablc Order you 
will be likely to incur legal costs/ 
That is simply the position. If the 
second notice is abolished, and an an- 
nuitant goes to the bank when he is 
bchind time with his payment, the bank 
will refuse to accept it. The result will 
be that the annuitant, will either have to 
pay through a solicitor, incurring costs, 
or he will have to go to the post office 
and remit it to some place, which he 
has never done before. If you look at 
the Receivable Order you will see that 
it does not specify to whom it is to be 
paid. A bank will not accept it, and 
the question arises: Is he to wait until 
a solicitor sends him a letter, mulcting 
him in costs for 30s. or so? I trust the 
Minister will instruct the banks, for 
this time, at any rate, to accept the 
money and let people understand that 
in future they must pay within the 
specified dates on their Receivable 
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Order. In that way we will get over 
the difficulty that has arisen. 

Mr. OOREY: In reference to this 
question I know that the issuing of no- 
tices from the Land Commission entails 
a huge staff. Probably that is the rea- 
son why these notices have been with- 
drawn. I know ít is expensive, but if 
some form could be devised to replace 
the old buff Order at less expense, that 
would meet the situation, and would, 

I think, satisfy us. People who have 
no intention not to pay sometimes 
neglect to pay. The average man in the 
country is not a man of edueation: he 
is not a clerk, and he forgets, as most 
people forget things, that, it must be 
paid on a certain date, and if not he is 
liable to costs. 

If there could be some simple, in- 
expensive method by which notice 
could rcach the average annuitant I 
think we would agree to it. The pre- 
sent arrangement entails a good deal 
of hardship and expense on people | 
paying annuities, and that is undesir- 
able especially in the case of people 
who have always paid and are willing j 
to pay. Some farmers perhaps are not j 
able to read or write, and they want 
some form to reinind them when these ■ 
annuities arc due. | 

Mr. McOOLDRICR: There is just 
one other point on this subject that I 
would wish some little information on. | 
Two separate forms are being issued, 
one for what is known as a year’s rent, 
less 25 per cent. on account of com- 
poundcd rent. j 

Mr. GOREY: On a point of ordcr 
we are not referring to that, but to the 
ordinary annuities. 

Mr. McGOLDRICE: I know; I am 
going to deal with that, but I am con- 
cerned with this partieular thing at 
the moment. This first form asks for 
the payment of a year’s rent, less 25 
per eent. Then comes the forms of 
the annuities which specifies it must 
be paid to the bank at a certain time. 
What I want to know is in the case of 
a tenant who is not getting a year J s 
rent form does this date which is 
stamped on the annuity apply to his 
case, and unless he has got the pre- 
vious form and paid his year’s rent 


will hc be held to the date on the an- 
nuity form? 

Mr. GOREY : On a further point of 
order I wish to raise this question now. 
It is confusing to mention this ques- 
tion of annuities. It is a question of 
payment in lieu of rent, and not of 
annuity at all. It is a mistake to call 
a payment in lieu of rent an annuity. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Deputy 
McGoldrick must be aware of the rul- 
ing made here on several occasions, 
that the only matter that can be raised 
on the adjournment is a matter of 
which defiiiite notice has been given. 
The niatter of which notice is given 
to-day is thc question of the with- 
drawal by the Land Commission of the 
supplementary notices for the pay- 
ment of land annuities which has 
hitherto been the practice. Deputy 
McGoldrick on his own showing is 
raising a different matter. He pro- 
mised to comc to the matter of which 
notice has been given, and I will allow 
him to deal with that now. 

Mr. McGOLDRICE: I understand 
that annuities and payment in lieu of 
rent represent the same thing in dif- 
ferent terms. I am coming to the 
withdrawal of notices, but I wish to 
know fírst if this date that is stamped 
means that after that datc no further 
notices will be issued, and that thcse 
people will bc prosecuted, and the 
Sheriff sent to collect the annuity with- 
out further notice. I want to know 
whether that will be done in thc case 
of people who havc already paid their 
year’s rcnt, less 25 per cent. This mat- 
ter is quite clear. There are two things 
that the notice can apply to. The no- 
tice can apply to a year's rent, as well 
as interest in lieu of rcnt, and if the 
noticc is to be withdrawn as regards 
both these payments, then I think a 
very serious problem has been reached. 
I do not think that the Minister can 
ordain that the notices can be with- 
drawn. The people are already puzzled 
and in a quandary, and if they overrun 
the date on the stamped form they will 
throw themselves into the arm of the 
law, and the Minister would send out 
to coUect at the point of the sword, to 
get what could have been got if their 
attention had been drawn to it in a 
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[Mr. McGoldrick.] 

rogular way, and if the faets were 
given in another legal form. I think 
íhe withdrawal of the notice is wrong 
in the existing conditions. In the past 
they kncw the-date on Avhich this in- 
terest in lieu of rent should be paid, 
and they knew what it was for. Now 
they do not know whcthcr it is com- 
pounded arrcars, intcrcst in lieu of 
rent, or annuity, and I think notice 
should be conveyed to those people and 
extrome measures should not be re- 
sorted to until thoy had full oppor- 
tunity of complyiní? with the torms 
that tho Land Oommission requires ro- 
garding the payment of thoso sums of 
interest in lieu of rent. They are fac- 
ing a diflficult. problem, and they are 
doinj? thoir bost in tho cireumstanecs. 
This applies particularly to small 
holdors in congested aroas, and it does 
not so much apply to tho large farmor, 
beeauso hc has knovfledge of theso 
things. It is puzzlin" to honest far- 
mers in congested aroas. Every man 
with public rcsponsibility finds himsolf 
more or less eornorod in ovory place he 
goes to with regard to the information 
required on these particular subjeets, 
and th<*y aro really in trouble at the 
moment. T think the Tjand Comrnis- 
sion authoritios, under tho direction of 
the Minister for Agriculture, eould sim- 
plify tho thin^ vory mueh; thoy can 
removo this threatcnod withdrawal of 
the notieos, and that would givc tho 
poople an opportunity of complying 
with the eonditions under normal and 
roasonable cireumstancos. 

Mr. HOGAN (Minister for Agricul- 
ture) : I do not know how Deputies 
have arrived at. the conclusion t.hat, 
thcy are going to be prosecuted or per- 
secuted. 

Mr. WILSON : Tt is in the paper. 

Mr. HOGAN: Is that it? Apparently 
Deputy Wilson saw this in tho. paper. 
He reads it in the paper, and he comos 
in here and makes a long speech com- 
plaining to thc Dáil that tcnants havo 
been processed, and that in liou of scnd- 
ing out these notices wo have issued 
processes- 

Mr. WILSON: On a point of personal 
explanation, I have not said any such 
thing. I said the notice has been issued 


in the Press in which it is distinctly 
stated that the buff order is abolished, 
and you must pay your rent through a 
solicitor. It does nót say where you 
pay it, but you cannot pay bccause no 
bank would take it. 

Mr. HOGAN: The whole of this com- 
plaint is unreal, because Deputies do 
not take thc trouble to find out exactly 
what the procedure would be. The bur- 
den of the eomplaint made by Dcputy 
Wilson and Deputy McGoldrick is that 
the Land Commission ceased to issue 
the noticcs which they had always pre- 
viously issucd, and that now the unfor- 
tunate tenant purchaser is going to be 
processed and cannot pay his annuity 
through the bank. That is not true. 
That is not a íact. If, instead of raising 
this here as a matter of national im- 
portance, the tenant purchaser walked 
into the bank with his annuity and Re- 
ceivablc Ordor, he would see it is not a 
fact. Thc whole trouble is that people 
do not want to pay thcir annuities. I 
do not say t.hat that is true in the case 
of Deputy Wilson or Deputy McGold- 
rick; but I do say that there is a min- 
ority of people who do not want to pay 
their annuities; and when t,hey set a 
notice in t.he paper that the Land Com- 
mission is not going to waste good ink 
or paper in future in sending out 
Jiotices to them, this matter is raised 
here. Thc fact is that if these people 
.were desirous of paying their annuities, 
they would walk into any bank in Ire- 
land and they would find that the bank 
would take their annuities from them. 

Mr. WILSON: That is all I want. 

Mr. NOLAN : I have a letter from a 
tenant purchaser who forwarded his 
cheque on three occasions to the Land 
Commission. Now he has been pro- 
cessed for annuities which he has al- 
ready paid. He did not get the Receiv- 
able Ordcr back. The State Solicitor, 

I understand, has held up the Receiv- 
able Orders paid last Spring through 
the courts. I have had dozcns of let- 
ters dealing with the annuities. Four 
thousand processes were issued lasó 
year to the tenants of Limerick for 
their annuities. When they paid 
through the court their Receivable Or- 
ders were not sent back and, therefore 
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they were not able to pay thc Laml 
Oommission. Tn one case a man paid 
by cheque to the Land Commission, yet 
he has been processed, notwithstandim» 
that the chequcs for three instalments 
had been forwarded but were not 
cashed. 

Mr. HOGAN: That is a totally dif- 
ferent case. The eomplaint of Deputv 
Nolan is that there are thousands of 
annuitants in the County Limerich who 
havc not got back their Receivablc Or- 
ders and hence cannot pay. That is a 
totally different matter from the ques- 
tion that Dcputy Wilson has raised. T 
havc a return here before me of arrear:; 
of annuities in the Co. Limeriek and 
the amount is £30,000. Deputy 
Nolan’s explanation of that is that the 
State Solieitor has held up thc Rc- 
ccivable Orders. I beg leave to 
doubt. that is t.he true explanation of 
these arrears. Tlowever, to come to thc 
other point, the f?ale days arc in the 
months of June and December. Thaf 
is for the 1903 and 1909 Aets. Wi 
need not. deal with the other eases. In 
thc months of Junc and Deeembcr the 
tenant-purehascrs received their Re- 
eeivable Orders, and thcy are ask(al t* 
pay their instalments of annuities be- | 
forc the 14th Junc and the 14th Decem- i 
ber, respeetively. Now this year, as 
alwa.vs, the Land Commission did not 
ask t.he banks to refuse to take the j 
moncy on the 15th June or the 15th j 
December. As a general rule they al- j 
low the bíinks to rcceive instalments 
of Land Purchase annuities up to the 
month of August in the case of the 
June annuities, and to t.he month of 
March in the ease of the Deccmber 
annuity. That. is the procedure. 

Mr. WILSON: On a point of ex- j 
planation, I have bccn rcfused my- 
self two years ago. I took the Receiv- 
able Order and the moncy into the 
bank and thcy refuscd it becausc it. 
was after the Í4th. 

Mr. HOGAN: When was that,? 

Mr. WILSON: Two ycars ago. 

Mr. HOGAN : Two years ago. 1 
Avould like to have the circumstances ot 
the case. I do know that the Land 
Commission do not givc instructions to 


thc banks on the 15th June and the 
15th Decembcr to refuse annuities. I 
know that they have not given in- 
structions this ycar, and I know that if 
Deputy Wilson, or any other Deputy 
or tenant purchaser in the country who 
has not his annuit.y paid goes into the 
bank and offers his annuity and hands 
them the Receivable Order, that the 
bank will receive it. That is the wav 
at. the prcsent momejit. 

Mr. WILSON : The Receivable Order 
at the moment states specifically that 
the Bank will accept payment if paid 
before the 14th of the month, and that 
they will not accept it afterwards. 

Mr. HOGAN: I am well aware of 
that. I have stated that they ask that 
the money be paid before the 14th, but 
the procedure is that the bank will not 
refusc to take annuities until such time 
as they receive instructions from the 
Land Commission to refuse annuities. 
These instructions have not been issued 
yet. They will issuc shortly, and it 
was beeausc we intend to issue these 
instructions shortly that. we pubiished 
a notice in the Press to the effect that 
we requirc all arrears of annuities, in- 
terest. in lieu of rent, compounded 
arrears of rent, and any other arrears 
of payment to be paid in immediately. 
So that our failure or refusal to send 
out extra noticcs makes no difference 
whatcver to the tenant. If he goes 
into the bank at t.he present. momcnt. 
the bank will receive payment of thc 
half gale on the Receivablc Order which 
the tenant purchaser rcccived in De- 
ccmber last. That is the way at pre- 
sent, and that will remain the case until 
we issue instructions through the Bank 
of Ireland to the various banks asking 
them to refuse to take annuities. W r e 
propose to issue these instructions 
shortly. We wdl give a little longcr 
time, but not much. At. present tenant 
purchasers have no grievance, and if 
those who think they have a grievance 
would only take the trouble of taking 
their Receivable Orders into a bank, 
and offering the money, thcy would 
find that. they would have no grievance 
because the bank would accept the 
money. I take it at present that so 
long ws Deputy Wilson is assured that 
there is no regulation against anyone 
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[Mr. Hogan.] want to end that once and for all. 1 


wlio wishes to pay the half gale due m 
December last, without costs, and to 
pay it into any bank he wishes, that he 
is satisfied. 

Mr. WILSON : Yes. 

Mr. HOGAN: I do not say that the 
bank will take the arrears due last 
June. But the banks will take the 
annuity due on the 14th Deeember. 
The fact that the Land Commission 
have waived their former procedure oí’ 
sending out these notices has got no- 
thing to do with the point. It is merely 
to savc time, moncy and paper. At thc 
]jresent moment the Land Commission 
is, in faet and in practicc, a land 
agcnt's office for every unpurchascd 
estate in Ireland. The Collection De- 
partment of the Land Commission is 
working extremely hard. The staff is 
on overtime since last September, and 
they have something better to do in 
clearing the decks for action than in 
sending out notices to tenant purchasers 
who have purchased under the 1903 
Act. That is why the sending out ot' 
these notiees has been discontinued. It 
was a waste of stamps and time. 

It is no harm or injury to the tenant 
purchaser, and hc is not prejudiced by 
the failure to send out thesc notices. I 
have stated that it is the intention of 
the Land Commission to instruet the 
banks practically immediately to re- 
ceive no further annuities. I want to 
impress on the Deputies that will bc 
done immediately. It will be donc be- | 
fore the cnd of this month. 

I want to say here that thcre is grow- 
ing up a custom, or a habit, to cstab- 
lish a hanging gale in connection with 
annuities. A minority of tenant pur- 
chasers never pay their annuities until 
they get three or four notices. Sorne 
of them never pay until processed. That 
is to say, they get, in praetiee, six 
months > gracc bccause wc are not able 
to get the returns from the banks for 
some time, and thc scrving of notices 
and instructing the solicitors to issue 
processes takes six months. All thc 
time the annuities are due. There is a 
minority of tenant purchasers who arc 
endeavouring for some time to establish 
the custom of a hanging gale in con- 
nection with Land Purchase annuities. 
They are the very same minority. I 


want every Deputy to understand that 
is a hardship to the ratcpayers of the 
district. If the June half gale is not 
paid when it is duc, it comes from the 
Cíuarantee Fund. lf the December 
annuity is not paid at the end of Janu- 
ary, there is a draw on the Guarantee 
Fund, and, in fact, the ratepayers of 
that eounty are paying for the people 
who are holding up this money for six 
months without interest. That is what 
is happcning. In the County of Lime- 
rick there are thirty thousand pounds 
in arrcars, that is in respect of the 
annuity due last Junc. Every penny of 
that is being paid by the ratepayers out 
of thc Guarantee Fund. 

Mr. NOLAN: On a point of explana- 
tion, the reason why it is due is that 
they did not get baek thcir Receivable 
Orders. The Receivablc Order definitely 
states on the face of it that thc Bank 
of Ireland will receive, on or before the 
14th June, and not aftcr, thc amount 
narncd in the Rcceivablc Order. Thc 
tenant purchaser cannot lodge it with- 
out having thc Rcceivable Order. 

Mr. HOGAN: It is quite absurd to 
say that £30,000 worth of Receivable 
Orders havc been held up in any 
county. 

Mr. NOLAN: On a point of ordcr, I 
gave the Minister notice of four Re- 
ceivablc Orders being held up. On the 
lst of Oetober Receivable Orders werc 
forwarded to those tenants, and they 
only got credit for payment on thc 
26th December. Money was handed to 
the State Solicitor in April, and it was 
only ereditcd in Deccmber. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: The 

Minister must be allowed to conclude 
without interruption. 

Mr. HOGAN : I have not the slightest 
hesitation in saying that 95 per cent. 
of thc people who owe the £30,000 have 
their Receivable Orders. That is a 
statement which Deputy Nolan can 
vcrify. The same applies to the 
£83,000 owed in Cork, to the £16,000 
owed in Clare, and the £15,000 owed in 
Galway. The fact is, annuitants are 
trying to establish this custom of a 
hanging half-gale, and to take advan- 
tage of the fact that we are unable to 
get particulars, which would enable us 
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to process them, for at least six months, 
and the Guarantee Fund has to mako 
good their default during that pcriod. 

I take it that everybody is agrecd that 
statc of affairs must be altered. It is 
unfair that the ratepayers of any ^Iis- 
trict should be always having to pay 
for the same defaulters. That must 
stop, and stop very quickly, and for 
that purpose I propose shortly to in- 
troduce a Bill giving the Judicial Com- 
missioner power to make an order 
without going to Oourt in cases of that 
sort; that order, the moment the an- 
nuity is in arrear, can be executed im- 
mediately. I do not say that wc would | 
not give a week, or a fortnight, or a 
month’s grace, but we must get over 
this habit by which annuitants can 1 
escapc payment for at least six months. 
That is the position at the present mo- 
ment, and I think that meets the point 
made by Deputy Wilson. 

Mr. WILSON : The notiec read out 
by l)eputy Nolan states that the banks 
will rcceive payments beforc'the 14th 
of June or the 14th Deccmber, but the 
(piestion is, will they receive payment 
of the annuities after these dates? 

Mr. HOGAN: I havc stated before 
that during the last two years the j 
banks have reeeived this monoy long 
after the 14th June and the 14th De- 
eember. I repeat, liowcver, that that 
state of affairs will not exist much 
longer, because the banks will shortly 
receive instructions to refuse to take i 
thc annuitics after these dates. ! 

Mr. McEENNA: When that notice 
has been sent to the banks I would like 
to know if the Land Commission will 
simultaneously receive notice to refuse 
to accept by post annuities after the 
specified dates? 

# Mr. HOGAN ; The Land Commis- 
sion never received annuities sent by 
post beeause they could not keep their 
accounts if thcy were to do that. 

Mr. McRENNA: I have known of 
several cases where after notice was 
served. on the defaulters, the Land 
Commission repeatedly accepted the 
Reccivable Order and cheque for the 
annuity. 

Mr. HOGAN ; That is merely one 
statement against another. During the 


last two ycars the Land Commission 
found it difficult to collect the annui- 
ties, and in an odd case they may have 
done what the Deputies state. The 
Land Commission, as a rule, never re- 
ceivcd annuities by post. As I have 
stated, they could not keep their ac- 
counts if they were to do that, or if 
there was a rule of that kind. 

Mr. McRENNA: I know that for 
the last 20 years in the Midlands and 
other places and under the British rc- 
gime thc practice that I refer to was 
carried out by the Land Commission. 
After the notice was served on the de- 
faultcr th<* Receivable Order with a 
cheque was sent on to the Land Com- 
mission; thc Receivable Ordcr was 
stamped in the usual way by the Land 
Oommission and sent back to the ten- 
ant. 

Mr. HOGAN : What I say is that if 
that happened it was irregular and 
will not happen in the future. 

Mr. McEENNA: I would like thc 
Minister to answcr this question: wlien 
this order is issucd to the banks in- 
structing them to refuse to accept an- 
nuities after the 14th June and 14th 
December, will the Land Commission 
also receive instructions to refuse to 
accept the annuities after thcse dates 
if the tenant sends on the money? 

Mr. HOGAN : I ncver said there is 
going to bc any instructions to the 
banlcs to refuse to receive the annui- 
ties after the 14th June or the 14th 
December. I said they will rcceive 
them long after these dates, and al- 
though it is January now the banks 
arc reeeiving them at present, but be- 
fore thc end of this month instructions 
will go to the banks to refuse to re- 
ceive annuities after the dates on 
which they become due. After the 
specified dates, the annuities will onlv 
be receivcd through the State Solicitor. 

Mr. LYONS: With extra costs, of 
course. 

Mr. HOGAN: Yes, you do not get 
solicitors to work for nothing. If 
there are any cases where solicitors 
kept thc annuities wilfully let me have 
them and I will have them investigated 
immediately. 

The*Dáil adjourned at 3.45 p.m. to 
Tuesday, January 15th. 
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DÉ MÁIRT, 15ádh EANA1R, 1924. 

( Tuesdaij, I5th Januanj, 1924.) 

Do chnaidh an Ijcas-Clieami (’omh 
airlc i gcoannas av a 3 p.m. 

CEISTEANNA—QUESTIONS. 
ORAL ANSWERS. 


PERMANENT ACCOMMODATION 
FOR OIREACHTAS. 

Major BRYAN COOPER ashcd t-hc 
Prcsident whcthor it is proposed to ap- 
point a new Comniittcc to considcr tho 
qucstion of pcrmancnt accommodation ? 

MINISTER for FINANCE (Mr. E. 
Blythe, replying for the President) : At 

a very carly datc I intcnd to make a 
motion in thc House rcgarding thc 
qucstion of permanent accommodation 
for thc Oireachtas. 

FOYNES HARBOUR BOARD. 

Mr. D. VAUGHAN (for Pádraig K. 
0 hOgáin) asked the Minister íor Jn- 
dustry and Commerce ií* he will state 
under what Act the Foynes Harbour 
Hoard is constituted; whether the Act 
is a private or public one; whether the 
annual accounts of this Board for the 
year 1922 have been received by him ; 
whetlier the eonstitution of this Board 
is being considered amongst others by 
his Department with a view to a changc 
in the method of elcction of its mcuii- 
bers? 

MINISTER for INDUSTRY and 
COMMERCE (Mr. J. McGrath) : 

Foynes Harbour was transferred by the 
Commissioners of Public Works to the 
Foyncs Harbour Trustees under the 
Shannon Act of 1885, which is a public 
Act. and the harbour has since been 
controlled by trustees. The annual ac- 
counts for the year 1922 have been re- 
ceived. 

The constitution of the governing 
authority of this and some of the othcr 


Shannon harbours is different from 
that of the harbours generally in An 
Saorstát, but in any review of the posi- 
tion of harbour authorities which may 
j be undcrtaken, the Shannon Harbours 
I will be included. 

HOUSING OF IRISH MIGRATORY 
WORHERS IN SCOTLAND. 

LIAM MAC SIOGHUIRD asked the 
Minister for External Affairs if he will 
inquire into the alleged disgraccful 
housing oí* Irish migratory workers in 
Scotland, and it ; he will state whcther 
he is in a position to do anything with 
a view to improving the accommodation 
provided for those raen and women? 

MINISTER for EXTERNAL 
AFFAIRS (Mr. D. Fitzgerald) : I shall 
be glad to make inquirics into any cases 
of disgraccful housing of Irish migra- 
tory labourers in Scotland in any casc 
in which l receive detailed inforrnation, 
and to inake represcntations if it ap- 
pears that the bye-laws regulating such 
housing in Scotland are not adhered to. 

DROMBANNA CO-OPERATIVE 
CREAMERY AWARD. 

Mr. VAUGHAN (for Pádraig K. 
0 hOgáin) asked the Minister for PTn- 
ance if he will state the cause of the 
delay in payment of thc recommenda- 
tion to the amount of £1,050, with 
interest, of the Shaw Commission asses- 
sors, Messrs. Barron and McAuley, to 
the Dromhanna Co-operative Creamcry 
for the burning of their Auxiliary 
Creamery at Kiílonan on 14th Aprií, 
1920; whcther he is aware this amount 
was agrced to by the Society? 

Mr. BLYTHE: The award to which 
the Deputy refers has not yet been 
notified to the Compensation Section 
of the Ministry, and,the question of 
payment does not thereforc arise. 

WINES AND SPIRITS IN BOND. 

Major COOPER askcd the Minister 
for Finance on what date the first 
monthly return of wines and spirits in 
bond whieh was promised by him on 
November 22nd, 1923, will be issued? 

Mr. BLYTHE: The first monthly re- 
turn, sbowing the quantities of spirits 
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■and wincs in bondcd warehouses on 
i30th Novembcr, 1923, appeared in “ Iris 
Oifigiuil ” on the llth instant, and the 
rcturn for Decembcr appcared in to- 
day ? s issue (15th instant). In future 
thc rcturns will bc published in the 
“ Iris Oifigiuil ” as soon as possible 
after the cnd of cach month. 

Extracts from the “ Iris Oifigiuil, 5 ? 
giving the rcturns, may bc obtained 
from the Clork of thc Dáil. 

INCOME TAXPAYERS IN 
SAORSTAT AND THE DOMINIONS. 

Major COOPER (for Captain Red- 
mond) asked the Ministcr for Finance 
Avhether he is aware that previous to 
the cstablishmcnt of Saorstát Eireann, 
income taxpayers in Ircland wer(‘ cn- 
titlcd to ccrtain relief in rcspcct oí* a 
similar tax paid by thcm in thc Domi- 
nions; and whethcr it is intcndcd to 
continuc such, or substitutc other, re- 
licf as bctwecn Saorstát Eircann and 
thc Dominions? 

Mr. BLYTHE : I am aware that a 
nu'asure of reli(‘f from th(‘ lncome Tax 
of the late Unitcd Ringdom was 
granted in rcspcct of Incomc Tax paid 
in any of the Overs(‘as Dominions on 
thc same source of inconn*. This relief 
was grantcd irrcspcctivc of any rcci- 
procal treatment on the part of th(‘ 
Overscas Dominions. lt is obvious that 
thc Saorstát could not continue to 
grant relief on this basis, and for 1923- 
24 and subsequcnt years the Saorstát 
grants double Income Tax rclief in re- 
spect of British Incomc Tax, but not in 
respcct of Dominion or Colonial In- 
comc Tax. 

The granting of rclief in rcspect of 
Dominion Income Tax would involve 
cífecting a reciprocal arrangemcnt with 
eaeh of the Ovcrscas Dominions scpar- 
ately, and, as at present adviscd, I do 
not consider it eithcr ncccssary or de- 
sirable to endeavour to effect such ar- 
rangements. 

Major COOPER: Is the Ministcr 
aware this inflicts a great dcal of hard- 
ship on some individuals who have pro- 
perty in Australia and Soiith Africa? 
\^ill he not reconsidcr the desirability 
of dealing with thc various Dominions 
on a reciproeal basis? 


Mr. BLYTHE : I am always open to 
reconsider the matter on fresh informa- 
tion being available, but it affcets very 
fcw pcoplc, and there are fcw, if any, 
cases in which a change could not bc 
made frorn the Dominion invcstments 
to other investments without great loss. 

Major COOPER: It is not only a case 
of investments, is the Minister aware, 
but also landed propcrty, and so on, in 
Australia which a ccrtain nurnber of 
peoplc posscss. 

LATE I.R.A. CAPTAIN. 

SHOT BY BRITISH FORCES. 

Mr. P. W. SHAW askcd the Ministcr 
for Dcfencc if eompensation will be al- 
lowed to the sistcrs of thc late Captain 
Patrick Secry, O/C Offaly Brigade 
I.R.A., of Cloncyhiguc, Ballinafore, Co. 
Wcstmcath, who was shot by British 
Forccs at Ciara on 2nd Junc, 1920, and 
who subscqucntly dicd of wounds in 
Mercer^s Hospital, Dublin, on the 2nd 
Scptcmbcr following? 

MINISTER for DEFENCE (General 
Mulcahy): A claim whcn madc on the 
appropriate form which is bcing scnt 
to thc applicant will bc considcred un- 
j dcr thc provisions of thc Army Pen- 
sions Act, 1923. 

RETURN OF SPORTING GUN 
(DUN LAOGHAIRE). 

Major COOPER askcd the Minis- 
ter for Dcfcnce whether an appliea- 
tion has been rcccived from Mr. E. 
Lanphier, of Dun Laoghaire, for the 
rcturn of a sporting gun handed over 
to the British Authorities, and now a' 
Island Bridgc Barracks; whether he 
can statc thc date of this applieation, 
and whether the issue of the gun can 
bc expcditcd. 

General MULCAHY: Mr. Lanphier’s 
application was dated the 5th October 
last. Owing to inaecuracy in records 
the gun could not bc idcntified until 
recently, when it was accidentally 
found registercd under the name of 
“ Phampier. ,> The gun will be re- 
turned to Mr. Lanphier on production 
of the receipt given by the British Au- 
thorities and the usual police permit. 
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Major COOPEB: Is the Minister 
aware there are a good many com- 
plaints about the difficnlty of getting 
guns from Island Bridge, and will he 
look into the matter? 

Oeneral MULCAHY : The matter of 
dealing with the guns left us by the 
British at Island Bridgc has had vory 
serious and eonstant considcration 
from us. There is a very big mass of 
weapons Ihcre, and the records left us 
in connection ivith those weapons are 
anything but satisfaetory. Every eftort 
is being inade to deal with a very in- 
tricate and difficult matter. Personally 
I fecl tha,t a very great mistake has 
been madc in accepting those weapons 
and those records. 

SETTLEMENT OF COROFIN 
(CLARE) ACCOUNT. 

Mr. VAUGHAN (for Mr. Connor 
Hogan) asked the Minister for Defence 
if payment of the claim of Mr. William 
Edvvards, Corofin, Co. Clare, will be 
cxpedited, and when the settl(*m(‘iit of 
same will take place. 

General MULCAHY : Mr. Edwards’ 
claim is bcing paid forthwith. 

ENNIS ACCOUNTS AGAINST 
MILITARY. 

Mr. VAUGHAN (for Mr. Connor 
Hogan) asked thc Minister for Defence 
if he will state the reason of the abtioj*- 
mal delay in paying the accounts of 
Messrs. Wm. Meehan and Joseph 
Kcrin, Ennis; whether he is aware that 
the aecount of the íirst-named pcrson 
has accrued since August, 1921, and 
that of thc latter individual since I)e- 
cember, 1922, and if he can state when 
payments will bc made. 

General MULCAHY: The delay in 
settling the accounts of Messrs. Mee- 
han and Kerin is regretted. Difficul- 
tics due to the conditions which have i 
prevailed have hindered necessary in- 
vestigation, which is being pursued. 

WRITTEN ANSWERS. 

CASTLEREA (ROSCOMMON) ARMY 1 
ACCOUNT. 

TOMAS 0 CONAILL asked the 
Minister for Defence if he can state the 
reason for the delay in paying the 


amount due to Martin Winston, draper, 
Castlerea, approximately £100; whcther 
he is aware that this account has been 
fully vouched by the local Military Au- 
thorities, and payment requested on 
several occasions, and whether he will 
see that the matter is immediately dealt 
with ? 

General MULCAHY: Mr. Winston’s 
account has been received, and is being 
dealt with. The elaim being for civi- 
lian clothes supplied to troops, required 
a closer investigation than is given to 
normal claims, and dclay was occa- 
sioned. It is hoped that a deeision vvill 
be reached very quickly. 

GLENAMADDY (GALWAY) CLAIM 
AGAINST MILITARY. 

TOMAS 0 CONAILL asked the Mini- 
ster for Defence if hc will state why 
the claims madc by Joseph (VDea, of 
Dake View, Glenamaddy, for eomn'.an- 
deered cars have not yet bcen paid, and 
whether he will have the settlem(Uir ot 
these elaims expcdited? 

General MULCAHY : The only motor 
car in respect of which a claim has been 
made against thc Army by Mr. O’Dea 
was commandeered on its way to him 
from the Connaught Cycle and Motor 
Works. It has been established that 
Mr. O’Dea did not get delivery of the 
car, and, therefore, a claim from him 
does not arisc on the commandeering. 

MOUNTBELLEW (GALWAY) 
ACCOUNT. 

TOMAS 0 CONAILL asked the Mini- 
ster for Defence whether payment has 
yet bcen mado to Patriek Barrett, of 
Mountbellcw, Co. Galway, on account 
of dainage to a lorry, his propertv, 
which had been used by military on 
26th April, 1923, and, if not, whether 
he will see that settlement be ex- 
peditcd? 

General MULCAHY: Payment has 
not yet becn made of Mr. Barrett’s 
claim. The elaim is under considera- 
tion, and settlement will be expedited. 

DEPENDENT S ALLOWANCE 
(NENAGH). 

DOMHNALL 0 MUIBOHEASA 

asked the Minister for Defence if he 
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«is aware whether Edward Gleeson, Mill 
lload, Nenagh, late of the llth Hatta- 
jion, National Army, No. 23617, has not 
received one month’s pay and ration 
allowanec due to him, and whether this 
man’s wife did not reccive dependcnt’s 
allowance for the sarrie period, and, if 
so, if he will state the reason? 

General MULCAHY: At the timo o£ 
Private (llee.son’s discharge from the 
Arrny a doubt arose as to whether he 
was cntitled to demobilisation pay and 
allowances. It is rcgrettcd that his 
case was overloohed. Payment is now 
being made. 

DUNMORE (GALWAY) CLAIM. 

TOMAS 0 CONAILL asked the Miui- 
ster for Defencc whcther the outstand- 
ing claim of £57, due to Mr. Peter Fiat- 
tcry, the Hotel, Dunmore, Co. Galway. 
has yet Ireen paid, and, if not, whether 
he will see that settlement of this long 
overduc aeeount is cxpedited? 

General MULCAHY : Mr. Plattery’s 
elaim lias now l)een settied. 

GORT (GALWAY) CLAIM AGAINST 
MILITARY. 

TOMAS 0 CONAILL asked the 
Ministcr for Defence if the acconnts 
due to Mr. P. J. Melville, Draper, 
Hridge Street, Gort, have yet. been 
paid; whether he is aware that one of 
the aecounts was passed for payment 
on the 20th November last, and has 
not yet bccn issued, and whether he 
will take steps to have all amounts 
due to Mr. Melville paid immcdiately. 

General MULCAHY: A small ac- 
eount for eivilian elothing supplied to 
troops by Mr. Melvillc is stili outstand- 
ing and is still being considered. It is 
hoped that a deeision wili shortly be 
reached. 

ATHLONE DEPENDENTS , 

ALLOWANCE. 

« 

SEAN 0 LAIDHIN asked the 
Minister for Defenee whether he is 
aware that. dependents , allowanec has 
not been granted to Mrs. Costello, 
Castlemaine Street, Athione, in respect 
of her son, Bernard, who ioined the 
Vol. 6. 


National Army on the 8th April, 1922, 
and is at present stationed in Collins 
Barraeks, Dublin; whether sanction 
will be given for this allowance and 
payment expedited. 

General MULCAHY: Before enlist- 
ment, the amount normally contributed 
by Bernard Costello to his home over 
and above the cost of his own main- 
tenanee thcrein was less than the 
minimum specified by regulations, 
namely, 12s. per week, before an allow- 
ance may be issucd. Tt was, in fact, 
about 8s. per week. Mrs. Costello's 
dairns in respcct of her sons, Bernard 
and John, were, however, considered 
jointly, and an allowance of» 21s. per 
week was issued. On the demobilisa- 
tion of her son John the allowance 
ceased. 

RETURN OF SEIZED SHOT-GUN 
(WESTMEATH). 

SEAN 0 LAIDHIN asked thc Miní- 
ster for Defence if he will state when 
the gun, the propercy of Patrick Far- 
rell, Lacken, Multyfarnham, West- 
meath, which was taken up by Captain 
Casey, of the Army, on January 23rd, 
1922, will be returned to the ownerí 

General MULCAHY : On the informa- 
tiou given it has not bcen possible to 
j connect military with the seizure of 
| Mr. Farrell’s gun. 

J PBIVATE NOTIOE QUESTION. 

BEFERENGE TO IRISH LAND ACT 
IN BRITISH PARLIAMENT. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I dcsire to ask the 
Minister for Finance whether his atten- 
tion has been called to a passage in a 
speech delivered to the members of the 
British House of Commons to-day in 
which the following words oceur:— 
“ Measures will be laid before you to 
guarantee the principal and intcrest of 
bonds issued by the Government of the 
Irish Free State under the Land Acl 
recently passed in that Dominion, ,> 
and whether he can make any explana- 
tion as to what that means? 

Mr. BLYTHE : I have asked the Mini- 
ster for Agriculture to answer this 
question, as the arrangements were 
made Jbcfore I became Minister for Fin- 

F 1 
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[Mr. Blythe.] 

ance, and the Minister for Agricuiiure 
was more intiinately assoeiated with it. 

MINISTER for AGRIOULTURE 
(Mr. P. Hogan) : I have an extraet from 
the speech, which I will read. “Mea- 
sures will be laid before you to com- 
plcte land purchase. ,, 

Mr. A. BYRNE: Who mad(i thc 
speech ? 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

It was dclivered from the Throne in the 
English House of Commons. 

Mr. HOGAN: It is the King’s speech 
in the línglish House of Commons 
which the Deputy refers to. 

Mr. BYRNE: We should have plain 
languagc, and let it be said it is the 
King Vspeech. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

Deputy Johnson stated that. 

Mr. HOGAN : I am not elear whether 
the Deputy is lecturing me or Deputy 
Johnson. 


Mr. BYRNE: Whcn a question is 
asked we should know what it has re- 
fcrenee to. 

Mr. HOGAN: The position in regard 
to this is, I understand, that during thc 
discussions on the Trcaty before the 
Treaty was signcd the English Govcrn- 
ment of tliat dav statcd they were 
willing to acknowledge obligations in 
helping to complete land purchase if 
the Irish Government wLshed to accept 
any assistance. Since then the Eng- 
lish (íovernment has on various 
occasions, both before and after the 
Land Act passed, offered to guarantee 
the bonds, and within the last month 
that offer.has been accepted. That, I 
take it, is the meaning of that. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I beg to give noticc 
that I shall draw attention to this mat- 
ter on the adjournment with a view to 
getting a little further information. 

Mr. HOGAN : I may say, at this 
stage, that nothing further has bcen 
done than I have just stated. The olfer 
has beeu made and accepted. 


COMMITTEE ON FINANCE. 

DAIL EIREANN LOANS AND FUNDS BILL : MONEY RESOLUTION. 
MOTION BY MINRTER FOR FINANCE. 


Chun críche aon Achta a rithfar 
sa tSiosón so chun forálacha do 
dhéanamh chun deighleál le maoin 
Chéad Dháil Eireann agus Dhara 
Dháil Eireann agus chun na hias- 
achtaí a bhunuigh an Chéad Dháil 
Eireann agus an Dara Dáil Eireann 
agus na íiachaisí atá ortha d'fhuas- 
cailt no d'íoc, go bhfuil sé oiriúnach 
a údarú, 

(a) go gcuirfar ar an bPrímh- 
Chiste muirear an mhéide is 
inioctha mar ghcall ar Cíhair- 
teacha Ooigiltis agus Cairteacha 
Stuic a tabharfar amach chun na‘ 
hiasachtaí roimhráite d’fhuascailt 
agus muirear na geostaisí fé n-a 
raghfar chun na Cairteacha san do 
thabhairt amae agus d ’fhuascailt, 

(b) go gcuirfar ar an bPrímh- 
Chiste muírear colann agus ús 
Urúsanna a thabharfaidh an tAire 
Airgid amach chun suim no suim- 


That for the purpose of any Act 
of the prcsent Session to make pro- 
vision for the disposal of the pro- 
pertv of the First Dáil Eireann and 
the Second Dáil Eireann and for the 
redemption or discharge of the loans 
floated by and the liabilitics of the 
First Dáil Eireann and the Second 
Dáil Eireann it is expedient to 
authorise, 

(a) the charge upon the Central 
Fund of the amount payable in 
respect of Savings Certificates and 
Stoek Certifícates issued for the 
purpose of the redernption of the 
aforesaid Tjoans, and of the ex- 
penscs incurred in coni^ection with 
the issue and redemption of such 
Ccrtificates; 

(b) the cliarge upon the Central 
Fund of the principal and intercst 
of Securities issued by the Minis- 
ter for Financc for the purpose of 
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eanna, nách mó san iomlán ná dhá 
mhilleon dhá chéad is caoga mílc 
punl, d’fháil ar iasacht chun na 
siiimeaima a (juirfar ina muirear 
ar an bPrímh-Chiste fcn Acht san 
d’íoc; 

(c) go n-íocfar amach as airgead 
a sholáthróidh an tOireaehtas gach 
íiachas, costas agus íocaíocht fé 
n-ar chuaidh Iontaobhaithe Dháil 
Eireann le ceart i bhfeidhmiú a 
ndualgais agus ná beidh íoctha ná 
i»ianta ar aon tslí eile ar dháta 
rithte an Achta san, gach costas 
agus caitheamh i dtaobh an 
mhaoin atá dílsithe in lontaobh- 
aithe Dháil Eircann no íe n-a 
j»cúram d’aistriú chun an Aire 
Airgid, na costaisí fé n-a raghaidh 
an tAire Airgid ehun íoctha aon 
fhiachaisí a bhcidh air de dheas- 
eaibh scaireanna áirithe i rnBanc 
Náisiúnta na Talmhan, Teoranta, 
d ’aistriú chuige, agus aon chostaisí 
eile fé n-a raghfar chun an tAcht 
san do chur in éifeaeht. 

Mr. BLYTHE: Thc messagc pre- 
scribod by thc Constitution has bcen 
recoivod from thc Governor-Oenerai 
recommending this cxpenditure. This 
is the Resolution to enable the expense 
to bc met which will be incurred in 
carrying out the Dáil Eireann Loans 
and Funds Hill, 1923, if passcd. Thc 
amount of two and a quarter millions 
will be made up somcwhat as follows: 
The Uome Loan is £378,130. The 
Exlernal Loan amounts to £1.302,150. 
Taldng the rate of exchange to-day 
for the purpose of making a cal- 
culation, at 4.45, it is impossible 
to know what it may he later, but 
should the rate of exchatige continue 
to go against us, it rnight bc nccessary 
for the purposc of meeting our obliga- 
tions to conic to the Dáil again. On the 
other hand, the cxchange rate may im- 
provc to such an extent that a lesser 
sum would enabre us to rodeem the dol- 


borrowing a sum or sums not 
exceeding in the whole two mil- 
lions two hundred and fifty 
thousand pounds to meet the sums 
eharged on the Oentral Furul 
under such Act; 

(e) the payment out of rnoneys 
to be provided by the Oircachtas 
of all liabilities, expenses and 
payments proi>er!y incurred by 
the Dáil Eireann Trustees in the 
execution of their duty and not 
otherwise paid or discharged at 
the date of the passing of such 
Act, the costs arul expenses of 
transferring to the Minister for 
Finance the property vested in or 
under the control of thc Dáil 
Eireann Trustees, the expenses in- 
curred by the Minister for Fínancc 
in the discharge of any liabilities 
imposed on hini in consequence 
of the transfer to him of eertain 
shares in the National Land Bank, 
Limited, and any other expenses 
ineurred in earrying sueh Aet 
into effect. 

lars that we owe in Ameriea. The in- 
tcrest on the Home Loan will amount 
to £151,252, and the interest on the Ex- 
ternal Loan, assuming that it is not 
redeemed until 1926, would be £390,645. 
The total sum is £2,222,177, and if we 
are able to redeem speedily in America, 
and if we succeed in buying dollars at 
a favourable rate, the amount may be a 
grcat deal less than the sum menticncd 
in the Resolution. Thc sum mentioned 
will, unlcss there is great difíiculty in 
the matter of exchange, cover the total 
charge. 

Question put and agrecd to. 

DAIL RESUMES. 

Resolution, as passed in Committee, 
reportcd to the Dáil. 

Question: “ That the Dáil agree with 
the Committee in the said Resolution, *’ 
put and agreed to. 


COMMITTEE ON PINANCE. 

PUBLIC SAFETY (POWERS OP ARREST) BILL: MONEY RESOLUTION 
Mr. BLYTHE: I beg to move the following Resolution: 

Chun críche aon Aehta a rithfar That for the purpose of any Act 

sa tSiosón so chun forálacha do of the present Scssion to make pro- 

♦ 
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dheanamh chnn daoine áirithe do 
g*habháil agns do choinneáil ar feadh 
trcimhse tcoranta agus i dtaobh 
nithe eilc a bhaineas le cosaint na 
puiblíoehta agus le cosaint phearsan 
agus mhaoine, go bhfuil sc oiriúnach 
a údarú go n-íoefar aniach as airgead 
% shóláthróidh an tOireachtas cos- 
taisí Comhairlí Athchonihairc, ar a 
n-áirítear aon luach saothair a 
hfocfar le baill de sna Comhairlí sin 
do réir tearmaí an Aehta san. 


vision for the arrest and detention 
of certain persons during a limited 
pcriod aml íov othcr inattevs con- 
ncctcd wittí thc prcscrvation of pub- 
]ic sa£cty and thc protcction of 
person and property, it is expedient 
to authorise the payment out of 
moneys provided by the Oireachtas 
of the expenses of Appeal Councils 
including any remuneration paid to 
members of such Councils in accord- 
ance with the terms of such Act. 


The real purpose of this Motion on 
the Order Paper is to enable payment 
to be made to members of thc Appeal 
Council if necessary. It had been 
thought original)y that it might be 
possible to get people who would un- 
dertafce the duties imposed on the 
Appeal Council without being paid for 
their services. I think now it will not 
be found possible to get suitable j 
peoplo, and, seeondly, it is neccssary to 
pass this Resolution in order that pro- 
vision may be made to pay these mem- 
bers. I think the expense will be 
small, and I think it is certainly neces- 
sary that we should agree to pay. It 
is the only way of getting men who 
will do satisfactorily a very difficult 
and a rather unplcasant duty. 

Question put and agreed to. 

DAIL RESUMES. 

Resolution, as passed in Committee. 
reported to the Dáil. 

Question: “ That the Dáil agree Avith 
thc Committee in thc said Resolution, ” 
put and agreed to. 

PUBLIC SAFETY (POWERS OF 
ARREST AND DETENTION) 

TEMPORARY BILL, 1923.—FOURTH 
STAGE. 

MINISTER for HOME AFFAIRS 

(Mr. O’Higgins) : I beg to move that 
the Dáil go into Committee to consider 
the amendments which are on thc 
Paper with regard to this Bill. 

Question put and agreed to. 

DAIL IN COMMITTEE. 

Mr. DUGGAN : I bog to move amend- 
ment 1, which reads:— 


In Section 4 (2), page 3, line 25, 
to add immediately after the word 
‘ standing 9 the words ‘ or shall be or 
have been a judge of the Supreme 
Court of Judicature in Ireland, or a 
Recorder or County Court Judge in 
Ireland, or a judge of the Dáil 
Supreme Court as defíned in the Dáil 
Eireann Courts (Winding-Up) Act, 
1923 (No. 36 of 1923), or a judge of 
the Supreme ( 1 ourt, Iligli Court or 
Circuit Court . 9 99 

The object of the amendment is to 
cnable a judge, or a retired judgc, to be 
appointed as a legal rnernber of the Ap- 
peal Council. The reason whv the 
amendment is introduced is becausc it 
might, at timcs, be diflicult to get a 
practising barrister or solicitor of 
suflicient experiencc who would be wil- 
ling to act. 

Amendment put and agrecd to. 

Mr. DUGGAN: I beg to move amend- 
ment 2, which reads:— 

“ To insert immediately 1x»fore 
Section 4 (3), page 3, a new sub-sec- 
tion as follows:— 

“ (3) Therc may be paid out of 
moncys to be provided by the Oire- 
achtas, to any member of an Appeal 
Council who is not in receipt of re- 
muneration out of public funds such 
fees or rcmuneration as the Ministcr 
for Finance may dctermine. ,, 

The objec.t. of this amendment is to 
enable members of the Appeal Council 
to be paid for their services in cases in 
which they are not alrcady in the ser- 
i viee of the State. 

1 Amendment put and agreed to. 

Mr. DUGGAN: I beg to move amend- 
ment 3, whieh reads:— 

“ In Section 4 (8), page 3, line 60, 
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to delete the words ‘ both Houses 9 
and insert in lieu thereof the words 
‘ either House/ and in line 61 to 
delete the word ‘ resolutions , 9 and to 
insert in lieu thereof the words ‘ a 
resolv.tion. ’ 99 

The objeet of this amcndment is to 
remove the necessity for the concur- 
renee of both Houses in a resolution 
annulling a regulation. 

Amendment put and agreed to. 

Mr. DUGGAN : I beg to move amend- 
ment 4, which rcads:— 

“ To insert immcdiately before 
Seclion 5, page 4, a new section as 
follows:— 

(1) Whenevcr an Executive Mini- 
sler shall propose to release any pcr- 
son arrested or detained under this 
Aet the Minister may require as a 
eondition of sueh release that sueh 
pérson should enter into a rccogni- 
zanee with two solvent sm*(»ti(\s l)e- 
fore a District Justiee in such amount 
as may be approved by the Minister, 
tlu» condition of such recognizance 
being that the ])(»rson aforcsaid shall 
be of good beliaviour and keep the 
peace for sueh period not exceeding 
three yeai*s as shall be fixcd by the 
Minister aforesaid. 

4< (2) The several enactmcnts re- 
gulating the taking before a Divi- 
sional Magistrate of the Oity of Dub- 
lin of reeognizances to b(» of good be- 
haviour and to keep .the peacc and 
regulating the form and the mode of 
enforcing and estreating such recog- 
nizances shall apply to every recog- 
nizance entered into under this Sec- 
tion befoi*e a Divisional Magistrate 
aforesaid and the provisions of Sec- 
tion 24 of the Petty Sessions (Ire- 
land) Act, 1851, and Section 10 of 
the Fines Act (Ireland), 1851, as 
amended by th(» Summary Jurisdic- 
tion (Treland) Act, 1918, in relation 
to recognizances to be of good bc- 
haviour and to keep the peace shall 
apply to evcry recognizance entered 
into under this Section beforc a Dis- 
trict Justice outside the Police Dis- 
trict of the Dublin Metropolis. M 

This amendment is introduced be- 
cause it might be found desirablc, in 
certain cases, to release persons by 


entering into recognizances. As the 
Bill stood there was no power to take 
such recognizances. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Before passing from 
this amendment, I would like to under- 
! stand a little more as to what it im- 
plies. The arguments that have bcen 
used in regard to this Bill have been 
that it is not desirable to bring a pri- 
soner bcfore a Court; that a Court 
shall not be responsible for sentencing 
a prisoner for detcntion without trial, 
and that the Minister, in view of the 
powers that he seeks, should have the 
right to detain such a person. Now, 
on a rather summary reading, I gather 
that the proposal is to allow such a 
person to be frce on eondition that he 
cnters into reeognizances. It seems to 
me that that raises a question as to a 
trial, and suggests, at least, some kind 
of a judieial considcration of the ease. 
If the question of release, on entering 
into reeognizances, is to be dcalt vvith 
before a Diátrict Justice, or if the 
Minister may rcquire as a condition 
of release that such a person should 
enter into recognizanccs, that seems to 
raise a question of guilt or innocenee, 
and alters thc general application of 
the Bill in so far as it touehes thc re- 
quirernont of bail. 

It seems, further, to be cutting 
across the prineiplc enunciated by the 
Minister in defending this Bill, that 
the responsibility for detention should 
rcmain with him, and* that when he is 
satisfied that a rcasonable suspieion 
surrounds a person that hc should have 
the right to detain such a porson for 
not more than twelve months. Now he 
asks for powers to releascj provided 
that the suspected person will entcr 
into bail. I suggcst that that requires 
a little more elucidation and more 
defence before the Dáil agrees to it— 
ccrtainly more justification before the 
Dáil agrees to it, and I invite the Minis- 
ter to enlarge upon his proposition. 

Mr. 0 ’HIGGINS : Though I doubt 
very much whether Deputy Johnson 
will believe the assertion, the amend- 
mcnt is put in in the interests of the 
detained person. It has frequently 
happened that peoplc have been ar- 
rested on a very definite suspicion of 
acts jof aggression of one kind or 
another against their neighboursj and 
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had been detained, and it would be 
very useful in íhe future to hav<» power 
to bring a detained person oí' that kind 
before a Distriet Justiee and get him 
to enter into recognizances, thus en- 
abling him to be released. Now, I 
could give speeific eases, and I will 
give one speeifie case, not mentioning 
narnes. I have in mind a ease where a 
farm of seventy or eighty acres is in 
the ownership of two girls, and a com- 
bination of two or three individuals, 
having absolutely no elaim whatever to 
the properlv in law, or what might be 
considered equity, simply take advan- 
t.age of what they consider to be the 
helpless position of the real owners to 
harass them in every way and render, 
so far as they possibly could cffeet it, 
the propertv absolutely no use to 
them. Operations of that kind arc 
not earried on in the open or in the 
light of day. They are earried on fur- 
tivcly and by night, and the peoph' 
responsiblc in that ease, the people who 
beyond all question were rcsponsiblc 
in that case, wcre interned. It would i 
not have been possible to furnish full | 
legal proof of guilt against thcm, or 
against. any onc of them. Taking that 
case as a type, it would be useful if we 
had power to release persons of that 
kind on their undertaking to cnter 
into recognizances and to refrain from 
outrage or molestation of thcir neigh- 
bours in the future. That is what is 
provided for. Deputy Johnson scems 
to think that the conception is wrong 
of putting a person under bail where 
guilt has not bccn proved. That view 
bespeaks a short rncmorV on the part 
of thc Deputy. It was the commonest 
thing to see people brought before a 
eourt, chargcd, the case not proved, 
and bound to tho peace, although, ad- 
mittcdly, in vicw of thc presiding 
magistrate or judge, satisfactory evi- 
dence was not furnished. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Did they get a 
chance to defend themselves? 

Mr. O HIOGINS: Yes, they got a 
chance to defend themselvcs. If there 
is a goneral fecling amongst Deputies 
that this provision is w T rong, I am pre- 
pared to lcave it out from thc Bill, but 
I ask Deputics to remember that if it is 
omitted it will react against those who 


are detained. It will mean that if you 
have no provision to accept recogni- 
zances from flctained persons, if you 
are not able to accept their guarantee, 
or the guarantcc of sureties for 
theni, you will not rclease them, 
and the pcriod of their detcn- 
tion is likely to be longer. That is 
the vicw of the Dcpartment, and I 
think it is a view which Deputios will 
readilv understand. There may be a 
misunderstanding. It may be thought 
that sureties would be estreated on the 
sarno suspicion as led to the original 
arrest. That, of course, eould not be 
the case. The bails would be cstrcated 
only on a future conviction. In other 
words, going back to that agrarian case 
which I quoted as a type aiul which is 
not hypothetical, if those prisoners 
were releascd on cntering into recog- 
nizaneos bcfore a District Justico the 
bails could only be estreated in the 
cvent of a future conviction for an out- 
rage or molestation of thc owners in 
law and equity of the property con- 
cerned. 

Mr. JOHNSON : I agree that the pro- 
position in this amendmciit mav well 
act for thc benefit of the dctained per- 
son, but L think it is well that the Dáil 
sliould have had the explanation which 
the Minister has given as to the mean- 
ing of this section and as to its inten- 
tion. I think it would have bcen well if 
we had had it on the introduetion of the 
scction. While admitting that it might 
well act for the benefit oí the prisoncr, 
in fact that it might well be a means 
by which the Minister can go back upon 
his original decision to intern a person 
with a certain amount of grace, without 
hurting the appearances, it nevertheless 
sliows how difíicult a situation one gets 
into when trying to defend the pro- 
position in the J>ill that persons iuay 
be detained for twelve nionths merely 
on the suspieion, I repeat, of the Mini- 
ster. The contention has been all thc 
time that magistrates, courts and 
jiulges were not to be made responsible 
for the aet of the Executive in such á 
niatter; it was a ternporary Bill to deal 
with extraordinary circumstances. and 
the Executive Council should be made 
bear the responsibility for detcntion. 
Now the proposal is to require bail to 
be entered into on behalf of the person 
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detained, and, when sueh bail has been 
entered into, release may be grantcd. 
1 subrnit that that is bringing forward 
something approximating to a eourt, 
tliat thc reasonable ground for sus- 
picion on which thc detention was 
originally justified is being changed to 
a reasonable ground for suspicion that 
such a pcrson is capable of doing some- 
thing which is illegal, and that other 
persons are going to bear some respon- 
sibility for the future good conduct of 
tliat particular citizen. It is quite corn- 
mon luiowledge, as the Alinister says, 
that, persons may l)e brought to trial, 
aml, even where guilt has not he(Mi 
proved, that such person may be Iround 
to enter into reeognizances. 

Even in sucli cases the prisoner al- 
ways lias an opportunity oí‘ proving be- 
fore a court that he should not be evcn 
bound over, that there is not the 
slightcst shadow of justification for his 
dctention, and that faet alone makes a 
diffcrence between thc proposition in 
the Bill and the (‘xample which the 
Minister has quoted. I shall not op- 
pose the iiisc»rtion ot this new section, 
but r am glad tliat I have drawn from 
thc Minister at least soine explanation 
as to tvhy it was introdueed and what 
it ineans, and L think it would have 
been better had we had that explana- 
lion on its introduetion. 

Mr. DUGGAN: In reply to I)eputy 
Johnson’s rcniarks, I may say that the 
ireaning of Ihat amcndment was so ob- 
vious to me that I did not think it re- 
(juired explanation. I had a case in 
point a few days ago in eonneetion 
with one of these prisoners, quite a 
young man, whose father liad died 
since he was in prison. The father left 
him a valuable farm, and the young 
man’s unclc, who is acting as execu- 
tor, came to me and said that he was 
satisfied, if hc was rclcased, he would 
be prepared to guarantee that in future 
he would not be a danger to the State, 
and he was prepared to enter into re- 
eognizances. I am quite ccrtain that 
that is one of the cases that might be 
dealt with under this particular amend- 
ment. 

Amendment put and agreed to. 

Major COOPER: I beg to move the 
following amendment:— 


i “ In Section 7, page 4, line 38, 
after the word ‘ Superintcndcnt ’ to 
add the words ‘ who shall have 
powcr to delcgate his powers under 
this Act to any mcmber of a police 
force under the control of the 
Ministry of Home Affairs. ’ ” 

I think, possibly, an apology is duc 
for the putting down of an amend- 
mcnt on the Report Stage by a private 
member, but the fact is, that the ques- 
tion of delegation of power by a re- 
sponsible authority under the Bill did 
not come bcfore the Dáil until the 
Committec Stage. It. was not until the 
Committee Stage was reached that the 
Minister for Hoirie Affairs informed us 
j that thc rcsponsible authority, such as 
| a supcrintendent in the police force or 
a commandant in the Army, would be 
at libertv to delegate his powers to an 
inferior officer. It sccms to me that 
iliat dehígation requires definition. I 
was of opinion that under this 
delegation, authorised in the Bill, a 
subordinate officer would be liable to 
prosccution for illegal arrcst or false 
imprisonment. I put down this am^nd- 
ment stating to whom the superinten- 
dent can delegate his powers to. 1 
thinlc the Minister will agree that I 
have not made the delegation too 
I narrow. as I have left it to any 
j policernan. I do not bclievc that any 
I policcman is a danger to the public. 
1 He wears a uniform and is unarmed, 
and, if he is a membcr of thc C.I.D., 
he will, as the Minister informs us, 
carry a card which he will produce on 
dcmand. I think that the delegation 
proposed in this amcndmcnt will safe- 
guard the individual from the risk of 
prosecution. It cannot limit the opera- 
tions of the Act, and I hope that the 
Govcrnment will see their way to ac- 
cept it, even if only for the sake of 
safeguarding their subordinates. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I made some in- 
quiries as to the practice under the 
Public Safcty Act which now ^xists 
and whieh expires on the Ist of next 
month. I found almost. invariably that 
when arrests were made under that 
Act in the past they were made by 
the rcsponsible officer in person, and 
that the actual physical act of arrest 
I was pcrformed by the responsible 
' officer named in that Act. It seems to 
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mc that cases might well arise in 
which it wonld be necessary to safe- 
guard his right to delcgate to an agent 
or subordinate the duty of arresting, 
and, consequently, I was unable to 
meet the suggestion made on the Com- 
mittee Stage on this matter. As to 
the proposal at present before the 
Dáil, I consider that Deputy Cooper's 
amendment is useful, and I would ask 
merely that the Deputy would agree 
to an alteration in the wording, and 
that, after the word “ Superintendent ,, 
he would add the words “ or any mem- 
ber of a police foree thereto authorised 
by him. ,, The wording of the amend- 
ment that is on the Order Paper is, 
in fact, too broad and might to some 
minds suggest that he could even dele- 
gate his primary responsibility for the 
arrest, delegate his full powers under 
the Act, whereas all that is stated is 
that he should have power to delegate 
the power of arrest of a partieular per- 
son while the responsibility rests with 
him. I would ask the Deputy to agree 
to that alterat.ion. 

Major COOPER: Personally, I am 
quite prepared to aceept the alt(u*a- 
tion suggested. The Minister knows 
that private members arc at a dis- 
advantagi' in (lrafting amendments, 
and I am not disposed to insist on the 
wording. IIis suggestion mects my 
point, and I am prepared to aecept it. 

Mr. JOHNSON : l am anxious to 
lcnow whether this means a general 
authorisation; in other words, whether 
thc fact tliat a man is a mcmber of a 
police force is to be decmcd that he is 
ahvays acting under the authority of a 
responsible ofíicer and that, therefore, 
arrest and detentiou by such a person 
would be deemed to be arrcst and de- 
tention by a responsiblc ofíicer. 

Unless the authorisation is to be speci- 
íic in relation to a particular case ancl 
particular persons, the powcr that you 
are giving is very mueh greater than 
the power which was proposed in thc 
íirst draft of the Bill. It is one thing to 
say that a responsible officer not below 
the rank of Superintendent may make 
an arrest and may detain a person for a 
week without bringing him before a 
Court. It is another thing to say to an 
ordinary policeman that he may arrest 


and dctain for a week without bringing 
a person before a Court. Unless the 
delegation of authority is specific to a 
named person, the power that you are 
giving to the policeman is a very great 
extension of that which was originally 
proposed. If there is to be such power 
it should be to arrest, and a police 
officer to-day has that powcr. But the 
power to detain for a week is an en- 
largemcnt of such powers as will exist 
on thc lst February, unless this Bill is 
passed. 

To enlarge those powers to the extent 
that any general authorisation to a 
policeman from a Superintendent would 
enable that policeman to arrest and de- 
tain for a week is beyond the original 
intention of the Bill and, I hope, will 
not be conceded. I would very much 
rather have thc Bill without the amend T 
mcnt, so that the only person who is to 
bc autliorised to use these extraordi- 
nary powers would be a Superintendent 
and that if any person below the rank 
of a Superintendent were to try to exer- 
cise such extraordinary powers outside 
the ordinary law, then that porson 
would be liable to answer for any 
offenee. If thcre is to be an ainendment 
in this respect, then I submit that the 
only amendment that should be ae- 
ccptable, that should even bc con- 
sidered, should be that it would require 
the delegation of authority to be in 
writing and to have reíerenee to 
speciíie occasion. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: Deputies, in con- 
sidering the representations urged by 
Deputy Johnson, should consider also 
the practical difficulties in their appli- 
eation. The Superintendents , area, 
Deputies are ]n*obably aware, is ex- 
tremely large, and this could very easily 
happen: Take one of the smallest areas. 
There is a Chief Superintendent resi- 
dent in Naas. Let us suppose that an 
arrest under this Bill is necessary or 
highly advisable in thc Athy distriet on 
a particular day, and t.hat on that day 
the Spperintendent's presence in Naas 
is necessary in order to give 
U o'cloch. evidence in a particular case 
to appear in Court to prose- 
cute a prisoncr. It would be necessary 
for him to authorise some agent or sub- 
ordinate to perform the arrest in Athy. 

If Deputy Johnson would prefer after 
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the word “ Superintendent 99 to add 
“ or any member of a police force par- 
ticularly authorised by him 99 to avoid 
the suggestion of a general authorisa- 
tion- 

Mr. JOHNSON: I think that would 
bc an improvement. 

Major COOPER : Is the word ‘ ‘ spcci- 
ficallv ” not bettcr than “ particu- 
larly "1 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I am not much of 
a draftsman. but I think there is a 
shade of difference, that “particl!larly ,, 
rather suggests in a particular ease and 
“ spcciflcally 99 brings in the idea that 
hc should have, perhaps, some docu- 
mcntary cvidence of being authorised. 

Major COOPER: Very wcll; I do not 
press it. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I would undertake 
to eonsult with the Attorney-General 
and with the draftsman as to suitable 
wording, and if we thought a ehange 
was necessary we eould get it inserted 
elsewhere. 

Mr. JOHNSON: May I tak(‘ it tliat 
thc Minister is assuring the Dáil that- 
that ehange will take plaee and that the 
<luestion he is going to eonsult the 
Attorney-General upon is as to thc 
aetual wording? 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: 1 am preparcd now 
to make the change or to add after the 
word “ Superintendent 99 “ or any 

member of a poliec foree partieularly 
authorised by him 99 . If in eonsultation 
w’e consider that the adverb suggested 
by Deputy Cooper—“ specifically 99 —is 
better, it ean be inserted in another 
place. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: Why not 

“ partieularly and specifically 99 1 

Major COOPER: I do not know when 
w r e can have the amcndment made if we 
do not make it now. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: It is going ín now. 

Amendment:—In Section 7, page 

4, line 38, after the word “ Superin- 

tendent 99 to add the words “ or any 

member of a police force particu- 


larly authorised by him 99 —put and 
agreed to. 

Major COOPER: I beg to move 
amendment 6:— 

“ In Section 7, page 4, line 39, 
after the word “ Commandant 99 to 
add the words “ who shall liave 
powcr to delegate his powers under 
this Act to any member of the mili- 
tary forces of Saorstát Eireann not 
below the rank of sergeant-major, 
save and cxcept in such cases where 
a military force has been detailed in 
Battalion Orders to arrest any per- 
son or persons in which case every 
membcr of sueh force shall be 
deemed to possess the powers 
granted by this Act. ,> 

I am afraid this amendment will not 
bc as fortunate as the last. In this as 
well I have tried to meet the Govern- 
ment’s point of’view as far as I can. 
This amendment gives power of dele- 
gation to a military officer not below 
the rank of Commandant. I have tried 
I to meet the case that the Minister 
made in the Committee Stage. Ilc* in- 
stanced a case of a wanted man being 
in a particularly crowded place. I 
think*the instances he gave were a fair 
and a eireus. He said it would not be 
possible to give speciíic authority to 
every soldier in the party who would 
suVrouiul that spot to arrest the 
wanted man. This amendment pro- 
vides for that, beeause if any partv of 
men is detailed for the dutv of arrest- 
ing any man, Battalion Orders to pro- 
cecd to such and sueh a place to arrest 
various pcople wanted in itself gives 
every inember of the party the neces- 
sary authority. In addition I propose 
J that thc necessary authority can bc 
givcn to everybody not below the rank 
of sergeant-major. When it eomes to 
giving private soldiers the power of 
indiseriminate arrest you are really 
opening a very wide door indeed. We 
do not pay a private soldier 17/6 a 
week to have the qualities of a Fouché 
or of a Sherlock Holmes. He is not 
trained for that work and he may ex- 
crcise the right in a manner injurious 
to the public, particularly if, as some 
of them sometimcs do, he has taken a 
little too much drink. 

Again there is every possibility that 



179 Public &afety (. Vowers of Arrest DAIL EIREANN. and Detention) Temporary Bill. 180 


[Major Cooper.] 

a zealous man might mistake the iden- 
tity of a perfectly harmless individual 
for somebody he believed to be wanted. 
It will be within the recollection of the 
Dáil that beíore the truce, I think, 
Dr. (íregg, the Arehbishop of Dub- 
lin, was arrested by sorne Auxiliaries, 
who were under the impression that he 
was Mr. de Valera. In the event of 
Mr. de Valera eseaping from Arbour 
Hill I am afraid that, if the Bill is left 
as it stands, Dr. (íregg would lead 
a somewhat ehequered existenee and 
it might even bc unsafe for him to 
go al>road in public unless disguised. 
Soldiers are not paid or trained to ar- 
rest a man casually or on suspieion and 
their power of doing so should be lim- 
ited as far as possible. I have heard 
it suggested that if a soldier gets into 
a tram and finds himself opposite a 
man who is wanted, that he ought to 
be able to arrest him there and then. 
Iieally the suggeslion that any soldier 
is to arrest anybody, in any place, does 
not belong to the world. It belongs to 
Mexieo as we see it in the cinema. That 
is the only parallel that I am aware of. 
I would say to the Minister that you 
eannot legislate for exeeptional eases 
like this. Possibly in one instanee a 
man might eseape because the soldier 
happened to be below the rank of ser- 
gcant-major, although he was perfectly 
eertain that he knew the man and 
might have arrested him. That. is an 
individual partieular instanee in Avhich 
legislation beeomes powerless. Either 
the man will override the law and ar- 
rest him,or he will let him go. But the 
likelihood of tliat happening is so re- 
mote that l really do not. think theBill 
will suffer if the amendment is adopted. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I hope that the Min- 
ister will not aeeept .this amendment, 
and that Deputy Brvan Cooper’s pro- 
phecy will come true. The attempt in 
this Bill is to get away somewhat from 
t.he military control of peaee and order. 
You can see in thc Bill—and I give 
credit to the Minister for it; both Min- 
isters—that there is a distinet move- 
ment away from the military authority 
over the eivil life of the eountry as 
compared with the last Bill. Conse- 
qnently, no one below the rank of Com- 
mandant is to come within the defini- 
tion of “ responsible officer. ,, Now it 


is “ responsible officers only who are 
to have power to arrest and detain for 
a weck. Deputy Cooper’s amendment 
would allow a Captain, a Lieutenant, 
and any othcr officer not below the 
rank of Sergeant-Major. I say that is 
going back upon the intentions of the 
Bill and is inviting Commandants to 
makc policemen of soldiers who are not 
qualified. It is not dcsirable that they 
should become qualified to act as police- 
men, because they are not trained to 
act as policemen, and Deputy Bryan 
Coopcr’s arguments to that. effect, the 
irresponsible actions of the private are 
only to a somewhat less degree applic- 
able to the sergeant-major, still less, 
perhaps, and only still less, to the Com- 
mandant, although the Commandant is 
a responsible offieer under the terms of 
the Bill. But Deputy Bryan Cooper 
would suggest that the sergeant-major 
may be sueh a responsible offieer, 
eapable of rnaldng an arrest in a tram- 
ear, and I submit that that is not the 
duty that should be thrust upon a sol- 
dier, and that if sueh a duty is to be 
imposed upon anybody, it should be 
eonfined to officers of higher rank, an'i 
as few of them as possible. I hope the 
Minister will not aeeept this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I am inclined to 
agree with D(íputy Cooper that one 
cannot. legislatc fot* exceptional eases, 
ancl to warn him that it is impossible 
to legislate in sueh a way as to avoid 
the extremclv hypothetieal eases whieh 
he put in the eourse of his arguments 
on this Bill. He said, imagine quite a 
respectablc citizen, like myself or De- 
puty Figgis- 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: Or Dr. 

Oregg. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: Being arrested in 
a tram, bccause soldiers are left with 
power by the Minister under the Bill. 
Well, everyone knows that soldiers are 
not, in fact going about, and are not, in 
the fmture likely to go about, arresting 
inoffensive, law-abiding eitizens, who 
arc not, in the least wanted by the State 
or by the (rovernmcnt,. And so, while I 
admit that in some of the arguments 
that have been urged with regard to the 
Bill, there has been a certain force and, 
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I admit, a certain necessity for safe- 
guarding rights as far as possible, still 
it is not possible to legislate in such a 
\vay as to meet every extravagant hy- 
pothetical case that might be advanced 
hcre in a spirit of jest or in a spirit of 
casuistry. As to soldiers arresting at 
all, I would certainly wish that a situa- 
tion existed in the country in which 
soldiers ought not to arrest, in which it 
would not be necessary to ask soldicrs 
to make any arrests at, all. But you 
have not reached that position. M(»n 
are going about armed. Certain vcry 
lawless and very desperate men ai*(‘ 
still on the loose through the country, 
and it would not be a fair thing, it 
would not bc a proper thing, to ask 
’members of an unarnied police force to 
Jace into a house to arrest these men 
who are armcd to the teeth with letha* 
weapons of one kind or another. And 
because you still have that situation, it 
is neeessary to retain for the military 
(íertain powers of arrest, while en- 
deavouring to safeguard these powers 
against abuse as far as possible. 

While this diseussion was procccding 
the Minister for Defence drafted a. 
suggestion which scems to me to meet 
all reasonable objections that might 
be urged. lt is to substitute for the 
ainendment: To add after the last word 
of the particular paragraph, “ Com- 
mandant — 

“ who may be specifically em- 
powered in any particular case by 
the Minister for Defence to delegate 
his powers under this Act to any 
membcr of the Military Forces of 
Saorstát Fireann not below the rank 
. of sergeant. Save and except in 
such cases where a military forcc has 
been dotailed by Ihe order of a per- 
son so empowered to arrest any 
person or persons, in which ease 
every member of such force shall be 
deemed to possess the powcrs 
granted by this Act. ,, 

Reading that—and I have given it 
careful consideration—I think that it 
meets reasonable objections that ihight 
be urged. It, confines the power of 
arrest normally to the Commandant. 
It goes on then to say that a Com- 
mandant may be specifically em- 
powered in a particular case by the 
Minister for Defence to delegate his 


powers under the Act to any member 
of the military forces of Saorstát 
Eireann not bclow the rank of 
scrgeant. He can delegate in a par- 
tieular case, when he is authorised to 
do so by the Ministcr for Dcfenec, down 
to the rank of sergeant. And then 
thert* is this further modification: 
4 4 Save and exccpt in such cases where 
a military force has becn detailcd by 
the order of a person so empowered to 
arrest any person or pcrsons, in whi(*h 
ease every member of such foree shall 
be deemed to possess the powers 
granted by the Act.” If there is 
substantial agreement, with that I 
would put it in as an alternativc to thc 
I)eputy\s amcndmcnt. 

Mr. JOHNSON : I would likc to have 
a little more information as to what is 
mcant by the last paragraph. Undcr 
what, powcrs will such people be (le- 
tailed to make arrcsts? Is this undcr 
the Common Law, where a polieeman 
may call upon the military to make an 
arrest ? 

General MULCAHY : What exactly 
wc dcsirc to seeure is that in as much 
of thc country as possible thc military 
íorce^ would occupy their nonnal 
position. This amendment givcs us 
powcr, in eertain parts of the country 
wherc wc eonsider that thcse normal 
eonditions do not cxist, to indieate 
specifie arcas in whieh Commandants, 
and officers who oome higher up in 
authority, will be empowcrcd to dcle- 
gate to junior offieers in sueh areas— 
Captams or Licutenants, or if thcv 
want it, to go down to the rank of 
sergeant—powcrs of arrCst sueh as in 
any area in the eountry a Command- 
ant would have under this Bill. Take 
a case in which powers, whieh are 
normally held by a Commandant, have 
been delcgated to a íirst IJcutcnant in, 
say, some part of Wcst, Cork or Iverry. 
Ifc wants to secure thc arrest of 
speeific persons against whom a charge 
is laid within the terms of this par- 
tieular Act. He orders out a military 
party, places its members in charge of 
the sergeant, and gives him a speeific 
order to take out the party and arrest 
a particular person. The latter portion 
of this amendment would secure that 
that military party, as a whole, had 
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power to arrest the person or persons 
foneerned and, i£ nccessary, power to 
detain until thcy could hand over such 
person or persons to their proper 
superior authorities. 

There is one point with regard to 
whieh I am not quitc satisfied. The 
amendment would read, “ who may be 
speeifieally empowered in any particu- 
lar case, ,, who may be specifically em- 
powered in the ease of any particular 
officer; that is, judging by the condi- 
titiqns of a partieular area, talung the 
offict» of eommandant, and all rank 
abovt* tliat, in tbe speeifie ease of thesc 
officcrs in that particular area having 
authority, they would be specifically 
empowered to delegatc that authoVitv. 

“ In any partieular ease ” does not 
mean in the ease ot* any particular dis- 
trict, and I would like to assure myself 
that that eovers what 1 have in mind, 
and wili not ,uive rise at any time to a 
question as to what it exactly nieans. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I tako it that it is | 
obvious that this is tlie kind of amend- 
ment that will have to be before us 
before we can consider it satisfactorilv, 
and the Minister himself appears to de- I 
sire a little more time to eonsider tbe ; 
draíting. I take it that the best man- [ 
ner of dealiní? with this is either to I 
adjourn the discussion, or introduce ! 
such an amendnient in the Seanad. í | 
hope, as a matter of fact, that the Bill | 
will leavc the Dáil, in Ihis respeet, at 
any rate, with no amendment, and if, on 
further consideration, the proposal by 
the Minister for DeL’ence is found to be i 
desirable. then it should be introduced | 
ín the Seanad, and we would have í 
some notice of it. 

Major COOPER : So far as I am con* 
cerned, I think the Minister has pra'*- | 
tically met my point in every respect ! 
except one, and that is with regard to ! 
the lowest rauk to which this authoritv 
is to be delegated. I suggested a ser- 
preant-major, and the Oovernment sav 
a serffeant. It is a comparativcly 
minor point. I think myself that a 
ser»eant of military police may pos- 
sibly be a fitter person to makc an ar- 
rest tlian even a Ist or 2nd Lieutenanc 
in some eases, ‘though I am not going 
to stand on that. I am quite prepared 


to withdraw my amendment, subject 
to this being taken now or, if Deputv 
Johnson wishes it, to an amendment bc- 
ing introduced in the Seanad. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I would prefer to 
insert this amcndment now, leaving 'o 
ourselves a loophole in tlie unlikcly 
event of our being dissatisfied on con- 
sideration; that is, those responsible 
for the Bill, of having a small correc- 
tion made in the Seanad. It seems to 
me that I ought not to assumc that I 
would find a complacent member of thc 
Seanad who would move this amend- 
ment, which is one of some substance, 
aiul I would much prefer that it should 
be taken here, and that at a later stage, 
if necessary, a minor drafting amend-. 
ment would be inserted in the Seanad. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Would that mean 
that we would reíjuire to have anothcr 
Report Stage, and that the proposed 
amcndment wouhl be circulated prior 
to its consideration? 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

I take it that what the Minister nieans 
is that the drafting aniendment shouhl 
be introduced into the Seanad and not 
here. There will be no íurther Report 
Stage. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: What I niean, and 
what T have suggested, is that this, be- 
ing an amendment of some substancc, 
ought to be taken here. Minor verbal 
alterations, if on consideration they 
wei*e found n(*cessary, could probably 
be introduced in the other IIousc. 

My own inclination would be to ask 
thc Dáil to proceed with the amend- 
ment that has been drafted by the 
Minister for Defence, and I und(*rstand 
Deputy Tooper is willing to withdraw 
his amendment in its favour. 

Major COOPER : I do not think 
Deputv Johnson has a grievance in not 
having due notice, because it is sub- 
stantially my amendment. I quite 
understand that when the amcndment 
merely came from me Deputy Johnson 
did not take it seriously, but perhaps 
he will now take it as it is sponsored by 
the Government. The whole principle 
is the same. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Deputy Cooper is, 
of course, a man whose ability runs in a 
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different direction from mine. I am not 
able to appreciatc all the points of such 
an amendment of substance as has been 
read to us. I would require to have it 
in print before I could understand it 
thorouKhly in all its irnplications. I 
think the Dáil ought to, and must, liave 
propcr notice of such an important 
amendment as that. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: Would it meet 
Deputy Johnson’s objections if we had 
a Report Sta<?e on this Bill to-niorrow? 

Mr. JOHNSON: I havc no objeetion 
to tliat if I have the laiiguag’e of the 
amendment before me. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I could have the 
amondment in the Deput^’s hands pro- 
bably by to-night. 

Mr. JOHNSON: That will not pre- 
clrnle a Committee discussion upon it 
to-morrow? 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: No. 

Mr. JOHNSON: It really nieans the 
adjournment of the debate until to- 
morrow so that the new amendment 
may come forward. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: There are two 
other amendments, but we eould leave 
over that particular amendment until 
to-rriorrow, when it. will be in the Depu- 
ties’ hands. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: Would it 
not meot the casi» if, after passing 
amendment 8, progress werc reported? 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I see no objection 
to proceeding with the other amend- 
ments and then reporting progress. 

Mr. DUGGAN: I beR to movc: 

In the Schedule to delete para- 
graph 1, pagc 5, and to insert in lieu 
thereof the following paragraph:— 
“1. Inciting persons to enRafte in 
an attempt to overthrow by violence 
the established form of Oovernment 
of Saorstát Eireann, or organising or 
otherwise assistinp: or encouraging 
any such attempt. ,> 

The amendment really substitutes for 
the words “ engaging in a revolt,” the 
words “ to enprajare in an attempt to 
overthrow by violence ”. The amend- 


ment is introduced in pursuance of an 
undertaking given by the Minister for 
Home Affairs to Deputy Johnson in 
Committee, and in view of that faet I 
presume he will not require me to enter 
into any more elaborate cxplanation of 
its rneaning. 

I Mr. JOHNSON: The amendment 
satisfies the undertaking. 

Amendment agrecd to. 

| Mr. JOHNSON: I move the follow- 
ing: “ In the Schedule, paragraph 2, 
page 5, before the word inducing, to 
insert thc word ‘ unlawfully. , ” This 
amendmcnt, I take it, will be accepted, 
j inasmuch as it does for number 2 what 
' was agrced to for number 10; that is, 
, to insert the word unlawfully ” be- 
j forc inducing. ” It is merely a safe- 
i guard, and I do not think there is any 
j necd to arguc it. 

j Mr. O’HIGGINS : I accept the amend- 
i rnent. 

I 

J Amcndment agreed to. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I movc to rcport 
progress. 

| Agreed. 

DAIL RESUMES. 

j Progress reported, the Committee to 
| resume to-morrow. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT ELECTORS 
REGISTRATION BILL (FROM 
THE SEANAD). 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: In view of the ab- 
sence of both the President and the 
Ceann Comhairle, I would ask the Dáil 
to leave over the discussion on the 
Local Government Electors’ Registra- 
tion Bill until to-morrow. 

Agreed. 

CORONERS ’ (QUALIFICATION) 
BILL, 1923.—SECOND STAGE. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: This Bill, as I ex- 
plaincd on the First Reading, is a very 
short and simple Bill, necessitated by 
circumstances arising out of the events 
of two or three years ago. During that 
period of conflict witli the British, when 
the Statutc law of the country was 
more Ifonoured in the breach than in 
the observance, a Coroner was appoint- 
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ed íor the City of Limeriek who had 
not the statutory qualifieations, and a 
Coroner was also appointed in West- 
meath who did not possess the statu- 
tory qualifiealions. These men havc 
sinee carried out the duties oi’ Coroner, 
and it seems highly desirable to vali- 
date their appointmcnts. That is one 
of two objects of the Bill. Seetion 1 
of the Kill aims at niaintaiuing the 
qualification of five years’ Justice of 
the Peacc, in the ease of any person 
who was a Justice of the Peaee on the 
lst January, 1919, and who resigned 
as between that date and the 6th Dec., 
1921. lt is, of eourse, entirely optional 
with the Countv Couneil to appoint 
any person who has any of the íhree 
qualifieations. 

The qualiíications preseribed by the 
Coroners’ Aet of 1881 are as follows:— 

“ The person to be appointed must be 
a Doctor duly qualified and registered 
under the Aet of 1858, a Barrister or 
Solicitor of the Supreme Court, or a 
Justiee of the Peacc of five years’ 
standing.” Now, it is with regard to 
that latter qualifieation—a Justiee of 
the Peace of fivc years’ standing—that 
Seetion 1 of the Bill deals. We submit 
it is desirable to continue that qualifi- 
cation provided that. the person was a 
Justiee of the Peace on the lst Jan., 
1919, and resigned as between that and 
the 6th December, 1921. There are al- 
together three specific cases covercd by 
the Bill, thc case of the Coroner of 
Limericlc City, the easc of the Coroner 
in Westmeath, and Section 1, whieh ^ 
covers one case that has arisen within j 
the last few months dealing with the j 
Coronership of Leix, where a person 
was appointed who had five years in 
the past as a Justice of the Peace and 
who resigned his office some time in 
1921. I move “ That the Bill be now 
read a seeond time.” 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL: I beg to ' 

second. | 

Motion put and agreed to. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: In view of the 
complete absence of comment or criti- 
cism, I wonder would the Dáil be will- 
ing to pass this measure now? 

Mr. JOHNSON: I have no objection. 


Mr. O’HIGGINS: I move the suspen- 
sion of Standing Orders so as to enable 
the Bill to be taken through its re- 
maining stages. 

Agreed. 

DAIL IN COMMITTEE. 

The Coroners’ (Qualifíeation) Bill, 
1923, passed through Committce with- 
out amendment. 

DAIL RESUMES. 

Coroners' (Qualification) Bill, 1923, 
was reported, and was passcd through 
all its remaining stages, and ordered 
to be sent to thc Scanad. 

COURT OFFICERS (TEMPORARY 

APPOINTMENTS) BILL, 1923.— 
SECOND STAGE. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: This Court Officcrs 
(Temporary Appointments) Bill is in- 
troduced mainly as an economy meas- 
ure, and it simply deals with apractical 
difficulty that has arisen in the machin- 
ery of administration in the country. 
In eertain Court offiees vacancics have 
arisen. I think there were one or two 
in connection with clerkships of the 
Crown and Peaee, certain Probate 
Registrarships in Cork, and a few 
others here and there through the 
eountry. We have passed here a Bill 
reorganising the machinery of justicc 
for the c*ountry, and that Bill is at pre- 
sent. bcfore the Seanad. It seems 
undesirable, when the Court machinery 
of the country is about to undergo con- 
siderable changes, to appoint peoplc to 
these old offices with exactly the samc 
tcnure and rights as their predecessors. 

But, short. of legislation to meet the 
point, that would be necessary, and 
this Bill is introduced to enable me, or 
the Minister for Home Affairs for the 
time being, to make temporary pro- 
vision to have the duties attaching to 
these vacant offices carried out, with- 
out giving the person appointed to do 
the work all the rights and all thc 
vested interests of their predccessors. 

I think that that is an object which 
will commend itself to Deputies 
generally, and I feel that it is unneces- 
sary, in so far as the principle of the 
Bill, at any rate, is concerned, to 
elaborate the point. Certain minor 
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matters may arise on the Committee 
Stage, but I now ask Deputies to give 
this Bill a Second Reading. 

Question put and agreed to. 

Third Stage ordered for Tuesday, 

22nd January, 1924. 

DÁIL IN COMMITTEE. 

DÁIL EIREANN LOÁNS AND 
FUNDS BILL, 1923. 

(THIBD STAGE.) 

SECTION 1. 

In this Act— 

the expression “ Internal Loan 99 
means the loan íloated under the 
authority of the First Dáil Eireann 
by publie subseription during the 
years 1919 and 1920 and closed on 
the 17th day of July, 1920, 
the expression “ External Loans ” 
mcans and includes the loan floated 
on and after the 21st day of January, 

1920, undcr the authority of the 
First Dáil Eireann by public sub- 
scription in the United States of 
America and the loan floated on and 
after the 15th day of Novcmber, 

1921, under thc authority of the 
Seeond Dáil Eireann by publie 
subscription in the United States of 
America, 

the expression “ the First Dáil j 
Eireann 99 means the assembly of 
members of Parliament electecl for 
constituencies in Ireland at a Parliá- 
mentary Election helcl on the 14th j 
day of December, 1918, who first j 
came togetlier in a Parliament held ! 
on the 31st day of January, 1919, i 
in the official residence of the Lord 
Mayor of Dublin called thc Mansion 
Ilouse at Dublin, and there drcw up 
and promulgated a provisional con- 
stitution for the said assembly as 
Dáil Eireann and Government of 
Saorstát Eireann, 

the expression “ the Second Dáil 
Eireann 99 means the assembly of 
members of Parliament elected for 
constituencies in Ireland at a Parlia- 
mentary Electioii held on the 13th 
day of May, 1921, who met as Dáil 
Eireann and Government of Saorstát 
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Eireann in a Parliament held at 
Dublin in the Mansion House afore- 
said on the 16th day of August, 
1921, the expression “ Minister 99 
means the Minister for Finance. 

Mr. DOLAN: I beg to move amend- 
mcnt 1 to this Section: To delete in 
line 32, the figures ‘ 31st/ and to sub- 
stitute in lieu thereof the figures 
4 21 st . 9 99 

Amendment put and agreed to. 

| Mr. DOLAN: I beg to move amend- 
j ment 2 to this Scction: '' To add at the 
cnd of the Section the following 
words:—“The expression ‘ subscriber J 
includes the personal representative of 
a deceased subscriber . 99 

Amendment put and agreed to. 

Question—“ That Seetion 1, as 
amendcd, stand part of the Bill 99 —put 
and agreed to. 0 

SECTION 2. 

(1) All moneys, investments, and 
otlier property which immediately 1 e* 
forc the passing of this Act were 
vested in or were in the custody, 
possession, or control of the Dáil 
Eireann Trustees or any of them or 
any persons or person acting on be- 
half or under the authority of the 
Dáil Eireann Trustees or any of them, 
and were so vested or in such cus- 
tody, possession, or control in trust 
for or on behalf of the Government 
of Saorstát Eireann, shall imme- 
diately after the passing of this Act 
be transferred to and bccome and be 
vested in the Minister, and all sueh 
conveyances, deeds, and other instru- 
ments as shall be necessary fully to 
effectuate such transfer shall, upon 
the reíiuest and at the cost of the 
Ministcr, be duly executed by the 
Dáil Eireann Trustees and all other 
necessary parties. 

(2) All liabilities, expenses, and 
payments necessarily and properly in- 
curred or made by the Dáil Eireann 
Trustees in or about tlie execution of 
their duty as such Trustees and not 
otherwise paid or discharged prior 
to thé passing of this Act, and the 
costs and expenses of effectuating thc 
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transfer of pí*operty to the Minister 
under this section shall be paid or 
provided for the Minister out of 
moneys to be provided by the Oíre- 
aehtas. 

(3) All moneys, investments, and 
other property transferred to the 
Minister by or under this seetion shall 
be applied and disposed of in such 
mannor as the Minister shall from 
time to timc by order provide. 

Every order made by the Minister 
under this sub-section shall be laid 
before eaeh House of the Oireachtas 
as soon as may be after it is madc, 
and if a resolution is passed by Dáil 
Eireann within the next subsequent 
twenty-one days on which Dáil 
Eireann has sat annulling sueh order, 
such order shall be annulled aeeord- 
ingly, but without prejudice to thc 
validity of anything previously done 
under sueh order, and any recorri- 
mendation in respeet of sueh order 
whieh shall be made by Seanad 
Eireann witJiin-sueh twenty-one days 
shall be duly eonsidered hy Dáil 
Eireann. 

(4) In this scction thc expression 

“ the T)áil Eireann Trustees means 
and ineludes all persons appointed by 
the First Dáil Eireann or by the 
Second Dáil Eireann to be trustees 
for Dáil Eiroann as the (íovernment 
of Saorstát Eireann as then eonsti- ' 
tuted. M ! 

I 

Mr. DUGGAN : I beg to move amend- 
ment 3: “ To insert in sub-seetion (2), , 
line 5, immediately before the words ! 
1 the Dáil/ the words ‘ or on behalf 
of . 7 7 7 | 

This is merely a drafting amendment. j 
Amendment put and agrecd to. | 

Question—That Seetion 2, as ' 
amended, stand part of the Bill ”_ pu t 
and agreed to. 

SECTION 3. 

(1) All shares in the National Land 
Bank Limited now standing in thc 
name of or otherwise vested in the 
Natland Auxiliary Society Limited, 
shall be transferred to and vest in 
the Minister, and all deeds of trans- * 
fer and other instruments necessary 


to give cffect to'such transfer shall, 
on the request and at the cost of tho 
Minister, be executed by the Natland 
Auxiliary Society Limited and all 
other necessary parties. 

(2) The Minister may exercise all 
or any of the rights and powers which 
may from time to time be exereisable 
by the holder of the shares trairs- 
ferred to him by this section, and 
where any of such rights or powcrs 
are exereisable by attorney the Minis- 
ter may, if hc so thinks proper, exer- 
cise sueh rights or powers by hi& 
attorney. 

(3) All liabilities which may from 
t.ime to time be imposed on or in- 
curred by the Minister by reason of 
his being the holder of the shares 
aforesaid, shall bc discharged by him 
out of moneys to be provided by the 
Oireachtas. 

(4) Thc limitation contained in sec- 
tion 4 of the Industrial and Provi- 
dent Soeieties Act, 1893, on thc in- 
terest which may be had or elaimed 
by one pcrson in the shares of a 
soeicty registered under that Aet 
shall not apply to any interest in thc 
shares of the National Land Bank 
Limited which shall be vested in or 
claimed by the Minister by virtue of 
this section. 

Mr. DIJGGAN : I beg to move ainond- 
ment 4: “ To insert in sub-section (3), 
3ine 44, after thc word 1 Minister, , the 
words ‘ und(‘r this Seetion or/ 

This is also a drafting amendment. 
The words proposed to be inserted are 
intended to refer to the words “ at the 
cost of ” in Iine 35. 

Amendment put and agreed to. 
Question—“ That Seetion 3, as 

amended, stand part of the Bill ”— 
put and agreed to. 

SECTION 4. 

As soon as conveniently may be 
after the passing of this Act tha 
Minister shall eause an authentic 
Register of subscribtTs to the Inter- 
nal Loan to be prepared, and may 
take such steps as he shall consider 
to be nceessary or proper for that 
purpose, including prescribing the 
conditions and evidence upon which 
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any porson claiminp to be a sub 
scriber to the Internal Loan rnay bc 
cntered in the Registor. 

Mr.DUGOAN: I beg to niovo aniencl- 
ni(‘iit 5, “ To add a now sub-s(‘C'tion as 
follows:— 

(2) The deeision of the Minister 
as to the elaim of any person to be a 
subseriber to the Internal Loan or to 
be entered on the Register of siu* 
subseribers under this Seetion sha ! l 
be final. M 

rases may arise in whieh there ma/ 
h(* some doubt as to whether or not n 
person was a subseriber to the loan, 
and tliis amendrnent is to provide that 
someone should have the riííht to 
deeide whether t.he person was or 
was not a subseriber. That is merely 
what the amendment is intended to 
eover. 

Amendment put and agreed to. 

Question:—■“ That Scetion. 4, as 
amended, stand part of tho HiN M —put 
and agreed to. 


(I) There shall be issued throufrh 
the Post. Ofíiee to every subseriber to 
the Internal Loan whose name is 
imtered in the Register of sueh sub- , 
seribers prepared under this Act a 
savings eertifieate for a sum equal 
to the amount subseribed by sueh 
jierson to the lnternal Loan, to- 
jrether with interest on that amonnt 
at the rate of five per cent. per an- 
num from the 17th day of July, 1920, 
or sueh later date as the amount | 
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ings eertifieate issued under this 
section shall be payable before the 
31 st day of Dccember, 1927, and that 
the eonsent of the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral shall not l)e necessary to an 
assignment of any such savings 
eertificate. 

(4) The total amount payable on 
th(‘ 31 st day of December, 1927, in 
rcspect of savings certificates issued 
uuder this seetion and the expenses 
ineurred in connection with the issue 
and payment of sueh savings certifi- 
eates shall be eharged on thc Centrai 
Fund or the growing producc there- 
o t*. 

Mr. DUGGAN: L beg to movc am- 
endment 6:—“ To delete sub-sections 

(1) and (2) aml insert in lieu thereof 
one new sub-seetion as follows:— 

(1) There shall be issued through 
the Post Offiee to every subseriber to 
the Internal Loan whose name is en- 
tered in the Register of such suh- 
seribers prepared under this Act a 
savings eertifieate whieh shall entitlc 
the holder thereof to be paid on the 
lst day of June, 1927, the sum of 
twenty-eight shillings for every 
pound subseribed by sueh subseriber. 

Th(‘ provisions of sub-section (1) of 
this Seetion would, in praetice, involve 
an enormous amount of ealeulation, 
and the provisions proposed by the am- 
endmenl will be siinpler in practiee 
and will give to the subscribers terms 
whieh are approximately given by the 
additional sub-section and fix the de- 
finite sum whieh will be payable. 

Amendment put and agreed to. 


aforesaid was fully subseribed to the 
31 st day of Deeember, 1923. 

(2) Every savings eertifieate issued ! 

undcr this seetion shall entitle the j 
holder thereof to be paid on the lst 
day of June, 1927, the sum of twenty- 
four shillings for every pound of the 
sum for whieh the eertifieate was ! 
issued. ! 

(3) All regulations for the time j 
bcing in foree in relation to savings 
eertifieates issued through the Post ; 
Office prior to the passing of this 
Act shall apply to savings certifi- j 
eates issued under this section, save j 
that no part of the amount of a sav- 
Vol. 6. 


Mr. DUGGAN: I beg to move am- 
endment 7 as follows:— 

ln sub-seetion (3), page 4, line 
7, to delete the figures “ 31st ff and 
to substitute in lieu thcreof thc 
figure lst, M and in line 8 to delefce 
the word “ December ff and substi- 
tute in lieu thereof the word << June. > 
This is merely the correetion of a 
date. 

Amcndmcnt put and agreed to. 

Mr. DUGGAN : I beg to move amend- 
ment *8, as follows:—“ In sub-scction 

(4), page 4, linc 11. to delete the words 

o 1 
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4 31st da y of Deecmber ’ and to inscrt 
in lieu thercof thc wovds ‘ lst day of 
June.’ ”• 

This is also the correction of a date. 

Question: ‘‘ That Section 5, as 
amended, stand part of the BiJl ”—put 
and agreed to. 

SE(TlON 6. 

(1) It shall hc lawful for the 
Minister to take such steps as he 
shaJI tliinlv proper to ascertain the 
names and other particulars of all 
suhscrihers to the Hxternal Ijoans or 
either of theni and the amounts | 
suhscribed by them resp(»ctively. 

(2) The Minister niay at any time | 
issue to every subscriber to the 
External lmans or either of them a ; 
stoclc eertificate for a sum equal to | 
the amount so subscribed J>y him: ! 
Pros ided that the Minister may post- í 
pom» the issue of stock certificates | 
undci thís section until he is satisfied ; 
Ihat all moneys subscribed to the j 
External Jjoans or eithci* of them and 
not duly accounted for'have (so far j 
as the same ;«re reeoverable) been 
paid into the Exchequer. 

(3) The Minister may at any time 
redoem all or any of the stock cer- 
tificates issued under this section 
either 

(a) by paying to the holder 
thereof a sum equal to the 
nominal amount of the cer- 
tificate together with in- | 
terest on that amount at the i 
rate of five per cent. per j 
annum from the date on ! 
whieh the amount aíoresaid 1 
was fully subscribed to the 
Loan to thc date of redemp- 
t.ion, or 

(h) by purchasing such certifi- 
cates for such price as the 
Minister shall think proper. 

(4) The Minister may, subject to 
the provisions of this section, make 
regulations governing thc issue, 
transfer devolution, and redemption 
of stock certificates issued under this 
section. 

(5) There shall be charged on the 
Central Pund or the growing pro- 
duce thereof such sum as shall be I 


j required to redeem in mamuT here- 
I inbefore provided all stock certifi- 
I ca tcs issued under this scction aiid 
jj to meet the cxpenses in connectioii 

with the issue and rcdemption of 
such stoclv certificatcs. 

Mr. DOLAN : I beg to move amcnd- 
ment 9:— “ ln Sub-Section (2), Jines 
22 to 27, to delete from and including 
the words ‘ Provided that ’ to the end 
of the SuJ)-Soetion. ,, 

This is the deletion of a oondition 
that was in tho BiJl as originally in- 
troduced. lt proposes to tal<o away 
that condition and it clarifies the pcr- 
son in rofcrcMice to the External Loan. 

I think it is a very necessary amend- 
ment, in viow of tho fact that we are 
dealing with citizons ot' anothor State, 
and 1 thiiilc it is important. that wo 
should not put forward any conditions 
that might J»e calculated to injurc us 
abroad. 

Amendment put and agr(»ed to. 

Quostion: “ That Section 6, as 
amended, stand part of the Bill ”— 
put and agrced to. 

SECTION 7. 

(1) The Minister may l)orrow 
from any person and the I*ank of 
IreJand may advanee to tbe Minister 
any sum or sums not exc(»oding in 
tho whole one million, two hundrcd 
and fifty tliousand pounds to meet 
the sums charged on the Central 
Fund and the growing produco 
thereof by this Act, and for the pur- 
pose of such Jiorrowing the Ministcr 
may create and issue securities bear- 
ing such rate of interest, and sub- 
ject to such conditions as to repay- 
ment, redemption or otherwise as he 
shall thinlv fit. 

(2) The principaJ and interest of 
any securities issued under this Act 
and the expenses incurrcd in con- 
nection with the issue of such 
securities shall bc charged on the 
Central Pund or the growing pro- 
duce thereof. 

(3) Any money raised by securi- 
ties issued under this Act shall b(» 
placed to the credit of the account 
of the Exchequer and shall form part 
of the Central Pund and be avail- 
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al)le in any inanner in whieh sueh 

Fund is available. 

Mr. DUOGAN : I bej»' to move amend- 
ment 10, as follows:—“ In sub-section 
(1), line 47, to delete the words ‘ One 
million, two hundred and fiíty thou- 
saml pounds ’ and to insert in lieu 
thcrcof the words ‘ Two million, five 
hundred thousand ^ 01111 ^ 8 .’ 

The sum proposed by the amend- 
ment is the amount that is 110 w eon- 
sidered to be neeessary to meet the 
(‘xpenditure under the Bill. 

Amendment put and aí»reed to. 

Mr. DUGGAN: I beg to move amend- 
ment nuniber 11 :— 4 4 In sub-seetion (2) 
to delete the word 4 Aet ’ and in litui 
1h(»reof to insert the word ‘‘ Seetion.’ 99 

Tliis is merely a draftin«>- amendnn-nt. 
Tlie securities referred to are the securi- 
ties issued under the sub-seetion of this 
parti(*ular Section. and. thci'efore, 
“ Section 99 is a betier word than the 
word ‘4 Act. M 

Amendmcnt put and a»reed to. 

Mr. DUGGAN: I bcg to move amend- 
ment 12: “ Ln sub-seetion (3), line 57, 
to deletc the word 4 Aet/ and in lieu 
thereoí: to insert thc word * Section. , ’’ 

This ameudment is identical with the 
last. 

Amendment put and agreed to. 

fjuestion—“ That Seetion 7. as 
amended, stand part of the Bill M —put 
and agreed to. 

Question—“ That the Title be the 
Title of thc Bill ”—put and agreed to. 

DAIL RESUMES. 

Bill, as amended. reported. Fourth 
Btage ordered for Tuesday, 22nd Janu- 
ary, 1924. 

QUESTION ON THE ADJOURN- 
MENT. 


BOND ISSUES UNDER THE 
LAND AOT. 

MINISTER for DEFENCE (General 
Mulcahy) : I beg to move the adjourn- 
ment of the Dáil until 3 oVlocl* to- 
morroAv. 


AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

Earlier in the cvening: Peputy Johnson 
gave noticc that he would raise a ques- 
tion on the motion for the adjournment. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I gavc notice that 1 
would raise, on thc motion for the ad- 
journment, with a view to further eluci- 
dation and examination, the statement 
made by thc Minister for Agriculturc in 
reference to the guarantee by the 
British Governmcnt of the bond issues 
under the Land Act. It. appeared from 
the statenient rnade by the Ministcr that 
some discussions took place 011 this mat- 
ter prior to thc signing of thc Treaty, 
and that since that time, and. as a mat- 
ter of fact, quite recently, the British 
(íovernnient madc an offcr to the Saor- 
stát (íovernment that they would b(* 
prepared to guarantee the principal and 
interest on the bond issucs by the Gov- 
crnment of the Irish Free State under 
the Land Act rccently passed. Now, it 
is very good and very kind, I have no 
doubt. of the British (íovernment to 
olfer to give the assurancc to the land- 
lords. or to any person who may buy 
laml bonds, but I think it is a very 
mueh more serious matter, and one that 
1 requires some consideration at any rate. 
Tt may be easily justified, but it will re- 
quii*(» sorne justification, to say that the 
1 Free State Government has aecepted 
I that guarantcc. As I say, it is very 
| satisfactory, no doubt, to the holders 
| ot* the íiand Bonds, but I doubt very 
j mueh whether it is so satisfactory to 
! the stability or, shall T say, the inde- 
j pendence of the Free State, in doing 
I what amounts, in effect, to this: putting 
1 this State into pawn to the extent of 
j the amount of the Land Bonds that 
| may be issued. * 

! To that extcnt, at any rate, we have 
said to thc British Govemment: “ You 
are guarantecing the principal and in- 
terest of thesc bonds, and, consequently, 
it will be your duty to see that we con- 
duct ourselves properly, so that. vou 
will not be called upon to honour that 
guarantee. ,, It will be the duty hencc- 
forward, if this proposition of the 
Minister is carried through, of the 
British (Tovernment, for the sake of its 
taxpayers, to try to ensure that the 
affairs of the Saorstát will be properly 
conducteTi so that they will not be 
called upon to guarantee both the prin- 
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oipal and interest of these bonds. That 
obviously means that we are agreeing 
to that amount of interference. We 
are inviting them to make themselves 
vonfident of the stability of this State, 
to keep a watehful eyc over our pro- 
eeedings, to make sure that we do not 
overrun our financial resources, and, 
gcnerally, to keep oui*selves solvent so 
that thev will not be called upon to 
pay up. Now this may be quite a 
wrong interpretation of what the 
Minister said, but putting the refer- 
ence in the King s speech to the Bri- 
tish Parliamcnt alongside the explana- 
tion, so far as it went, given by the 
Minister, it seems to me to require fur- 
ther consideration, and ought to have 
discussion in the Dáil beforc it is 
agreed to. 

I think that, unless further satisfac- 
tory explanations are given, it may be 
necessary to ask the Dáil to inform thc 
British Government that we do not 
desire that they should pass this legis- 
lation which they propose to introduce. 

I do not think that thc Dáil should 
allow to pass without very serious 
notice the proposition that for seeuring 
the landlords or the holders of land 
bonds the Saorstát is prepared to aslc 
for, or even to aecept, the offer of the 
British Government to guarantee these 
bonds. I say that it is putting this 
State in pawn to the British Cíovern- 
ment to that extent, and it is doing it 
by departmentai action, without refer- 
ence to the Oireachtas. I hope that the 
matter will be discussed or, at least, 
that the Minister, even at this stage, 
will say something to remove the im- 
pression that has been created by the 
reference in the King\s speech in the 
British Parliament, and by his own 
statement this afternoon, which was 
taken on short notice. 

Maior COOPEB took the Chair at 
this stage. 

MINISTER for AGRICULTURE (Mr. 

Hogan): Deputv Johnson referred to 
the impression which has | 
5 o’cloch. been created first by the re- 
ference in the King’s speech, 
but it w r ould be more correct if he 
ref^rred to an impression which he him- | 
self wished to create. Even though I 
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say that, I will go on to say that 1 
agree with practicallv every word 
which the Deputy has just stated, and 
I am rather glad that this question has 
bcen raised now so as to givc me an 
opportunity ot alla.ving the feara of the 
very large number of the people in this 
I country who are ready to smell a rat at 
the very fii*st opportunitv. The Deputv 
states that this is an attempt to come to 
an arrangement wdth the British 
I Govcrnment behind the backs of the 
Dáil. It is not. He also Jaboured thc 
point that it would be desirable that 
this Dáii should be the particular body 
to dccidc thc V(*t*y scrious qucstions t.hat 
arise in any financial transaction with 
England or any other countrv. 1 
agree with every w'ord ot' that. I rc- 
iterate what the Deputy has said. It 
is absolutely essential that this Dáil 
should be the bodv to say whcther it is 
good business for us to accept any 
oflfer, financial or othcrwise, madc by 
England, France, Germany, <tr anv 
other country. I agree with the Deputy 
that very important issues are raised 
in all these matters, and that the.v 
should not be decided by departmental 
officials or by Ministcrs or by W'ould-be 
experts of any kind. 

These questions of high policy are to 
be decided, and should be decided, by 
this Dáil, and this question that we are 
debating now’—whether we should ac- 
eept the offer made by the British 
Government to guarantee the land 
bonds—and all the issues which that 
offer raises, as well as all the issues 
raised by Deputy Johnson—and issues, 
perhaps, which he has not raised—will, 

I hope, bc discussed and decided, with 
the full know T ledge of all the circum- 
stances, by this Dáil at the first suit,- 
able opportunity. I hopc that. that 
will allav the fears which *the Deputy 
professes to have. I suggest to the 
Deputy that in the circumstances and 
in view of what I have júst said, the 
proper time to debate all these issues 
is when the matter comes formally 
before us, when we make a proposal 
which we will recommend to the Dáil, 
and when the question has to be de- 
cided, yes or no. 

Mr. O'CONNELL: May I interrupt 
the Ministcr to ask bim whether he 
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slands by the statement that the oífei* 
was made and accepted? 

Mr. HOOAN: Certainly. An offer 
was made by the JBritish Government, 
and, so far as I am concemed, and so 
tar as this Oovemment is conecrned, 
they have accepted that offer, subject, 
of course, to the approval of the I)áil, 
just as the offer was madc by the Bri- 
tish (rovemment subject to the ap- 
proval of the British Parliament. I 
havc to reiterate here again a fact 
which Deputies seem constantly, either 
delibcrately or othcrwise, to forget, 
namely, that wc are an indepcndent 
country, but that England is another, 
and that w r hen an English (fovernmcnt 
makes an offer of that sort it must 
make it subject to Parliament, just as 
we ean only acecpt subject to thc con- 
scnt of Parliament. That position is 
perfcctl.v clear. Let us talk lmsincss, 
and this is a business mattcr. If busi- 
ncss is to be done with an English, 
French, or (íerman (fovcrnment, some- 
one must make an offer, and someone 
must aecept. Once it is well under- 
stood that both offer and acceptance are 
subject entirel.v to the consent of Par- 
íiament, what is wrongf Where is the 
dangerf Ts it the Deput.v's casc that 
the English Prime JMinister came to us 
and said: 4,: Look here, during the 

Treatv discussions \\c acknowledged 
our obligations for land purchase, and 
if you think it is good business we will 
guarantee the land bonds. ” We eould 
not prevent thcm trom saving that, and 
pcrsonallv I would be sorr.v to prevent 
them, but we are entitled to consider 
that, if w r e think it. good business sub- 
ject, to the Dáil. This business is being 
discussed here. It will be necessar.v to 
havc legislation introduced into each 
House. The English Parliament can 
discuss this freelv and independently, 
and we also can discuss it írecly and 
independently. If the difficulty is as 
to who is to begin, it is childish to take 
up the time of the Dáil. I want to 
meet the Dcputv fairlv in this matter, 
and I want to get next him and see 
what he objects to. I w r ould like to 
undcrstand his point of view\ 

Mr. JOHNSON: The Minister will 
perhaps allow r me to say this, that the 
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assurances that he is now giving me are 
very much better given bcfore the issue 
of to-morrow’s papers than after this 
discussion has taken plaee. 

ACTINO-CHAIBMAN . Is this by 
way of explanation or point of order? 

Mr. JOHNSON: By way of explana- 
tion. 

Mr. HOGAN: That is the sort of thing 
which I object to. The Deputy knows 
perfectly well that no mcmber of the 
(fovernment, not even such an impor- 
tant personage as an External Minister, 
is .able to bind thc Parliament of the 
nation. It is not good enough for the 
Deputy to eome here and pretend that 
he thought that I w r ent to England and 
told the British (fovernment that I w v as 
going to accept their guarantce for land 
lionds which we were about to issue, 
and that I w r as not going to allow the 
Irish Parliament to have a w r ord to say 
to it. That is a little bit too thin. íf 
there are misunderstandings amongst 
ignorant people throughout the countrv, 
the Deputv has gone an extraordinarv 
way about doing w T hat he professes to 
do, namel.v, clear them up. The 
Deput.v knows as w T ell as I do that it* 
an offer is made by the British Govern- 
ment, and accepted bv the Irish 
(fovernmcnt, it is subjeet to the sanc- 
tion of both Parliaments. He knows 
that perfectl.v well, and any attempt. 
to i>retend now T that there w T as some 
atteni])t madc here to come to an agree- 
ment behind the baek of Parliament is 
not good enough. 

Mr. JOHNSON: ()n a point of order, 
the position should be very clear to tlie 
Minister tliat if it had gone out from 
this Dáil that we have accepted the 
offer w r hich has been made, w ithout the 
further explanation w r hich the Minister 
has given to us—that they only ac- 
cepted subject to ratification by the 
Dáil—the effect of such a statement on 
this country would have been a bad one. 

Mr. HOOAN: I am quite ready to 
believe that the Dcputy w r as genuinely 
afraid fhat such an impression would 
get abroad, but from my point of view, 
I think there is very little danger of 
I that. I hope that there is enough poli- 
I tical education in the country to under- 
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stand clear political events of this sort. 

I do not think that there is any lilceli- 
hood that such an impression vvould get 
abroad, but I am willing to give the 
Deputy credit for thinking that there 
was some necessity to cloar it up. If 
there were such danger, I am glad to 
reiterate that such arrangements must 
be subject to Parliament. As I have 
already said, the English Oovernment , 
is the govcrnment of an independent | 
eountry. It is meeting Parliament for 
the first time, and it is a habit to put j 
in the Ring's speech refcrenee to legis- 
lation which it is intended to introduee. 

I t-ake it that that is the reason that 
reference to this arrangement was in- 
serted in the King’s spceeh. We will 
íind a suitable time to discuss this ques- 
tion, and that will be when introdueing 
the Bill. That Bill will be introdueed 
pretty soon, beeause we are anxious to 
get ahead with land purchase and to bc j 
in a position within the next two I 
months to issuc bonds. I ain not pre- 
pared to say at present what form the ! 
Bill should take. but all these matters | 


will be discusscd on that Bill, and Par- 
liament then will, of course, be perfectly 
free to take into account all the cir- 
! eumstances of the case and to take into 
| account what are thc real interests of 
i Ireland in this matter and decide ae- 
} cordingly. 

Mr. O CONNELL: Do I understand 
the Minister to imply that if this ar- 
rangement is not entered into there will 
be difficulty about the issue of land 
bondsf 

Mr. HOGAN : I made iio such suggcs- 
tion. It is obvious, if we agrec to ae- 
í eept this guarantee, that it imposes a 
duty upon us to introduee such a Bill 
and to let Parliament dccidc whether 
it is good business or not. It is elear 
| that if that is the state of affairs, the 
time to introduee sueli a Bill would bc 
before the issue of land bonds. If Par- 
liament has to deeide that issue, it must 
1)0 deeid<‘d before issuing those bonds. 

The l)áil adjourned at 5.15 oVloek 
until Wednesday, 16th Januarv. at 
3 p.m. 
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Do chuaidh an Leas-Oheann Cornh- 
airlc i gccannas ar a 3 p.m. 


CEISTEANNA—QUESTIONS. 
ORAL ANSWERS. 


UNEMPLOYMENT BENEFIT FOR 
DEMOBILISED SOLDIERS. 

Major BRYAN COOPER asked thc 
Minister for Defence whether hc is 
aware that in some cascs men dc- 
mohiliscd from thc National Army 
hav'* hccn unablc to draw Unomploy- 
mcnt hcncfit owing to thc non-rcccipt 
of thcir Army Ccrtificatcs at thc ! 
Lahour Exchange, and whethcr hc will ■ 
cxpcditc thc proccdurc in dcaling with 
thcsc ecrtifieates. ! 

I 

MINISTER for DEFENCE (General 
Mulcahy) : I am not aware of any dclay | 
iu thc mattcr, cxcept such as may bc j 
duc to thc failurc of somc demobilised j 
mcn to complete and rcturn certain ; 
Army Forms. If thc Dcputy has par- 
ticidars of what appear to hc cascs of 
delay, I should be glad to havc thcm. j 

Major COOPER: I will scnd thcm to j 
thc Alinister. 

ARVA (CAVAN) WATER SUPPLY. 

Mr. JOHN J. COLE askcd the Mini- 
stcr for Local Govcrnment whethcr hc 
is aware that the water supply of thc 
town of Arva, Co. Cavan, is unsatis- 
faetory and insufficicnt for thc needs 
of the town; vvhethcr hc is in a position 
to causc an inquiry to be held into thc 
matter. 

MINISTER for LOCAL GOVERN- 
MENT (Mr. J. Burke) : I am informed 
that the loeal medical officer of health 
has drawn the attention of thc Cavan 
Rural District Couneil to the defective 


condition of the water supply of Arva, 
and that the (Jouncil on the advice of 
their engineer erected one new pump 
therc within the past year. 

If the residents complain that tln 
j sanitary authority have been in default 
í in the matter, that danger to the health 
j of the inhabitants arises from thc in- 
j sufficicncy or quality of the existing 
supply, and that a proper supply can 
be obtaincd at a reasonable cost, 
arrangements will be made for holding 
! an inquiry. 

WRITTEN ANSWERS. 

RATHREALE UNION PROTESTANT 
CHAPLAIN. 

i Major COOPER askcd the Minister 
! for Local (Jovcrnment whethcr owing 
i to the burning of the workhousc at 
Rathkeale, Co. Limerick, thc cmploy- 
i ment of a Protestant Chaplain to th< 

( Union has ceascd, and whethcr in vicvv 
of thc fact that the reeent occupant or' 
the post has held it since 1905, hc is 
cntitlcd to anv pcnsion or compcnsa- 
tion. 

Mr. BURKE: Thc appointment in 
qucstion terminatcd in consequencc of 
thc Amalgamation Schemc. As thc 
(,'haplain did not dcvote his wholc timc 
to the scrvice of thc LTnion hc is not 
legally cntitlcd to anv pcnsion or 
compensation. 

PAYMENT AND ALLOWANCE ON 
DEMOBILISATION. 

Major COOPER asked the Minister 
for Defcnce whethcr Mr. Joseph Linny. 
late No. 6552, Railway Protection and 
Maintenance Corps, was entitlcd to a 
month’s pay and ration allowancc on 
his demobilisation in August last, and 
whether if this is thc ease payment will 
be cxpedited. 

General MULCAHY : Thc regulations 
governing demobilisation providc that 
a soldier discharged for ineffieiency 
shall not be entitled to 28 days’ fur- 
lough with pay and ration allowanee. 
Mr. Linjiy was discharged as unsuit- 
ablc, following a record which showed 
that he was not likely to become an 
efficicnt soldier. The issue of the pay 
and allowance referred to is therefore 
not admissible in his case. 
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JOINT COMMITTEE ON STANDING 
ORDERS. 

Mr. GEORGE NICHOLLS: I beg to 

move:— 

Go ndéanfar triúr teachtaí, a 
ainmneoidh an Coiste Roghnath- 
óireachta, do cheapa chun fónamh in 
éineacht le triiír ball den tSeanad ar 
cho-Chóiste na mBuan-Orduithe a 
bunófar do réir Ordú 7 des na Buan- 
Orduithe a bhaineann le Gnó Príobh- 
áideach. 

That three Deputies, to be 
nominated by the Committee of 
Selection, be appointed to serve with 
three members of the Seanad on the 
Joint Committee on Standing Orders 
to be set up in pursuanee of Order 7 
of the Standing Ordei-s relative to j 
Private Business. I 

Major COOPER: I 1>eg to second. j 

Motion put and agrecd to. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: It is ap 

parent to others, but so far not to me, , 
what exactly is the purpose of this j 
Committee. It is merely a matter of j 
information. It is not set out here, and 
I have not been able to follow it. Is it 
to act as the final Committee of the two 
Houses, or to consider rcvisions of the 
Standing Orders? ! 

Major COOPER: Perhaps as a | 
member of the Standing Orders Com- ! 
mittee, I may bc allowed to reply. This 
is more for procedure than for any 
other purpose. The Committee will not 
consider the Bills. It will be in per- 
manent session as a sort of supervising 
Committce of the Private Bill pro- 
cedure, and it will bc also the channel 
of communication between the Seanad 
and the Dáil as regards private busi- 
ness. It will not be a Committee that 
will have an enormous amount of 
<luty to perform. The whole funetions 
of the Committee are laid down in the 
Private Bills Standing Orders. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: I am very 

much obliged to the Deputy. Perhaps 
I may further ask him, in regard to 
any question of interpretation of these 
Private Bills Standing Orders, if any 
Deputy or any other person desires to 
have an interpretation witb regard to 


some point that remains in doubt on 
the reading, will this Committee be the 
Committee to which to apply, or if not, 
to whom should t.hc application be 
made ? 

Major COOPER : This is not a con- 
sidered judgment, but I think he 
should apply to the Examiner of 
Private Bills in the first instance, who 
will be an official of thc Dáil. Another 
function of the Committee will be the 
nominating of membcrs to sit on Com- 
mittees on various Bills. They will 
nominate the panel of those who will 
eonsider the various Privatc Bills that 
will go before the Oireaehtas. 

DAIL IN COMMITTEE. 

PUBLIC SAFETY (POWERS OF 
ARREST AND DETENTION) 
TEMPORARY POWERS 
BILL, 1923. 

RE-COMMITTED. 

General MULCAHY : I bcg to move 
the following amendment:— 

In Section 7, page 4, line 39. after 
the wo)*d il Commandant 99 to add 
tlie words “ who may be speeifi(*ally 
empowered in any particular case by 
the Ministry of Defence to delegate 
his powers uiuler this Act to any 
member of thc military forces of 
Saorstát Eireann not below the rank 
oí sergeant save and except in such 
cases where a niilitary force has heen 
detailed by the order of a person so 
(*mpowered to arrest any person or 
persons in whieh cas(‘ every member 
ot‘ sueh force shall be deemed to 
possess the powers granted by this 
Aet . 9 9 

The necessity for this amendm *nt 
was fully gone into yesterday, but 
l)eputy Johnson may have some 
further retnarks to make 1o-day. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I wonder whether 
the phrascology of this amendment has 
been carefully considered since yester- 
day? It is intended, it will be noted, 
to add these words to Section 7 after 
the word Commandant . 99 Section 7 
is a definition clause to explain certain 
phrases, and what eertain terms mean, 
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and we are asked to insert in a de- | 
finition elanse a sentence whieh in- | 
cludes these words: Save and except 
in such cases where a military foree 
has been detailed by the order of a 
person so empowered to arrest any per- 
son or persons in which ease every ! 
momber of such force shall be deemed 
to possess the powers granted by this ! 
Act.” I submit, as a matter of order, [ 
that this amendment, if it is to be con- 
sidered and diseussed, ought to be eon- | 
sidcred in the body of the Bill and not ! 
in a definition clause. It is, as a mat- | 
ter of fact, extending the powers of | 
certain soldiers and eannot be eon- ; 
sidered as part of the definition of 
who is a responsible officer. Before 
uoing’ further I wouhl ask whether it is 
in order to add to Section 7 a elause 
whieh extends the powers referred to 
in the earlier stagcs of the Bill to par- 
ticular people? 

General MULCAHY: I submit that 
the elause is really on!y a definition 
elause. It is one the purpose of Avhi(*h , 
is to define a responsible offieer. A | 
responsible offieer is defined as a (Vnn- | 
mandant so far as the militarv are 
eoncerned, and then you define the type 
of offiecr lower than a Commandant 
who may, in any cireumstanees. have to 
be regarded as a responsible offieer. 
From th(‘ point of view of any other 
elause in the Bill in whieh you simply ( 
mention a responsible offieer and what 
powers you give him, there (loes not ' 
seem to be any neeessity for giviii£ any 
speeial authority in any statutory wav j 
to a partieular offieer of any kind to 
delegato powers. There is automatie 
delegation of powers in many mattei-s ! 
for this speeifie purpose. A elause is | 
neeessary to indicatc who is a respon- ! 
silde offieer. The clause definitely i 
states it, and it puts limitations as to j 
the manner in which Jhese powers ean : 
be delegated, but it does nothing to 
poinr out what or who may be regarded í 
as a responsiblc*offieer for the purpose 
of taking action within the terms of the 
Bill. I submit that although the ; 
phraseology may not be what we 
usually meet with'in a clause sueh as 
this, the actual amendment does 
nothingr but indicate for the purpose of 
the Bill types of people whom it is 


desirable to regard as responsíble 
offieers. 

Mr. JOHNSON : On a point of order, 
I would direct attcntion to the last 
three lines in relation to thc clause as 
a whole: “ In this Act the expression 
responsible officer means an officer of a 
poliee foree . . . . or an officer of 

the military forces, not being below 
the rank of Commandant, who may be 
speeifieally empowered .... save 
and except in such cases where a mili- 
tary foree has been detailed by the 
order of a pcrson so empowered to 
arrest any person or persons.” Now, 
it may be argued up to that point that 
this is a definition clause, but then we 
eoum to the words: “ In whieh case 
every member of sucb force shall b< 
deenied to possess the powers granted 
by this Aet . } * I submit that is going 
beyond thc limits set down f in our 
Standing Orders, beeause it changes 
the intention of Section 2, whieh speaks 
of a responsible officer. It says that in 
eertain cases every member of the force 
shall be deemed to possess the powers 
granted by this Act which, in Seetion 
2 . were eonfined to certain people of 
eertain rank. 1 ask you to rule whether 
the amendment as it stands is in order. 
partieular consideration being given to 
this last phrase. 

General MULCAHY : I think it was 

made elear yesterday that we were 
anxious to restrain or restrict the use 
of military in as great a portion of thi‘ 
eountry as we possibly could, and tha* 
there are only limited portions of th(‘ 
eountry over which it. was proposed to 
give these powers of delegation to an 
officer of the rank of ('ommandant o?* 
higher. 

Mr. JOHNSON : May I suggest, with- 
out discussing the merits, that we 
should deeide the question of whether 
this is in order or not at this stage. 

General MULCAHY : The point is 
whether if a Lieutenant is sent out. in 
('harge of a party of men for the arrest 
of eertain specific persons in cir- 
cumstances that induc.e the scattering 
of his party and the acting of one or 
two soldiers separately, a private 
soldier in such a position must be 
regarded as a responsible officer for 
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[General Mulcahy.J | 

the actual arrest and detention, even 
for a spaee of time, of the party he is | 
sent out to look for. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: | 

If the Minister can show that this 
refers on1y to a definition of powers 
and does not givc any speeial powers j 
to ordinary members oí* the military j 
forces to partake in arrests, then the | 
lines of the amcndment would be in j 
order. 

Mr. JOHNSON: 1 submit, A I.eas- 
Chinn Chomhairle, that it is for you to 
deeide definitely whether this is iu 
order, and not if so-and-so is in order, 
—whether it is in faet within the j 
Rules of Order that this amendment, or 
proposed amendment, whieh purports to 
do eertain things, is in order at this 
stage oí the Bill. 

i 

Oeneral MULCAHY: If it would i 
meet the Deputy\s objection, the j 
amendment migfht be alterod to read: j 
‘' Every member of sueh forees shall í 
be deemed to possess the powers of ar- j 
rest and detention j»ranted by this I 
Act. M * ; 

Mr. JOHNSON: I will discuss that 
point later. I am now dealing? with a j 
question of Order. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: ! 

I think the first thing to do before we ' 
<*an go on is to deeide that the amend- 
ment proposed hy Deputy Cooper ves- 


terday should be withdrawn, and have 
this taken in its stead. 

Major COOPER : I withdrew my 
amendment yestei*day. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: I submit, 
with all deference, that thc amendment 
is in order up to the words “ person or 
persons,’ ’ but not bcyond that. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I now move that we 
íteport Progress so that. this matter 
ean be eonsidcred, and so that the Bill 
might be taken at a later stage of the 
proceedings to-day. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

Is that Motion agrced to? 

MINISTER for HOME AFFAIRS 
(Mr. O’Higgins): No, Sir. We submit 
that, the amendment is in ordei*. and we 
await your ruling. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

The Motion before the Dáil is that wc 
Report Progress. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: On a point of 
order, you have not yet, ruled, Sir, on 
the question of whether or not this 
amendment is in ordcr. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

When a Motion to Report Progress is 
made I liave to put that Motion to the 
Dáil. 

Question put: “ That the Committee 
Report Progress. ’ ’ 
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The Dáil divided: Tá, 17; Níl, 42. 


Tá. 


Pádraig F. Baxter. 

Séamus Eabhróid. 

Tomás Mac Eoin. 

Risteárd Mac Fheorais. 
Pádraig Mac Fhlannchadha. 
Tomás de Nógla. 

Ailfrid O Broin. 

Tomás 0 Conaill. 

Aodh O Cúlacháin. 


Richard H. Beamish. 

Earnán de Blaghd. 

Séamus Breathnach. 

Séamus de Búrca. 

John J. Cole. 

Bryan R. Cooper. 

Máighréad Ní Choileáin Uí Dhris- 
ceoil. 

Seán de Faoite. 

Henry J. Finlay. 

Desmond Fitzgerald. 

John Good. 

John Hennigan. 

Seosamh Mac ’a Bhrighde. 

Alasdair Mac Cába. 

Domhnall Mac Cárthaigh. 

Pádraig Mac Fadáin. 

Pádraig Mac Giollagáin. 

Seán Mac Giolla ? n Ríogh. 

Risteárd Mac Liam. 

Seoirse Mac Niocaill. 

John T. Nolan. 


Liam 0 Daimhín. 

Tadhg S. O Donnabháin. 
Mícheál O hlfeamáin. 
Domhnall O Muirgheasa. 
Tadhg 0 Murchadha. 

Pádraig 0 hOgáin (An Clár). 
David Hall. 

Patrick McKenna. 


Níl. 

| Peadar 0 hAodha. 

Mícheál O hAonghusa. 
Criostóir O Broin. 

Seán 0 Bruadair. 

Aodh 0 Cinnéide. 

Peadar S. O Dubhghaill. 
Eamon O Dúgáin. 
Donchadh S. O Guaire. 
Aindriú O Láimhin. 
Séamus O Leadáin. 
Fionán 0 Loingsigh. 
Risteárd O Maolchatha. 
Séamus O Murchadha. 
Seán M. O Súilleabháin. 
Caoimhghin O hUigín. 
Seán Príomhdhail. 
Patrick W. Shaw. 

Liam Thrift. 

Séamus Mac Cosgair. 
Martin M. Naliy. 
Pádraig O Dubhthaigh. 


Motion doclaml lost. 


Mr. JOHNSON: 1 now ask you to 
rule whether it is in order for this 
amendment to be diseussed at this 
stage, and in this plaee. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

The ruling I have to giv(» on this matter* 
is that this amendment, in my opinion, 
does not go outside the seope oi* the Bill, 
hecause it only gives power to a mili- 
tary force that is out to arrest a wanted 
person on the order oí‘ an offieer. If it 
eomes the way of any mcmber of that. 
í'oree, whether a private or not, to take 
this jjerson into oustody, this amend- 
nient would empower hiin to do so. 
Therefore it does not give, in my 
opinion, any additional powers to 
ordinary members of the military 
forees except when acting under the 
direet order of their officer. The officer 
is responsible for the arrest of the 
person. For this reason I rule that the 
amendment is in order. 


Mr. JOHNSON: Accepting your 
ruling regarding the amendment being 
within the scope of the Bill, I do not 
suggest that it is not within the scope 
of the Bill. The point of order is 
whether, haviug passed certain sections 
dealing with the powers granted to cer- 
tain people, namely responsible officers, 
we could then on the dofinition clause, 
No. 7, purport to define responsible 
officers. If at that stage of the oon- 
sideration of the Bill we may extend 
these powers to an entirely new set of 
persons, I ask whether it is in order at 
this stage to extend such powers? 

Major BRYAN COQPER: May I put 

this point? We have already by a pi’e- 
vious amendment to this clause ex- 
tended the power given in the Bill to 
every member of a police force. 
Surely, therefore, if it were intended to 
extend these powers.to every mernber 
of the Army, it would be within the 
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|Major Miyan Cooper.] 
srope of the amemlment to do so. It 
doos not tfive powers that are not 
«ranted (‘lsewliere in the Hill, hut 
men‘ty gives powers grantcd in the Bill 
to a lar^c' numher ot’ people. The defini- 
tion elause eould »ive them to every 
member of the Saorstát. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL: It occurs 
1 o me that the eonfiiet is hetween the 
words and the intention, and Dcputy 
Johnson, I think, regards the words as 
‘íoinf»; heyond the intention. i suggest 
that it be altered to read in this way:— 

Detailed by the order of a person so 
empowered to arrest a particular 
person or particular persons, in which 
rase every memher of such force shall 
be deeined to be a responsiblc officer for 
the purposes of such ai , rest. ,> That, I 
think, confines thc intention without 
extending, as Deputy Johnson fears, 
the powers and authority of' members 
of the forcc. 

General MULOAHY: For my part I 
would be propared to acc(‘pt that alter- 
ation in the amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON: If the Minister had 
agreed to Report Progress some kind of 
new construction might have beon pre- 
sented to us in writing which we might 
have considered, but, having declined 
to report progress, I do not think that 
there is any room now for ehanges in 
language. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

I shall now put the question. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Have you ruled this 
matter in ordcr? 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

Yes. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Which is the amend- 
ment before us? Is the original one 
withdrawn? 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

Do I undcrstand that the change sug- 
gested by the Attorney-Genera1 has 
bccn accepted? 

Mt. JOHNSON : Not at all. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

The original amendment is beforc th( k 
Dáil, and I rule that it is in order. 


IIUE.AXN. ond Detention) BiH, W2ti. 2W 

j Mr. JOHNSON: Is it not to bc under 
discussion ? 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

Yes. 

Mr. JOHNSON : You rule that it is in 
order to define the words li responsible 
officer 99 as meaning any group of per- 
sons or any force whiéh has .been de- 
tailed by an authorised person to arrcst 
any other person. I ask the Dáil to 
consider the effect of this proposition. 
Section 2 says that it shall be lawful 
for a responsible officer to arrcst and 
dctain in custody for any period, not 
exeeeding one weck, certain persons. In 
its wisdom the Dáil insertcd the words 
“ responsible officers who are to be em- 
powcrcd to arrcst and detain. M Surely 
it had sonie mcaning when it insertod 
the adjective responsible.” It did 
not mean to extend the power to arrest 
and detain to any person who could be 
doomed to be i*(‘sponsible on any parti- 
cular occasion. The word “ respon- 
sible 99 was surely put in with an ob- 
| ject. It was intended to confine these 
j temporary powers fhat were being 
! granted in these extraordinary circuin- 
I stances, to certain people who were to 
! be responsible officers. Now we are 
| asked to say that we did not mean re- 
1 sponsible officers except in a few cases. 

! Responsible officers are to be members 
| of forces who may be privates or cor- 
, porals or sergeants. or any other rank. 
j Any person shall be deemcd to be a re- 
sponsible offieer so long as he has an 
authorisation from somebody above his 
rank. I am afraid in that amendment 
people will be covered after the faet. 
People may arrest individuals. and if 
they are proceeded against for such 
arrests illegally they will be covered 
and shicldcd, or may be covered and 
shielded, by some pcrson who is in 
reality a responsible officer. They 
would at least come within the inten- 
tion of the Dáil in Scetion 2 by say- 
ing: “ Oh, yes, these men had authority 
1 f)*om u§. M There is no suggestion tha* 
the responsibi1ity will be a written au- 
thority. That is thc objection to No. 1. 

I ask thc Dáil to read this amcndment. 
and to convinec themselves that they 
understand what it mcans, if they can. 
Thc expression “ responsible officer 
means an officcr not being below the 
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j'aufc of Commandant. That was tho 
intention of the Minister for Home 
Affairs when he introduced the Bill, 
and when he got a Second Reading for 
it, and also when it went through Coul- 
mittee. But it is only on Report- 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: Will the Deputy 
allow me to intervene to say that 1 
made it elear in Committee that it was 
my eoneeption that thc responsible 
ofíioer would have power in a parti- 
<‘iilar set of eireumstanees to delegate 
his authority to arrest to agents or sub- 
ordinates. 

Mr. JOHNSON: ()n Report the 
Minister for Defenee proeeeds to define 
the definition and to say that the re- 
sponsible offieer may be a person in 
future below the rank of Commandant 
“ who may be speeifieally enipowerod 
in any partieular ease by the \linistry 
of Defenee, to delegate his powers 
under this Aet to any niember of the 
military forees of Saorstát Eireann not 
below the rank of Sergeant.” “ Who 
ruay be speeifieally emj)owered in any 
partieular ease to delegate his powers 
under this Aet.” This does not eon- 
vey the intention of the Minister for 
Defenee when he spoke yesterday. “ Tn 
any partieular ease ” surely means in 
the ease of any partieular offender. 
The Minister toíd us that he intendod 

in any partieular ease ” would be the 
ease of any partieular offieer. That is 
not the intention. at least it is not the 
meaning set out here. “ Who may be 
speeifícally empowered in any parti- 
eular case by the Ministry of Defence 
to delegate his powers under this Aet to 
env member of the military forces of 
Saorstát Eireann not below the rank of 
^ergeant, save and excopt in sueh casos 
( presumabl.v those partieulai* cases) 
where a military foree has been detailed 
by the order of a person so empowered 
to arrest any person or persons in 
whieh case every mernber of sueh foree 
shall be deemed to possess the powers 
granted by this Aet.” What powers? 
The powers of arrest? The powers of 
detention? The powers of remission? 
The powers of setting up Appeals 
Councils? The powers of issuing 
orders for release. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: It is the definition í 
of “ responsible officer ”—the powers | 
of Scction 2, Sub-section I. 


Mr. JOHNSON: That is what the 
Minister intends, no doubt. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: It is clearly thc 
meaning. 

Mr. JOHNSON : That is \yhat we 
may bo persuadcd into thinking that 
th(‘ Section as amended will intend, but 
I am putting this to you, that as it is 
framed it is liable to misconstruction. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: It is not. 

í Mr. JOHNSON : I am putting it to 
I th(‘ Dáil that if they read and examine 
! it they will agree that it is liable to 
I misoonstruction. and that the powers 
gvanted by this Aet may in certain eir- 
eumstanees be extondcd to ovory mem- 
bei* of a foree whieh has been detailed 
bv a responsible offieer to arrest. 

We all umlerstand, 1 hopo, the inten- 
tions, but I have becn trying to por- 
suade the Dáil that th(‘ 
4 o’clocU. amcndment, as framed, does 
not soeure the intention 
either of the Minister for Defenee or 
the Ministcr for Home Affairs, or both. 
I argue that all the powers that are 
! sought for would be seeured if this 
amendment stoppcd at the words ” per- 
; sons, ” and that there would be less 
ambiguitv. But, as you have ruled 
| f hat in a definition elause it is in order 
to oxtend eertaiu powers to new 
people, we have to diseuss it from the 
stand|)oint of its beihg in order. 1 
1 maintain that it is not good poliey to 
I extend powers of arrest to military 
forees beyond the powers they at 
present liave undcr the ordinary law. 
A poliee offieor eould, under the 
ordinarv law, eall upou military forcos 
to effoet an arrost, and there is no 
neeessity for an.v increased powors such 
are as outlined in this amendment. The 
amondmont empowers military forces 
to do things whieh it is not intended 
should be given to them and, even 
though we all agreo with the intention. 
this amendment is so framed that it is 
liable to misinterpretation and miscon- 
struetÍQU, and mav includo thc granting 
of mueh wider powers to elasses ot* men 
who should not recoivo those powers. I 
thercforo ask the Dáil to oppose t.he 
amendment. 

Amendment put. 
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Thc I)áil divided: Tá, 47; Níl, 16. 


Tá. 


Richard H. Beamish. 

Eamán de Blaghd. 

Séamus Breathnach. 

Próinsias Bulíin. 

Séamus de Bárca. 

John J. Cole. 

Bryan R. Cooper. 

Maighréad Ní Choileáin Uí Dhris- 
ceoil. 

Patrick J. Egan. 

Osmond Grattan Esmonde. 

Seán de Faoite. 

Henry J. Finlay. 

Desmond Fitzgerald. 

John Good. 

John Hennigan. 

William Hewat. 

Seosamh Mac ’a Bhrighde. 
Alasdair Mac Cába. 

Domhnall Mac Cárthaigh. 

Pádraig Mac Fadáin. 

Pádraig Mac Giollagáin. 

Seán Mac Giolla n Ríogh. 

Risteárd Mac Liam. 


Eoin Mac Néill. 

Seoirse Mac Niocaill. 
Liam Mac Sioghaird. 
John T. Nolan. 

Peadar O hAodha. 
Mícheál O hAonghusa. 
Criostóir O Broin. 

Seán O Bruadair. 
Próinsias O Cathail. 
Aodh O Cinnéide. 

Peadar S. O Dubhghaill. 
Eamon O Dúgáin. 
Donchadh S. O Guaire. 
Aindriú 0 Láimhin. 
Séamus O Leadáin. 
Fionán O Loingsigh. 
Risteárd O Maolchatha. 
Scamus O Murchadha. 
Seán M. O Súilleabháin. 
Caoimhghin O hUigín. 
Seán Príomhdhail. 
Patrick W. Shaw. 

Liam Thrift. 

Martin M. Nally. 


Níl. 


Pádraig F. Baxter. 

Séamus Eabhróid. 

Connor Hogan. 

Tomás Mac Eoin. 

Risteárd Mac Fheorais. 

Pádraig Mac Fhlannchadha. 

Tomás de Nógla. 

Ailfrid O Broin. 

Ainondment 


Mr. O’HIGGINS: I move that the 
(_ x ommittee report progress. 

Agreed. 

THE DÁIL RESUMES. 

Progress reported. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

When will you take the next Stagc? 

Mr. O HIGGINS: 1 propose, with the 
leave of the Dáil, that the Bill be now 
reeeived for final eonsideration. 

Agreed. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS : I would ask the 
leave of the Dáil to move that the Biil 
do now pass. 

Mr. JOHNSON: On a point of order, 
I would draw your attention to the faet 
that this motion requires noticc under 
Standing Order No. 88. 


Tomás O Conaill. 

Aodh O Cúlacháin. 

Liam O Daimhín. 

Tadhg S. O Donnabháin. 
Mícheal O hlfearnáin. 
Domhnall O Muirgheasa. 
Tadhg O Murchadha. 

Pádraig O hOgáin (An Clár). 

deelared earried. 


AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

Ibider Standing Order 88 I eannot re- 
eeive this motion unless a motion is 
moved and earried that the Standing 
Orders be suspended. 

Mr. JOHNSON : i raise a protesl 
against this method ot' doing business. 
The motion moved by the Minister, with 
full respeet I say, is one whieh you had 
a right to rule in order or out of order, 
without any reterenee at all to a 
suggestion of a suspension of the 
Standing Orders. I ask you to rule 
is it in order or is it not in order that 
this motion can be reeeived. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE . 

The Standing Order states that when a 
Bill shall come forward for final con- 
sideration it shall be moved on notiee 
given that the Bill do now pass. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Therefore tho 
motion is ont of ordor. 
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AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

Therefore the motion cannot be ac- 
cepted at the moment. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I niovií that we pro- 
ceod to the next buainess. 

Mr. 0 ’HIGGINS: x\íay I draw your 
attention to Standing Order 123, whieh 
enables one to move, as a rnatter of 
urf>eney, the suspension of the Stand- 
ing* Orders íor a partieular purpose, 
and inasinueh as I rcgard the passagc 
ot* this Bill as a matter of eonsiderable 
urgency for the seeurity and general 
well-being of the eitizens ot* the State, 
1 move the suspension of the Standing 
Orders to enable the Final Stage to be 
taken. 

Mr. DUGGAN: T seeond the motion. 

Mr. JOHNSON: T)o you aeeept that 
as a ease of urgent neeessity? Are you 
satisfied that it is a ease of urgent 
neeessity that the Standin«r Orders 
should be suspended? 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

The evidenee I have before me is that 
the Minister states that it is essential 
for him for the peaee of the country 
that this Bill be earricd with the least 
possible delay, and I take it that he 
Í)ein«‘ thc» best judge of the situation, it. 


is a matter of urgency to have this Bill 
passetl, and I rule the motion in order. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Will you read the 
motion? 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

The motion is: “ That the Standing 
Orders be suspended to allow the Finaí 
Stage of this Bill to be taken. M 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: I would like 
to ask vour interpretation of some 
words in the Standing OrcTer, that they 
may be suspendod for the day ? s sitting. 
l)oes that mean that if these Standing 
Orders are suspencled now, they are 
susp(»nded for the rest of the day J s 
sittin; 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

I thinlc it is only for the moment in 
order to allow the passage of this Bill. 
The Orders of the Day will be followed 
ininiediately afterwards. 

I Major COOPER: Mav I call atten- 
I tion to Standing Order 124: The sus- 
| pension of anv Standing Order or 
| Orders is limited to its operation to the 
1 partieular purpose for whieh suspen- 
sion has been sought. M 

j Question: “ That the Standing 
! Orders be .suspended. M put. 
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The Dáil divided: Tá, 49; Níl, 17. 

Tá. 


Richard H. Beamish. 

Earnán de Blaghd. 

Próinsias Bulfin. 

Séamus de Búrca. 

John J. Cole. 

Bryan R. Cooper. 

Maighréad Ní Choileáin Uí Dhris- 
ceoil. 

Patrick J. Egan. 

Osmond Grattan Esmonde. 

Seán de Faoite. 

Henry J. Finlay. 

Desmond Fitzgerald. 

John Good. 

John Hennigan. 

Seosamh Mac ’a Bhrighde. 
Alasdair Mac Cába. 

Domhnall Mac Cárthaigh. 

Pádraig Mac Fadáin. 

Seán Mac Giolla ’n Ríogh. 

Eoin Mac Ncill. 

Seoirse Mac Niocaill. 

Liam Mac Sioghaird. 

Peadar O hAodha. 

Mícheál O hAonghusa. 


Pádraig F. Baxter. 

Séamus Eabhróid. 

Connor Hogan. 

Tomás Mac Eoin. 

Risteárd Mac Fheorais. 
Pádraig Mac Fhlannchadha. 
Tomás de Nógla. 

Ailfrid O Broin. 

Tomás O Conaill. 


Criostóir O Broin. 

Seán O Bruadair. 

Próinsias 0 Cathail. 

Aodh 0 Cinnéide. 

Peadar S. 0 Dubhghaill. 
Eamon O Dúgáin. 

Donchadh S. 0 Guaire. 
Aindriú 0 Láimhin. 

Séamus 0 Leadáin. 

Fionán 0 Loingsigh. 

Risteárd 0 Maolchatha. 
Séamus 0 Murchadha. 

Seán M. 0 Súilleabháin. 
Caoimhghin 0 hUigín. 

Seán Príomhdhail. 

Patrick W. Shaw. 

Liam Thrift. 

Louis J. D'Alton. 

Tomás Mac Artúir. 

Liam T. Mac Cosgair. 

Séamus Mac Cosgair. 

John T. Nolan. 

Liam Mag Aonghusa. 

Martin M. Nally. 

Mícheál 0 hlfearnáin. 

Níl. 

Aodh 0 Cúlacháin. 

Liam 0 Daimhín. 

Domhnall 0 Muirgheasa. 
Tadhg O Murchadha. 

I Pádraig O hOgáin (An Clár). 

j David Hall. 

Pádraig Mac Giollagáin. 
Patrick McKenna. 


Motion deelarod earried. 


Mr. JOHNSON: On a point of order, 
the Standing Order requires that any 
sueh motion must have a majority of 
the Teaehtaí of the Dáil qualified to 
vote. I wouW ask you to state how 
many Toaehtaí aro qualified to voto, 
and wo will find out whether thore is a 
majority or not. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

Thero aro 105 Toaehtaí qualified to 
vote. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I take it, therefore, 
that 49 is not a majority. 

Mrs. COLLINS O DRISCOLL: Is it 

not a fact that the motion has alreadv 
boon doelarod earried? 

Mr. ( HIGGINS: Subject to your 
ruling on the matter raised by Deputy 
Mrs. <yollins O'Driscoll, I wish to raise 
a further point of order on Standing 


; Order 123, and as to a particular pro- 
viso thereto, which reads:—■“ Providcd 
that such inotion has the support of a 
’ majority of the Teaehtaí of the Dáil, 
! who aro qualified to votc.” That pro- 
I viso, I submit, is inconsistent with 
! Article 22 of the Constitution, and 
! should thcrefore be void and of no 
j effect. Article 22 of the Constitution 
reads :—“ All matters in eaeh House 
shall, savc as otherwise provided by 
this Constitution, be determined by a 
majority of the votes of the members 
present, other than the Chairman or 
Presiding Member, who shall have and 
exercise, a casting vote in the case of 
an equality of votes. ,, I ask your 
: ruling, A Leas-Chinn Chomhairle, on 
j that very important matter. 

I Mr. JOHNSON: Before you give 
your ruling, A Leas-Chinn Chomhairle. 
may I draw attention to the faot that 
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the Standing Orders were passed by the 
vote of the House, and it is on the 
Standing Orders of the House that we 
are aeting, and it is on the Standing 
Orders of the Ilouse that you decide 
that this motion should be taken. We 
arc acting under the Standing Orders 
which have been approved by the vote 
of the Dáil, and I submit that in such 
a matter you eannot refer to the Con- 
stitution to meet one case without re- 
ferring to the Constitution to meet 
other cases. 

Professor O’SULLIVAN: I submit 
lhat the point has lieen definitely raised 
that the Order to wliirh I)eputy John- 
son is appealing is against the Consti- 
tution, whereas the same point was i\ot 
raised and could not be raised 
iu connection with the Order under 
which we are carrying on the debate. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

1 am sorry that in my rulings to-day I 
appeared to be always against the 
minority of this Ilouse. It is the duty 
of a Chairman to try to act as fairly ( 
and as impartially as he can, and espc- 
cially to respect thc rights of 
rninorities. This is a question that has 
been raised liere for the íirst time. 

Mr. O CONNELL: No. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

I, at least, do not remcmber that it was 
ever raised before. I talce it that, in 
the first instance, the Articles of the 
Constitution are binding on us, and no 
matter what may appear in the Stand- 
ing Orders, if they are in eontradiction 
of the Constitution, in my judgmcnt 
they are of no effcet. 

Mr. JOHNSON : Before you give 
your ruling, may I draw attention to a 
consideration that was before the Dáil 
when these Standing Orders were 
adopted. The members on the Com- 
mittee which drew them up, and mem- 
bers of the Dáil general1y, will recollect 
Ihat, if the ruling you are asked to give 
is accepted as the proeedure of this 
Ilouse, on any day, when there is a 
small minority of members present, a 
motion may be brought forward to 
rescind Rules, Regulations and Stand- 
mg Orders and pass Bills, or do any- 
thing which is within the competence 
Vol. 6. 


of the Dáil to do without notice, on the 
motion of a Minister or of a Member 
who may have a temporary majority to 
support him. If that is the ruling, 
then good-bye to order. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: May I submit that 
what Deputy Johnson has said would 
have been very relevant when vre were 
discussing Article 22 of the Constitu- 
tion; it would have been very relevant 
if he had said it on that occasion, and it 
would no doubt have impressed mem- 
bers of the Dáil, but it is bclated now 
to get up in this Dáil and criticise the 
Constitution. I ask, A Loas-Chinn 
Comhairle, your ruling on the point I 
have alrcady raised, that the proviso in 
Standing Order 123 is inconsistent with 
the (-onstitution. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : I just wish 
to direct attention to the danger that 
Deputy Johnson has referred to. The 
seconcl limb of Artiele 22 of the Consti- 
tution provides that “ The number of 
members necessary to constitute a 
meeting of either House for the exer- 
eise of its powcrs shall be determined 
by its Standing Orders. ,, Therefore, 
if by the Standing Orders there is 
determined a sufficiently large and re- 
sponsible quorum, then a simplc major- 
ity would not involve such a danger. 

Mr. JOHNSON: But they do not. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL: That is a 
matter for the ameridment of the 
Standing Orders; the other is a matter 
for Constitutional amendment. 

Professor MAGENNIS: I submit that 
the proper interpretation of Standing 
Order 123 is the interprctation that 
must be made of any Standing Order or 
of any Clause or Act of Parliamcnt. so 
long as the Constitution stands as the 
fundamental rule and the fundamental 
law. The words of the Standing Order 
are: “ Provided that sueh motion has 
the support of the majority of the 
Teachtai of the Dáil who are qualified 
to vote. ,> I direet attention to the 
words, ‘‘ who are qualiíied to vote.” I 
think, Srr, you have said that there are 
105 Teachtaí qualified to vote. Yes, 
there are 105 qualified to vote in so far 
as qualification consists in having sub- 
scribed the oath and taken a seat, but 
I submit there is a further qualification, 

h 1 
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[Professor Magennia.] 
a qnalification demanded by an Article 
of the Constitution to qualify for a vote, 
and that is that Teaehtaí must be pre- 
sent here in their places and record 
their votes. Consequently, there is a 
majority under Standing Order 123, 
and there is no neeessity so to interpret 
it as to make it to be in conflict with 
the Constitution. 

Mr. DAVIN : Is it likely that we will 
have another war with England if you 
override this Article of the (-onstitu- 
tion and deoided in accordanee with 
the Standing Orders? 

Mr. JOHNSON: Ministers have been 
allowed very great eonsideration in the 
conduct of their measures through this 
Dáil. We have given faeilities, and 
the Dáil has agreed- 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: On a point of 
order, I wish to ask if it is to a point 
of order the Deputy is addressing him- 
self ? A point of order has beeu raised, 
and the Chair has not ruled on it. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I understood the 
Chair had ruled. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

Deputy O’Connell has a point of order 
to raise, I think. 

Mr. O CONNELL: No. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

As regards the arguments put forward 
by Deputy Johnson as to how a motion 
can be sprung on the Dáil by a Minister 
having a majority of members present 
for the time being, I think in a case of 
that ldnd, if there is anything in the 
motion that would infringe on the 
rights of a minority of members in the 


House it would be obviously the 
duty of the Chairman or Speafcer of 
the Dáil for the time being to rule that 
motion out of order; but I do not see 
that that arises in the present case, and 
as regards the point raised by Deputy 
Magennis, there could be two construc- 
tions put on the matter of who is quali- 
fied to votc, and that view put forward 
by Deputy Magennis was in my mind 
I previous to giving any decision. 

j Mr. JOHNSON : God help us! 

> AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

I strongly object to this interjection of 
Deputy Johnson. 

| Mr. JOHNSOH: I am sorry; I apolo- 
gise and beg to withdraw the rcmark. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

As far as my limitations go I do not 
want to sway one side or the other, but 
j difficult questions of Order have been 
put up to rne to-day, and I am trying, 

I as far as I ean, within my limitations, to 
give a right ruling. This question is a 
prettv difficult onc to decide, there 
can be two views about it, and I am 
sorry that it has fallen to me to give 
the first interpretation on this matter. 
My ruling is that the motion is duly 
carried. 

Mr. JOHNSON : May I be allowed to 
say that there will be many occasions 
in the future for a suspension of Stand- 
ing Orders if Ministers desire to get 
Dills through with the faeility that they 
have been given in the past. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I move “ That the 
Bill do now pass.” 

Question put:“ That the Bill do now 
pass. ,> 
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The Dáil divided: Tá, 53; Níl, 3. 


Tá. 


Richard H. Beamish. 

Earnán de Blaghd. 

Próinsias Bulfin. 

Séamus de Búrca. 

John J. Cole. 

Maighréad Ní Choileáin Uí Dhris- 
ceoil. 

Patrick J. Egan. 

Osmond Grattan Esmonde. 

Seán de Faoite. 

Henry J. Finlay. 

Desmond Fitzgerald. 

John Good. 

John Hennigan. 

Seosamh Mac ’a Bhrighde. 
Alasdair Mac Cába. 

Domhnall Mac Cárthaigh. 

Pádraig Mac Fadáin. 

Pádraig Mac Giollagáin. 

Seán Mac Giolla ’n'Ríogh. 
Risteárd Mac Liam. 

Eoin Mac Néill. 

Seoirse Mac Niocaill. 

Liam Mac Sioghaird. 

John T. Nolan. 

Peadar O hAodha. 

Mícheál O hAonghusa. 


Criostóir O Broin. 

Seán O Bruadair. 
Próinsias O Cathail. 

Aodh 0 Cinnéide. 

Peadar S. O Dubhghaill. 
Eamon O Dúgáin. 
Donchadh S. 0 Guaire. 
Aindriu 0 Láimhin. 
Séamus 0 Leadáin. 
Fionán 0 Loingsigh. 
Risteárd O Maolchatha. 
Séamus 0 Murchadha. 
Seán M. O Suilleabháin. 
Caoimhghin O hUigín. 
Seán Príomhdhail. 
Patrick W. Shaw. 

Liam Thrift. 

Connor Hogan. 

Tomás Mac Artúir. 

Liam T. Mac Cosgair. 
Séamus Mac Cosgair. 
Liam Mag Aonghusa. 
Martin M. Nally. 

Tadhg S. O Donnabháin. 
Pádraig 0 Dubhthaigh. 
Mícheál 0 hlfearnáin. 
Domhnall 0 Mocháin. 


Níl. 


Pádraig F. Baxter. Patrick McKenna. 

Ailfrid O Broin. 


Motion declared carried. 


During the recording of the division, 

Mr. EVERARD rcplied when his 
name was called: “ I arn not voting.” 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

The Deputy must leave the Dáil if he is 
not voting. 

Mr. EVERARD: On a point of order, 
are not the Standing Orders sus- 
pended? 

Deputy Everard remained in the Dáil 
during the reeording of the division, 
and Messrs. Johnson, Corish, Clancy, 
O’Connell, Colahan, Davin, Morrissey, 
T. P. Murphy, and P. Hogan (Clare), 
also remained in their places and did 
not vote. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

The Bill having been passed will ac- 
cordingly be sent to the Seanad. 

Major BRYAN COOPER at this 
stage took the Chair. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT ELECTORS 
REGISTRATION BILL, 1923— 
FROM THE SEANAD. 

The PRESIDENT : This Bill was 
postponed on Friday last at the request 
of Deputy Bryan Cooper to 
5 o f clock. sce what might be done in 
cases like this, where there 
is a possible conflict between the two 
Horsgs, and, at least, to let the conflict 
be properly defined. I think in this 
case the dispute is not so much between 
the two Houses as really over the mat- 
ters actually in dispute. A Bill was in- 
troduced here of a non-contentious 
character, which was necessary to en- 
able us to put more eflfective raachinery 
into operation in dealing with one of 
the most important services in tlie 
State, namely, the franchise, and for 
the purpose of fixing the date for the 
eompilation of the register. When that 
Bill went to the Seanad an alteration 
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IThe PresidentJ 

was made in the Local (xovernment 
franchise, which, of course, ehanged the 
character of the Bill altogether. I 
think I scnt along’ to the Clcrk a eopy 
of a rcsolution which, I would suggest 
to the Dáil, it would be desirable to 
have considered and, if agreed upon, 
pacsed and have a copy sent to the 
Seanad. In effect it comes to this, that 
a Committee of the Dáil should be ap- 
pointed to confer with a Committee of 
the Scanad on this matter. I have very 
littlc doubt, if such a Committee meets 
a Committee of the Seanad, this matter 
will be satisfactorily settled and the 
possibility of such conflict in the future 
will not easily arise, but if it does, 
machinery will be put in motion whieh 
will solve the problem. I accordingly 
move the rcsolution. | 

Mr. BLYTHE: I beg to sccond the i 
motion. 

ACTÍNG-CHAIRMAN : Thc resolu- 
tion reads as follows:—“ That arising 
out oP the amendment made by the 
Scanud to t.he Local Covernment Elec- 
tors Registration Bill, 1923, it is desir- 
able that a Joint, Committec of the Dáil 
and Scanad be appointed to consider 
procedure in regard to amendments to 
Bills made by the Seanad; that five 
members of the Dáil, nominated by the 
Committec of Selection, be appointcd to 
serve on such Joint Committee; that the 
Seanad be requestcd to appoint an 
equal number of members of the 
Seanad to serve on such Committec; 
and that a message be sent to the 
Seanad accordingly.” 

Mr. O’CONNELL: Am T to take it 
that this Committee is to deal with the 
gencral question of amendments or 
with this particular question? 

ACTING-CHAIRMAN: The wording 
is “ procedure in regard to amend- 
ments. M I take it that the Committee 
will not be debarred in considering this 
amendment. 

Motion put and agreed to. 

SUMMER TIME BILL, 1924—FIRST 
STAGE. 

Mr. O’HIOOINS: If Deputy Gorey 1 
has tears to shed he should prepare to 


shed them now. I move for leave to 
have printed and cireulated a Bill to 
provide for the time in Saorstát 
Eireann being in advance of West- 
European time duriug a certain period 
of the year 1924. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL: I beg to 

| second. 

Motion put and agreed to. 

j Bill read a First Time; Sceond Stage 
j orderod for Wednesday, January 23rd. 

REPORT OF COMMITTEE ON 
WIRELESS BROADCASTING. 

Special Committee to consider the 
Report of the Postmaster-General 
(*ntitled ‘‘ Wireless Broadcasting. ” 

(1) This Committee was appointed 
by Order of the Dáil, datcd 14th 
December, 1923, in thc following 
terms:— 

“ That a Committee of this Dáil 
be appointed to consider the 
Circular addressed to Doputies 
entitled 4 Wireless Broadeasting/ 
espeeially in regard to the propo- 
sal by whieh it is intended that 
the State should pass over the 
right to licensc and tax incoming 
wireless apparatus to a Clearing 
Housc under thc control of a pri- 
vate eompany; and it was further 
ordered that the Committee report 
back to the Dáil not later than 
January 16th, 1924.” 

(2) The Committee held a prelimi- 
nary mccting, followed by three pro- 
longed mcctings, and, having taken 
thc above rcsolution into considcra- 
tion, decidcd that they could not 
present a full and satisfactory 
Report on it before the datc named. 

(3) The Committee beg to report 
this decision and to ask the Dáil to 
extend the time available for the 
enquiry to the 31st January, 1924. 

PÁDRAIC 0 MÁILLE, 
Leas-Cheann Comhairle. 
15adh Eanair, 1924. 

Mr. McCARTHY : I move that the 
Report be adopted. 

Mr. HUGHES: I beg to second. 

Motion put and agreed to. 
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DAIL IN COMMITTEE. 

ministers and secretaries 

BILL, 1923—(THIED STAOÉ 
RESUMED). 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: Beforc we 
proceed to Section 9 tliere is one 
matter—I do not know whether it is 
strictly a point of order, but it is a 
point affce.ting the proeedure of this 
])^il—which I want to raise in regard 
to this Bill. On a certain day—I have 
not the dates handy here—we began i 
to hear amendments on Section 8. A I 
numbcr of amcndments had been i 
tabled. and the first two had bcen | 
considered. It was then proposed from ; 
thc (íovernment Benches that the Bill j 
shonld not be íurther proceeded with j 
until after thc Christmas vaeation, and ! 
that other business should be takon 
on t.he following day, whieh was the 
last day before the adjournment. 
Some of us, not lieing very niucli in- ; 
tcrested in the automatic business for 1 
the following daj r , were not pre- j 
sent on that day. I was one of tliose, j 
and had desired to speak to certain of j 
the amendments that were to have j 
been taken. in spite of the fact that. ; 
a (íovernment pledge had been given j 
on the preceding night that no íurther j 
Scctions of this Bill would be taken, 
the (íovernment did the following day ! 
proceed to eonclude the rcmaining i 
amondments to that Section. I think i 
it. is very regrcttable that the fíovern- ; 
nient should give a pledge on one ' 
night and then depart from it the fol- j 
lowing day. I leave that at that. The j 
only point I now wisli to put to you ! 
is, where do members stand who acted ! 
upon the security of that pledge in j 
regard to certain questions that. they j 
wished to raise on the amendments ! 
tliat had becn tabled which were not ! 
to have been eonsidered on the day on | 
whieh t.hey were taken? 

ACTING CHAIRMAN (Major | 
Cooper): It is obvious that we eannot j 
go back and undo what we have donc. 
Section 8 has been passed by the Dáil 
and wc cannot go back upon it. Thc 
Deputy has a rémedy in moving 
amendments on the Report Stage. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: No doubt, the I 
Deputy, before making a statement of 


| that kind, has taken the trouble to 
í look up the reports of the Dáil and 
jj can give the relevant references. 

! Mr. DARRELL FIGOIS: Yes, I 
have donc so. The statement was made 
here on that night in my hearing. I 
have not got the exact quotations hcre. 
If the Minister wants me to provide 
them from the Debates of the Dáil, I 
will provide them. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: Yes, I want the 
referenccs to the page and column of 
the Official Reports. 

ACTING CHAIRMAN : We cannot 
deal with this now. Wc cannot discuss 
Section 8, which has already been 
passed. The Deputy has his remedy. 
If he has a grievance he ean put down 
a motion ot* censure on the Oovernment 
and have the whole matter discussed. 

SECTION 9. 

(1) It shall be lawful for the Exe- 
cutivc Council 

(a) by an Order of thc Exeeutive 
Oounoil, to dissolve any Board of 
Oommissioners or statutory body 
to whieh this section applies; and 

(b) by the same Order to trans- 
fer to, or confer or impose on, the 
Minister or Ministers who is or are 
head or heads of the appropriate 
Department or Departments of 
State eoncerned with the public 
services of any Board of Commis- 
sioners or statutory body dissolved 
under this seetion, all or any of the 
jurisdictions, powers, duties, and 
funetions of such dissolved Board 
of Commissioners or statutory 
body; and 

(c) by the same or any subse- 
quent Order to vest in thcMinister 
or respeetive Ministers who is or 
are the head or lieads of such ap- 
propriate Dcpartment or Depart- 
menls of State as aforesaid, all or 
any part of the lands, hcredita- 
mei\ts, tenements and premises 
situatc in Saorstát Eireann which 
were on the 6th day of December, 
1921 ; or shall at the time of 
maldng any such order under this 
sub-section be vested, whether by 
statute, deed, contract, or other- 
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wise, in or held in trust for any 
Board of Commissioners or statu- 
tory body dissolved by an Order 
under this sub-seetion, so that the 
same shall undcr and by virtue of 
such Order without the necessity 
for any other conveyanee or as- 
signment whatsoever become and 
be vested in such Minister or res- 
pective Ministers for all the estate, 
term, and interest, or respective 
estates, terms, and interests for 
which the same were immediateiy 
before the making of such order 
vested in or held by such dissolved 
Board of Commissioners or statu- 
tory body, but subject to such (if 
any) trusts and equities as shall 
aífect the said lands, heredita- 
ments, tenements, and premises 
respectively at the time of making 
sueh Order and shall be then 
logally subsisting and capable of 
being performed; and 

(d) by the same or any subse- 
quent Order to determine ancl de- 
clare which is or are the appro- 
priate Department or Departments 
of State for the purposes of this 
sub-section to or on whose Minister 
or respective Ministers thc juris- 
dictions, powers, duties, and fune- 
tions of any such dissolved Board 
of Commissioners or statut07*y 
body shall be transferred, confer- 
red, or imposed as aforesaid; and 

(e) by the same or any subse- 
quent Order to make such adapta- 
tions and modifications tis the Exe- 
cutivc Council may consider neces- 
sary of or in any British Statute 
relating to any Board of Commis- 
sioners or other statutory body dis- 
solved under this section. 

(2) It shall be lawful for the Exc- 
«utive Council 

(a) by an Order of the Exeeu- 
tive Council to transfer to and con- 
fer or impose on any Minister any 
of the jurisdictions, powers, duties, 
and functions of any Board of 
Commissioners or statutory body 
to which this section applies, and 
to declare that the public services 
and officers concerned with the 
jurisdictions, powers, duties and 


functions transferred, conferred, 
or imposed by such Order as afore- 
said are comprised and included in 
the public serviees and officers of 
the Department of State adminis- 
tered by or under such Minister as 
head thereof; and 

(b) by the same or any subse- 
quent Order to vest in the Minister 
or respective Ministers who is or 
are the head or heads of such ap- 
propriate Department or Depart- 
ments of State as aforesaid all or 
any part of the lands, hcredita- 
ments, tenements, and premises 
situate in Saorstát Eireann which 
were on the 6th day of December, 
1921, or shall at the time of making 
any such Order under this sub- 
section be vested, whether by 
statute, deed, contract or other- 
wise, in or held in trust for any 
sueh Board of Commissioners or 
statutory body and which were 
connccted with the excrcise or per- 
formance of any of the jurisdic- 
tions, powers, duties or functions 
transferred, eonferred, or imposed 
by an Order under this sub-section 
so that thc same shall under and by 
virtue of such Order without the 
necessity for any other conveyance 
or assignment whatsoever become 
and be vested in such Minister or 
respective Ministers for all the 
estate, term and interest, or respec- 
tive estates, terms and interests for 
which the same were immediately 
before the making of sueh Order 
vested in or held by such Board of 
Commissioners or statutory body,- 
but subject to such (if any) trusts 
and equitics as shall affect the said 
lands, hereditaments, tenements 
and premises respectively at the 
time of making such Order and 
shall be then legally subsisting and • 
capable of being performed; and 

(c) by the same or any subse- 
quent Order to determine and de- 
clare which is or are the appro- 
priate Department or Departments 
of State for the purposes of this 
sub-section to or on whose Minister 
or respective Ministers the juris- 
dictions, powers, duties and func- 
tions of any Board of Commission- 
ers or statutory body shall be 
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transferred, conferred, or imposed 
as aforesaid; and 

(d) by thc same or any subse- 
quent Order to make such adap- 
tations and modifícations as the 
Bxecutive Council may consider 
necessary of or in any British 
Statute relating to any Board of 
Commissioners or statutory body 
whose or any of whose jurisdic- 
tions, powers, dutics and functions 
are transferred, conferred, or im- 
posed by an Order under this 
sub-section. 

(3) So long as any Board of Com- 
missioners or statutory body to 
which this section applies shall con- 
tinuc to exist, and until the same 
shall be dissolved under this section, 
the jurisdictions, powers, duties and 
functions of such Board of Commis- 
sioners or statutory body, or such of 
those jurisdictions, powers, dutics or 
functions as shall not have been 
divestcd or transferred from such 
Board of C'ommissioners or statutory 
body or by any Order under this 
section, aiul thc exercise and perfor- 
mance thereof shall be and remain 
subject to the direction and control 
of the Minister who is head of the 
appropriate Department of Statc 
concerned with the public services 
of such Board of Commissioners or 
statutory body, and such Minister 
shall be responsible for the adminis- 
tration of the services of such Board 
of Commissioners or statutory body, 
and if any question shail arise as to 
which is the Minister or appropriate 
Department of State concerned with 
any public service for the purposes 
of this sub-section, such question 
shall be determined by the President 
of the Bxecutive Council, whose 
decision shall be final. 

(4) The Board of Commissioners 
and statutory bodies to which this 
section applies are all statutory 
Boards of Commissioners and other 
statutory boards and bodies exercis- 
ing any function of government or 
discharging any public dutics in 
relation to public administration in 
Saorstát Eireann, and also any 
Board of Commissioners established 
by Order of the Executive Council 


under Section 7 of the Adaptation of 
Enactments Act, 1922 (No. 2 of 
1922). 

(5) In this section the expression 
“ British Statute 99 has thc same 
meaning as in the Adaptation of 
Enactments Act, 3922 (No. 2 of 
1922). 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL: I beg to 

move:— 

In sub-section (1) (c) to insert im- 
mediatcly after the word “ Eire- 
ann ” in line 58, page 7, the words 
“ and all other property and assets 
(ineluding choses-in-action), ,> and to 
insort immediately after the word 
“ whatsoever in line 1, page 8, the 
words “ but subject where necessary 
to transfer in the books of any bank, 
company, or corporation,” and to 
insert immediately after the word 
“ premises 97 in line 9, page 8, the 
words “ property and assets.” 

Section 9 deals with the dissolution 
of statutory bodies, and provides for 
the suitable disposition of their pro- 
perty when dissolved. The amend- 
ment proposes to add to the only pro- 
perty that, unfortunately, was dealt 
with in the original drafting, namely, 
land, othor property, chattel property, 
moneys and property of a similar char- 
acter. The Articles of Assoeiation of a 
Company will, of coursc, require the 
actual formal transfer in their books 
where the propcrty is stocks or shares. 

Amendpient put and agreed to. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : I beg to 

move:— 

In sub-scction (2) (b) to insert im- 
mediately after the word “ Eireann ,> 
in line 42, on page 8, the words “ and 
all other property and assets (in- 
cluding choses-in-action), M and to 
insert immediately after the word 
“ whatsoever 99 in line 52 on page 8 
the words “ but subject where neces- 
sary: to transfer in the books of any 
bank, eompany, or corporation, M and 
to insert immediately after the word 
“ premises 99 in line 59 on page 8 the 
words “ property and assets. M 

The amendment is to the same effect 
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as the last amendment in relation to 
Snb-section (2) of the Section. 

Amendment put and agreed to. 

Question— 4 4 That Scction 9, as 
amended, stand part of the P>ill ”— 
put and agreed to. 

Seetion 10 put and agreed to. 

SECTION 11. 

(1) It shall be lawful for the 
Executive Couneil from time to timc 
by Order to preseribe the organisa- 
tion of all or any of the said Depart- 
raents of State and of the Imsiness 
and administration thcreof in any 
manner which may seem to the 
Executive Couneil to be <*xpedient or 
proper in the public interests, and in 
particular to ereate units of adminis- 
tration to be called offiees (divisions 
or branehes) whieh may b<i wholly 
self-eontained or not as may seern 
expedient and to make such Orders 
eonse<|uential on or necessary for giv- 
ing eifeet to any sueh scli<*me of orga- 
nisation as the Exeeutive Couneil 
may eonshler expedient or piopor: 
Providcd, however, that in tlie ease 
of any Department of State the 
Minister in eliarge of wliieh is not 
for the time being a member of the 
Executive Couneil no sucli Order 
shall be made without the concur- 
rence of sueh Minister íirst obtained. 

(2) Jt shall b<* lawful for the 
Exeeutive Couneil from time to time | 
by Order to rc-distribute all or any 
of the publie services and offieers, and 
the administration, jurisdiction, 
powers, duties and functions thcreof 
amongst the several Ministers and 
Departments of State or any of tliem 
in any inanner whicli may seem to 
the Executive Conncil to be expedient 
or proper in the public interests, and 
to make such Orders conscquential 
on or necessary for giving effect to 
any such re-distribution as the 
Executive Couneil may consider ex- 
pedient or proper. 

Mr. DARRELL FIQGIS: The effect 
of this Section is that power is given to 
the Executive Council to distribute its 
services among certain Ministers. All 


the Ministers that are creatcd by this 
Dáil may have the Departments dis- 
tributed to them which the Executive 
Council decides should be allocated to 
them. I arn putting it to you, sir, that 
no such provision can be allowed by 
you, because it is contrary to the Con- 
slitution. Under the provisions of the 
Constitution Ministers who are de- 
scribed as non-Executive Ministers and 
have somctirnes been described as 
Extcrn Ministers, are directly respon- 
sible to thc Dáil, not at all to the 
Executivc Council. Yet, this Section 
provides that the Executive Council, in- 
tervening between tliem and the Dáil, 
may distribute Departments to them. 
I suggest that that is contrary to the 
provisions of the Constitulion, and that 
Section 11 is ultra vires umler tlie Con- 
stitution. I think it is & matter of 
some importance. 

ACTING CHAIRMAN (Maj. Cooper): 

1 gather the Deputy is raisiug this as a 
point ot‘ order. He did not quote any 
speciíic provision in the Constitution 
under which this is out of order. In 
any event, 1 take it, it is inlierent that 
the pow<*rs granted to the Dáil by the 
Constitution can be delegated by the 
Dáil: that the Dáil can transfer tliose 
powers to any person or persons whom 
they think fit—the Executive Council 
or anybody else, if thcy think íit to do 
so—by tlie act oí* passing this Dill. I 
do not thinlv there is any provision in 
the Constitution which precludes the 
Dáil from doing that. I, th<»refore, rule 
that the Seetion is in order. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: Very well. 
ln that case it is only necessary to draw 
attention to what the real effect oL this 
Section is. Th<» purport of this Section 
will ])e that every Minister who, under 
the Constitution, commended to this 
Dáil by the Ministry, holds a position 
that it was claimed would be indepen- 
dent of the Executive Council, would be 
under the direct responsibility of the 
Dáil, would not be governed by the 
party and political considcrations that 
the Executivc Council have got to ac- 
cept, will really have interposed be- 
tween himself and the Dáil the Execu- 
tive Council, because the Executive 
Council will have the apportionment to 
such Minister of the various Depart- 
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rnents. The Executive Council may re- 
move Departments from him, may add 
Departments to him. It will be recol- 
lected by the Attorney-General that I 
was not exactly what might be de- 
scribed as an enthusiastic supporter of 
thesc peculiar provisions. I believed 
that the result of these provisions under 
the; Constitution would be that the 
Ministers who werc then described as 
Extern Ministers and who now in legis- 
lation arc described as non-Executive 
Ministers, would become subordinate 
Ministers, subordinate not to the Legis- 
lature directly, but subordinate to 
the Executive Council; that they 
would bc digits on the Exccutive 
Council ’s hand. That is cxactly 
what is now happening, and the 
Ministry who reeommended thosc 
very provisions are the very Ministry 
who arc now bringing in this Bill with 
the intention of undoing the very argu- 
rnonts that they advanced then with 
such massive cogency and with such 
powerful learning. That is a very re- 
markable result to have achieved. In 
other words, either through munificence 
or through some other cause I cannot 
follow, they have gone out of their way 
to prove that ev(‘ry one of the argu- | 
ments I then raised were correct argu- i 
ments. Thcy liave fulfilled every one ! 
of my melancholy j)rognostications. í 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : May I 

point out, in the first plaee, Ihat this 
Scction, which deals purely with or- i 
ganisation, proposes that the Executive ! 
Council may effect certain re-organisa- . 
tions by Order, and that so far from ! 
withdrawing sueh re-organisation from 
the control of the Dáil, a later Section 
provides that such Orcíer shall be laid 
on thc table of the Dáil, and may be 
rendered null and void by a resolution 
of the Dáil. Moreover, it will be ob- 
served that at the end of Sub-scction 
(1) of Section 11, there is a proviso 
which should reli^ve the anxiety of the 
Deputy. <( Provided, however, that in 
the case of any Department of State, 
the Minister in eharge of which is not, 
for the time being, a niembcr of the 
Executive Council, no such Order shall 
be made without the concurrence of 
such Minister first obtained. ,> 

When the Deputy says that this is 
phrased with the intention of undoing 


i the Constitution, I hope he does not use 
his words recklessly in attributing in- 
tentions. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: What I did 
say was that this result will be 
achicved. Let me read Article 5(5 of 
the C'onstitution, and it is really a mat- 
ter of some moment, beeause it does 
affect the real independence of non- 
Executive Ministers, whether thev are 
to be directly responsiblc to the Dáil 
or not; whether they are to be, as origi- 
nally intended, really independent or 
not. Article 56 reads, Every Minis- 
ter wlio is not a member of the Execu- 
tive Council shall be the responsible 
head of the Department or Depart- 
ments under his chargc, and shall be 
individually responsible to Dáil 
Eii*(‘ann alone for the administration of 
the Departmcnt or Departments of 
which he is the hcad.” Now this Bill 
comes along. If the Executive Council 
thinks that one of the Departments is 
not being properly administered, or is 
not being aíiministered to its lildng, by 
the Ministcr in charge, and supposing 
that Department is not being adminis- 
tered to the lildng of the Dáil, it may, 
by Order, remove that Department 
íVom his control, and pass it to the con- 
trol of an Executive Minister. AIl 
that is rcquired, under the provision to 
which the Attorney-General draws my 
attention, and which does not at all ef- 
fect what he says it do'cs effect, with 
all deference to him, is not the 
consent of the Dáil, which has to go 
through a vcry formal procedure in 
order to effect it in agreement with the 
Seanad. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : In this 
ease a Resolution of either ITouse can 
annul the action of the Executive 
Couneil. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: Very well, 
I accept the correction. But in any 
case what I was coming to, is that all 
that is required is that they require the 
consent of the Minister in question; 
but the fact, nevertheless, is that some- 
where outside of thc Dáil the Exeeu- 
tive Council have interposed, by this 
Section, between the responsibility of 
the Minister to thc Dáil and the Dáil, 
to whieh he is supposed to be directly 
responsible, just as though, according 
to the Constitution, no such thing as an 
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Executive Council existcd. These are 
the arguments that were brought for- 
ward in the first instance. I wish to 
draw attcntion to the faet that the very 
parts that aroused such contention 
at the time, and which were ad- 
vocated by the Minister at the time, 
are now being turned aside from, be- 
cause they have proved unworkable. I 
am not alone in these vicws. There are 
certain members of thc Minister’s own 
Party who are equally agitated about 
it, who also believe that this matter is 
coutrary to thc real meaning of the 
Constitution, and who were advocates 
of these provisions at the time. I do 
not notice them in the Dáil at present, 
but that, of coursc, cannot be helped. 
Thc fact, nevertheless, is that this Sec- 
tion does vitally affect thé real inde- 
pendence of non-Executive Ministers, 
and it. does vitally affect the intention 
of the Constitution, that they should be 
individuallv and severally responsible 
to the Dáil, quite apart from the exis- 
tence and functioning of the Executive 
Council. 

Qucstion: “ That Section 11 stand 
part of the Bill,” put and agreed to. 

Question: That Section 12 stand 

part. of the Bill,” put and agrecd to. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : I move:— 

To insert immediately before Sec- 
tion 13 a new Section as follows:— 

If and whenever any question or 
doubt shall arise as to the appoint- 
ment of any lands, moneys, funds, or 
other property which shall become 
transferable to or liable to be vested 
in any two or more Ministers undcr 
or by virtue of this Act or any order 
made thereunder, every such ques- 
tion or doubt shall be determined by 
the Minister for Finance, whose 
decision shall be final and conclu- 
sive. 

This is an amendment to meet a case 
where there may be a division of func- 
tion involving a division of assets of 
some existing complex corporation, for 
instanec, the case of the Department 
of Agriculture of which portion of the 
functions are transferred to different 
Departments. It is necessary to have 


some authority to deeide finally any 
question of doubt as to the apportion- 
ment of the property. 

Question: “ That the new Section 
stand part of the Bill,” put and agrced 
to. 

Sections .13, 14 and 15 agreed to, and 
ordered to stand part of the Bill. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : I move:— 

To insert immediately before 
Section 16 a new Seetion as follows: 

Wherever any statutory board of 
commissioners or other statutory or 
public board or body or public 
authority is by any existing law 
rcquired to present any annual or 
other report to the Lord Licuteriant 
or to Parliament or to any Parlia- 
mentary head of any Department of 
State, every suc.h report shall after 
the passing of t.his Act be presented 
in the first instance to the Minister 
who is head of the Department of 
State for the time being concerned 
with the services or funotions of such 
board, body, or authority, aiul if 
such Ministcr be for the time being 
an Executive Minister he shall pre- 
sent the rcport to the Exceutive 
Council, which shall cause the report 
to be laid beforc each Housc of the 
Oireachtas, but if such Minister be 
not for the time being an Executive 
Minister he shall himself cause the 
report to be laid before each House 
of the Oireaehtas. 

It may be remcmbercd that some 
short time ago Deputy Johnson called 
attention to the matter of the presenta- 
tion of a report by one of the non- 
Executive Ministers, and the question 
was raiscd then as to the position 
where reports are required by Statute 
to be presented, whether thcy should 
be presented to the Executive Council 
or direct to the Dáil. Difficulties had 
arisen, as there are a great number of 
Statutes under which various Depart- 
ments and officials are required to pre- 
sent reports. In some cases under old 
Statutes they are required to present 
them to the Lord Lieutenant and in 
others to Parliament. This proposed 
new Section is to fix the procedure for 
the future. 
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Question: “ That the new SectioTi 
stand part of the Bill put and 
agreed to. 

Mr. JAMES COSOEAVE: On a point 
of order, I beg tó call your attention to 
the fact that there is not a quorun 
present. 

ATTORNEY.OENERAL: This is a 
Committee. 

ACTINO CHAIRMAN : I had 

anticipated that my attention migbt 
be called to this. The Standing Order 
says ;—“ For the transaction of busi- 
ness in the Dáii the presence of at least 
twenty Teachta shall be neccssary yy ; 
and T “ If, at any stage in the sitting of 
the Dáil, any Tcachta calls the atten- 
tion of the Ceann Comhairle to the faet 
that there are less than twenty Teaehta 
present, inclusive of the Ceann Comh- 
airle, the Ceann Comhairle, should he 
be satisfied, on a count, that there is 
not a quorum, shali adjourn the Dáil 
■ until a later hour, to be named by him, 
or until the next ordinary sitting.” 
There are eighteen Deputies present. 

Mr. NOLAN: Docs not that include 
the ('eann Comhairle? 

ACTING CHAIRMAN: I, thereforc, 
declare the Dáil adjourned- 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : Before you 
do so may I ask if that applies to a 
Committee? 

ACTING CHAIRMAN: It states in 
the Standing Order, “ any stage in the 
sitting’ of the Dáii . yy I, therefore, do- 
(dare the sitting suspended until 5.45 
p.m. 

The sitting was suspended at 5.35 
p.m., and was resumed at 5.45 p.m. 

ACTING CHAIRMAN (Major 
Cooper) : My attention has bcen called 
to Standing Order 56, whieh says that 
when the Dáil is in Committce, busi- 
ness may not be stopped if less than a 
quorum is present, save when a vote^is 
to be taken. A vote was to be taken 
on this occasion. The Standing Order 
does not say “ save when a division is 
to be taken. ,> The Attorney-Oeneral 
moved an amendment and there was a 
vote to be taken. I must ask the Dáil 
to pardon my inexperience. I gather 


the usual praetice is to ring the divi- 
sion bell on these occasions. I shall 
do so in future. In the meantime, I 
hope the ten minutes interval has not 
been very serious. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: It has beca 
very fruitful. 

SECTION 16. 

Amendment:—Before Section 16, to 
insert a new seetion as follows:—“ In 
this Aet the expression 4 Executive 
Councillor J means a Minister who is 
a member of the Executive Council 99 
(Eamon O Dubhghaill), not moved. 

Question: That Section 16 stand 

part of the Bill yy —put and agreed to. 

SCHEDULES (PART 1). 
Amendments not moved:— 

In the First Part to delete the 
words “ The Old Age Pensions save 
as regards appcals governed by 
Statute yy and to insert in the Third 
Part the words “ The Old Age Pen- 
sions. ,, —Domhnall 0 Muirgheasa. 

Tn th(‘ Second Part to insert the 
words “ Clerk of the Crown and 
Hanaper so far as concerned with 
Elections and to dclete the same 
from the Third Part.—Pádraig 0 
hOgáin (An Ciár). 

In the Second Part to insert the 
words “ The Publie Trustee in Ire- 
land 99 ahd to delete the same from 
1 tlie Fifth Part.—Tomás O Conaill. 

Question: “ That the first part of the 
Schedule stand part of the Bill —put 
and agreed to. 

Question: “ That the second part of 
the Schedule stand part of the Bill yy — 
put and agreed to. 

Amendments not moved:— 

In the Third Part to delete thc 
words “ Roads Department (for- 
merly Ministiy of Transport ). 9 y — 
Liam 0 Daimhín. 

In the Third Part to delete thc 
words “ Central Nursing Board and 
Midwives Board and to substitute 
therefor the words “ ('xeneral Nurs- 
ing Council and Central Midwives 
Board.”—Risteárd Mac Fheorais. 
Question: That the third Schedule 

stand part of the Bill "•—put and 
agreed to. 
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SCHEDULE (PAET 4). 

Particular Branehcs of Adminis- 
tration assigned to an tAire Oide- 
achais (the Minister for Edueation). 

The Commissioners of National 
Edueation in Ireland. 

The Tntermediate Edueation Board 
for Ireland. 

The Commissioners of Edueation 
in Treland (Endowed Sehools). 

The Inspeetor of Betorniatory and 
Industrial Sehools. 

The Dcpartment of Agrieulture 
and Teehni<*al Jnstruetion for Ire- 
land (business and funetions relat- 
iii^T to Teehnieal Instruetion only). . 

The College of Seience. 

The Geological Survey in Ireland. 

The National Museum. 

The National Librarj. 

Amendment not moved:— 

To delete in the Fourth Part, paj?e 
J2, “ The Department of Af»*rieulture 
and Teehnieal Edueation for Ireland 
(business and funetions relating 
to Teehnieal Instruetion only) ” ancl 
to add to the Sixth Part “ The De- 
partment of Agrieulture and Teehni- 
eal Instruetion for Ireland (business 
and functions relating to Technieal 
Instruction only) —Bryan Cooper. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: I beg to move:— 

In the Fourth Part, page 12, to 
dclete the words “ College of 
Seienee ” and to insert. in the Fifth 
I\art the words “College of Seienee. ,? 

As the Dáil will see, the ol)jeet of the 
amendment is that the Collcgc of 
Seienee should be retain(»d under the 
jurisdiction of the Minister for Agri- 
culture, and not plaeed, as indieatcd 
in thc Bill, under the Ministcr for Edu- 
cation. It is my opinion, as this 
country is predominantly agricultu- 
ral, seientifie edueation should be rc- 
tained under the control of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture. We know it has 
been so in the past, and it is very im- 
portant that an agrieultural bias 
should be given to all the teaehing in 
the College of Science. I cannot see 
any good reason why the aeeepted or- 
der of affairs should be changed, and 
the College of Seience transferred to 
the Minister for Education. 


ATTORNEY-GENERAL : I take it 
the Deppt^’s amendment to transfer 
the College of Scicnce from the Minis- 
ter for Edueation to the Minister for 
Agriculture, is in pursuance of that 
policy of the Farmers , Party, whieh we 
havc recent.ly learned, namely, to ex- 
elude anything in the nature of intel- 
leetualism from the pursuit of 
agriculturC. I am sorry the Minister 
for Agriculture, who is unfortunately 
unwell, is not here, nor is the other of 
the same elan who has voiced that par- 
tieular poliey reeently. The Collegc of 
Seienee has seemed to the Ministry to 
fall naturally within the scope both as 
a eollege and from the point ot* vicw of 
seienee, of the Ministry of Edueation. 
It is not limited in any sense to agricul- 
ture, but in pursuanee of what we hope 
will be the poliey in future of the co- 
ordination of edueation with, presum- 
ably, tliat agricultural bias it will de- 
rive from the eharacter of the eountry, 
I believc that the College would be ap- 
pr*opriately placed under the Minister 
for Education. The amendment cannot 
be aeeepted. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: 1 am still not 
eonvinced and not. satisfied that any 
good case has been proved w T hy 
t.his great ehange should be made. 
As I understand, three-quarters, or 
perhaps a larger proportion of the 
scientific work of the collegc, is con- 
nected with agriculture. We are 
eonstantly hearing it reiterated from 
day to (lay by Ministers and others, 
that agrieulturc is our predominant in- 
dustry, and I am not satisfied that 
under th(» Ministry of Education, 
which, we have reason to think, would 
be largely eomposcd of intelleetuals, 
seientifie agrieulture would be safe. I 
ani of opinion that. under the Ministry 
for Agriculturc, whieh is not eomposcd 
of intelleetuals, and w r hose Minister— 
at least I have read—has openly de- 
elared himself to be a materialist, the 
(\>llege of Seience would be 
6 o y clock. better plaeed. I do not 
know whether it is possible 
to be a materialist and an intellectual- 
ist at the same time. I maintain, how- 
ever, that the College of Science should 
be under the materialist Departmcnt of 
Agriculture rather than under the in- 
tellectual Ministry of Education. 

Amendment put and negatived. 
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Amendment 27 not moved. 

Question—“ That the fourth part of 
the Schedule stand part of the Sehe- 
dule M —put and agreed to. 

Question—“ That the fifth part stand 
part ”—put and agrced to. 

Amcndment 28 not moved. 

Question—“ That part six, seven, 
eight and nine of the Sehedulc stand 
part ”—put and agreed to. 

Motion madc and question proposed 
That the Schedule stand part of the 
Bill.” 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: On that 
point I want to raise one question that 
I think is of some moment, and that is 
whether the Sehedule should not be 
amendcd or whether another Sehedule 
shonld not be added repealing all the 
carlier statutes; in other words, whe- 
ther there should not be a rcpcal Sehe- 
dule. I am advised in this matter by 
those who have brought it to my atten- 
tion and who are eoncerned, that therc 
would be complications if there was no 
repeal Schedule. I bring the matter 
before the attention of the Attorney- 
General now. I mentioned it on Seeond 
Reading, but I desire to mention it 
again on this oecasion. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : The Deputy 
did mention the matter before, and I 
have carefully considered it, and I have 
come to the conclusion that in a Bill 
of this character a Repeal Section 
would hardly be feasible. If it were 
to be complete it would involve a cer- 
tain amount of research and with con- 
sidcrable modifications here and there. 
The normal course, in a matter of this 
kind, is that at some date we will com- 
mence the passing of Statute Law Re- 
mission Acts. These are Acts in which 
one collects Statutes that have become 
obsolete or that have become repealed 
by implication, abd they are considered 
from that point of view, and I should 
think that in thc course of the present 
session we shall have to trouble the 
House with a Revision Bill dealing with 
these consequential repeals. It seems 
to me that that would be the better way 
to deal with it. 


Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: I am per- 
fectly well satisíied with that statement 
of the Attorney-General. The only 
reason 1 mentioned the niatter is that 
there are so many points of detail that 
have to be considered in matters of this 
kind I thought it might have slipped 
the Attorney-Generars attention. 

Question—“ That the Schedule stand 
part of the Bill ”—put and agreed to. 

TIIE PREA.MBLE. 

Question: tc That the Preamble bc 
the Preamble of the Bill ”—put and 
agreed to. 

THE TITLE. 

Question: That the Title be the 

Title of the Bill ”—put and agreed to. 

Ordcred that the Bill be reported. 

THE DAIL RESUMES. 

Bill reported. Fourth Stage ordercd 
for Tuesday, 29th January. 

PRIVATE BUSINESS. 

FISCAL INQUIRY COMMITTEE.— 
FINAL REPORT. 

Mr. MILROY: I beg to move:— 

‘‘ That the Dáil is of opinion that 
the Government in considering the 
fiseal problem should have regard 
not merely to the admittedly 
restricted view of the matter taken 
by the Fiseal Inquiry Oommittee a» 
indicated in their final Report, but 
should examine the problem iu the 
broadest possible aspect—duc regard 
being taken of all the factors affect- 
ing the general well-being of thc 
Saorstát.” 

I thmk very few Deputies will ques- 
tion the advisability of initiating at the 
very earliest moment a discussion upon 
the issues raised in this motion. The 
Report of the Fiscal Inquiry Committee 
was tabled the last day that this 
assembly met prior to the Christmas 
adjournment. It has, in the interval, 
I understand been circulated to 
Deputies. I trust that most, if not all 
of them, have carefully read and 
scrutinised this Report, and that this 
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diseussion will elicit what impressions 
they havc formed upon it. But whether 
these impressions are favourable to the 
Report or otherwise I think there will 
be general agreement with the con- 
tention that the data provided )>y this 
Report are eompletely inadequate for 
a basis of fiseal policy in this country. 
A wider and a fuller grasp of the 
factors that enter into tliis matter will 
have to bc secured before anything 
approximating to a permanent conclu- 
sion can be arrived at as to what is to 
be the fiscal poliey or the fiscal system 
under which this State can progres- 
sively exist. Therefore, I think that 
the publication of this Report is a good 
thing. inasmuch as it helps to clear 
the air and indicates somewhat 
definitcly the direction in which cer- 
tain economic iníiuences in this State 
are tending. I wish to suggest that 
that direction is not satisfactory, not 
one that .makes either for national 
health or economic stability, but onc 
fraught with serious danger to the 
future of the State. 

I have read this report several 
times carefully, paragraph by para- 
graph, and it appears to me to 
be inadeqUate, or incomplete in its 
survey, inaccurate in its premises 
and misleading, sometimes malign- 
antly misleading, in its conclu- 
sions. The limitations ot' the Terms of 
Reference of the Committec cannot be 
pleaded as being responsible for its 
main defects, for the Committec appear 
to have imposed upon th(imselves vol- 
untarily certain limitations unwar- 
ranted by their instructions. These 
limitations exclude essential matters to 
sueh an inquiry, and have practically 
rendered abortive the labours of the 
Committec. Ilere are the Terms of 
Reference:—“ To investigate and re- 
port:— 

(a) as to the effect of thc existing 
fiscal system, and of any measures 
regulating or restricting imports or 
exports on industry and agriculture 
in the Saorstát, and 

(b) as to the effect of any changes 
therein intended to foster the de- 
velopment of industry and agrieul- 
ture with due regard to the interests 
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of the general community and to the 
eeonomic relations of the Saorstát 
with other countries. ,, 

Such are its Terms of Reference, but 
a perusal of the report would almost 
convince one, unaware of its Terms of 
Reference, that the Committee Avas in- 
strueted to investigate and report as. 
follows:— 

tl (a) as to how best to inspire con- 
tempt for existing industrial enter- 
prise in the Saorstát, and 

(b) as to how to discourage any 
further effort to prevent lreland 
frorn fulfilling the prophecy of a cer- 
tain English nobleman when he 
spoke of this eountry as being des- 
tined to be the fruitful mother of 
flocks and herds to feed the indus- 
trial workers of Britain. ,, 

So far as I have been able to glean a 
coherent impression from this report, 
the manufacturers, business men and 
industrialists of the Saorstát. have been 
placed in the doek, and indicted as a 
set of incompetcnts whose incapacity 
is the primary cause of our lack of in- 
dustrial progress. Scattered through 
about a dozen paragraphs of this re- 
port, are refleetions upon these men 
engaged in these entcrprises, which 
Avhile being utterly irrelevant to the 
inquiry, mav possibly at the same time 
have the effeet of lowering public 
opinion in Ireland and elsewhere as to 
thc mcrits of our native products. I do 
not wish to suggest that was the objcct 
of the Committee, but the kind of com- 
ment in this direction in which our 
professors on this Committce have in- 
dulged, seems to mc to be like saying 
to a drowning man: “ Wc arc very 
sorry for you, but rcally your predica- 
ment is entirely your own fault. If 
you had only learned to become an ex- 
pert swimmer you would have a much 
better chance of surviving, but as you 
did not do so we think it would be 
most unfair to charge the public ‘purse 
with the cost of throwing a lifebuoy to 
save you. ,, Perhaps the insinuation 
which will be most rescnted by Irish 
manufacturers is the one which is a re- 
flection on their probity, as contained 
in paragraph 101, which is as 
follows:— 
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“ Thcre is the further possibility 
that the secure possession of the 
home market may lead to the lower- 
ing of the standard of the article pro- 
duced, which even if the normal 
priee rcmained unaltered, would be 
equally injurious to the consumer. ,> 

Here we have the imputation, not 
mercly of ineapacity, but of gross dis- 
honcsty. One wouíd think that this 
Oommittee had been appointed to in- 
quire into thc morals of our manufac- 
turers instead of into matters apper- 
taining to the eeonomic welfare of the 
country. It is true that in certain para- 
graphs of the report the difficulties that 
facc Irish manufacturers have been i 
duly noted in passing, but only to be 
brushed aside in later passagcs as so 
many irrelevancies—where the men 
who have steadfastly borne the brunt 
of financial and other einbarrassments ! 
in the interests of Irish industry, where 
the mcn who werc cntitled to look for 
somc consideration and some sympathy, 
have been offered cynical homilies 
on their own shortcomings. The Com- 
mittee in its superior wisdom, or rather, 
self-complacent ignoranee of rcalities, 
secm to suggest that the value to the 
State of industry is to bc measured, not 
l)y its services or potential services to 
the nation, but by its capacity to faee 
alone and unaided thc strongly en- 
trenched interests of other nations. 
They seem to have overlooked one great 
truth which indeed has been ovcrlooked 
by many others similarly cngaged like 
them in trying* to galvanise the dry 
bones of Adam Smith^s philosophy into 
life again, the truth enunciated by 
Frederick List when he said, “ Between 
each individual and entire humanity 
there stands the nation. ,, But the 
cntity of the nation has found no place 
in the pages of this report, or in the 
consideration of its authors. There ap- 
pears to be no conception of the fact 
that all captains of industry are of 
value to the State, or that healthy and 
solvent industries are not only assets 
to the State, but essential if the State 
is to make economic progress. Rather 
one gets the impression, reading 
through the sorrowful mysteries of the 
five professors, that our manufacturers 
are regarded as so many parasites who 


wish to prey upon the public purse, and 
these gentlemen of the Committee re- 
gard themselves ordained by Provid- 
ence to stand between them and their 
fell design. Now, in this connection the 
Committee would have becn vcry well 
advised to have pondered a littlc fur- 
ther certain declarations of one great 
inan who walks no more amongst us, 
the late Arthur Oriffith. 

This is what hc said: “ We must 
clcar the minds of the Irish people of 
the pernicious idea that they are not 
entitled or called upon to give pre- 
ferential aid to the manufacturing in- 
dustries of their own country. ,, If 
that idea were not met and combattcd 
therc would be an cnd to all hope of the 
developmcnt of the Irish manufactur- 
ing arm. We must offer our produeers 
protection where protection is neces- 
sary, and let it bc clearly understood 
what protection is. Protection doea 
not mean the exclusion of foreign eom- 
petition. It means rendering the 
native manufacturer equal to meeting 
foreign competition. It does not mean 
that- we shall pay a higher profit to the 
Irish manufacturer, bút that we must 
not stand by and see him crushed by 
the mcre weight of foreign capital. If 
an Irish manufacturer cannot produce 
an article as eheaply as an English or 
other foreigncr, only bccause his com- 
petitor has largcr resources at his dis- 
posal, thcn it is the first duty of the 
Irish nation to accord protection to the 
Irish manufacturer. If, on the other 
hand, an Irish manufacturer can pro- 
duee as cheaply but charges an cn- 
hanecd price, such a man deserves no 
support—hc is, in plain words, a 
swindler. It is contrary to the prin- 
ciplcs of proteetion and the interests 
of the community that a manufacturer 
in Ireland who can produce as cheaply 
as his foreign competitors should 
receive an enhanced price. The move- 
ment is one to give Ireland baek her 
manufacturing arm, not to make 
fortunes for dishonest manufacturers. 
I now come to what I have described 
as the limitations which the members 
of the Committee imposed upon their- 
inquiries, but on second thoughts that 
seems to me to be rather an inaccurate 
way of alluding to these limitations. 
Further consideration leads me to the 
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belief that in this regard it was not so I Britain and Ireland, and also how they 


much a matter of limiting the seope of 
their investigations, as a lack of undcr- 
standing of what really entered into 
such an inquiry which accounts for the 
strange inadequaey of this report. 

There are certain fundamental 
factors which must be fully explored 
and considered in any satisfactory in- 
vestigation into tariffs. Among such 
factors the following may be cited as 
obvious:—(1) The counti^'s tariff 
policy in the past, and the effects of 
this policy upon its eeonomic welfare; 
(2) the character of the foreign trade 
(i.e.. whether the imports and exports 
are predominantly food stuffs and raw 
materials, or predominantly nianu- 
factured goods) ; (3) the increasc or 
decrease of population in the recent 
past; (4) the state of employment; (5) 
the tariff policies of other countries, 
the motives underlying them, and the 
results achieved; (6) in the ease of a 
country inexperienced in the framing 
of tariffs, tlie analogy, or lack of 
analogy, between |ts economic eir- 
cumstances and. those of other coun- 
tries, and how far such a comparison 
would be held to justify the limitation 
of, or a departure from, the tariff 
policies of sueh othcr countries. In 
regard to each and every one of those 
fundamental considerations the report 
is silent. These things arc vital and 
essential to any understanding of a 
tariff system, and in eaeh and every 
one of them this report of five pro- 
fessors is silent. I propose, in the first 
instance, to touch briefly upon these 
sins of omission and then to examine 
and criticise the report. 

Taken as an isolated fact, I would 
not feel disposed to attach undue im- 
portance to the omission from the re- 
port of any reference to the historical 
aspect of our tariff problem, how Irish 
industries were destroyed in the seven- 
teenth and eighteenth centurics by 
means of penal legislation passed by the 
British Parliament, how they rapidly 
revived towards the end of the eigh- 
teenth century as a result of the pró- 
teetive poliey of Grattan’s Parliament, 
only to fall again into ruin and decay 
after the passing of the Act of Union, 
especially after the establishment of 


have languishcd and died throughout 
the whole period of the Union. The 
Committee might have been excused 
for ignoring these phases of Irish econo- 
mic history on the ground that a sub- 
stantial proportion of the Irish public 
might be presumcd to bc well informed 
in regard to them and could appreciate 
their bearing upon the question of tariff 
policv; but when I find that other more 
important but little known factors fall- 
ing within the scope of the inquiry arc 
similarly passcd over, I say that the 
omission iu thc present instance 
possesses a ccrtain sinister significance. 
Moreover, on the facc of it, this report 
contains no evidence whatever that the 
reactions of the political history of the 
country upon its eeonomie development, 
or rather upon its economic retrogres- 
sion, rcceived any consideration at the 
hands of thc Committee. 

Now, as to the charactcr of the im- 
port and export trade of this country, 
thcre is no country on earth for 
the given area and population, which 
exports so large a quantity of food- 
stuffs and animal raw materials, and 
imports so large a quantity of manu- 
factured goods as does An Saorstát. 
The food stuffs and raw matcrial in 
question are not the products of tillage 
cultivation to any large extcnt; they 
consist mainly of cattle, sheep, and 
butter, the products alrriost cntirely of 
grass. These food stuffs, therefore, are 
produced with the minimum expendi- 
ture of human labour and at a maxi- 
mum wastage consistently with the 
existence of agriculture in any íorm 
in the country. On the other hand, 
upon examining the items imported 
from abroad, it will be found 
that, apart from wheat, flour and 
coal, they consist of articles such as ap- 
parel of all kinds, boots, furniture, 
motor cars, and so forth—highly manu- 
factured and luxury products—the 
value of which is almost wholly attri- 
butable to the labour employed in their 
manufacture. The official figures show- 
ing the quantities and values of the 
different articles imported and ex- 
ported will be found in the report on 
“ Trade, Exports and Imports at Irish 
Ports for 1921 / 9 and in the companion 
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publieations of previous years eompiled 
by the Deparlment of Agriculture. 
Were we to buy from (freat Britain, the 
wltole supply of the artieles which she 
manufaelures from the raw rnaterial 
and by-produets obtaim‘d from the 
eattle and shccp vvhich we cxport to 
that country, sueh as boots, shoes, 
leather goods, soap, textiles, combs, 
buttons, glue, brushes, clothinf?, etc., 
it would be found that thc value ot* 
tliose artieles would ecjual, or perhaps 
exeeed, that of our total exports of 
eattle and sheep. 

Thercforc, the mountains of meat de- i 
rived from thosc animals, ignoring for 
a moment the wasteful manner in 
whieh the eountry’s resources are 
sípiandered in the raising of meat, con- ; 
stitute a free gift to Britain, in return « 
for whieh she is pleased to keep a hwgc 
portion of her population engaged in 
worhiní? up manufaetures, and her 
mercantile marine en«raj?ed in earryinf? 
cx])orts and imports. Never in the 
whole history of manhind has there 
been a more ruthless squandering of a 
eountrv’s natural resourecs as is here 
('xemplified. OiK‘ searelu's this Bcport 
for some glimmcr of liprlit upon this tre- 
mendous fundamental eonsideration, 
the vory pith and marrow of a nation’s 
<*laim for a tariff poliey. One searehes 
for some «limmer of light, upon that, 
but one searehes in vain. That was an 
aspeet the ('onunittee did not think 
worth while eonsidering. Next, one 
wonders whether employment and emi- 
‘.rration are phenomena which are pecu- 
liar to any í’ood cxporting eountry ex- 
M ept Ircland. As examples of eountries 
exporting food, one thinks of Australia, 
Ncw Zealand, the Argentine, the United 
States and <'annda. These are all protce- 
tionist eonntrios, and, as is well known, 
there has not yet been an unemploy- j 
ment problem of suffieient dimensions j 
in them to neecssitate cmigration. On ; 
tho contrarv, tliere has been eoutinuons 
immigration into all the eountries men- 
tioned. On the Continent of Europe 
there are a few food exporting coun- 
tries—Russia (before 1914), Denmark, 
Bulgaria, Roumania and Hungary. All 
those countries are protectionist to a 
sreater or lesser degree, and in eaeh 
the population has increased enor- 
mously during the-past 70 or 80 years. 
These countries, moreover, expor + the 
Vol. 6. 


í products of their tillage in eontra-dis- 
i tinction to Ireland, which exports the 
far more wasteful produets of grass. 

Every food-exporting country in the 
world, with the single exception of Jre- 
I land, is protectionist. Why? Every 
I food-exporting country in the world, 
except Ireland, has increascd her popu- 
lation during the last 70 or 80 years. 
WhyV L rcturn to tliis Reporl under 
discussion for some little íight upon 
this pregnant qucstion, but again in 
vain. Does there exist in this country 
at the present moment an unemploy- 
ment problcm, and has sueh problem 
existcd in the past? If so, what are its 
dimensions, and what is its annual eost 
to the NationaL Exchequer; and, 
secondly, to the familv income of every 
bread-winner in tlie eountry who has to 
providc food, elothing and house for 
himself and faniily, and for one or 
more (lepcndent relatives unable to find 
employment? What is the cxtent of 
the eeonomie wastage involvcd in fecd- 
ing and elothing, up to the age of man- 
i hood, all the young men and womcn 
| who have emigrated from our sliores 
during the last 70 or 80 years? What 
is the etfect on the cost of living of this 
' drain upon the nation’s human re- 
■ sourees? Has anyone thc hardihood to 
i suggest that these questions are not 
| strietly rolevant and pcrtinent to an 
! inquiry into our tarifFs? What is one 
1 to thinlc of a Committee, speeialíy eon- 
stituted to inquire into the existing 
íiseal systein of Saorstát Eireann, and 
as to the effoet of any ehanges therein, 
intcnded to toster the development of 
industry and agriculture, which, after 
a longthened investigation, has failed 
to provide an answer to any one of 
those questions, and seemingly has not 
deemed it necessary even to consider 
them? The Statc, like oursclves, in 
secking to frame a tariff policy, would 
naturally look for guidance to the ex- 
ample of other countries, notably those 
countries presenting economic features 
analagous to those already touched 
upon as existing here—if, indeed, any 
other country in thc world has been so 
unfortunate as to find itself thus cir- 
cumstanced. 

Why has no country in the world 
followed the example of Britain in 
opening, and keeping open its doors to 
free trade? Why has free trade at 

il 
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least in the past been admittedly a 
boon to Great Britain, and if it has 
been a boon to her, why has it not been 
a boon to every other nation? Is the 
inference jnstified tliat eeonomie 
wisdom has eentred alone in the states- 
men of Great Britain, and that the 
statesmen of the rest of t-he world, in 
pursuing the policy of protection, have 
made a blunder? As I liope to de- 
monstrate later on, the Commission has 
arrived at many amazing conelusions 
by short euts, but 1 venture to say that 
even they would draw the line at 
broadly stating* that the statesinen of 
the world, witíi thc cxcoption of those 
of Britain, were fools. In what respeet 
is there a divergency between the 
economic cireumstances of the Saorstát 
and those of proteetionist eountries, 
and at the same tirne an analogy be- 
tween the Saorstát and ílreat Britain 
which justifies our adhering to the 
tariff po1iey of thc latter country? It 
ought to be unneeessary for me to point 
out that this ncwly risen State of ours 
in the matter of tariffs eannot rcmain 
indifferent to the example of other 
countries whose economie eircum- 
stanees niore elosely resemble those 
prevailing here t.han do those of Bri- 
tain. The world is rich in experience 
in regard to tariffs. The world is rieh 
in experienees of those things. Why 
has no information eoncerning that 
experienee been conveyed by this 
report to t.he Trish Government, and the 
Irish people? If proteetion is a 
mistahen poliey for statesmen to pur- 
sue, there must be some one or two 
countries of the many protectionist 
eountries in the world where protcc- 
tion has brought injury or, perhaps, 
disaster. If so, where are those eoun- 
tries and what is the extent of the 
injury done? One searches the report 
in vain for an answer to any of those 
questions. I wjll not. further oecupy 
the t.ime of t.he Dáil by a reeital of aíl 
the sins of omission that ean be charged 
against the Report. To exhaust such 
a eategory would bo a labour, not ol* 
hours, but of weeks. I think I have 
sufficicntly indicated the extent and the 
overwhelming importance of those 
omissions to place the report in a 
clearer and truer perspective for the 


purpose of the critical examination to 
whieh 1 now propose to submit it. 

A document upon the question of 
tariffs whieh omits any reference to the 
•eonsideration of the factors to which I 
have drawn attention, must neeessarily 
1)e defective fundamentally, and, there- 
fore, I elaim thal in examining* and dis- 
eussing the different positive features of 
the Report I am dealing with what. are„ 
in the main, either subordinate or irrele- 
vant points of eontroversy in the issue. 
In its final and only important Report 
the Committee was eareful not to make 
reconunendations or to adduee findings. 
It interpreted its duty to be the narrow 
one of examining from the eeonomieal 
standpoint the results to be anticipated 
from a system of protective tariffs, and 
it proeeeded by special pleading, by 
suggestion aiul innuendo, by palpably 
false inferences, and by lopsided infer- 
enees, from inad(»quafe premises, to eon- 
struet the most blatant pieci» of Cob- 
denite propaganda that our generation 
has witness(»d. 

The following are some of the objee- 
tions urged bv the Committee agaiust 
the applieation ol* proteetive tariffs 
here:—(1) They lead to no perm-anent 
expansion of industry or permanent in- 
erease of employment. (2) Tlu»y in- 
crease the cost, of living*. (3) They in- 
erease wages. (4) They increase prices. 
(»5) They provide no remedv against 
dumping. (6) They hamper agrieulture. 
(7) They are difficult to construct and 
difficult to administer, and they raise 
uneertainty as to their duration. 

I avíII take all those foregoing* objoc- 
tions in the order set forth above. It 
seems almost superíluous to liavo to dis- 
provo the Committee’s contention that 
prot(*etive tariffs lead to no permanent 
expansion of industrv becauso the mass 
of evidence to the contrarv is over- 
whelming. However, as this Dáil and 
thc Irish public have had very little op- 
portunity of observiug first hand or of 
st,udying the effects of protective tariffs 
in this respeet, I propose to diseuss the 
point in somc detail. 

The well-known English economist, 
Mr. John A. Hobson, than whom there 
is no more robust free-trader, is respon- 
sible for the following statement in one 
of his most recent ptiblieations, “ The 
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Evolution of Modern Capitalisni. ” pajje 
100 :— 

“ It must be generally adniitted 
tliat Eng-lish industries would not 
have advaneed so rapidly without 
protection, but as we built up our 
manufacturing industries by protee- 
tion, so we undoubtedly conserved 
and strengthened thein by free trade ; 
first by the remission of tariffs upon 
the raw matcrial of manufacture and 
niaehine-making, and later on by the 
free admission of food-stutfs which 
were a prime essential to a nation de- 
scending to speeialised manufae- 
ture . 19 

I next quote eertain particulars show- 
ing the eomparative rate of ceonomie 
developments of the two Australian 
States of Vietoria and Nevv South 
Wales from the year 1870, when protec- 
tion was adopted in the former eolony, 
to 1903, the y(»ar after the Comnion- 
wealth tariff liad extended proteetion 
to New South Wales and given an im- 
mediate and immense impetus to the 
manufaeturing industries of that State. 
These particuiars are taken from a 
work pulilished in Melbourne and Lon- 
don in 1908, entitled David Syme, 
Thc Father of Protection in Australia. M 

From its inception up to 1870 the 
colony of Victoria had run an uninter- 
rupted course of free trade. Free im- 
ports liad prohibited t.he possibilitv of 
industrial expansion. Several manu- 
factures had been started hy enter- 
prising spirits but the importers had 
strangled them at tlieir birth. The im- 
porters were liringing in foreign made 
goods and foodstuffs to the value of 
i‘15,000,000 a vear in exchange for 
Victorian gold, wool, timber, and 
tallow. In the vears 1855-59 more 
than 45,000 persons had emigrated 
from Victoila, owing to the lack of 
means of industrial employment. Cob- 
denism was the established fiscal 
policy. No voice had ever been raised 
against it. No one dreamed of ques- 
tioning it. A free trade historian of 
these times, Mr. Tlenry Giles Turner, in 
his “ History of Victoria, ,, states:— 

In the earlv sixties no educated 
man would have cared to pose as an 
advocate óf protection 
(they were all like our professors). I 
If they thought about it at all 
it was as a gloomy memorv of 


dcsperate times in the old land 
wbere its monopolistic tenden- 
cies drove the labouring elasses 
to the verge of revolution, wheie 
j it was a svnonym ot* the most 
! hateful form of oppression of the 
capitalist and was broken down and 
routed by the Parliamentary 
champions of the worhingman. 

Such was the outloolc of the situation 
when protcction was first mooted in 
| Victoria. The proposal met with cries 
similar to those which arc voiced in 
Ireland to-day. Protection, the ini- 
portcrs ass(‘i*ted, was a drag, a burdon, 
a fraud; slavery and robberv. Th(í 
pcople were warned tliat the doetrine 
was intended to tax the entire com- 
munity for the benefit of the few rnanu- 
facturers whom protection might 
encouragc into a febrile industrial 
existence. I thinlc we have heard some- 
thing vorv like that reccntly from the 
mouths of our professors. Tho end of 
thc struggle was, however. that a pro- 
teetionist tariff was adopted with the 
result of an increase of social comfort, 
education, population, agricultural 
and industrial dcvclopmeiit and wealth, 
while the cost of living remained lower 
in tliat State of Victoria tlian in the 
neighhouring free trade State of New 
South Wales. Official figures and 
statistics suhstantiatiug every one of 
these assertions ean be found in the 
volume I have referred to. 

Now I come back hóme again. We 
have an example of the efficiency of 
protcction in the matter of stimulating 
industries nearer home in the fact 
well known to cveryhody- 

Mr. GOREY : On a point of order it 
is verv interesting to hear the Deputy 
read his paper, but is it in order for 
him ro read his speeeh? 

ACTING CHAIRMAN (Major 

Cooper) : I did not observe the Deputy 
reading. He was referring to his notes, 
and is entitled to read a quotation from 
a work to illustrate his argument. 

Mr. MILROY : I said at the beginning 
that the statement I have prepared was 
made up after very serious considera- 
tion, as I am discharging a very serious 
duty. It is perfectly clear, and I think 
it will be gathered from the nature of 
the remarks I have made so far, that it 
is physically impossible for anyone to 
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memome a statemcnt like this, and 1 
that it is essential that a eertain i 
amount of latitude, or indulgence if 
you like, should be allowed in referenee 
to notes. Bven our Professors are j 
aware that there have bcen certain to- ! 
bacco industries started in Ireland re- j 
cently. No Jess than three ncw lobacco : 
factories have síarted in the Saorstát 
as a result of thc proteetion to tlie to- 
bacco iii(Justry by the rcgulations i 
which came into operation on the lst. 
April last. What has happencd in the 
casc of thc tobaeco firms is only typical j 
of what is happcning throughout thc ! 
world in all protectionist countries. j 
The Dunlop firm has found itself com- i 
pelled to í?et inside tariff barricrs by j 
establishing tyre faetories in various | 
foreign* countries. The establishment , 
of the Ford factory at Cork was due to 
the protection afforded to the motor j 
manuíacturing industry in the United 
Tvingdom by the Finance Act of 1915. i 
Tt is quite easy, but I think quite un- í 
necessary, to extend almost indefinitely j 
the list of concrete examples which one 
and all dispose of the contention of the 
Uommittee, that. tariffs do not provide 
any permanent stirnulus to manufactur- 
íult industri(‘s. TJie Committee sccuns to 
íake advantagc of Ihe comparative 
ignorance of the Irisii public—a 
pardonable ignorancc in view of 
tlu* circumstanees of our history 
- upon this question, to palm nff | 
upon thern this brazen propaganda. í 
ft follows naturalJy if, as I have 
shown, protcction leads to expansion of 
industry, it rnust lead to increased em- 
ploymcnt. The Committee’s contention, ! 
however, is otherwise. The statement | 
«)f its vicws on these points contained 1 
in paragrapli 120 is quoted in full, first 
because it is the ru'arest approach to a 
definite conclusion to be 1‘ouiid in the 
Report, and secondly, because it serves j 
to illustrate the capacity of thc men I 
selected to advise the fiovernment and I 
the peoplc upon the question of tariffs. 

It. is as íollows:— 

The argument frequently urged 
in favour of protective. tariffs is that ! 
an increase in the number of persons | 
emploved will result. Assuming that 
tiiis will be so as regards the pro- 
tecíed industries, the immediate effect ! 


of tlie tariff upon employment will be 
diíTerent if it be imposed in normal 
times from that which it will be if 
imposed during p(»riods of deprcs- 
sion. In tlu* first place. tlie increased 
employment in íhe iudustries con- 
cerued can only bo obtained l)y with- 
drawing labour either from agrieul- 
ture or from otlier existing indus- 
tries. The ultimate, as distinet from 
the immediate, effeet of this will i)e 
not to inerease the total amount of 
ernployment J)ii1 to re-distribute the 
Jal>our pow(*r of tln* eountry. In 
other words, a temporarv incr(*ase of 
employment may result from the 
absorption of unemp]oyed \vork(*rs 
eaused J^y the inereased demand for 
labour iu tlie proteeted industries, 
but onee the temporary (*mployment 
is thus brouglit to an end, any further 
ehange will again be nothing more 
than a mlistributiim of labour 
power. Again, wlien priees of artieles 
rise in eous(*(iU(*nee of the imposition 
of a tariff, tlu* amount of purehasing 
power availabh* for other purposes is 
deereased to the same extent. Tliis 
deerease, r(*sultiug iu a falling off in 
demand for tliese and other artieles, 
will lead (*ventually to a deereasií in 
the total amount of labour requircd, 
and, therefore, to renewed unemploy- 
ment. 

TJiat is the statenu*nt of the Profes- 
sors. I wonder do they themselves 
understand wliat it reallv meansf 
(’learJv if any eoherent meaning at all 
is to be attaehed to tlu» foregoing stato- 
ment, this ean onlv he done bv assum- 
ing that the Committee had in its mirnl 
the circumstane(*s ol' ;i (*ountry totally 
unlik(* ours, w'here population was sta- 
tionary, and wherc* emi^ration did not 
exist. In so far as tlu* conclusions of 
the Committ.ee purport to have rele- 
vaney to the conditions prevailing here, 
they are obviously the very embodiirqmt 
of inconsequencc and futility. IIow can 
the Committee reconeilc its peeuliar 
views as to the inability of proteetive 
tariffs to promote employment wdth the 
known facts, that at the present time 
uncmployment is praetically non-exis- 
tent in protcctionist countrics, while in 
the free trade countries of fireat Britain 
and Ireland it is rampant? In protec- 
tionist France unemployment is nil. Tn 
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proteutionist Belgium unemployment 
amounts to throe-fifths of one per eent. 
of the \vorking people. The eorrespoiul- 
ing pereentage in free trade Britain is 
12, aml in our own free trade country 
it is probably still higlier. 

L oomc to the question of whetlier 
tariffs inerease the cost of living, prie(‘s 
and wages. Lt is greatly to be regretted 
tliat the Committee in its observations 
regarding the eífeets of proteetive 
tariffs upon the eosr of living sliould 
consider as adcquate for the informa- 
tion of the general publie the mere 
statement ofc* a eonelusion without any 
attempt to prove it. L have hac.1 before 
me the Report of the eost of living in 
the Saorstát, pulilished in August, 1922. 
Ln it 1 íincl a table showing the actual 
proportions of expeiulituru by the aver- 
age wage-earning liousehold on th(* 
various eommoditi(*s that make up the 
familv budget of sueh a household. Out 
oi* e\(*ry 11)0/- spent altogether, food 
aeeounts for 57/-: clothing, L7/6; rent, 
5/li; fuel and Jight, 7/-: sundries, in- 
elilding tobaeeo and eigarettes, 1J/-. 
()t* tlie food items tea, sugar and jam. 
whieh are dutiable artieles, aeeount for 
an expeiuliture of over o/-, and Ihc 
amount of dut.v ineluded in tliis ex- 
penditure would b<* approximat(*Iy 2/6. 
All tlu* tea, sugar. and a great propor- 
tion of tlu* jam eonsumed in this 
eountrv are imported, as is also the 
great ímlk of the elotliing figuring in 
the budget—how mueh exaetly it is im- 
poNsihle to say. 

Would tlie eost of living. or in other 
vvords, the expenditim* upon the 
family budget. be inereased if the dutv 
of 2/6 on tea and sugar and jam were 
abolished, and a eorresponding ainount 
plaeed upon imported elotLiing? 
()bviously not, and the Committee, 
apparently realising that such was the 
case, seem to have att(*mpted to eon- 
eeal th<* faet by introducing into para- 
graph 100 of its Report a number of 
irrelcvant considerations about what 
would happen to the reveniu* if the 
duties now levied upon tea and sugar 
were transferred to manufaetured and 
luxury artieles imported. Our imports 
of clothing, boots and shoes, ar(* so 
considerable that cvcn a small ad 
valorcm tariff upon thcse items alone 
would realise as much revenue as is at 


present obtaiued from tea and sugar. 
Moreover. sueh a transferenee of im- 
port duties would obviouslv stimulate 
the establishment and the growth of a 
largo number of manufaeturing indus- 
tries here and inerease employment. 
Tbus would be brought about, 
gradually, perhaps, but steadily, an 
increase in population, in houses, in 
faetories and so forth. New sourees of 
revenue would be created.by the de- 
vclopincnt indieated, whilst at the same 
j time the Kxehe(pier would be relieved 
• of many of the burdens cast upon it as 
j a result of the unemployment now pre- 
| valent. The Conmiittec is quite quick 
I to iDoint out the imaginary danger to 
j tlie revenue from a transferenec of 
I dnties sueh as has beon indieated, but 
I it is careful to ignorc the advantagcs 
j to tlu» Bxehcíiuor and to the eountry\s 
I welfare vvhieh would have heen reaped 
in mmicroiis other dircctions by the 
time our imports of clothing had beon 
rcduccd to the point where it could no 
lougcr provide any considcrablc 
; revenue, no mattcr how high thc rate 
of import duty imposed, and aeeord- 
! inglv our own clothing manuíacture 
! had developed to the ext(*nt. neeessary 
to supplv our own recpiirements. When 
th(* Committec wants to ])i*ove, as in 
paragraph 108, that a protcctivc tariff 
would providc a diminishing rcvcnuc 
it has no hesitation in admitting that 
the tariff would fulfil the intention for 
whieh it was imposed, whieh would, of 
eourse. be primarily to ine.rease em- 
ployment. but the Committee, in para- 
graph 120, is cqually happy at proving 
that a protcetivc tariff would not. in- 
, ereasi* einploymcnt. lt is meroly the 
old storv of the showman ovor agaiu ; 
j You ]>ays vour moiu*y, and vou takcs 
! vour ehoiee . 99 

! I hav(* advanccd the forcgoing verv 
' exaet demonstration, bascd upon offii- 
j eial figures. that a protoetivo tariff 
! would not inerease, but on the con- 
! trary would tend to deerease the eost 
! of living. This conclusion is also sup- 
j ported by ample testimonv from thc 
j actual experiences of protectionist 
countries. Tlic great (icrman econo- 
mist, Frederiek List, in his well-known 
work on national ccoiiomics. publishcd 
80 years ago, in alluding to the then 
I reeently acquired experience of Ger- 
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many in rogarcl to the effects of its 
particular tariffs, wrote as follows:— 

lt The doctrine was taught from a 
hundred professional chairs that 
nations could only attain to wealth 
and power by means of universal 
free trade. Thus it was then, but 
how is .it now? Gcrmany has ad- 
vanoed in prosperity and industry, 
in national self-respect and in 
national power in the eourse of ten 
years as much as in a century, and. 
how has this result been achieved? 
It was especially the protection 
whieh the tariff of Zollverein secured 
to manufacturod artieles of eommon 
use which has wroúght this miraele. 
What has been the operation of these 
protective duties? Are the con- 
sumers paying for their German 
manufactured goods twenty to sixty 
per cent. morc than they formerly 
paid for foreign ones (as must be 
the case if the popular theory is eor- 
rect), or are these goods at all worse 
than the foreign ones? Nothing of 1 
the sort. Doctor Bowring himself j 
adduees t( j stimony that. the manu- j 
faetured goods produ«*ed under the j 
high eustoms tariff are both better 
and eheapei* than the foreign ones 
(and the, I may say in passing, 
Doetor Bowring referred to was an 
agent'of British Board of Trade sent 
on a mission to (íermany for the pur- 
pose of seeuring tariff eoneessions in 
the interest of British manufaeture). 
The internal eombination and the 
security from destruetive competi- 
tion by the foreigner has wrought 
this miraele of whieh the popular i 
school knows nothing and is deter- 
rnined to know nothing. Thus that 
is not true, which the popular sehool 
maintains, that a proteetive duty in- 
creases the price of the goods of 
home produetion by the amount of 
protective duty . 9 9 * 

The popular school to which List 
alludes was nothing more or less than 
the body of professors of Free Trade 
eeonomics, who, seemingly, were as 
energetic in their propagamía in List's 
day as they are now. In the meantime 
they scem to have learned nothing and 
forgotten nothing. The similarity be- 


tween the arguments quoted by List 
as to the effect of Protection in increas- 
ing prices, and these to be found in the 
Report presently under discussion is, 
to say the least, strildng. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE 

resumed the chair at this stage. 

Mr. MILROY: Thc whole history of 
Protectionist Germany since List’s 
time constitutes a complete refutation 
of the claiin that Protection increases 
the cost of living. It cannot be shown 
that the cost of living has been higher 
there at any time during all that period 
than it has been in Free Tradc Eng- 
land. On thc contrary, the fact is 
notorious, and doubtlcss within the 
knowledge and cognisance of every- 
one in the Dáil, that thc cost of living is 
lower to-day in all the Protectionist 
countries in Continental Europe than 
it is in our own Free Trade country. 

Ijest anything should still be want- 
ing in the refutation of the Cobdenite 
claim that Protection increases the cost 
of living, 1 quote the following íigures, 
compiled by Mr. T. A. Coughlan, one- 
time Government statistician to the Go- 
vernment of New South Wales, and 
himself a Free Trader. Hc show,s that 
in the year 1903 as much of all the 
items entering into the cost of living 
could be obtained for an expenditure 
of £36 19s. 5d. in the Proteetionist 
States of Australia as could be ob- 
tained for the sum of £39 14s. lld. in 
| the then Free Trade State of New 
I South Wales, and the author of the 
I book that I referred to some time ago 
j proceeds: Than this there could not, 
be a more triumphant vindication of 
the policy of Protection. M Mr. Cough- 
lan, thc Cobdenist statistician of the 
Free Trade State, íirst admits that the 
standard of living is the same in all the 
States of Australia, and then he con- 
fesses (to the confusion of the econo- 
mic doctrine he holds) that under Free 
Trade the people of Ncw South Wales 
consumed less food, less drink and 
lodge in worse houses than the citi- ' 
zens of the Protectionist States; that 
it cost them 19s. 3d. pcr head more for 
their food, 4s. 6d. per head more for 
thcir drink, and 1s. ld. more for thcir 
charity and education. 

These figures prove beyond dispute 
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that while the standard of livmg is 
equal throughout Australia, the cost 
of that standard was less by £2 15s. 6d. 
under Proteetion than under Pree 
Trade, and that the New South Wales 
housefather was taxed to that amount 
for the privilege of living under an im- 
porting regime rather than buy the pro- 
ducts of his own íellow-citizens. Small 
wonder, then, that New South Wales 
saw the error of its policy and later on 
fell in with the Protection regime of 
the Commonwealth of the period I am 
referring to. In 1895 a board of pub- 
lic experts examined the whole protec- 
tion system of Victoria and made a re- 
port to the Government, from which 1 
quote the following extract:— 

On the vexed ((uestion as to 
whether goods have been made 
dearer or cheaper by the imposition 
of protective duties, we have a deal 
of evidence. It is an established fact 
that such goods are, as a rule, 
(heaper to the public than they were 
before the imposition of such duties. 
Many instances have been brought 
under our notice where the establish- 
ment of a local factory has at once 
brought down the prices of the ar- 
ticles produced in a remarhable de- 
gree. # All calculations based upon 
the price at which goods could be 
sold if the import duties were not re- 
stricted, if the import trade were not 
restricted or prohibited by dutics, are 
valueless in face of the direct evi- 
dence before us that when such 
duties are not imposed the goods arc 
not sold at the anticipated low 
prices. ?? 

Moro rccent testimonv is avaiiable on 
this matter. Representative W. R. 
Green, of Iowa, Acting Ohairman of 
the Vnited States Government Ways 
and Means Committee, is reported to 
have said the other day that the Ford- 
ney Tariff Law whieh became operative 
in the Vnited States in September, 
1922, is 

“ bringing in revonue at the rate of 
500,000.000 dollars a year, as com- 
pared with 300,000,000 dollars under 
the former Act: besides which the 
present large volume of employment 
in Ameriean industries and the ac- 
tivity of American industries may be 
attributed to the measure.” 


i Mr. Green expresses the opinion that 
the Fordney Tariff is so satisfactory 
that the Government will not propose to 
alter it, save in one or two minor de- 
tails. He goes on:- 

Free Traders told us that the 
| Fordriey Tariff would damage Am- 
j erica’s Foreign Trade, and the/ 
assert tliat even a milder tariff would 
ruin our external trade and shipping. 
But the report of the United States 
Shipping Department for October 
states that there was a íavourable 
trade balance of 99,000,000 dollars 
for that month, compared with 
95,000,000 dollars for October, 
1922, and it goes on to record 
that for the 10 months ended 
j witli October, 1923, the country\s ex- 
i ports were valued at 300,340,000,000 
dollars, an increase of 235,000,000 
dollars for the corrcsponding 10 
months of last year. On the import 
sidc tliere was a value of 303,000,000 
dollars for the rnonth of Octobcr, an 
increase of 50,000,000 dollars for the 
month. But, pcrhaps, the most 
notable statement in the report is 
that on the export side. The greatest 
inereases over last year are in manu- 
j factures for consumption. ’ 

Thus experience is in flat opposition 
to the Frec Trade theory that import 
tariffs will kill exporf trade in manu- 
factures. It is further recorded that 
the general level of prices has varied 
but little in the last two years, which 
upsets the theory that import duties 
mean high prices. With 100 per cent. 
increase iu the tariff there has been 
! practically no increase in the general 
| price level. In face of the abundant 
data I have adduced showing that pro- 
tection never does increase and never 
has increased the cost of living, I will 
merely (iuote, ,for purpose of contrast, 
the íollowing statement advanced by 
the Fiseal Committee in paragraph 108 
of its Report, without any attempt 
whatever at proof, thus implying 
for the benefit of a public, perhaps a 
little credulous, and not too well in- 
formed on such questions, that the 
statement is universally accepted. Thc 
statement is as follows:— 
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“ That a protective tarift' vvill in- 
crease. tlie cost of living in propor- 
tion'to its extent, and espeeially it* it 
be applied to articles of general eon- 
sumption, and in partieular to food, 
is self-evident. ,, 

Lest the statement standing thus 
alone and unsupported should not 
prove suflficiently grotesque, the Com- 
rnittee at onee proceeds, in the same 
paragraph, to argue against any trans- 
ferenee of the duties at present levied 
upon tea and sugar, although these 
goods are amongst the ehief items ot* 
food in the budget of the average Irish 
household. If, as the ("ommittee states, 
the duty in particular applied to food 
inereased tlie eost of living, there is a 
prima faeic ease at onee established for 
transíerring that duty to other artieles 
not so vitally important as food, vvhere 
its effeets on the cost of living would, 
seeniingly, aiul in aeeordance vvith the 
views (‘xpressed by the Committee, bc 
less apparent. In the ease of protec- 
tionist countries, it vvill be found, as 
indeed one might expect, tliat tea is ad- 
mitted either duty free or at a merely 
nominal tarift’; also the tariflfs on sugar 
are in no easc as large. or nearly as 
large. as ours, and, as a rule, they ope- 
rate as a proteetion to a home-grown I 
sugar industry, whieh wc unfortunately 
have not got in the Saorstát. Tea is ad- 
mitted frce oi! duty into Australia, the 
United States, and other eountries. In 
no country 011 earth save Ureat Britain , 
do we find that the import duties on j 
tea and sugar are as high as thcy are 
here. Why should we retain these pre- 
posterous rates of duty upon what are 
to us essential food stuffs, wlien by 
shifting them on to less important im- 
ports competing with the products of 
our native manufactures, we ean, with 
one stroke, lower the cost of living, 
create employment at home, and thus 
in a two-fold way consolidate and de- 
velop the economic sources of the 
nation? The claim that protective 
tariffs increase wages and prices is, of 
course, based on the claim that such 
tariffs increase the cost of living, since 
prices are the immediate, and wages one 
of the proximate factors in the cost of 
living. 


Needless to observc, wages, prices 
I and cost of living act and rcaet upon 
I each other; and it is impossible even 
i for the Piscal Committec to measure 
the scparate segments in this eharnied 
eirele. This difficulty, however, does 
not restrain the Committee from dog- 
matising upon eaeh part, separately, 
with grcat show oí* vvords, but witli 
j complete absenee of the data necessary 
! to sustain its views. 

L eome to t.he attitude of the Coni- 
mittee on the question of dumping. 
Prominent amongst the diffieultics vvith 
vvhich our manuVaeturers havc had to 
eontend, espeeially during reeent years, 
is that of dumping. Nearly all the 
manufaeturers who appeai-ed before 
the Committee scemed to have com- 
plained of this evdl, but with an affee- 
tion of lielplessness worthv of the best 
traditions of laissez faire, the Commit- 
tee has no remedy to offer against this 
seourge, and, ín effeet, tells the manu- 
j faetmers to bow their heads meekly 
and in all humility befoi-e it. In sup- 
port of its adviee, the ("ommittee for 
onee deigns to quote cvidenee fi*om an 
independent sourec. The quotatiou, 
which is from a pamphlet published in 
Washingtou, vvill be found in para- 
graph 85, and, as may be obscrvcd by 
anvone reading it carefully, it does not 
bear the straincd interpretation sought 
to be put upon it by the (^ormnittee. 
Is it not strange that tlu» ("ommittee 
should be guided in this matter by 
tluúr intcrpretatiou of a statcmcnt in 
this pamphlet, and at the sanie time ig- 
noi*(‘ tlu* example set by the Unitcd 
States (íovernrnent in passing into lavv 
rcccntly the FordiKy-Mc('?uml)cr Tariff 
—designed expressly for the purpose 
of proteeting the manufaeturing indus- 
try of that country against the unfair 
eompetition of eheap, i’oreign manufac- 
tures? Is there any one, be he Protec- 
tionist or Free Trader, really so guUible 
as to belicve that the forcigner can 
dump his goods as effectively into this 
country when hc has a tariff wall to 
contcnd with as when he has not? 
Theoretieally, it might be true that cer- 
tain kinds of dumping at ccrtain times 
will circumvcnt. any tariff wall opposed 
to. it, just as it is true that a burglar 
wilL, at certain times, circumvent the 
protection that bolts and locks give to 
the householdcr. But is this a reason 
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why the householder should Jeave his 
door unboltcd and unloeked day and 
night? The inethod lierc exemplified 
of arríving at eonclusions far too wide 
and sweeping for the premises upon 
whieh they are based, is typical of the 
Report. This method of reasoning was 
aneient even in the days of Aristotle, 
and has rightly met with eonternpt 
down through the ages. 

The Committee in its lofty disregard ' 
for the nieeties of logical inferenee 
states in paragraph 66 that beeause of 
the non-appearanee before it of wit- 
nesses representative of eertain inter- 
ests, these interests were regarded by 
the Committee as eontent with the 
existing fiseal arrangements—in other 
words, eontent with thc present erush- 
ing imports upon a fcw essential ar- 
ticíes of daily use in everv household 
in the eountry. As one proeeeds with 
the perusal of the Report, one gets ae- 
eustomed to tlu* laxity oi* the less im- 
portant infcreiiecs set forth, but in 
regard to the major inferenees in th 
present instanec, as well as to that re- 
lating to dumping, we might be par- 
doned for expeeting that the Commit- 
tee would display a little more disere- 
tion. To suggest, as is done in para- 
graphs 66 and 87, that beeause a pro- 
teetive tarifl'' is not desired for sueh ( 
products as baeon, eggs, ete.. tlie ag- 
rieultural population would be opposed 
to any ehange in the present fiseal j 
svstem, inherited hap*hazard as it has 
been from the old rcgime, is to east an 
unworthv aspersion upon th(‘ intelli- * 
gcnee and publie spirit of the largest 
and most important seetion of the eom- 
muuity. The annual ineremeiit of 
young people, whieh year after year 
have been emigrating from our shores, 
for generations past, owing to lack of 
employment at horne, is derived almost 
entirely from the agrieultural popula- 
tion. 

If one eares to witness the real 
tragedy of unemployment and national 
decay in this eountry, he must search, 
not among the nrban population, but 
in the ruined homes and broken fami- 
lies of the eountryside. The suggestion 
that the agricultural population of this 
count.ry is not vitally interested and 
concerned in any policy aiming at the 
6conomic devclopment of the country, 


and at the provision of increased eni- 
ploynient in both agricultural aml in- 
dustrial occupations for the sons and 
daughters of our still numerous small 
fariuers, betrays an amaziug ignorancc 
oí what are the hopes and necds of the 
rural population. The agriculture c»f 
this country is rightly regarded as our 
greatest industry. iiut' the inference 
do(»s not follow that agricullure has 
j been prosperous, and manufacturcs the 
i reverse. ITnder Free Trade both have 
í gone down the hill together into what 
1 might he described as one common ruin. 

During the past three-quarters of a cen- 
! tury, whilst the rural population of 
i every country in the world, save that of 
our own, and of (íreat Britain, has in- 
. crcascd, the rural population of Ire- 
I land, in <*ontradistinction to the urban 
! population, has declined from 7,040.000 
souls to 2.920,000. The number of agri- 
eultural holdings above one acre has 
j dcelined from 730,000 to 460,000, whilst 
I thc numlier of those in every countrv ? .n 
Continental Europe has increased. The 
arca undcr tillage has declined from 
! 4,600,000 to 2,400,000 aeres. whilst the 
1 tillage area of every eountry in the 
! world, outsidc what used to bc known 
| as thc British Islands. has incroased. 
Xor is it possilile to attribute this de- 
cline in our agriculture to anv eaust» 
other than that of Free Trade. Tln» 
era of eomplete Free Trade in this 
country coineides exaetlv witli that of 
the dccline of agrieulture: whilst, on the 
other hand, those eountries whieh re- 
mained or bccame Proteetionist during 
the same period have been able not 
aíone to niaintain thcir agrieulture un- 
impaired, but to maintain and develop 
it exeeedínglv. In the ease of Great 
Mrítain Frcc Trade conferred ample 
couipcnsation for the dceline of agri- 
culturc by the stimulus it gave to the 
manufacturing industry, which had al- 
ready made gigantie strides there as a 
result of the various advantages con- 
fcrred by the numerous mechanieal in- 
ventions, long a monopoly of Great 
.Britain, and associated with tho so- 
ealled industrial revolution. The sue- 
eessfur emergence of Britain from the 
Napnle onie Wars, whieli had retarded 
j industrial development on the Conti- 
i nent. was another favourable factor 
j for her. These advantages gave to 
! Britain for a long time the lead ín 
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[Mr. Milroy.] 

manufactnring industries over all other 
countries. Had the other countries 
been unable to erect protective barriers 
against competition from Great Britain 
they would have found themselves long 
ago in the position occupied by Ireland 
to-day, that is, industrial derelicts. 

Protection saved them, both agricul- 
turally and industrially. Free Trade 
meant the ruin of British agriculture, 
but it also meant the making of British 
industrial greatness. Free Trade 
meant ruin to Irish agriculture and 
Irish industry. The Committee sug- 
gests that eertain industries would be 
likely to transfer their business out of 
the eountry if a protcctive tariíf wcre 
imposed, but such a threat 071 the part 
of any of our manufaeturers could only 
rest upon the false propagaiula spread 
abroad by our Oobdenite economists. I 
have heard nothing to the effect 
that British manufaetu7*ers recently 
threatened to t7*ansfer thoir busincss 
abroad whe7i the B7*i\ish (lovernment 
proposed to impose a pi*otective tariff. 
As I have ah*eady shown, it is the gene- 
ral experience that Protection lowers 
the eost of living, and, therefore. apai*t 
from the direct advantage it confers on 
manufacturers, it assists them in- 
directly at keeping money wag$s, as 
distinct from real wages. low. 

The Committee endeavours to base 
arguments against Protection upon the 
fact that thei*e are in An Saorstát a 
few firms who expoi’t a propoi*tion of 
their produets, and who, therefore, con- 
sider themselves not in need of a tariff. 
Benerally speaking, the basis upon 
which an expoi*t trade ean be de- 
veloped is the assured position of the 
home market. For example, did the 
firm of Messrs. (íuinness and Son begin 
business by exporiing ’its products, or, 
rather, did it not first eapture the home 
market and then look abroad for an 
extension of its trade ? Let us give our 
mannfaeturers a chance of eapturing 
the home market, and immediately 
they will be able to effeet eonsiderable I 
eeonomies in production rates, reduc.e | 
overhead charges, and bc able to 
speeialise to a greater extent than is 
possible under existing circumstanees. 
In due course these manufacturers will 
be able to look abroad for other mar- 


, kets, just as Messrs. Guinness and 
Messrs. Jacob have done. 

Thus is opened up for the country a 
fair vista of industrial expansion and 
progress, assuming only that we have 
the vision and capacity to shape our 
I economic policy on right lines. I have 
! already indicatcd how vitally the ag- 
ricultural population is interested in 
' this questiou of industrial development 
írom the standpoint of providing em- 
ployment for the surplus rural popula- 
tion which agrieulture cannot absorb; 
but agriculturists arc also interested in 
this matter from a somewhat different 
angle. An expanding industrial popu- 
lation leads to agricultural develop- 
ment along healthy lines, and a more 
| assured market for agricultural pro- 
ducts is created on the spot. Perish- 
able and bulky gardcn product*’ that 
will not bear long transit to e .ernal 
marlxcts will be required in inc -easing 
quantities. Tillage will be stimulated 
as a result. Small tillage farms will 
| again beeome eeonomic units to culti- 
vate, just as they ai*e at present in 
Franee, Bolgium, Ifolland, (íermany 
and elsewhere. The pi’esent tendency 
in our agricultural indnstry towards 
cattle and grass, coupled with the de- 
cline and decay of manufacturing in- 
! dustries, if not eheeked in some way, 
must eventually prove fatal alike to 
the Ii-ish nation and the raee. 

There seems to be no hope for our 
agriculture along its present lines of 
economic development, or, rather, eco- 
nomic retrogression. Our countryside 
increasingly justifies the designation 
applied to it by George Moore—“ a 
land of wilderness and weed. ,> It is, 
of course, quite impossible for me, even 
in the somewhat lengthy statemeqt I 
feel compelled to make, to deal in de- 
tail with all the fallacies in a Report 
in which everything is fallacious. I 
would, however, like to draw attention 
to the statements in paragraphs 116- 
317, to the effect that if we restrict our 
imports by means of a protective tarifl? 
we will be unable to obtain payment for 
our exports. I will not pause to dwell 
on the fact that, of course, the other 
foolish protectionist countries in the 
world must find themselves in this 
plight at the present time, and must 
have found themselves for generations 
past. Just picture the folly of the 
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Yankees in passing into law the 
Fordney McCumber TariflE Act. Théy 
ought to have known its effect would 
be to preclude them from obtaining 
payment for their wheat, maize, flour, 
motor-cars, etc., which we get from 
them. We do feel deeply grateful to 
them for their generosity. 

I frankly admit that one probable 
eflEect of a protective tariff would be a 
falling off in our exports of food and 
raw materials, and indeed this is one of 
my principal arguments in favour of 
Protection. Were we a country ex- 
porting to a great extent manufactured 
goods, and could it be shown to me that 
the effect of Protection would be to 
bring about a falling off in these ex- 
ports in the same way that I can show 
that the actual effect of Protection in 
our agricultural country would be to 
cause a falling off in our exports of 
food and raw materials, then I, for one, 
would have a very different outlook to 
the one I have at present. This is the 
fundamental differcnce, as I see it, be- 
tween the basis of a case for Protection 
and that of a case for Free Trade. I 
will now proceed to illustrate by a 
homely example how it is that pro- 
tective tariffs upon manufactured 
goods cause a falling off in exports of 
food-stuffs and raw materials. Sup- 
posing that, following upon the im- 
position of a tariff on boots, it is de- 
cided to establish a boot factory in the 
town of Cavan, the immediate effect 
would be an increase of employment, 
and therefore of increased consumption 
in the town of food products such as 
butter, eggs, milk, meat, etc., produced 
by the local agricultural population. 
The present surplus products men- 
tioned are exported almost wholly to 
Qreat Britain, but in the conditions as- 
sumed this surplus would be greatly re- 
duced owing to the increased local con- 
sumption. At the same time, the boot 
factory would supply the needs of the 
local people at present met by imported 
boots. Thus, owing to the healthy ex- 
pansion of the town of Cavan in the 
manner described, there would be 
brought about a decline iij. both the im- 
port and export trade of the country. 


Supposing the same type of develop- 
ment occurred not in one, not even in 
one hundred, but in a thousand dif- 
ferent places in the Saorstát, the de- 
cline, both in imports and in exports, 
might prove to be very appreciable in- 
deed, but the country as a whole would 
have been developed, and population 
would havc been increased far beyond 
tne present figures. Now one gets a 
glimpse of the reason why companies, 
mostly foreign, that do our shipping 
and carrying, and sonie portal authori- 
ties as well, are such outspoken free 
traders. May I ask at this stage at 
what time the Dáil adjourns? 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

At 8.30. 

Mr. MILROY: Very well. I now 
turn to paragraph 109 of thc Report. 
There an argument is advanced against 
a proteetive tariff, that its construc- 
tion is a highly technical operation re- 
quiring expert and cost.ly assistance, 
requiring constant supervision and fre- 
quent alterations snd periodieal ad- 
j justments. Thcse objections made 
j amount to this: that to set up a tariff 
is troublesome. 

The PRESIDENT: j\fay I interrupt 
j for a moment at this point. The De- 
I puty has been spealdng for a long time, 
and a physical strain like this has a 
very great effect. I think we would be 
willing if the Deputy would move the 
adjournment of the debate until to- 
morrow, to agree that he should resume 
his speech after questions to-morrow. 

Mr. MILROY : I am very glad indeed 
for that eonsideration, and if the Dáil 
is agreeable, I will move the adjourn- 
ment of the debate until to-morrow. 

Question put and agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT : I move that the 
Dáil do now adjourn until 3 p.m. to- 
morrow. 

Question put and agreed to. The 
Dáil adjourned at 7.45 p.m. until 
Thursday, January 17th, 1924, at 3 
p.m. 
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( Thursday , 17 th January , 1924.) 

i 

Do ohuaidh an Leas-Cheann Cornji- ; 
airle i geeannas ar a 3 p.m. I 


CEISTEANNA—QUESTIONS. 
ORAL ANSWERS. 


I 

CLAIMS POR SEIZED MOTOR CARS. 

i 

PADRAIG MAC FHLANNCHADHA 

asked the Minister for Financc 
whether any machinery has been set 
up to deal with elaims of persons whose 
motor cars were seized by British Mili- 
tary in 1920-21 where sueh elaims have 
been rejected by thc Shaw Commission 
as not eoming within their jurisdietion, 
and. if so, what procedure should be 
adopted by such persons; and if he will 
stat(* whether a elaim which was lodged 
with the Shaw Commission within the - 
twelve months period and subsequently ! 
rejeeted will be aecepted by the British j 
authorities after the period of twelve ! 
mouths has expired? | 

MINISTER for FINANCE (Mr. 
Blythe) : Negotiations are still proceed- í 
in«“ with the British Government on 
the ciuostion of the machinery to be 
established for dealing with claims 
sucli as those to which thc Deputy re- 
fers. iVmple notice will be piven of the 
procedure to be followed. I am not 
aware of any tirne limit beingr imposed 
in reirard to claims such as that men- 
tioned by the Deputy. 

MOYARTA (CLARE) OLD AGE 
PENSION CLAIM. 

PADRAIG 0 hOGAIN (An Clár) 

asked the Minister for Local Govern- 
ment if he will state why an old age 
pension in respect of Timothy 
(VDwyer, Moyarta, Carrigaholt, Co. 
Clare. which was granted by the Pen- 
sion Committee of Clare, was rejected 
by the Local Government. Authorities? 


j MINISTER for LOCAL GOVERN- 
i MENT (Mr. Burke) : The claim of a 
Mi\ Timothy (VDwyer, from near Car- 
rigaholt, to the old agc pension has 
been twice disallowed on appeal on the 
ground that his yearly means exceed 
£49 17s. 6d., which debars him from 
the reeeipt of a pension. 

Mr. 0’Dwyer’s address was given on 
the pension form as “ Rilcrona, Carri- 
gaholt.” Th(*re is no record of an ap- 
peal frorn a Mr. Timothy 0’Dwyer, 
Moyarta, Carrigaholt. 

Mr. HOGAN: His address in his let- 
ter to me is Moyarta, Carrigaholt. 

HOSPITAL AT BANDON (CO. 
CORK). 

TADHG 0 MURCHADHA asked 
the Minister for Local Governmcnt 
whether his attention has been drawn 
to the urgetit need of an hospital in 
Bandon, Co. Cork, and whether he wiL 
favourably consider the request of tho 
Bandon Guardians and the workers of 
th(» town, that the Fever Hospital bc re- 
built for th(i purpose of providing hos- 
pital accornmodation for the sick poor 
of the district? 

Mr. BURKE: Representations have 
been made on this subjeet. The ques- 
tion of adopting a scheme for the 
amalgamation of Unions in County 
Cork is at pr(*sent being considercd by 
the (kumty Council, who may submit a 
scheme at an early datc specifying the 
institutions to be provided in the 
county. It is suggested that the local 
people concerned should bring their 
views in the matter before the County 
Council. 

STRIKING OF RATES—QUESTION 
OF POSTPONEMENT. 

Major BRYAN COOPER asked the 
Minister for Loeal Govemment 
whether, in view of the fact that the 
Local (Tovernment eleetions have been 
postponed, he will consider the advi- 
sability of introdueing legislation to 
postpone the striking of the rates for 
the eurrent year until the new County 
and District Councils have been 
elected ? 

Mr. BUREE: This matter has already 
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been fully eonsidered. The postpone- 
ment of the striking* of rates would 
necessarily result in heavy accumula- 
tions of overdraft interest, which would 
become an immediate additional charge 
on ratepavers. It. would also tend to 
defer the commencement of numerous 
economies which Couneils have realised 
as beiiig' necessary in the present ex- 
amination of estimates. 

Major COOPER: 1 be« to givc* notice 
that 1 will call attention to this^ ques- \ 
tion of postponing the strildng of rates 
until after the Local (íovernment elec- i 
tions, on the adjournment this eveniní?. ; 

Í 

OLD AGE PENSION CLAIMANTS 
WITHOUT BAPTISMAL 
CERTIFICATES. 

Mr. D. McCARTHY (for Mr. P. W. 
Shaw) asked the Minister for Local i 
(íovernment if he will deíine what steps ! 
clairnants for old a<*e pensions are to j 
take who have been unable to procure j 
1>aptismal certificates, as the sworn i 
affidavits of responsible people liave in I 
several cases recently been treated as ! 
insufficient evidence of ajre? ! 

Mr. BURKE: I would refer the De- : 
puty to the reply foriven to Deputy 
Seamus Mae('‘os*rair in answer to his ! 
(piestion of the 2ord November last on 
this subject. 1 shall hand him a eopy j 
of it. i 

Tt was pointed out therein that when j 
the baptismal certificate of a claimant j 
was not available, affidavits from por- j 
sons of standing were accepted as al- ; 
ternative proof. The affidavits should, j 
however, give in detail the grounds for 
opinions cxprcssed and statemcnts 
made therein. and should set forth re- 
lcvant facts bcaring on the lifc history 
of tho claimant, such as date of marri- 
age of his parents, and his own position 
amongst the childrcn, especially as 
compared witlt a brother or sister 
whose age has been established. 

An affidavit in which the deponent 
mcrely states that in his opinion 'ihe 
claimant is 70 years old is not of 
much assistance towards establishing 
age, and that fact should be impressed 
on claimants. 


UNEMPLOYMENT BENEFIT FOR 
DISCHARGED SOLDIER. 

AODH 0 CULACHAIN asked the 
Ministcr for Industry and Comnierce if 
he is aware that Private Christopher 
MeCormack, of Sallins, Co. Rildare 
(Armv No. 43236, Uncmployment In- 
surance Dook, 2596), who attcsted on 
3rd Julv, 1922, aml was disehargcd on 
thc Sth Novenibcr, J923, has made nine 
weekly applieations to Newbridge 
Labour Exchange (entailing an ex- 
pens(* of 18s. in rail fares), and that, 
although he has fifty stamps on his un- 
employment eard, he has not yet re- 
eeived any payment; and whether in- 
structions will be given to have pav- 
ment inade at once plus the amount c*x- 
}x*nded on rail farcsí 

MINISTER for INDUSTRY and 
COMMERCE (Mr. J. McGrath) : Wben 
Christophcr McCormack, of Sallins. 
madc his claim, TTnemployment Insur- 
ancc l>(*neíit could not bo allowcd, l>c- 
eausc, sinc(* no contributions had be(‘n 
paid for him in thc last preeoding In- 
surancc Vcar, hc was disqualificd by 
Seetion 8 (4) of t.he Unemployment in- 
surance Act, 1920. Hc had not fillcd 
up th(* necessarv form for claiming con- 
tributions undcr Seetion 7 of thc Act, 
of 1923 in ]*cspcct of his Army Scíwice 
in aeeordanee with thc usual proe(*ilurc 
bcfore demobilisation. It was ncccs- 
sarv t.o got the claimant to fill this form 
at Ncwbridgc liocal Officc and to have 
it eertified l)y the Ministry of Defcnec. 
Somc dclav ncecssavily oceurred in 
earrving out this proeedurc, but bcnctit 
has alreadv b(*en authoriscd, aiul Mr. 
Me(*ormaek will bc paid on to-morrow, 
which is thc usual pay day for appli- 
cants living in thc country. I havc no 
funds at my disposal out of whieh pay- 
mcnt of anv cxpcnscs incurrcd by ]x*r- 
soíis attcnding at Loeal Officcs to elaim 
Unernployment .Benefit eould bo made. 

RECONSTRUCTION OF MULLIN- 
GAR R.I.C. BARRACES. 

Mr. p. McCARTHY (for Mr. P. W. 
Shaw) asked the Ministcr for Home 
Affiairs if thc Commissioners of Public 
Works have eome to a decision as to 
the reconstruction of the old Royal 
Irish Oonstabulary Barraeks, Mullin 
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[Mr. D. McCarthy.] , 

gar, with a view to providing suitablo j 
acconimodation for thc Gárda Síoc- 
hána? 

MINISTER for HOME AFPAIRS 
(Mr. K. 0 Higgins) : Enquirics by tho 
Commissioners of Public Works as to 
whether any suitable aeeommodation 
for the Gárda Síochána can be rented 
in Mullingar are being continued, and 
in the event of such rented premises 
not bcing obtainable, steps will be 
taken with a view to the restoration of 
the old Royal lrish Constabulaiy Baí- 
racks for use as a Gárda Síochána Sta- 
tion. 

LAND PURCHASE ARREARS IN 
CO. GALWAY. 

SEAMUS MAC COSGAIR asked the 
Minister for Agriculture if he is aware 
that the Irish Land Commission has 
informed the Galway Co. Council that 
the total net arrears drawn from the I 
Guarantee Fund in respect of Land 
Purchase Arrears, including arrears in 
respeet of advances made under the 
Labourers Acts in the County of Gal- 
way, amounted on 31st January, 1923, 
to £37,494 19s. 7d., that of this sum 
£23,297 4s. lld. had been recovered up 
to the 12th May, 1923, leaving a sum 
of £14,197 14s. 8d. outstanding, of 
which £501 7s. 9d. has been declared 
uncoHectable; whether he can state the 
amount of arrears that have been paid 
since the 12th May, 1923, what steps 
were taken to recover the amount de- 
scribecl as uncollectable, and whether 
the County Council has been furnished 
with h list of the defaulters who owe 
this sum of £501 7s. 9d.? 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: As the Minister 
for Agriculture cannot be present to- 
day, I am requested to ask Deputy 
Cosgrave to repeat this Question on the 
next occasion the Minister for Agricul- 
ture is present- 

Mr. COSGRAVE: Will that be to- 
morrow? 

Mr. O’HíGGINS: It may be to-mor- 
row. 

CO. GALWAY ESTATE. 
SEAMUS MAO COSGAIR asked the 


Minister for Agriculture whether the 
estate of Mrs. Persse, of Springrove, 
Co. Galway, which some three years 
ago was sold by her to her herd, Wil- 
liam Kenny, and of which a portion 
was subsequently sold by him to a 
number of small landholders on the 
cstate, will be acquired by the Land 
Commission under the Land Act, 1923, 
and, if so, whether the bog purchased 
with the estate will be divided amongst 
the interested parties. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS (replying for Minis- 
ter for Agriculture) : The Land Com- 
mission have not yet been furnished 
by the owner with particulars of the 
lands referred to and have no informa- 
tion as regards them. It is assumed 
they come within the Land Act, 1923, * 
and accordingly, as they are situate in 
a Congested Districts County, they will 
in due eourse be vested in the Land 
Cominission, which will deal with them 
in the manner provided by the Land 
Act, 1923. 

PAYMENT OF DISCHARGED 
OFFICER. 

AODH 0 CULACHAIN asked thc 
Minister for Defence if he is aware 
that Lieutenant Thomas O’Brien, of 
Mill View, Kileoek, Co. Kildare, who 
served in the I.R.A. (in Barracks) from 
1 the date of the signing of the Treaty 
without pay, and attested in the Na- 
tional Army on the 6th June, 1922, was 
gazetted lieutcnant on the 24th Feb- 
ruary, 1923, and discharged on the 
21st Novcmber, 1923, has not received 
Army pav for tbe period, June 6th, 
1922, to Fobruary 2nd, 1923; further, 
as this officer has applied several times 
for payment during the last twelve 
months without getting any satisfac- 
tory reply, whether further enquiries 
will be made with a view to expediting 
payment to this deserving officer. 

MINISTER for DEFENCE (General 
Mulcahy) : Enquiries are being pursued 
and Lieutenant O’Brien's application 
j for pay will be disposed of at the ear- 
liest^possible date. 

WEST OORK MILITARY ACGOUNTS 

TADHG 0 MURCHADHA asked the 
Minister for Defence whether he is 
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aware that a considerable number of 
aecounts incurred by officers and men 
in the I.R.A., who occupied Barracks 
in West Cork during the period o£ the 
Truce, are still due, and whether he 
will consider payment of such accounts. 

Oeneral MULCAHY: Aecounts for 
goods supplied during the period Feb- 
ruary to June, 1922, will be considered, 
and if it is proved that the goods were 
supplied to and were necessary for the 
maintenance of troops loval to the 
Provisional (fovernment at the date on 
which the goods were supplied and the 
prices claimed are reasona1)le. the ac- 
counts will be paid. 

• 

RELEASE OF PRISONER. 

Mr. DAVID HALL asked the Minis- 
ter for Defence whether he will consi- 
der the immediate release of Christo- 
pher Reid, No. 1513, Hut A, Newbridge 
Detention Camp, and whether he will 
state whcn his release may be expeeted. 

General MULCAHY: Mr. Reid is 
about to be released. 

MOTOR COMMANDEERED (RUAN, 
CO. CLARE). 

Mr. CONNOR HOGAN asked the 
Minister for Defenee whether the 
claim of Mr. Patrick Casey, Rathkeane, 
Ruan, Co. Clare, arising from his motor 
being commandeered on 9th August, 
1922, by the Army at Ennis, and the 
eonsequential losses involved by the 
vseizure, has yet been eonsidered, and 
if he can .state when a settlement of 
the elaim will be made. 

General MULCAHY : Mr. Oasey’s 
elaim is under investigation. and it is 
hoped that a decision will shortly be 
reached in conneetion with it. 

Mr. CONNOR HOGAN: Will the 
Minister give us the Departmental in- 
terpretation of the significanee of tlie 
word “ shortly ”? Does it mean in 
the course of a few days, or in the 
course of a few weeks, or a few nionths 
or a few years, the latter of which, 
relatively speaking, would represent 
only an atom of time in the cyc!e of 
eternity? 


, General MULCAHY: It all depends 
on the nature of the ease, and the cases 
that come forward for investigation 
are very varied. 

i 

I HILLALOE BARRACES FATALITY. 

í 

! PADRAIG 0 hOGAIN (An Clár) 

j a.sked the Minister for Defencc if hc 
i will grant a public sworn inquiry into 
! the death of Piorce Lewis, who was 
killed in a Military Barracks at Killa- 
loe, Co. t'lare. on September 16th. 1923? 

‘ General MULCAHY: The death of 
Pieree Lewis was investigated by j. 
Militarv * (\)iirt of Eiuiuirv, before 
whieh Military evidenee was taken on 
oath and also investigated by inquest. 
In both eases the finding \vas one of 
aecidental death, and the jury addea 
that no blame attacbed to anvbody. I 
• see no reason for further enquiry. 

Mr. PATRICE HOGAN (Clare) : Is 

i the Minister aware that the bov was 
| killed by a ritle the property of the 
| Minister for Defence, and which vas 
used by a civilian in the barracks at 
the time? 

i General MULCAHY : The matter was 
! fully investigated bv both Courts uf 
i Inquiry mentioned, and I am sure 
, that that evidenee A\ as beforc them in 
| arriving at a dccision. 

Mr. PATRICE HOGAN (Clare): 

Who is responsible for the control of 
the arms supplied to the National 
Army ? 

General MULCAHY : The ofíicers and 
mcn to whom thev are supplied: and 
the evidcncc as to tlie responsibility of 
that eontrol was no doubt before both 
the military inquiry and the inquest. 

Mr. HOGAN: ITow did the rifle pass 
from the hands of the Armv to the 
hands of a civilian? 

General MULCAHY: This matter 
was investigated before tliose Courts 
and if the í)eputy wants any detailed 
information with regard to the evi- 
dence thát was before those Courts, 
he will have to ask separately for it. 
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CLERY MINOR ESTATE 
* (LIMERICE). 

PADRAIG MAC FHLANNCHADHA 

askod the Minister for Agricullure 
. whether he has takeu aetion with a 
view to purehasing the Clcry Minór 
Estate at Carryspillane, Co. Limerick, 
and, if so, with what result. 

MINISTER for AGRICULTURE 
(Mr. P. Hogan) : Proeeedings have not 
been instituted in the Land Commis- 
sion for the sale of the Clery Minor 
Estate at Garryspiilane, Co. iúmeriek, 
hut all lands coming within the Land 
Aet, 1923, will be dealt with in due 
eourse. 

PURCHASE OF LIMERICR LANDS. 

PADRAIG MAC FHLANNCHADHA 

asked thc Minister íor Agriculture 
vvhether lie has takcn actiou with a 
view to pnrehasing th(' lancls of l)erry- 
nacane, in the GÍoster Minor Jístate, 
Co. Limerick; and, if not, how soon is 
he likely to do so. 

Mr. HOGAN: This matter has 
already been before the Land Commis- 
sion and it is anticipated an inspeetion j 
will be madc at an early date. 

BALLINASLOE SOLDIER S DEATH 
—MOTHER S CLAIM. 

TOMAS O CONAILL asked the 
Minister for Defence ii' he has received 
an application from Mrs. Kate Shiels, 
'of Tjaurencctown, Ballinasloe, on ac- 
count of her son, the late Private P. 
Shiels, No. 12578, who was Idlled while I 
°n duty in Limerick Jail on the 7th 
February, 1922, and, if so, whether a 
pension or gratuitv has yet been 
awarded. 

General MULCAHY : In view of the 
fact that at an inquest held on the 7th 
February last the jury returned a ver- 
dict thát Private Shiels had eommitted 
suicide, the claim for compensation 
cannot be cntertained. 

NAVAN DEPENDENT’S ALLOW- 
ANOE CLAIM. 

Mr. D. HALL asked the Ministcr for 
Defence whether a claim for depen- 
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dent\s allowance has been received 
from Mrs. Susan Kane, Beechmount, 
Navan, Co. Meath, in respect of hcr 
son, Private Bernard Kane, No. 2363, 
Newbridge Barracks; whether the said 
daim will receive immediate conside- 
ration with a view to having paymeiit 
made. 

General MULOAHY: The claim of 
Mrs. Tvane was disallowed after due 
investigation on the ground that the 
atnount normally contributed by her 
! son to his home over and above the eost 
of his own maintenance therein for a 
reasonable pcriod prior to his enlist- 
nicnt was less than the niinimum ro- 
quired by regulations, 12s. per w<*ek, 
j before an allowanee may be issned. 
.Mrs. I\ane was notified accordinglv on 
the I6th July last. 

B ALLIN ASLOE EX-SOLDIER ’S 
í CLAIM. 

SEAMUS MAC COSGAIR asked the 
j Minister for Defence wheth(*r ho is 
j aware that Patrick Tlarrison, of Ballin- 
asloe, Co. Galway, joined thc Natiomn 
Army on tlu* 12th Fobruary, 1922, and 
, was attaelied to the Ist Westerns (No. 

! 03403); that somc inonths after enlist- 
ing he met with an accident whib* in 
: the discharge of liis military duties, 
and was transferred to South Iníirm- 
ary, Cork, aiul subsequently to Marl- 
borongh TTall, Dublin, whcre, after 
ahout a week\s dctcr.tion, he wns dis- 
eharged from the Army on tln* 6t.h 
May, 1923; that as a result of the in- 
jurv referml to he is mentallv de- 
ranged aiul unable to work, and is now 
bcing supported by his mother, who is 
iu vory poor cireumstanees; whethcr 
appliealions for assistance have been 
made to the Military Authorities by 
Harrison or his mother, and, if so, with 
what result? 

General MULCAHY: The cireum- 
stanees were as stated. Applications 
for assistance have been received from 
Mrs. Harrison. hut it is regretted that 
it is not possihle to entertain them. 
Pntricfc Harrison has made a claim for 
a pension or gratuity under the Armv 
Pensíons Áct, 1923, and this claim is 
under consideration. A decision will 
be expedited as much as possible. 
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A GORT CLAIM. 

TOMAS 0 CONAILL asked the Mini- 
ster for Defence if he is yet in a posi- 
tion to say whether the long-outstand- 
ing claim of Mr. J. O’Donohue, Gort, 
Co. Galway, has been settled, and, if 
not, whether he will see that the 
amounts due to this man are im- 
mediately paid? 

General MULCAHY: The delay in 
arriviní? at a decision in this case is duc 
to the fact that the claimant has not 
furnishcd certain documentary evi- 
dence in connection with it which he 
has becn asked to supply. 

CLAIM FOR PER30NAL INJURIES. 

TOMAS 0 CONAILL aslced the Mini- 
ster for Finanee if hc has received a 
claim from Michael Mannion, of Bal- 
linamore Bridgc, Ballinasloe, on ac- 
count of personal injuries reccivcd on 
the 26th January, 1921, and, if so, 
whether any grant has been made or 
whcther any deeision has yet been 
taken in the case? 

Mr. BLYTHE: The claim refcrred to 
has l)cen received, and is at present re- 
eciving attention. No grant has bcen 
made. 

MINISTERS AND SECRETARIES 
BILL—DEPUTY ’S PERSONAL 
EXPLANATION. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: Beforc wc 
go into the Orders of the Day, I regret 
having to interposc upon the business 
of the Dáil with a personal explana- 
tion. Yesterday, when your deputy 
was in the Chair, I made a refercnce 
to an earlier proceeding in the Dail in 
regard to Section 8 of the Ministers 
and Secretaries Bill. I stated that on 
a certain evening it had been said by 
the President that the further business 
of that Bill would not be taken, and 
that in spite of that, that business was 
taken the following day. I stated that 
I had not got the records actually be- 
fore me, but that I had turned them 
up and the facts were as I said, and 
I added that I believed those facts were 
in the recollection of the Dáil. The 
Minister for Home' Affairs interposed 
and challenged me to produce those 
facts from the records of the Dáil. I 
thought it rather regrettable that that 
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should have been done, because it left 
an implication that I made a statement 
I did not believe, or check, or confirm 
as an accurate statement. This chal- 
lenge having been made, it is necessary 
for me to say now that I have the re- 
cords here, and the statement to which 
I referred, made by the Presidcnt, was 
as follows:—“ It is only fair that the 
Dáil should realise what the position 
is. Apart from pressing Bills I do not 
see how we eould get very much fur- 
ther with the Ministers and Secretaries 
Bill, and I would not mind tying up 
t.hat to give greater time for this dis- 
eussion, that is, if Deputy Johnson 
wishcs to have the matter decided 
before the adjournment. ” 

On the íollowing day, in spite of 
that pledgc, Scction 8 was taken. This 
was the 13th December, and the state- 
ment is to be found in column 1829. 
The Prcsident said: “ I said a few 
words last evening with regard to the 

J business we proposed to deal with. 

I Apparently I must have overlooked the 
fact that we were mid-way through a 
tíection of the Ministers and Secr^ta- 
ries Bill. I would ask the indulgence 
of the Dáil to takc up that section 
and dispose of it, and thcn get on with 
Llie other business. I do not thinlc it 
will takc very long, but it would be 
inore satisfáctory to havc the section 
dealt with than leaving it open for 
consideration at the next. sitting. It 
would depend altogether upon the 
indulgencc givcn by the Dáil. I 
addressed myself on the point last 
evening to Deputy Johnson, and I 
had no intention of misleading him. 
If he has no objection, and if the Dáil 
is agreeable, I think we might get 
along with that section.” 

And then Deputy Johnson said: “ I 
see the point the President has made 
and I have no objection to following 
the course he suggests. I am just 
reminded, however, that pcrhaps we 
should rather deal with the amend- 
ments of the section, leaving the íinal 
decision on the section until Deputies 
who have shown their interest in it are 
here. It occurs to me that possibly 
Deputies are not here who are inte- 
rested in this section because of the 
understanding that this matter would 
not be dealt with until later. As there 

K 1 
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fMr. Darrell Figgis.] 
are no amendments down we might 
dea^ with the amendments on the 
Paper and leave the fínal decision on 
the Section over, unless in the mean- 
timc Deputies concerned arrive. ,, The 
President then said.: The Deputy 

who is absent, who had an interest in 
this matter, and who had an amend- 
ment down, is Dcputy Figgis. It is 
quite possible that he might return 
before we reach that stage. ,> 

The Ministcr for Ilome Affairs threw 
a doubt on my word yesterday. It was 
necessary for me to substantiate what 
I said. I have substantiated it. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I have only to 
state that Dcputy Figgis has satisfac- 
torily cleared his honest name. 

QUESTION OF RULINGS. 

Mr. JOHNSON : I want to raise a 
matter which, I think, calls for some 
consideration, and it arises out of thc 
discussion wbich took plaec yosterday 
and two rulings that were givcn frorn 
the Chair. I am not now asking you 
to alter your ruling in any way, and 
I am not challenging your ruling with 
any view of affeeting the proceedings 
on the Bill which was passed in the 
Dáil yesterday. I want to draw at- 
tention to the circumstances under 
which those rulings Averc given. The 
first case deals with the requiremcnts 
of Standiiig Order 123, which says: 
“ In cases~of urgent necessity, of which 
the Ceann Comhairle shall be the 
judge, any Standing Order or Orders 
of the Dáil may be suspendcd for the 
day\s sitting, on motion, duly made 
and secohded, with or without notice: 
Provided that such motion has the 
support of a majority of the Teachtaí 
of the Dáil who are qualified to vote. > 7 
You rulcd that a decision which was 
taken by a majority of thosc members 
present was a decision of the Dáil in 
accordance with that Standing Order. 
I am asking you and the Dáil to refer 
to the discussion which took place 
when that Standing Order was passed 
by the Dáil on the 8th March, 1923. 
Thc Standing Order was introduced 
by a Committee which sat on this mat- 
ter, and the form of the Standing 
Order as introduced was as follows: 
“ Provided that such motion has the 


support of a majority of the whole 
Teaehtaí of Dáil Eireann. ,, The Ccann 
Comhairle said in explanation: “ l 
think 81 (c) would bencfit by the 

deletion of the word ‘ ^^010/ It 
seerns absurd. * The whole Teachtaí 9 
is a peculiar phrasc. I would suggest 
that you put down ‘ thc total number 
of Teaehtaí. ’ ” Professor Magennis 
intcrvcned and said “ present and 
voting; otherwise it might mean the 
total number a1together. ,> An Ceann 
Comhairle t.hen said “ That is what is 
meant .'’ Profcssor Magennis said: 
“ Presont and voting. ,, Mr. Blythe: 
“ No, it means membcrs of the Dáil 
who have taken t.he oath. ,> The Ceann 
Comhairle replied: “ The Committee 
understood those were the membcrs of 
the Dáil. ,> Mr. Fitzgibbon, who was 
in charge of this motion, said: The 
object of this proposal is that it should 
not be open tor a chance majority at 
t.he commencement of a sitting to sus- 
pend tbe Standing Orders, and that 
these Standing Ordcrs, whieh have 
bcen passed by all of us, should not 
be done away with, exeept. the raajo- 
rity of the whole body were in Cavour 
of suspending them for the time 
beillg. ,, Mr. B1ythe then said: “ We 
could say 4 members of the Dáil who 
have takcn their seats. * ” An Ceann 
Comhairlc replied: “ It is proposed to 
amend this Ordcr in this way—from 
the word 4 provided 9 read ‘ that such 
motion has the support of a majority 
of the tot.al number of Teachtaí who 
have taken their seats. ,,, 

Professor Magennis and other 
spcakers, including Mr. llughcs, who 
was a membcr of the Committee, go on 
to confirm that, and it is quite clear 
from that discussion that the intention 
of the Dáil at the time was the inten- 
tion of the Section, as I urged yester- 
day, that it was a majority of those 
who had qualified themselves to vote 
by taking their seats, having taken the 
oath. That is point number one. 

I want a j fco to draw attcntion to the 
othor point which touches on the Con- 
stitutional provision. The Minister for 
Home Affairs quoted Article 22 of the 
Constitution, which says: “ All matters 
in each House shall, save as otherwise 
provided by this Constitution, be deter- 
mined by a majority of the votes of thc 
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mombers present othcr than the Chair- 
man or presiding meinber. vvho shall 
have and exoreise a easting vote in the 
case of an equality of votcs. ,> Tliat is 
as far as the Minister for Home Affairs 
read this article. and [ am asking the 
Dáil to note the proviso, w save as 
othcrwise provided by this Constitu- 
tion . 9 J Following the quotations. whieh 
1 have repeated, thorc comes this scn- 
tence: “ Thc number of membcrs neees- 
sary to eonstitute a inecting oi: either 
House for the exeroise of its powers 
shall be determined bv its Standing 
()rders. M Thus the same art.ielo, which 
deelares tliat the matters were to l>e de- 
tennincd by a majority of the members 
present, also says that the proeeedings 
of the Ilouse are to be ruled aecording 
t<* Standing Orders deeided by a majo- 
rity of thc Ilouse. I subrait, thercfore, 
that the ruling Ihat has been given 
should not stand as a precedetit for this 
reason, that if a majority of the DáiL 
at any limc is empowered to abolish, 
for Ihe lime being, its Standing Orders. 
it may abolish even the quorum, and 
any four or íive members of the Dáil 
who may be got togethcr ean put into 
the Chair a Chairmau who may be eoni- 
placent, and tliey may pass any rcsolu- 
t.ion of a íinancial eharaeter, or any 
Bill to the extent that the Dáil cau 
earry it, imposing or removing taxa- 
tion. Such a chanee majority can do 
anything if you have no Standing Or- 
ders. I, thcrefore, submit that it is im- 
possible for any minority in the Dáil 
to remain in that position undcr Stand- 
ing Orders if the decisions of yester- 
dav arc to be takcn as the law of the 
Dáil, tliat is, as a prceedent. 

The PRESIDENT: I might. intcrvene 
for a moment before the Leas-Cheann 
(/omhairle expresses any opinion or 
gives any judgment. on this matter. I 
would say, firát of all, that Dcputy 
Johnson has dealt with this matter in 
what will be accepted generally as a 
very fair exposition of the general pro- 
cedure carried on here since we first 
met. Apart from the Constitution and 
the Standing Orders, I think it will be 
admitted generalíy that there has been 
no attempt at sharp practice in the 
Dáil, and that every party in it and 
every member of it, no matter how 


small ot* how largc the party, was con- 
sidercd, and that thcre was due and 
fair consideration given, not on # ly to 
the busincss, but to every delail of the 
business as it camc before thc Dáil. Be- 
fore going along to deal with the ques- 
tion the Deputy put to the Leas-Cheann 
(■omliairlc, I would say this: that I 
t.hink there has bcen general agrccment 
that thc suspension of Standing Orders 
is a drastic measure, that it ought to be 
possible to suspend Standing Orders in 
certain eases, and that. it ought. to be 
possible also to do whatever is neces- 
sary to suspend Standing Ordcrs, and 
at the same time to lceep within thc 
Constitution. I do not. accept the De- 
i puty\s interpretation exactly of the 
| second part of thc 22nd Article of the 
Constitution. I would say that I find it 
impossible to read into the lat.ter part- 
of Article 22 any other construction 
j than one; that is, that if this Standing 
j Order werc correct, if it were to stand, 
it would be necessary, in order to sus- 
pend Standing Orders, to havc the 
quonun fixed at the full number of 
members qualified to vot.e. I think we 
j eau admit. on all sides that that would 
be a physical impossibility. A single 
member objccting to the suspension of 
Standing Ordcrs might wallc out. If 
there were 100 mombers qualified to 
vote there might be 99 membcrs in 
favour of a suspension of Standing Or- 
ders, and one member, in order to pre- 
vent. Standing Ordcrs being suspended, 
could walk out of the Housc and pre- 
vcnt it. 

LABOUR DEPUTIES: No, that is 

not the ease. 

The PRESIDENT : I am dealing with 
the argumentative side of the question. 
If the 53, that. is a majority of the per- 
sons qualified to vote, be fixed as the 
number necessary to act. within the 
Constitution, you must, to carry out 
the first part of the article, have a 
Housc and have a auorum fixed with 
the number of those qualifíed to vote. I 
think I have made it clear now. We 
agreed upon this, that Standing Orders 
ought not. to be suspended on a mcre 
snatch-vote, that some protection 
should be afforded to the House in the 
matter of suspension. I would under- 
take that there will not be moved by 
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[The President.] 

the Government any motion to suspend 
Standing Orders, except by consent, un- 
t:il we have had the matter dealt witli 
either by the Committee on Standing 
Orders or the Committee on Proce- 
dure. 

If that will meet the Deputy's point. 
and get over this difficulty just now, 
when we come to solve it I am sure our 
minds will move in the samc direction. 
While we do not wish to prevcnt the 
suspension of Standing Orders, we arc 
all agreed that the suspension of Stand- 
ing Órders is an extraordinary mcasure 
and ought to be safeguarded in such a 
way that it could not be done by a 
mere snatch vote. 

Mr. DARRELL PIGGIS : May I just 
raise one point with regard to that? 
I did not know the matter was coming 
up to-day, and I am now speaking from 
my recollection, as I have not had an 
opportunity to turn to thc Debates 
when this matter was raised once 
before. It will be within the recollec- 
tion of Deputy Johnson, the President 
and yourself, that this suspension was 
sought on a previous occasion—if I 
remember rightly, about the third week 
of July last. On that occasion the 
Ceann Comhairle, who was in the 
Chair, found whcn the question was 
raised that the exact majority of all 
Deputies entitled to vote had bcen 
obtained. If my recollection serves mc 
correctly, lie said that on thosc grounds 
he allowed the motion to pass. If that 
is a correct recollection, and I think 
I have it fairly correctly, thcn surely 
that is the standing precedent: that a 
majority of all Deputies entitled to 
vote is requircd; the first precedent 
and the standing preccdent; a pre- 
cedent of greater value, with all 
deference to yourself, Sir, because óf 
priority in time, to the precedent you 
established yesterday. 

Major COOPER: I agree with 
Deputy Johnson that we cannot very 
wcll leave this matter as it stands. I 
do not think thc President contests 
that in the least. The apparent incon- 
sistency between Article 22 of the 
Constitution and Standing Order 123 
must be rcsolved, or else the position 
of whoever occupies your Chair will 
be an impossible one. I can only move 


by the general consent of the Dáil, but 
if I am in order I would like to move: 

That the procedure to be adoptcd 
under Standing Order 123 be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Proce- 
dure and Privileges, and that the 
Committee bc instructed to report to 
the Dáil beíore February lst. 

I have named a comparatively late 
date for two reasons: (1) That a num- 
ber of membcrs on the Committce on 
Procedure are also mcmbcrs of the 
Committee on Wireless Broadcasting— 
at least four of them. (2) That it 
would be very desirable in this matter 
to have the assistanee and the advice 
of the Ceann Comhairle, and I gather 
he will not be fit for work bcfore next 
week. If I am in order in moving this 
motion, I do not. know if the Dáil will 
givc me leave to move it, but I think 
it. would be desirable to have it defi- 
nitely placed on fhe Order Paper. In 
the meantimc the Presidcnt's under- 
taking will operate. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

About an hour ago Deputy Johnson 
vcry kindly sent me a note saying tliat 
he was going to raise this matter after 
questions. I agree with him that it is 
very important that no precedent 
should be established except on dcfinite 
and defined lines. I bascd my ruling 
yesterday, not on Standing Order 123, 
but. on Article 22 of the Constitution. 
Unfortunately I was not here when a 
question, not of the same nature, but 
of a somewhat similar kind, camc up 
here in March last. I intend to bring 
this whole question under the notice 
of the Ceann Comhairle and find out 
from him what his suggestions about 
the matter are. As Deputy Cooper 
said, it would be far easier for An 
Ceann Comhairle to give a decision if 
he had clearly defined rules to go by. 
I shall see the Ceann .Comhairle at the 
earliest possible moment and bring 
this whole . question beíore him. 

Mr. HUGHES: If I am in order, I 
would like to second the motion of 
Deputy Cooper. I think it is a reason- 
able way out of this difficulty, and it 
would give the Committee on Proce- 
dure an opportunity to go into the 
whole matter and a considered jndg- 
ment can be delivered upon it. 
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The PRESIDENT: Bcfore you put 
that I would like to ask if Deputy 
Cooper would agree to leave the resolu- 
tion over for the return of An Ceann 
Comhairle. I endeavoured to get into 
touch with him to-day, but was unable 
to do so. I intended to consult with 
him on the matter and see whether the 
Committee on Privileges or the Stand- 
ing Orders Committec would be the 
better Oommittce to discuss the matter. 
Tf the l)eputy were agreeable 1 may say 
that there will be no unnecessary de- 
]ay, immediately on An Ceann Com- 
hairle's return, in dcaling with it. 

Major BRTAN COOPER: It is quite 
obvious that I cannot press my rcsolu- 
tion if anyone objects, much less the 
President. I am, of course, quite wil- 
ling to respond to the President/s ap- 
peal. TTe has given an undcrt.aking 
that t.he posit.ion of minorities will not 
be prejudiccd in the meantime. 

MINISTER for HOME AFFAIRS 

(Mr. O’Higgins): I would like to say 
that when ycsterday I quotcd Article 
22 of the Constitut.ion, as against 
Standing Order No. 123,1 read as much 
of that Article, as seemed to me, by 
simply glancing at it, was relevant. 
T did not deliberately refrain from 
reading the latter portion of the Ar- 
ticle, and I did not see then, and I do 
not. see now in the latter portion of the 
Artiele a contradiction of what pre- 
cedes it. 

Mr. JOHNSON: 1 am satisfied with 
the Presidcnt’s suggestion, if it is made 
elear to the Dáil and myself that thc 
law under which we are aeting as mem- 
bers of the Dáil is not prejudged. That 
is all I want to secure, so that wc shali 
know on this matter, at any rate, that 
our position is as we havc considcrcd 
it hitherto to be, whether we are for or 
against—that we may considcr it sub- 
judice—and that no precedent has becn 
established. 

FISCAL COMMISSION ’S REPORT 
(RESUMED DEBATE). 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

The íirst itein on the Orders of the Day 
# was disposed of yesterday, and the next 
is the resumed debate on the motion by 
Deputy Milroy. 


Debate resumed on following motion 
moved by Mr. Milroy:— 

That the Dáil is of opinion that the 
Government in considering the fiscal 
problem should have rcgard not 
merely to the admittedly restricted 
vicw of the mattcr taken by thc 
Fiscal Inquiry Committee as indica- 
ted in their final Report, but should 
examine the problem in the broadest 
possible aspcct—duc regard being 
taken of all the faetors affecting the 
gencral well-being of the Saorstát. 

Mr. MILROY: When the Dáil ad- 
journed last evening I was coming to 
the close of my dctailcd criticism of 
the Rcport o£ the Fiscal Commission. 
It will be within tho recolleetion of 
the Dáil that I had listed the main 
objections of the Committee to a policy 
of protcctive tariffs under sevcn hcads. 

I dealt with six, and I think I have 
disposed of the contention of that 
Committee, t.hat tariffs do not lead to 
expansion of industry and increase of 
employmcnt; that they increased the 
cost of living, wages, and prices, and 
that they were useless as a preventa- 
tive against dumping, and would hurt 
Trish agriculturc. These were the con- 
tentions that I had takcn up, chal- 
lcngcd, and I think refuted. I was 
eoming to the last of my counts in my 
indietment against this Committee 
whcn the Dáil adjourned. The last 
item was the contentión of the Com- 
mittee in paragraph 109. In that 
paragraph thoy advanced as an argu- 
ment against protectivc tariffs “ that 
such things are difficult and highly 
technical in their construction, rcquir- 
ing expert and costly assistance, con- 
stant supervision, frequent alteration, 
and periodical adjustment. M If that. 
argument means anything it mcans 
that protective tariffs involve some 
trouble to the State. I am not denying 
that. There are many othcr things in 
life besides tariff policies that are 
troublcsome. Going to Mass or to 
Church on Sundays is troublesome, 
going to work every morning is 
troublesome, training for a University 
degree is troublesome, and even pre- 
paring a criticism of this tariff Report 
has been somewhat troublesome to me. f 
I suppose even the preparation of the 
Report itself —the time and labour of 
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thc Committee—would constitute a 
rather difficult and highly technical 
operation, but still the members of 
that Committcc thought the labour and 
the time involved were worth while. 

I am not sure that many of us would 
agree Avith that particular sentiment. 

Almost every country in the world 
has found it necessary to sct Up pro- 
tective tariffs. That proves, I think, 
at least, that if there are difficulties 
in thc matter, those difficulties are not 
insurmountablc—ín fact, it is doubtful 
if these diffieulties are at all consider- 
able, because I find that in the case 
of many very small nations whosc 
population and system of govcrnment j 
are not rcputed to be vcry enlightened ! 
there are, in these countrics, highly J 
specialiscd tariff systems. I give as an 
instanee the Rcpublic of Guatemala, 
in Central America, which has a pro- 
tective tariff containing as many as í 
2,505 items. Presumably the conten- ! 
tion of thc Committee in this respect 
is that in An Saorstát we havc not the 
capacit.y to deal with this matter cqual 
to the natives of Guatemala. 

A DEPUTY: What about Liberia? 

Mr. MILROY: I leave Tfiberia to be 
dealt with by the Deput.y who alluded 
to it, when he rises to speak. T*think 
I have quite sufficicnt on my hands. 
The Committee made great play with 
the faet that manufacturcrs who had 
been before it were not unanimous as 
to the extent of the protection t.hey 
wanted. The underlying implication 
of that is this, that a uniforni tariff 
policy ought in any event to sufficc 
for all industrics, and that manufac- 
turers ought to bc in a position to tell 
what rate the tariff should be. That. 
is a gross misrepresentation of thc 
real position. Generally speaking, in 
all Protectionlst eountries foodstuffs 
and raw materials are admitted free, 
or at very low rates, cxpressed in 
terms of ad vaiorem duties. As the 
degree of manufacture to which the 
article has to be subjected increases 
k the tariff rate on that article is also 
íncreased. To illustrate the principle 
which I am trying to explain, I will 
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quote the following examples from thc 
tariff Of the United States regarding 
the duties on flax and its manufactured 
derivatives, which is fully typical of 
tariff methods in othcr countries and 
illustrates the principle I am explain- 
ing: “ Flax and manufactures of: flax 
straw, 2 dollars per ton, that is, one- 
elevcnth of a cent per pound; flax 
hackled, 2 ccnts per lb.; flax single 
yarns not finer than twelve lea, 10 
cents per lb.; yarns finer than twelvc 
lea and not finer than sixty lea, 10 
cents per lb., and half of one cent per 
lb. additional for each lea or part of 
lea in cxcess of fwelve; yarns fincr 
than sixty lea, 35 cents per 1b., and, 
in addition thercto, on any of thc fore- 
going yarns when baled, two cents 
per lb.; when bleached, dyed or other- 
wisc treatcd, 5 ccnts pcr lb. Thc 
duties on woven fabrics and articles of 
clothing are still higher and are most,ly 
ad valorem , ranging from 10 per ccnt. 
to 55 per cent., according to thc nature 
of the fabric, the higher duty being 
( imposed upon the fincr and more 
I finished goods. Thus it will bc seen 
that, t.he object of the protective tariff 
in this instancc is to discourage the 
i importation of goods in the manufac- 
| ture of which any considcrable amount 
of foreign labour and foreign capital 
has been employed. On the other hand 
the raw material, which is susceptible 
of taking on a considerable amount of 
additional value through manufactur- 
ing process aíter importation, is ad- 
mittcd almost free, and, indeed, in most 
protected countrics therc is no import 
duty whatever upon raw matcrials. It 
is important to meet another conten- 
tion of the Committee, that. what is thc 
finished article in one department of 
one industry or one enterprise, is the 
raw material of another. In tliis in- 
stance thc flax straw was the raw mate- 
rial of the yarn, the yarn was the raw 
material of the woven fabric, and the 
woven fabric the raw material of the 
article of clothing. 

The construction of a tariff to meet 
the circumstances of the case has pre- 
sentcd no special difficulty to the 
United States, nor in parallei cases, to 
the Governments of other countries. Yet 
here is what the Committee has to say 
on this most important point. In para- 
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gráph 10 it states: “ It is clear where 
one industry feels it is justified in 
«laiming a tariíf of 40 per eent., while 
another thinks its interests adequately 
protceted by one of 5 per eent., it will 
be extremely difficult either to soleet 
one industry for a higher measure oL’ 
proteetion than another or to fix upon 
a í?encral tariff of a reasonable and 
adequate anlount. ,, I regard that 
statement, couplcd with the statemcnts 
in paragraph 11 upon this same sub- 
ject, as a delibcrately-conceived and 
misehicvous atternpt to mislead the 
Government and the people in regard 
to the theoretical and technical prin- 
ciples upon which protectivc tariffs are 
constructed. As regards the objections 
raised by the Committee as a reason 
í‘or declininí? to adopt a tariff policy in 
An Saorstát that sueh arrangcments 
nccessitated frequent revision, rny eom- 
rnent on that is this, I have here tho 
Board of Trade Journal of December 
27t.h last, and in that T find a list pub- 
lished of the revision of Customs and 
Tariffs recently carried out or pending 
in different countries. The list eon- 
tains the names of 32 foreign countries 
and six British Ernpire eountries, and 
I supposií they are also foreign, whi(th 
have earried out recently, or are carry- 
in$? out, sueh revisions. The iníercnee 
is perfectlv obvious that these revisions 
constitute part of the normal duties of 
the administrative maehinery of fío- 
vernment, and present no special diffi- 
culty whatever. Amongst the eoun- 
tri(»s listed as carryin" out such revi- 
sions, I find the names Colombia, Haiti. 
Mexico, Nicaragua, Peru and China. Ts 
our administrative capacity so far be- 
low the capacitv of the peoplc of thcsc 
countries that what they *can achieve 
prescnts in the minds of our high pro- 
fessors of politieal cconomy an unsur- 
mountable barrier to the adoption of 
the policy which, from other points of 
view, has substantial arguments in its 
favour? Such áre the lengths of con- 
temptible innuendo to which Cobdenite 
propaganda can í?o. Now, this Report 
elevates the consumer into a sort of 
demi-god, with special claims and 
rights, and places him in a different 
category altogether from the pro- 
ducer. One would imagine from this 
Report that the consumer was a thing 


apart. The ídea that the consumer, the 
producer and the citizen 
4 o’cloch. could be one, and the same 
person is utterly repugnant 
to the logic and philosophy of our 
Tariff (-ommittee. Assuming for the 
moment the validity of an argument, 
already disprovcd, that a protectivc 
tariff increases the cost of living, and r 
therefore, inereases to the consumer the 
cost of the artieles he needs, and, 
furth<*r, that such an increasc is unde- 
sirable, it would follow, one would 
naturally thijik, that. anyt,hing that 
would lower the price of the ar- 
ticle to the individual consumer 
would conduee to the general well- 
being of the nation. Lct us sce if it 
does. Suppose Messrs. Bass and Co. 
w(*re able to produce a beverage that 
appeals so strongly to the British and 
í Irisli eonsumers, and that it was sold 
j so much eheaper than Guinness’s stout 
| that it drives the latter off the market, 
the rcsult would bc an immense expan- 
sion of the works of Bass and Com- 
pany, probably at Burton-on-Trcnt, and 
the ruin of the firm of Guinness and 
Son, with the loss to t.his coun- 
try of the employment which that 
firm provided, and the cont.ributions it 
makes, directly and indircctly, through 
j its employees to the general and local 
I taxation of the country. Suppose that 
Alessrs. Jacob and Co. were ruined on 
the same principle also, and our woollen 
manufacturcs or cyclc factories, our 
boot and shoe industrics, our engincer- 
ing industries, and all through the 
gamut of Irish manufacturing indus- 
try. The individual consumer would 
j have gained some fractional advantage 
j in the rnattcr of the cost of thc article, 
but the question is would the result be 
that tln* nation as a whole would have 
gained? Commonsense at once answers 
j that that is the eertain path to 
national suicide. That is the path that 
this country has been following ever 
since the days of the fall of Grattan’s 
Parliament, and it is the path that the 
P'iscal Committee recommends this 
nation 4o pursue in the futuré. Sir, 
the eonclusion of the Committ’ee, based 
upon the claims and rights of the con- 
sumer, like all the rest of the conclu- 
sions in this Report, are wholly fal- 
lacious and untenable, and that falsity 
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is proven independently of the major 
premise upon which this proposal rests, 
that protcction increascs the cost of liv- 
ing. That proposition I have, in earlier 
parts of my observation, shown to be 
false in itself. 

Ycsterday, in the earlier portions of 
my observations, 1 drew attention to 
certain matters vital to any enquiry 
into tariffs which the Oommittce in its 
wisdom, or rather its lack of wisdom, 
had seen fit to ignorc. I want now to 
mention a few topies dealt with by 
the Committee very fully, and which, 
I think it will be conceded, were en- 
tirely outside the scope of such an 
enquiry. The Committee devoted a 
number of paragraphs to discussing 
the question of the elficicncy of labour 
and management, and of rates of 
wages. It is not my intention to offer 
an opinion at this moment as to 
whether labo.ur and management are 
efficient or inefficient, or whether un- 
derpaid or overpaid. Therc are pro- 
tectionist countries where labour is 
highly efficient, as in the United States 
and Cermanj'', and there are protcction- 
ist countries wherc labour is highly 
inefficient, as in Hritish India. There 
are proteetionist countries where man- 
agement highly efficient, as in the 
United States, and there are protec- 
tionist countries where management is 
alleged to bc highly incfficient, as in 
Soviet Russia. lt seems almost. need- 
less to observe that there are all kinds 
of intermediate gradations between 
some protcctionist countries and others 
in the matter of iabour, management, 
and rates of wages, and it follows 
from that that the question of the 
efficicney or the inefficiency of labour 
and management, or whether wages 
are high or low, are matters that have 
no relevancy in an enquiry into tariffs. 
The digression of thc Committee in 
this respect. seems to me to constitute 
a glaring departure from its terms of 
referencc, which irregxilarity is very 
much accentuated by the manner in 
which it ignores matters of the most 
vital and essential interest to such an 
enquiry, and which factors I have 
already dealt with in detail. But what 
makes this digression so especially 
unpardonable is the grossly improper 


manner in which the topics in question 
havo been dealt with in the Report. 
Thc employers are told in so many. 
words that their trouble is due largely 
to the fact that wages are high and 
labour inefficient. The labourers' arc 
told that management is inefficient and 
that the native industry is unsuited to 
them; the consumer is told that em- 
ployers and employees between them 
are going to fleece him, and, as if this 
doleful pieture is not sufficient to make 
our blood run cold, thc agriculturalist. 
is told that he will have to bear with- 
out alleviation all the ills that accord- 
ing to the Cobdenite theory protection 
brings in its trail. An appeal is made 
not to the patriotism or the civic sense 
of the different sections, but to the 
lower selfish interests, thus claiming, 
if it. has any result at all, to produce 
an end that is erippling and retarding 
to the progress of this country; and 
thus to set class against class and 
interest against interest, instead of 
trying, as we would expect such a 
Committee to do, to bring together and 
weld together in common identity the 
whole interests within the State. Now, 
lest. anyone, howcver, should t.hink that 
this is a ncw traee of Cobdenism I quote 
the following passage from List’s work 
written, as í have mentioned already, 
80 years ago:— 

“ It is all vcry well for Dr. 
Bowring to assure us that the home 
industry of Gcrmany is bcing pro- 
tected at the expcnse of the agri- 
culturists. But. how can we attach 
any eredcnce to his assurance, when 
we all see, on the contrary, that. the 
demand for agricultural produce, 
prices of^ produce, the wages of 
labour, the rents, thc valuc of pro- 
perty, havc everywhere consider- 
ably riscn without the agriculturist 
having to pay more than he did be- 
fore for the manufacturcd goods 
which he requires. 

“ It is very well for Dr. Bowring 
to give us an estimate showing that 
in Germany three persons are 
engaged in agriculture to every one 
in manufacture, but the statement 
convinces us that the number of 
Gcrmans engaged in manufacturing 
is not yet in proportion to the 
number of German agriculturists. 
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And we cannot see by what other 
raeans this disproportion can be 
equalised, than by increasing the 
prot-ection on those branches of 
manufacture which are still carried 
on in England for the supply of the 
German market by persons who con- 
sume English instead of German 
agricultural produce. It is all very 
well for Dr. Bowring to assert that 
German agriculture inust only direct 
its attention to foreign countries if it 
desires to increase its sale of pro- 
duce; but that a great demand for 
agricultural produce can only be 
attaincd by a flourishing home manu- 
íacturing power is taught us not 
alone by the experience of England, 
but Dr. Bowring himself implicitly 
admits this, by the apprehension 
which he expresses in his report, that 
if England delays for some time to 
abolish her corn laws, Germany will 
then have no surplus of eithcr corn 
or timber to scll to foreign coun- 
tries. ,, 

I have not had the opportunity of 
reading this report to whicli List re- 
fers, but from what one can deduce 
from it, it almost seems that. thc argu- 
ments used by this agent of thc British 
Govcrnment are an attempt to try to 
contrive an economic vassalage of Ger- 
many to England. From the argu- 
ments used for tliat purposc eighty 
years ago, one would think that thcy 
had been copied word for word into 
this report raade by the members of 
this Irish Fiscal Committce. Nor is 
there anything very remarkable in that 
exeept this: that it gives us almost con- 
clusive proof of the extent to which so 
many of our economists are in the grip 
of Cobdenite propaganda, and arc 
either unwilling or unable to extricate 
themselves. The contents of the ped- 
lar’s bag, which is Cobdenism, has not 
changed its nature in the slightest with- 
in the last seventy or eighty years. In 
the interVal, it ha,s made its appearance 
in the ante-room of every Chancellory 
in Europe, only to be returned with its 
contents unsold and unwelcome. It has 
made its appearance here now in the 
hope, and I think the vain and empty 
hope, that some of its garish rags will 
be mistaken by the Irish people, un- 
versed in its contents, as genuine pure 


gold. However, those of us who have 
no illusions, either as to the country of 
origin or the quality of its rags, will 
take such precautions as are in our 
power to see that thcy are properly 
labelled before they are offercd to the 
Irish peoplc. Throughout this repoi’t 
cvery divergeney of interest, between 
the different sections of the community, 
has been strongly emphasised, and all 
the interests which the eommunity 
have in eommon have been ignored. 
The Committee has not even once 
found occasion to use the words 
“ citizen ” ov “ citizenship. ’ 9 In fact 
all its statements and all its conclu- 
sions imply a very negation of the 
rights and the obligations associated 
with citizenship. In this country of 
many distractions, one would have 
thought that a Committec, with such 
responsibility as this, would have 
manifestcd some little appreciation of 
the interests in common between em- 
p!oyer and employee, between pro- 
ducer and consumer, and betwcen agri- 
culturist and manufacturcr, becausv'í 
after all these interests in common are 
much more comprehensive and are of 
far greater importance than the 
intí'rests of a separate or divergent 
naturc. But I think I have already 
indicated that the Committee seem 
never to have been able to visualise 
their Terms of Referencc from the 
standpoint of the nation or the eitizen, 
but only from the standpoint of a 
group of individuals with divergent 
intcrests, in other words, not that of a 
nat-ion but that of a squabbling rabble, 
and that seems to the Committee to 
be the most satisfactory dénouemcnt 
—that whiie these poor foolish crows 
are, so to speak, squabbling for a 
piece of cheese, the fox eomes along 
and appropriates the spoils. 

The Committee have made no con- 
cealment of their partiality for the fox. 
In paragraphs 121 and 123 it speaks of 
the serious disadvantage and thc serious 
disability a protective tariff would im- 
pose on outsidc compétitors. Thinlc of 
that. Only once does it allude to the 
serious disability and the serious dis- 
advantage under which home producers 
work; but the imposition of a protec- 
tive tariff would impose a serious dis- 
ability and a serious disadvantage upon 
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outside compet-itors. What was this 
Committee set up for? Was it to advise 
means to safeguard the interests of im- 
porters and manufacturers who send 
their goods hcre, or was it to look after 
the intercsts ofc* tliis poor unfortunate 
nation? I sometimcs think we are worse* 
off than Kí>ypt. was when it was subjcet 
to thc ten plagues. I think our fíve 
Professors, if their teaehings are íol- 
lowcd, will leavc t.liis country in a worse 
condition than Egypt was after thc in- 
íiiction of those plaf?ues. Those reniarks 
express, witli the vividness of a light- 
ning flash in the. darkness of the night, 
the mentality of the men who eomposcd 
this Committee, and if t.here vvere no 
other objcction, that would in itself ex- 
plain to us why this Rcport is what it 
is. 

I now^ refer to the arguments in para- 
graphs 135-6-7, whcre tlie Committee 
recognise that the poliey of íiseal pro- | 
tection may be defendcd. Bven in this | 
instance the Committee is careful to put. 
protcetion upon its defencc upon other 
than economic grounds. The Commit- 
tee, howevcr, points out that. in so far 
as cconomic considerations enter into 
the matter, they cnter into it as objcc- 
tions. This, how'ever, is simply a per- 
version of fact. Thc body of eeonomic ! 
theorv which advocates a system of pro- | 
tective tariffs on national grounds is 
far more comprehensivc and far more 
reputable than that which advocatcs 
frcc trade. It would be no rash pro- 
phecy t.o asscrt or forctell that the 
names of such men as Hamilton, the t.wo 
Careys, father and son; Tjist, Muller, to 
mention only a few advocates of the 
systcm of national economics, will en- 
dure as long as those of Adam Smith 
and Riehard Cobdcn, and certainly 
longer than those of thc poor, unworthy 
satellites to be found, of all the places 
in the world, in this country. 

Now, sir, 1 rcgret I have had to dc- | 
tain the Dáil at such great length, but i 
I think you will agree that the labour 
of a body of men of such academic dis- 
tinctions as our Professors, thcir labour, 
for over six months, was not a thing to 
bc dealt with in a haphazard sort of 
way, but was something to be taken 
seriously, particularly where those 
labours meant the welfare or the re- 


verse of this country. I have tried to 
tak(‘ t.hem seriously and to treat their 
labour seriously. I would not havc im- 
posed mysclf upon thc Dáil at sueh in- 
ordinate length if it were not that I 
saw there w T as a grave and serious mat- 
ter involvcd. Thc gravity of the matter 
is my excusc, if excuse is needed, for 
rnaking such a largc claim upon the in- 
dulgencc of t.he Dáil. The report ap- 
pears to me, after analysis, and I think 
most herc will agree Avith me, to be a 
professor’s and a theorist’s report, the 
report of men who aeted, not upon evi- 
dence, but, upon a desire to bring in a 
doeument in harmony with their own 
inelinations. 

There are, however. on rccord two 
declarations by Presidcnt Cosgrave 
whieh givc me hopc that this docnment 
will nevor bc an indication of Govern- 
ment poliev. The íirst is that made in 
his statement. on the L5th Junc last 
when he said: The Covernment must 
specially reserve to itself freedom to 
review’ t.lie Committec’s recommenda- 
tions.I think I have givcn suffie.ient 
grounds for a review’ of those recom- 
mcndations. The second is a declara- 
tion on the 16th December last: “ Wo 
havc not sccured our political independ- 
ence at the cost of so much loss and 
suffering, to surrender now r our econo- 
mic independencc or any part of it.” 
The whole tenor of the argument of 
this report is an appeal to nullify the 
economic independence of this State. I 
venturc to predict that, it, wdll take more 
than the Cobdenite propensities of five 
professors to resurrect Pitt, ’s dream of 
conquest of this country, cspccially at 
a momcnt whcn thc genius and the 
statcsmanship of our latc Prcsidcnt, 
Arthur Griffith, and the valour ofc* the 
men who stood by him and this State 
have givcn our people thc mcans and 
the opportunity to defeat. that dream 
of conquest. It may be charged against 
me when I have finished that my allu- 
sions to thc Piscal Committec» and the 
report have lacked somcwhat thc spirit 
of forbearance and have been unneces- 
sarily caustic. 

Mr. QOREY : No, no. 

Mr. MILROY : But that is not my 
consideration here to-day, or my main 
consideration, An issue is raised here 
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which involves such far-reaching con- 
sequcnccs to thc futurc welfarc of the 
pcoplc of this State that the truth must 
bc faced and spoken, no matter how the 
susceptibilities of certain persons are 
affcctcd. Pcter the Great, on one ocea- 
sion, discussing lawyers, said: There 
were two lawyers in my Dominions; I 
hanged one of them. M [ must say, 
when I peruscd this report, my disposi- 
tion towards professors of political 
economy was much the samc as that of 
Petcr the Great towards lawyers. How- 
ever, I suppose it is not practical poli- 
tics to translatc that disposition into 
actualities, and I suppose it is not (ív(»ii 
possiblc to bring them within thc mean- j 
ing of the Mfnister for Home Affairs’ j 
“ Flogging ” Bill. There is one thing ! 
we can and wc should do, and that is, | 
to analysc and expose thc fallacies of j 
this pernicious docunu*nt and d(*stroy ( 
any possibility of ever securing its ac- 
ceptance in this country as an authen- 
tic testimony oi’ its cconomic condition, 
or as a reliable guide to national health 
and stability. 

Tlic great human íaetor upon wliich 
this repoi-t should have informed us is 
ignored. That factor is the needs of the 
people, not thc elusive attractions oL* the 
miragc of Frec Trade. This report will 
bring, no doubt, great ,joy to tlic im- 
porter of foreign manufactured goods, 
but what hopc does it bring to the 
thousands of starving unemployed and 
to the dwcller in the slums, all thosc 
who arc trying to cke out a miserablc 
existence on a miserablc fcw shillings a 
weck? What hope does it bring to the 
man who is trying to pursue industrial 
entcrprisc against the powerfully orga- 
nised opposition of foreign manufac- 
turers’ intcrests that dominate our 
homc market? 

What hope does it bring to the 1 
agriculturalist who, day after day, is 
driven in spitc of himself to the dis- 
graeeful and enervating occupation of 
the ranclier and the grazier? What 
hope does it bring to any scction in 
Ireland? None whatever. The econo- 
mic domination of this country by 
Great Britain is its inspiration, and its 
sole offering to thc Irish people is the 
trail of the emigrant. It raises a 
picture dismal, disheartening, dcpress- 
ing, of a land that has no economic 


future, of a land where professors of 
economics accumulatc and men decay. 
This question is not going to be settled 
by a chorus of professors, chanting 
Every day and in every way frcc 
trade is better and bcttcr than protec- 
tion. ,, Happily, this report is not thc 
last word on thc matter. lt givcs us 
no dear light, no ray of hope to guide 
us to a solution of our social problem, 
and the gencral economic dcvelopment 
of the State. Wc rnust search for that 
I in another direction, and from other 
sourccs wc must scek thc rcmedy of our 
economic distress, if faith in thc 
nation’s futurc has not been abandoned 
by thc peoplc, and cspecia1iy by those 
that the pcoplc havc seleeted to be the 
custodians of their rights and liberties. 
In his statement iast Junc the Presi- 
dent said: “ Questions of policy are not 
l*or this Committee. That will bc a 
matter for thc people and the Govern- 
mcnt when they havc thc facts bcforc 
thcm. ,, The fuli facts liavc not been 
before them, and have not. becn fur- 
nishcd by this report. I ain rather of 
I opinion that this rcport tcnds to obscure 
thc facts. But facts are stubborn 
things, and they arc more stubborn and 
| stronger than evcn Professors of 
, Economics, and thesc facts are going 
! to prevail yet. I conclude with this 
admonition which Frcderiek List 
! addressed to his country: * ‘ Let us only 
! have couragc to believc in a great 
national future, and ‘in that belief 
i march forward. Above all, let us have 
| national spirit enough to at once plant 
I and protect that tree which will yiekl 
j its richest fruits to future generations; 
first, let us gain possession of the home 
marivct, so far at least as rcspects 
articles of general necessity, and 
secondly, let us try to procure thc 
goods of othcr countries direct from 
those countries and pay for thcm with 
our own manufactured goods. ’ ’ 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

This Debate, if not concludcd then, will 
be adjourned at five o’eloch, whcn the 
motion * standing in thc name of 
Deputy O'Connell will be takcn up. If 
thc iatter motion be disposed of 
before 8.30, the Dáil, if it wishes, may 
return to thc further discussion of this 
motion. 
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Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: May I just 
interpose in regard to that question 
that you have just raised. The matter 
which Deputy Milroy has raised is of 
pressing importance, and I am sure 
thcre are many Deputies who would 
like to speak upon it. A motion stands 
in my name for to-morrow. If Deputy 
O’Connell's motion be disposed of, and 
(if not disposed of) Deputy Milroy’s 
motion is carried over until to-morrow, I 
I suggest that my motion, which is 
down for to-morrow, should stand over 
until next week. 

Mr. McBRIDE: Better leave Deputy 
Milroy’s inotion stand over until next 
week. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

I understand the arrangements have 
been agreed to by the Whips of the 
parties in the Dáil. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: If Deputy 
Milroys inotion is not disposed of to- 
day, does it ílow over until to-morrow? 

If it does, then I will be quite content 
to postpone my motion until such time 
as Deputy Milroy motion has been 
disposed of. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

That can be arranged. 

Mr. W. SEARS: I have great plea- 
sure in seconding the motion proposed 
by Deputy Milroy. In making some re- 
marks upon the Discal Report, I will 
not be able to bring to bear upon it the 
heavy artillery of Deputy Milroy. But 
I will have a tilt at it in my own way. 

I support the views set forth by De- j 
puty Milroy, and for many reasons, 
and not the least of them is this reason, 
that protection was one of the policies 
of Arthur Orifíith. Tle had a political 
poJicy and he had an eeonomic policv. 
Thc aim of his life was to put the 
English soldier out of this country. 
IIc also proposed to put the foreign 
dumper out of the country. After the 
sacrifices made for the last ten years to 
get English rule, bag and baggage, out 
of Treland, it would be too bad if the 
foreign dumper were still to remain 
and to reap thc benefit of the changed 
condition of things. I wish also to ex- 
pross my great surprise at this Fiscal 
Report. To most people in the country 
it eame almost as a shock, for a poor 
country whose industries wcre angemic 
or strangled, whose agriculture was at 


a low ebb, to hear that the policy of 
leave-it-so was to be insisted upon, and 
that no protection was to be afforded. 
The people were almost as surprised 
at that, as if the law of gravitation 
were attacked. Now, every country in 
the world, except England, has tried 
protection, because it is a sensible 
policy to preserve your own home mar- 
kets, and to allow no foreigner to come 
in and use your home markets for the 
sale of his articles. If England is an 
exception to that rule, thc reason of it 
is obvious to everyone. England got 
ahcad of the rest of the world in manu- 
facturcd articlcs, and was preparcd to 
maintain her lead by free trade. She 
has done so up to thc pAisent success- 
fully. When it is pointed out to those 
free tradcrs that a great nation like 
America has set up a tariff, they say: 
“ Oh, but America is a continent with 
vast resourccs. M Is it not a reason on 
our side, if America, a contincnt with 
vast resources, adopts protcction, that 
we should adopt it? If America with 
almost unlimitcd resources was not 
able without protection to build up a 
prosperous manufacturing system, how 
couhl a poor country like Ireland build 
it up? 

If America is vast for its hundred 
millions of population, Ireland is 
cqually rich for its thrce millions, and 
can providc almost everything that the 
country needs. The Cobdenites to whom 
Deputy Milroy has so often referred 
come along to us and say: “Why go to 
Ihe trpuble of making boots, clothes, 
bicycles or anything at all? Sit down 
and wc will make them, and if you go 
into the poor-house afterwards it is not 
our fault. ,> This report, I submit, is a 
most partial one. I have heard of 
manufaeturers who went bcfore the 
Comtnission, and according to them- 
selves they felt that they might have 
becn bcfore Sir Iíamar Greenwood for 
all the sympathy they got. We were 
told that the Commissioncrs werc to 
confine themselves to facts, and that 
they had nothing to do with policy. 
There are only two policies—protcction 
or free trade—and in every pagc of that 
rcport there is an attempt to knife pro- 
tection, and the policy of free trade, 
which suits England and does not suit 
Ireland, is boomed. These men who 
came up from the country to give evi- 
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dence in the hope of getting some en- 
eouragement came to regard the witness 
box into which they were put as a sort 
of torturc chamber. You will find thc 
report most illogical and inconsistent, 
and if each of the five men wrote part 
of it, that would account for the fact 
that one portion contradicts another. 
All through, they do not look upon the 
question from thc point of view of the 
nation. It reminds me of the old 
Unionist argument when we were try- 
ing to get control of our own affairs, 
when an Irish county was compared 
with an English county aiul it was con- 
tcnded wc had no grievance, as the 
same laws gc^vcrned both. We could 
nol íneet Ihat argunient on thal plane, 
but the *argument failed wheii ap- 
proachcd from the national standpoint. 
If you go on thc lines of this rcport you 
will ncver build up a prosperous nation. 
They talk about getting this and that 
article cheap, but t.hat is not the point. 
We want to make the article. It is like 
asking a farmer to buy a ha’p’ort.h of 
milk here and there. The farmev wants 
his cow, and Ireland also wants her 
cow so as not to be obligcd to buy a 
ha’p’orth of milk. Some of the wit- 
nesses stated that t.hey wanted protcc- 
tion for their little industries, and the 
extraordinary reply they got was: “ If 
you get protection, people, like the Im- 
perial Tobacco Company, will comc in.” 
Why should they not come in? Would 
thcy not bc welcome here? They would 
give employmcnt and spend moncy. Wc 
would prefer to have industries set up 
with Irish capital, but we want the 
articles made in Ireland and eonsumed 
in Ireland, no mattcr whose money it 
is. Thc capitalist, if he is a foreigncr, 
will only get 5 per ccnt. on his moncy, 
and what members of thc Committcc 
regard as a disaster would prove to be 
a boon. That is an extraordinary con- 
clusion for these men to comc to. They 
say that one factory would turn out all 
the articles of a certain class, but that 
it w r ould lead to a combine. How un- 
easy they are about Irish commcrcial 
morality! These naughty Irish manu- 
faeturers might form a combinc! Did 
they ever hear of the Imperial Tobacco 
Trust, of the Oil Trust, and the Meat 
Trust? Is the foreign manufacturer 
too good to combine? Why did they 
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reserve all their horror and disgust for 
an Irish combine and allow the foreign 
one to starve the country, and take the 
bit out of the mouth of the Irish 
workers? Then, again, they say, with 
regard to boots, that one great industry 
might supply all the boots necessary, 
but it would be a monopoly. What 
would it matter if it were a monopoly 
so long as wc had the articles made in 
Ireland, Irish workmcn paid for them, 
and homes made prospcrous by them? 
As a specimcn of a combine in this 
country, thc nearest thing approaching 
it would be Ouinncss’s Brewery. Are 
the workmen therc any worse off by 
being connected with the monopolv? 
Is it not bettcr to have our stout made 
by an írish monopoly than by foreig- 
ners? 

Mr. GOREY : At 9d. a pint? 

Mr. SEARS: Again the Committee 
say that if protection is given certain 
iiwlustries would not be able to turn 
out all the articles needed, as they 
would not have the plant. Of coursc 
they would not have the plant right 
aw r ay, but. the plant wouhl grow. That 
shows thc length to which these gentle- 
men went. to find arguments against 
protection. There is no point in thesc 
referenccs to monopoly. They are 
forced in faet tó admit the argument 
in íavour of protection in every 
successful country in the world, but. 
they point out that it would not suit 
Treland. Then again they say that. 
under protection workmen enough 
could not be got in certain cases, exccpt 
from Scotland. It is likc a doctor 
saying to a sick man:If you take this 
medicine, vou will get too strong and 
too fat. ’ ’ If protection comes, the Irish 
commercial body will not bc able to 
stand the success. In regard to one 
trade they say that if it were protected 
it would not bc able to turn out all the 
articlcs. As regards leather goods, they 
say that undoubtedly an Irish factory 
would be ablc to turn out all that is 
required, but they still have to add a 
rider of dissent and state “ suppose 
you did set up a tariff to protect Irish 
tanneries an English factory would 
come in. ,, Supposing Englishmen did 
come in wdth their capital to subsidise 
an Irish industry, arc we to turn them 
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down as long as wc ^ret the trarlcf I 
mako thc samc commcnt 011 that as 
I made on thc tobacco indiiatry. It is 
ridiculous and absurd. Thcy arc 
íorced on a í?cncral survey to admit 
that protcction would bc good. Thcy 
say 

“ Thc result of the imposition of a 
tariff would bc a stimulus to industry 
to producc up to the extent of its 
capaeity,” whieh would bc an alarming 
t.hiiijU’ for Ihc professors, and would 
also be an inccntive to expansion and 
production, ,, which would bc another 
unfortunatc thing. This would mean 
a period of industrial stimulus and cx- 
pansion which would only tcrminatc 
with complcte control of thc marlcet. 
If capital wcre available existing firms 
might largcly increase their factories 
and plant, and ncw firms would arise 
to takc advantagc of sueh favourable 
conditions. Ifaving admittcd so much- 
against t.heir grain, they liad to add 
a special rider to take the valuc out of 
it. They said that. the} r had a dis- 
tinguished Labour lcadcr before thcm, 
who said “ That if the country got 
prosperous labour would insist on 
getting prospet-ous, too. That woultl 
mean another disaster. ,J Anything 
more silly I never read in my lifc. 
Ilere is another paragraph of this 
brilliant rcport. Thc industry will, 
no doubt, if capital and labour could 
be secured, cxpand and dcvelop under 
protection, but the production can 
never be so economical as to provide 
the public with boots at thc priccs at 
which they arc now obtained . 99 Whcrc 
you are paying £1 to-day for a boot 
from Nottingham you would pay 21/- 
for an Irish boot, and the view of this 
Committee was that if those boots were 
made in Ireland by Irish workmen who 
were prospcrous, and if the slums were 
to disappear in conscqucnce, that 
would be no compcnsation for the fact 
that we should pay a shilling or two 
more for our boots. Where did those 
people study thcir economy? I hold 
that that sentcncc would damn their 
report as an economie one. When théy 
wanted to írighten manufacturers 
coming from the country, and who 
wanted protection for their own íittle 
industries whzch have been strangled, 
they threatened them with the Imperial 


Tobacco and other companies. What 
wus thc ahswer of those manufac- 
turcrs? They said: “ We welcoine 
theinjlet them come. We want fair 
conditions, but we arc entitled to thc 
homt; market, which is our market. 
Let us look after thc Irish market, and 
lct other countries look after their 
own. ,> 

That rcminded me of what Griffith 
uscd to say to thc internationalists: 
“ Hefore we talk of intcrnationalism 
we must first set up our nation. M 
The samc thing applies to free 
tradc. Let us capturc our own mar- 
ket for the main articles, as List 
said, and then therc can bc the usual 
inter-play betwcen the nations for 
foreign marlccts. Let us first secure our 
own mark(»t for our own people. We 
are sending uiillions of our people out- 
side to make boots and shoes for us 
ahroad. We are emigrating our own 
sons and daughtcrs t.o make them. Go 
over to Scotland and travel from the 
Tyne to Manchester and you íirid thou- 
sands.of Irishmcn making articlcs for 
Ireland who should be making them at 
home. This is a policy whieh no nation 
should be guilty of. Ií it is all the same 
whcther our pcople live in Birrningham 
or Dublin, let us have free trade, but if 
we mean to keep the Irish nation a 
eomfortable Irish nation, we must set 
up oar own industries. The country 
must stand on its agricultural and in- 
dustrial legs. They want to frighten 
us about the farmer. Why should the 
Irish farmer be poor when we can put a 
fine market at his door? Why should 
we not make Irish agriculturc rich? I 
saw a statement the othcr day about 
the value of farms in America, and thc 
farms in the States which were indus- 
trial were three times the value 
of the farms in agricultural districts. 

Dcputy Milroy read some extracts to 
show how protection hclpcd industries 
in forcign countries and how free trade 
injured them. I have read a book 
dealing with the silk industry in 
Dublin, which once gave employ- 
ment to 11,000 hands who had com- 
fortable liomes. They then enjoyed a 
ten per cent. tariff, and when it was 
proposed to take off the ten per cent. 
tariff tbey sent a dcputation to the 
English Chancellor, who delivqred a 
Machiavellian homiíy. They wanted a 
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tariff, but he told them that they would 
be far better off when the tariff would 
be taken away, and that for every ten 
weavers that were then employed iu the 
produetion of Irish poplins they would 
he able to give employment to one 
hundred fold. England took off thc 
tariff ofc‘ ten per cent. from the in- 
dustry. The result was beggary and 
ruin. (ío down to Weaver’s Square, 
where the workcrs lived in comfort, 
and you will see the ruins. Thc man 
who went over on that deputation, a 
Mr. 'Wadden, packed up his goods and 
went away leaving twenty thousand 
pounds worth of property after him. 
The Irish silk indus1ry was wiped out. 
Afterwards England took Ihe tariff off 
her own silk industry, and it, too, was 
wiped out. Amcriea inereased the ] 
tariff, and her silk industry increased | 
by leaps and bounds. That is proof j 
eertain that eertain iiulustries must be 
protectcd. 1 make a clear distinction 
between home and íoreign markets. We i 
should protect tlie main industries of ' 
the home market. I am for giving the 
main industries full protection. In 
America thc farmer gets protection 
against thc Canadian farmer on eorn. 
The Irisli farmer should get jirotection, 
too. If lie does not, what is the prospcet 
of agriculturc in this country with the 
stream of dead meat from the Argen- 
tine continuously iucreasing every day, 
and wit.h butter imports increasing? 
When Iiussia is opcned up, where shall 
we be? The Irish farmer has the first. 
elaim on the Irish market. He should 
have it. We have a rich country, and 
we should have its products for our- 
selves. Common-scnse shows that we 
should hold this country for ourselves 
and exchange its industrial for its agri- 
cultural products. England has no 
great objection to tariffs or any cxcise 
rcmission when it suits her. Takc the 
beet. industry. England grants an 
cxemption of excise duty on beet, and 
three great bect factories were set up 
by arrangcment with the farmers in 
Norfolk. Last year the profit on one 
factory alone was £136,000. The far- 
mers around there are prosperous 
and are going- to sct up another 
factory. Wh.y should not Ireland have 
a beet industry and also a large 
flax industry? Why is it that there is 
an attack on the Irish manufacturer? 


He is made out of the one cloth as our- 
selves. Arc not the lrish worker and 
the Irish managcr as good as those in 
any other part of the world ? Wherever 
they gct the same chances they prove 
themselves to be so. 

I say that Ihe Irish manufaeturer is 
entitlcd to a chance, and the way to 
give him a chance is to hold 
5 o f clock. back the foreigner until we 
have built up the home mar- 
ket; give him complete control of the 
home market. In supporting Deputy 
Milroy rnotion I suggest that this Re- 
port is an incompletc Report and an un- 
fair Report. If it. marks out a line of 
national policy it is not the lino that 
should be taken, but the line that 
should not. bc taken. The rjovernment 
should proposc a national policy to 
make the most of our national resources 
and to help to build up Irish industries 
by tariffs on agricultural produce and 
other foreigu imports. 

Mr. E6AN: I beg to move t.he ad- 
journment of the debate. 

Agrecd. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

When is it proposed to resumc t.he 
debate? 

Mr. O’CONNELL: I suggest that you 
wait until my motion is disposed of. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 
Tliis will eome on again then as the 
first business after the next motion is 
disposed of. 

Mr. E6AN : Do I understand that 
the resumcd debatc comes on im- 
mediately after Deputy O’ConneH’s 
motion? 

Mr. O’CONNELL: Yes, after this 
motion is disposed of. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

Yes, either on this evening or to- 
morrow. 

RE C OMMENDATIONS OF POST 
OFFICE COMMISSION. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: I beg to move the 
motion standing in my name:— 

That the Dáil disapproves of the 

dccision of the Postmaster-Oeneral 

in respect of the recommendations of 

the Post Office Oommission. 

In order that Dcputies may be in a 
position to judge of the merits of this 
motion, it will be necessary to outline 
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very briefly the history of the Postal 
Commission, and the position generally 
in the Post Office during the last few 
years. In the closing years of the Bri- 
tish regime there was very much dis- 
content amongst Post Office staft's in 
this country. Things were very un 
settled in the Post Office. This statc 
of aifairs arose from many causes. 
There was much discontent in the 
matter of promotion. There was no 
outlet for the promotion of the staffs. 
Complaints were made from time to 
time as to favouritism, but probably 
the main cause of the discontcnt was 
the low basic rate of pay. 

In thc other branchcs of the Civil 
Service various rc-organisations have 
takcn placc from timc tc^time. I think 
the last re-organisation took place some- 
where about 1920, whereby men in what 
was formcrly the old Second Division 
had their positions substantially bet- 
tered, and those avIio are tiow elerical 
oflicers were up-graded and receivcd 
substantial increases. No re-organisa- 
tion, however, has taken place in the 
Post Oflice. It was given in evidence 
before the Postal Commission that mcn 
sorters and telegraphists in Dublin had 
their basic rates increased only by the 
amount of 5/- per wcek within thc 30 
years prior to the taking over of the 
Government by the Irish Administra- 
tion. Shortly after the Provisional Gov- 
ernment had taken over the Post Office 
—I think it was in March, 1922—the 
first cut undcr the Civil Service bonus 
arrangcment was due to take place, and 1 
the Post Office authorities proposcd to 
apply this cut automatically to the 
postal servants. There was trouble im- 
mediately. It was argucd that as the 
basic rates were low the bonus was 
proportionately low and, in fact, that 
the staffs were not in a position to bear 
this cut which it Avas proposed to make. 
Trouble was avcrted at that time by 
the action of the Government in promis- 
ing to set up, and in actually setting 
up, a Commission. 

The terras of referencc to the Com- 
mission were as follows. I shall read 
the pertinent portions only:— 

That an independent Commission 
of five members be set up to inquire 
into the wages and salaries, organisa- 
tion of work, and conditions gener- 


ally in the Post Office, and to report 
what alterations, if any, are desir- 
able. 

That in the cases of the principal 
classes of Post Office servants, and of 
sueh of the other classes as the Com- 
mission may think necessary, the 
first task of thc Commission shall be 
to detcrminc whether the present 
basic wage can bear the recent cut, 
this to be determined by the 15th 
May, 1922. 

That the Commission shall be em- 
powered to reeommend in the case of 
classes, wherc the cut is regarded as 
not bcing justified, an increase of 
basic wage as from the Ist Mareh, 
without prejudice to the general find- 
ings. 

That the Commission shall then 
consider the general question of 
wages, salaries, organisation of work 
and conditions generally. 

Mr. Douglas, now Senator Douglas, 
was appointed by the Government to 
| aet as Chairman of tlie Commission. 

I Thc Government nominated two others, 

* Mt*. Henry Priel, who is now Secretary 
of thc Home Affairs Departmcnt, and 
i Sir Thomas Esmonde, now Senator Sir 
I Thomas Esmonde. Thc Irish Labour 
Party, as part of thc agreement, was 
1 ask(‘d to nominate two members, and 
they nominated Mr. (VDuffy, who is 
now Chairman of the Labour Party, and 
myself. That was the Commission. Its 
duty was to examine and report before 
the 15th May, 1922, whether or not, in 
all the circumstanees, the main classes 
of tbe Post Office staffs, that is, those 
known as the sorting clerks and tele- 
graphists, the postmen, and the engi- 
neering branch, were able to bear the 
cut which was proposed. 

To put the matter briefly, the Com- 
mission did report before the 15th May, 
1922. They furnished a unanimous re- 
port to the Governmcnt to the effect 
that, in view of all the circumstances, 
this cut which was proposed was not 
justiíied, and they, therefore, recom- 
mended that the basic rate of these 
classes should be increased by, roughly, 
12$ per cent, which approximately left 
their position what it was before the 
cut had taken place. That recommenda- 
tion was to hold good until the final 
report of the Commission, or until an 
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agrecd cost of living figurc for the Irish 
Free Statc had been determincd. 

It was the intention of the Postal 
Commission, immediately after making 
that interim report in May, 1922, to go 
into the whole question of the rc-organ- 
isation of the Post Office, and generally 
to carry on the main part of the work 
for which thcy were appointed. The 
general election intervened, and after 
that came the trouble which broke out 
in the summer of 1922. For one reason 
or another the Post Office was not in a 
position, nor was the Postal Commis- 
sion, to carry on its work. Meantime, 
about the end of August, 1922, a cost- 
of-living figure was published by the 
Government. It had no elaim to fulfil 
the condition of being called an agreed 
eost-of-living figure, beeause thc Com- 
mission had in mind a íigure which 
would be generally aeeepted by labour 
people, and also by representatives of 
commerce, as a proper figure under the 
circumstances. Apart from that, we 
know what happened irnmediately 
afterwards. A strike was called in the 
Post Office, because the officials held 
that the previous interim report should 
hold good until the final report was 
produced, or until an agreed cost-of- 
living figure was arrived at. The Post 
Office authorities, however, proposed, 
and actuallv did take off not 
only the 12£ per cent. which 
had been givcn in the interim 
report, but also made an addi- 
lional cut—at the moment I forget the 
exact amount—of, I think, 5.26 of the 
bonus. All was to come off on the lst 
of September. That, as I say, led up 
to the Post Office strike, which went on 
for five or six weeks. Eventually the 
strike was settled. One of the factors 
that induced the staffs at that time to 
call off the strike was a promise given 
by the Chairman of the Postal Com- 
mission, to the effect that if they went 
back to work the Postal Commissiun 
would meet and take up as quickly as 
possible the consideration of the whole 
wage question. I do not say that that 
was the condition on which they went 
back, but it was a factor which in- 
fluenced them very considerably in 
coming to the decision to accept the 
Government’s conditions. They went 
back in October, and on the lst of No- 
vember the Postal Commission sat 
Vol. 6. 


again. Recognising the urgency of the 
whole question, the Commission got on 
with the work as quickly as possible, 
and as a result were able to issue the 
first part of their report on the 14th of 
December, 1922. 

I want to call attention to the fact 
that the Commission considered this 
matter of the wage question of the 
postal staffs so very urgent that they 
thought it advisable to issue their 
report in two parts, dealing in the first 
instance with the position of the staffs, 
so that it would settle the question of 
rc-organisation and wages generally. 
This is the paragraph in their report 
which illustrates that point:— 

| “ In view of the fact that severai 

months must elapsc before the 
Commission ean hope to report fully, 
and of thc many and intrieate prob- 
lems submitted to it, and having 
regard to the admitted need for the 
early re-organisation of the main 
classes in the Post Office, the Com- 
I mission have decided to issue forth- 
with this first part of the report 
dealing with the question of re- 
organisation, as far as it affeets the 
larger sections of the employees and 
other kindred matters on which 
definite conclusions have been 
reached.” 

That shows that in the mind of the 
Postal Commission this was a matter 
of very great urgency. The Commis- 
sion, on cxamining this whole ques- 
tion, found themselves faced with a 
very great diffieulty and a very big 
problem. The Post Office, as a whole, 
was being run at a loss, and the Com- 
mission fclt tliat any recommendation 
which would have the effect of increas- 
ing expenditure would not stand any 
chance of being accepted. At the same 
time, they recognised that, unless there 
were better prospects held out to the 
staffs, the report would not be very 
effective in the way of relieving or 
alleviating the discontent which un- 
doubtedly and admittedly existed in 
the Post Office. They were faced, 
therefqre, with the task of reconciling 
what looked like two decidedly con- 
flicting interests. They were not long 
engaged in the consideration of tht 
problem when they found out that one 
of the things that led to discontent in 

l 1. 
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the Post Office was the remarkable fact 
that, owing to the limited number of 
positions that were available for people 
in this country, there were going into 
the Post Office for years a class of men 
who, as a inatter of fact werc too good 
for thc work they were doing, and who 
felt that they were able to do better 
work and entitled, as it were, to do 
better work. 

In this connection we had some 
remarkable evidence from the Secre- 
tary of the Post Office. In the coursc 
of his evidence he stated:— 

“ The trouble in the Post Office 
had been that, in Ireland, there are 
not sufficient jobs for the people, and 
witnessed his own case. He had been 
an Intermediate exhibitioner, left 
school at 15, and went in for the 
Post Office because there was no 
place else to go. If he had been left 
in the ruck, he himself would have 
been an agitator. Some of the men 
in the Post Office were too good for 
their positions. ,, 

Another quotation is as follows:— 
Witness (the Secretary) stated 
that thcre were approximately 
14,000 workers in the Post Office. 
That administration, to be suecess- 
ful, must have a contented staff to 
deal with, and it was desirable to 
take all steps necessary to producc 
harmony in the Departmcnt. Wit* 
ness admitted that thc staíf was not 
contented, and gave as an explena- 
tion, as he had already statcd in his 
previous evidence, that there had 
been no jobs for the people. Men 
who had to go into the Post Office 
• found themselves doing lower wurk 
than they were able to do, and were 
naturally discontented because they 
did not get the salaries which they 
believed their abilities entitled them 
to.” 

Mr. O. NICHOLS took the chair at 
this stage. 

Mr. O’CONNELL : That was the 
problem which faced the Commission. 
They gave long and careful considera- 
tion to all these problems and 
view-points. They examined numer- 
ous witnesses from the Depart- 
ment and also from the , staff 
side, and they believed that they found 


a solution, with the result that a unani- 
mous Report was again issued, and I 
would like to call attention, at this 
stage, to the fact that those who w.ere 
now acting on the Commission were 
uot the original Commissioners. Mr. 
Friel had becn appointed to the posi- 
tion of Secretary to the Ministry of 
Home Affairs, and Sir Thos. Esmonde 
was not in a position to act, so that the 
Government nominatcd Councillor Jas. 
Moran, tlie present Senator Moran, 
Chairman of the Port and Docks Board, 
and Mr. O’Connor, the well-known ac- 
eountant and lecturer on Accountancv 
in the National Univcrsity. I think 
the faet in itself that a unanimous Re- 
port was issued where you had men 
with what might be ealled such oppo- 
site view-points as Senator Moran and 
Mr. O’DuftV, not to mention others, 
goes far to show that it was a Report 
such as the Government might very 
well have adopted. I may say, too, 
that a suggestion came from a parti- 
cular witness from the Department,. 
that there should be a re-grading, that 
the work which was now being done* 
by the Sorting Clerks and Telegraph- 
ists should in future be done by post- 
men and that. that partieular grade 
should do a higher class of work. I 
should say that the wages paid in the 
Dublin office are higher than in any 
other office in the country. It is what 
is known as a Class 1 office, and there 
are Class 2 and Class 3 offices where pro- 
portionately lower rates of wages are- 
paid. A Sorting Clerk and Telegraph- 
ist at, his maximum was getting 61s. a 
week as his basie rate of pay. A post- 
man was getting 39/- or 40/-. The idea 
of the Commission was that the work 
which was now being done for 61/- 
eould be donc by the postmen, and that 
eertain classes of the postmen who* 
might be found fitted for the work 
should have their maximum increased 
to 52/-. The postmen would be getting 
an increase and at the same time the 
Post Office would be getting work done 
at a cheaper rate. m the same way it 
was recommended that the work now 
done by what are called Clerical Óffi- 
cers, and for whom a maximum basic 
rate of £237 lOs. is paid, could be done 
by men promoted from the Sorting 
Clerks and Telegraphists! Department. 
and for that those who are getting & 
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maximum of 61/- a week, or, roughly, 
£159 a year, should have an increase of 
£60 per annum, which would only bring 
them up to £220. Again the Sorting 
Clerk was getting a substantial in- 
crease of £60, but his maximum was 
£17 lOs. Od. less than the maximum of 
the man whom he was replacing. The 
Commission believed that in this way 
they were meeting the claims of the 
men for a better prospect, a better out- 
]ook and promotion, while at the same 
t-ime they were not, they held, increas- 
ing the total expenditure of the Post 
Office. 

There could be no question as to tho 
ability of Sorting Clerks and Telegra- 
phists to do the work which the Com- 
mission recommended that they should 
do; indeed, it was admitted by the Sec- 
retary in the course of his evidence. 
He said, rcferring to what are called 
the Clerical Class in the Post Office: 
“ Witness stated that there was a need 
in the Post Office for a Clerical Class, 
but he did not state that that must 
necessarily be a Treasury Class. Tle 
did not think that Treasury Classes as 
such were advisable in the Post Office. 
•The Clerical Classes which he regarded 
as essential could be had from the 
ranks of the Sorting Clerks and Telc- 
graphists, and by means of open com- 
petition. ,, There is an admission that 
these men were quite qualified to do tlie 
work in the highcr departments of the 
Post Office which is now being done by 
what is called Treasury Classes, who 
are men who have not worhed their 
way up within the Post Office, but who 
were appointed directly to thc higher 
administrative offices, and whose maxi- 
mum basic salary is £237 lOs. The 
Government's decision, announced by 
the Postmaster-General just before 
Christmas, in brief accepts the view 
that there should be a re-grading, that 
the men should be graded up, as it 
were, to the higher class of work 
They accept that part of it, but they 
do not accept the other side of the bar- 
gain. They do not believe in paying 
for that móre important work, except 
to a very slight extent indecd. It will 
be necessary to refer in detail to the 
Government’s report, and I shall take 
first the case of the postmen. “ The 
Commission recommends that the maxi- 
mum basic wages of Grade B. postmen 
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at Class I offices be inereased by 3/-, to 
43/- a week.” I should first say that 
the Commission recommended that 
postmen should be graded into two 
classes, A and B; that the B postmen 
should continue to do the work which 
postmen do at present, and that Grade 
A, the new Grade of postmen, should 
take ovcr the work now being done by 
Sorting Clerks. Thc Commission, it 
says, recommends that in Class 1 offices, 
that, is in the Dublin office only, the in- 
crease of thc lower Grade of postmen 
should be 3/- per wcek, from 40/- to 
43/-. I would like to explain the point 
of view which the Commission held in 
making that recommendation, becaitsc 
it might be argued that in this case no 
higher work was given to these men, 
It was not so much an increase that 
Avas the idea as an adjustment of scale. 
The present scale and the scale recom- 
mended by the Commission goes up 
from 20/- at the age of 18 to 29/-, by 
yearly increments of 1/6 per week. 
Then there are, in the existing seales, 
increments of 2/- a week for two years, 
to 33/-, and then they drop back again 
to the 1/6 rate, and towards the end, 
thcy have an incremcnt of 1/- a weck. 
The Commission thought. it would have 
been much simpler, from the point of 
view of administration alone, if it were 
nothing else, that after the 29/- a wcek 
figure was reached, the increments for 
. the same number of years should be at 
thc rate of 2/- a week, which meant an 
ultimate increase on the maximum of 
3/- a week. The Commission did not 
think that 43/- a week as a basic wage 
was too much to offcr the postman in 
Dublin who would havc, I think, 14 or 
15 ^ears^ service. He would be, 
roughly, somewhere about the age of 
31 or 32 years, even if he entered at the 
age of 18, but let this be remembered 
in this connection, that if a man enters 
even at the age of 30, he has to work 
up his yearly increments for 13 or 14 
years. 

He does not automatically fit into his 
age scale. He has to begin right at the 
beginning, and work up. As I say, they 
do not consider that that wage was too 
much to offer postmen who have re- 
sponsibilities. These men have to 
carrv around registered letters, and 
are dealing with considerable sums of 
money at times, and especially in view 
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of the faet of the introduction of this 
new cash-on-delivery system, which the 
Commission certainly had in mind 
would be introduced, but we read that 
“ The Govemment has given this re- 
eommenaation very careful considera- 
tion, and it is unable to accept it. It 
is satisfied, after a perusal of the evi- 
dence, that the existing basic scales are 
fully adequatc for the work at present 
performed by the existing grades. 
Where, therefore, work is not graded 
as higher work, the Government is un- 
able to accept a recommendation to in- 
erease the present wage.” In other 
words, the 3/- increase for postmen is 
turned down now. In the case of 
Grade A. postmen, these are to do the 
work which is now being done by sor- 
ters, and for which a maximum wagc 
©f 61/ per week is paid. The Com- 
mlssion recommended that where post- 
mcn are turncd on to that work they 
should get an immediate increase of 
3/6 per week in case the wages are un- 
der 29/-, and 5/- per week in the case 
of people paid a higher wage, and fur- 
ther, that there should be two addi- 
tionaí increments. That would bring 
the maximum after some 16 or 18 years’ 
service to 52/- per week, as against the 
61/- paid at the moment for the same 
kind of work. The decision of the Gov- 
ernment as announced is as follows:— 
“ The Commission recommends that 
postmen, Grade ‘ A/ performing sort- 
ing and despatching work, shall have a 
maximum of 52/- per week, plus bonus. 
The maximum suggested is too high, 
and the Government is unable to accept 
it. It proposes, instead, to adopt a 
maximum of 48/-, plus bonus, a week 
for CTass 1 Offices, the scale being the 
present scale, rising by increments of 
1/6 per weék from the present wages 
point to 39/-,plusbonus,per week to the 
new maximum of 48/-, plus bonus, per 
week.” That refers to Class 1 Offices, 
the scale being pro rata in the other 
office/í. That 4/- is not exactly the 
difference, but it is what happened im- 
mediately. Nobody gets an increase 
m the first case until he goes to his 
maximum. The Commission recom- 
mended that any man, no matter at 
what point he was in the scale, who was 
given this higher class of work should 
lave an immediate ipcrease of 3/6. The 


j position now is that a man, whether of 
the higher or lower work, gets the 
same wage until he goes to the maxi- 
í mum of the present scale, and then he 
I gets an increase of 1/6, and his incre- 
j mental period is lengthened by five 
years, so thaf even if he enters at the 
minimum age of 18 he has to work until 
he is 36 before he gets his maximum of 
48/-. That is how the Government 
have dealt with the case of these new 
men who are to be put on to the higher 
class of work. They have done nothing 
at- the moment to distinguish the two 
classes of work until the sorter comes 
to a certain period in his career. Then 
they say: “ You can go a little further 
by increments of 1/6 per week. M Take 
the case of a postman who might enter 
at the age of 20 or 25. He has to work 
18 years before he gets his maximum of 
48/-. 

With regard to the class called sort- 
ing clerks and telegraphists, the Com- 
mission has recommended that there 
should be a new class altogether, and 
they should do a different and higher 
class of work than thcy are doing at the 
present time. This recommendation is 
practically turned down altogether. The 
recommendation of the Commission was 
as follows:—“ The Commission recom- 
mends that the class at present known 
as sorting clerks and telegraphists 
should in future be known as post office 
assistants, who should perform all 
duties now discharged by the sorting 
clerks and telegraphists, exccpt those 
recommended for transfer to postmen. ,> 
And in addition they “should under- 
take all Post Office clerical work except 
that discharged by Executive grade. M 
Then they recommended that the 
salary for that class should go to a 
maximum of £220, as against the £160 
at present, but that they should do the 
work which is now being done by men 
paid up to £237 lOs. The Government, 
however, decided otherwise. They say: 
“ With rcgard to wages, the Commis- 
sion recommends that Post Office assis- 
tants should go to a maximum of £162 
10s., plus bonus, for males, and £110 for 
females, except in the case of assis- 
tants who shall have passed *an effi- 
ciency test to be arranged by the De- 
partment, with a view to proving their 
ability to discharge the highest clerical 
duties proper to the grade, who should 
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go to £220 in the case of males, and 
£155 in the case of females. ,, They 
further say: “ The latter recommenda- 
tion, which involves the payment of a 
State servant not' by reference to the 
work on which he is employed, but by 
reference to the work which he is able 
to discharge, is one which the Govern- 
ment cannot possibly entertain. ,, I 
do not know how far the Government 
are justified in taking that interpreta- 
tion from that recommendation. So far 
as I know, speaking as a member of the 
Commission, the intention was that all 
vacancies in the clerical grade should 
be open to men who would have reached 
the point where the efficiency bar was 
to be if they werc qualified to do the 
work. It was not the intention—I am 
speaking for myself—that unless they 
were doing the work the salary would 
be paid. I would certainly say that the 
Government were wrong in thinking 
that that was the only interpretation 
that could be put upon that rccommen- 
dation. Here is a rather surprising 
stateinent coming from the Govern- 
ment, espccially in view of the evidence 
put forward by the Department: “ Nor 
can the Government accept the proposal 
that the work at Headquarter Offices 
should be performed by the manipula- 
tive classes, though the Government is 
prepared to provide a special avenue 
of promotion for these classes. ,, 

Now this word “ manipulative ” is 
put in very deliberately to give a 
wrong impression. Thesc men—sort- 
ing clerks and telegraphists—wcrc do- 
ing work and are doing work which 
cannot be properly termed “ manipula- 
tive. ,> They are doing more than purely 
sorting work, and the recommendation 
of the Commission was that purely 
manipulative work would be done in 
future by the postman, and it is 
asserted now on the part of the Govem- 
ment that these mcn are not qualified 
in spite of the evidence put up by their 
own Department that they were íully 
qualified to do the work in the clerical 
offices. Now, the wage whieh was 
recommefoded was not agreed upon or 
accepted by the Government. They a?*e 
re-grading these men and they slightly 
increased the maximum from 61/- to 
70/- for men who are to do the higher 
duties; the others are*to remain as 


they are. In Dublin, even in the case 
of these men whose maximums are in- 
creased, the immediate increase will be 
2/- a week, and their incremental 
period, which is already an extra- 
ordinarily long one,islengthened out by 
fivc vears more. Now, the number of 
people who can possibly benefit by this 
scheme, suggested by the Post Office, is 
extrcmely limited. If wc take it that 
there are approximately 420 or 430 sort- 
ing clerks and telcgraphists the number 
likely to bcnefit under this scheme is 
not more than one-third, and the others 
will be left where they are in spite of 
the admitted fact that they are 
qualified and able to do the higher 
class of work. Therc are other recom- 
ínendations in this report which havc 
not been touched at all. One particular 
I rccommcndation was that in which the 
Commission suggested that some 
machinery sliould be set up within the 
j Post Office for the adjustment of 
! differences, or rather for the discus- 
j sion and adjustmcnt of any question 
which might arise and bc likely to lead 
I to friction if not settled. The report 
* is quite silent upon that recommenda- 
tion. 

1 would lkc to impress upon the Dáil 
j the unwisdorn on the part of the 
I Government or of Ministers in setting 
l up a Commission of this kind, and then 
j practically altogethcr disregarding its 
recommendations. But I think there 
would be very littlc use for me to 
j dilate upon that aspect of the ques- 
tion when wc are all getting so usea to 
j it. With our prcsent Govcrnment that 
' seems rathcr to bc thc rule rather than 
the exception. A Commission rcportr 
and that is all we hear of it; thr. 
Government accepts it if it seems to fit 
in with thcir own particular point. of 
vicw, and if it docs not thcy do not give 
thc mattcr much furthcr consideration. 
There are some other aspects of this 
report that I would like to deal with 
j and call to thc attention of the Dáil. 

| There is first. the unreasonable, and 
I very great and unwarrantcd delay on 
the part of whoevcr is responsible in 
issuing the decision come to on this 
report. As I pointed out in the 
beginning of my statement, when the 
Commission was appointed it was 
thought it implied something in the 
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nature of a promise, not a formal pro- 
• mise, but something in the nature of a 
promise by way of inducemcnt, to have 
the trouble caused by the strike settled, 
and that thc Commission would sct to 
work at once. The Commission did set 
to work at once, and they thought the 
matter was so very urgcnt that they 
determined to issue a report upon this 
particular phasc of thc question alone 
before they went into the whole matter 
of the re-organisation within the Post 
Office, That report was prescnted on 
the 14th Decembcr, 1922, and exact1y 
on thc 14th December, 1923, we have 
this report dated and issued by the 
Postmaster-Geiieral. 

Now, I think it is due to the Dáil that 
some explanation should be given as to 
the reason for that altogether unwar- 
ranted delay in dealing with this very 
urgent matter. But there is another 
matter, and it is a matter of very great 
importance indeed, and raises, to my 
mind, a question of Constitutional prac- 
tice. The Postmaster-General is an Ex- 
ternal Minister, and the Postmaster- 
General, as such, is responsible directly 
to this House, and the Ilouse is entitled 
to lcnow whether tliis is or is not thc de- 
cision of the Postmaster-General or of 
the Government as a whoie. Questions 
put to the Postmaster-General during 
the year as to what was being done with 
the report drew forth very remarlcable 
answers in this connection. I have not 
the exact quotations before me at the 
moment, but I distinctly remember on 
one occasion the Postmaster-General in 
answering a question as to when the 
report might be issucd saving “ it was 
being considered by the Executive and 
that, in futaire, questions on that mat- 
ter should be addresscd to the Minis- 
ter for Finance. ,, If that is thc posi- 
tion, then it is a position upon which 
this House is entitled to have a very 
elear and straightforward statement. I 
hold that if the Postmaster-General, as 
an External Minister, is to carry out 
the intentions of the Constitution, his 
decision should be renorted to this 
House, and not to the Executive. He 
&s responsible to this House in the first 
Snstance. It is, of course, open to this 
House to accept or reject the decision 
of the Postmaster-General, and it is also 
open to the Executive Government or 


to the Minister for Finance, if, for in- 
stance, it is a matter of expenditure 
that is involved, when the report is 
being considered, to say whether he, as 
Minister for Finance, is prepared to 
give the money that is necessary to 
carry out the requirements of the re- 
commendations. 

That would bc a perfectly constitu- 
tional position for the Ministcr for 
Finance to take up, but that point of 
view should be put before the Dáil, and 
it should be for the Dáil to decide whe- 
ther or not the Minister for Finance 
[ was making a good case; but my con- 
| tention is that the report should come 
direct to the Dáil, in the first place, 
i and that the Dáil should be the first to 
| make a decision on it. Instead of that, 
we have really and, in fact, no report 
at all made to the Dáil. What I mean 
| is that the Dáil was not given a ehance 
to come to any decision on the matter. 

I If some member did not think it right 
| to movc a inotion of this kind, thcn we 
would have no decision at all. Surely it 
cannot be argued, as it was attempted 
to be argucd on a previous occasion, 
that the Dáil is now givon a chance of 
expressing its point of view on this par- 
ticular recommendation or report. That 
argument was used on a previous occa- 
sion when we were discussing another 
mattcr which was brought up for dis- 
cussion and decision by a private mem- 
ber. This was simply read out as a re- 
port to thc Dáil, a report of a decision 
of the Government apparently. It is 
signed certainly by the Postmaster- 
General, but I hold it was the duty of 
the Postmaster-General to come to the 
Dáil and say: “ I have made such and 
such a decision on the recommenda- 
tion of the Postal Commission, and I 
now put it before the Dáil to approve 
of it or reject it.” I hold that that was 
thc constitutional position, and I think 
we should know from the Postmaster- 
General, or from the Government, why 
that position has been departed from, 
as apparently it has been departed from 
in connection with this report. I 
formally move the motion in nly name. 

Mr. MURPHY: I second. 

POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. J. J. 
Walsh): I musx, at the outset, express 
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my appreciation of the very fair and 
impartial presentation of this case by 
the proposer of the motion. Knowing 
the case as I do, I have no hesitation 
in saymg that there has been no exag- 
geration on his part. It is true he has 
undoubtedly endeavoured to add a cer • 
tain weight to the view-point held by 
the sorting clerks and telegraphists, 
affected by this recommendation, but, 
,on the whole, as I háve said, his pre- 
sentation of the position has been fair 
and just. Now, it may be necessary for 
the Dáil, at this stage, to get a short 
indication of the various steps taken 
prior to—that is to say, during the 
time of the interim report and subse- 
quent to that interim report—the time 
of the production of the main report 
which is now before the Dáil. I men- 
tion that just for the guidance of mem- 
bers. A Comrnission was appointed by 
the Governmcnt on the 5th March, 
1922. Four public sittings were held 
during the month of April, and an 
interim report was furnished to the 
Government on the 11 th May, 1922. Thc 
report was accepted by the flovernment 
on the 3rd June, 1922. At this stagc, 
and becausc of a difference of inter- 
pretation between the official of the 
Post Office and the Government, tliat 
very regrettable incident in the life of 
the Post Office ensued—the strike that 
has been referred to. Immediately after 
the settlement of that strilce a re-orga- 
nised Commission got to work. Its 
sittings wcre resumed on thc 31 st Octo- 
ber, 1922. Ten public sittings, and four- 
teen private mcetings wcre hcld be- 
tween the 31 st October and the 13th 
December of that year. A report, with 
recommcndations, was furnished to the 
Government on the 14th December, 
1922, and the Government’s decisions 
on these recommendations were sub- 
mitted to the Oireachtas on the 13th 
December, 1923. I will admit, at the 
outset, that the delay of twelvc months 
would appear unreasonable, and I re 
gret personally that this delay occurred, 
6ut one must rcmember that the 
country \fras, in the interval, passing 
through a very critical period when the 
time and attention of the then Minister 
for Finance was very fully occupied 
indeed. 

I think that would be*a reasonable 


explanation, or at least in part, an cx- 
planation for the unavoidable delay in 
the produetion of this report or of its 
findings. As a further preliminary to 
our discussions, and in order that the 
various complications not easily under- 
stood by the layman may perhaps have 
some light thrown on them, I might say 
that there were only two main classes 
in the original report. These were 
the Sorting Clerks and Telegraphists 
and Postmcn engaged in head and sal- 
aricd offices. There are several other 
classes in the Post Office, and these we 
had intended to consider in the second 
part of the report. When that second 
stage will be reached I cannot say. It 
is, 1 presume, a matter betwecn the 
Commission and the Government itself. 
At any rate only two of the many 
classes are eonsidcred in the report 
with which we are now dealing. The 
following classes have yet to be con- 
sidered in case the Commission should 
sit again: Engineering, Supervising, 
Telephones, Auxiliary and Rural Post- 
meu, Postmasters, Sub-Postmasters, 
Stores, Cleaners and Labourers. For 
the further simplifieation of this mat- 
ter, and that we may be spared the 
covering of multifarious terms and fig- 
ures, I propose to speak of the two 
main classes, and these are, Sorting 
Clerks and Telegraphists and Postmen, 
only in their relation to Class A. There 
I are three classes involyed in these two 
big Departments or grades. Class A 
applies to Dublin only. 

6 o f clock . Class B includes such large 
officcs as Cork, Galway, 

I Limerick and Watcrford. 

Mr. O'CONNELL : Are they not 
callcd Class 1 and 2 and nQt Class A 
and B? 

Mr. WALSH: They are sometimes 
called 1, 2, 3 and sometimes Class A, B, 
C, but if the Dcputy desires we will 
(*all them by their numerical prefix. 
Class 2, as I said, includes such offices 
as Cork, Limerick, Galway and Watcr- 
ford. Class 3 takes in the smaller head 
offiees * and the salaried sub-offices. 
Now, Class 2 receives either in the case 
of the Postmen, Sorting Clerks and 
Telegraphists a lower proportionate 
wage than Class 1, and Class 3 received 
a still lower proportionate wage than 
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Class 2. Therefore, when we deal with 
figures as we find them before the Com- 
mission and with the Commission's 
figures, and with thc ultimate findings 
of the Government we propose to bear 
in mind the fact that Classes 2 and 3 
are in all cases proportionately lower 
than Class 1. Onc would be inclined 
to infer from the statements made by 
Deputy O'Connell that this particular 
Commission had funetions other than 
to iníjuire into and report as to whe- 
ther any alterations werc desirable in 
the conditions of those particular 
classes. One would, in fact, be in- 
clined to believe that this Commission 
had all the powers and duties of an ar- 
bitration committee. 

Mr. O CONNELL: On a point of ex- 
planation, I do not thinlc I said any- 
thing that would lead the Postmaster- 
General to that conclusion. If I did I 
certainly did not intend it. I did not 
belicvc for a moment that the Commis- 
sion was appointed as an arbitration 
board, or that the fíovernment was 
bound to accept its findings. But 1 sav 
it was unwise on the part of the Gov- 
ernment not to have aecepted its find- 
ings. 

Mr. WALSH: At anv rate it will bc 
understood that this Commission had 
precisely the same powers and respon- 
sibilities as many previous Commissions 
which decided Post Office grievances. 
At least those powers and respon- 
sibilities were accepted, I presumc, in 
that sense by the staff as well as they 
.were accepted by us. While tlm 
Government did not see its way to 
approve of the entire recommendations 
of the Commission, I must, at once, say 
that their recommendations havií 
offered channels of improvement to 
postal offieials hitherto untouchcd hy 
any Commission called upon to per- 
form like functions. While on the 
Commission, it is well to refer to some 
of the findings of previous Commis- 
sions working with a very different 
balance sheet from that which has 
obtained in this country, and consider* 
ing the very .same sub,iects which ÍhU 
Commission was called upon to con- 
sider. In 1903 as a result of an agita- 
tion, not perhaps so advanced as we 
werft faced with, but, nevertheless. nn 
agitation based on the same sort of 


grievances, the British Government 
appointed what was known as the 
Bradford Commission. The Bradford 
Commission recommended pretty 
general increases, but the Government 
entirely rcpudiated its findings. At 
this time thc British Post Office had a 
solid balance to its annual carning 
credit. In 1905 it appointed a second 
Commission, known as the Stanley 
Commission, and the net result of the 
British Government findings, from the 
standpoint of sorting clerks and tele-. 
graphists, not only in England but in 
this country, resu’lted only in an addi- 
tional increment of 2/6 at the age of 
25 years. Nothing whatever at the 
maximum. In 1908 it appointed a third 
Commission. This was known as the 
Hobhouse Commission, and, notwdth- 
standing any rccommendations made 
by the llobhouse Commission, the sort- 
ing clerks and telegraphists gained not 
one solitary penny at. their maximum. 
In 1914 it appointed a Ilolt Commis- 
sion and though I cannot say off-hand 
what that Commission recommended in 
the way of increase, thc ultimate 
result from the standpoint of the postal 
service was only an inerease of 2/- as a 
maximum. At this particular stage the 
British Government had netted 6J 
millions of money from the Post Office 
during that partieular year. In 1920 
the Whitlcy Commission was appointed 
and the net rcsult froni the postai 
service point of view, spealdng still of 
the sorting clerks and telegraphists 
was an increase of 3/- at the maximum. 
Now, all this thing goes to show that 
the British Govcrnment, and the British 
public, who have had ample time to 
consider whether the manipulative 
classes in the Post Officc were in 
receipt of a fair and accurate wage for 
the work performed, came to the cou- 
clusion that they were sufficiently well 
paid. All these Commissions, notwith- 
standing the small apologies which I 
have recited here, apologies which 
apply only to the maximum, and the 
maximum in the Post Officc at any rate 
is not reached for a very considerable 
number of years, all these apologies go 
to prove that there is no case what- 
ever for the increase in the pay of the 
manipulative classes of the Post Office. 

Since the outset of the Free State 
administration we have been consider- 
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ing whether some departure from the 
former allocation of postal functions 
was not desirable, and whether it was 
equitable to pay for the manipulative 
work of telegraphy and letter sorting 
on the same level as for those higher 
and more onerous duties involved at 
the counters and in the registered 
letter and the clerical departments. We 
believed the time had come when some 
demarcation line should be drawn, 
mainly bocause of the development of 
the service between thosc higher and 
more responsible íunctions, to which I 
have referred, and the lower or 
mechanical functions common to the 
sorting clerk. Likewise we had to con- 
sidcr whether it was really imperative 
to maintain the old system whereby an 
intelligent postman would advance to 
the catcgory of sorter where there was 
no real justiíication for barring his 
further promotion, were he found fitted 
for the added responsibility. 

I must confess that amongst the 
heads of Departments whose ideas on 
many other subjects were not in eom- 
mon, I found vcry common sympathy 
on this one idea, that the time had come 
for the creation of a new class within 
the service—in other words, the re- 
grading and the re-classifieation of the 
service. Had there been no strike, and 
had there been no agitation, I am satis- 
íied that. the Government would have 
accept.ed recommendations bearing very 
largely on the oncs they have accepted 
now, had we submitted them. He-grad- 
ing and re-classification are unquestion- 
abíy essential to the bctter administra- 
tion of the department, apart alto- 
gether from the fact that thcy give the 
more able elements in the service an 
opportunity of showing their merit and 
being paid accordingly. We submitted 
those re-organisation and re-classifica- 
tion schemes to the Commission, and 
now it is said that the Commission’s 
report has been rejected. One would 
imagine, írom what one saw in the 
Prcss and official journals, that that 
was the case. • 

The Commission’s report has not 
been rejected. It has been modified, 
but the modification is not altogether 
detrimental to the staff. For instance, 
the Commission recommended that 
clerical work in the Secretary’s Office, 


at present performed by adefinite grade 
common to other serviccs, and in re- 
ceipt of the maximum of £237 lOs. per 
year, should, in future, be performed 
by sorting clerks and tclegraphists, pro- 
moted by selection from the manipula- 
tive classes, and that their maximum 
should not be £237 10s., but £220. I do 
not intend to refer to the mode of selec- 
tion for hcadquarters staffs in the past. 
It is not my affair, as it was prior t.' 
our time. We have comc to the conclu- 
sion here that the best work in this 
headquarters department is providcd by 
men who have been through the mill, 
men who have worked in the service. 
I think they are far more valuable in- 
strumcnts in the disehargc of higher 
functions of the scrviee than those 
other peoplc who are brought in from 
the outside, uninitiated in the many 
intricacies of the postal service in 
general. 

For that reason, and because of our 
decision in rclation thereto, I think it 
could be taken for granted that in fu- 
ture the plums of headquarters estab- 
lishments will be praetically cntirely, 
if not entirely, confincd to recruits 
from thc serviee itself. Thcse rccruits 
will not termiuate at the maximum sug- 
gested by the Commission, but the 
higher maximum of £237 lOs. If that 
is not a definite gain for thc postal wor- 
kers, beyoml what the Cornmission an- 
ticipated, I must. be making a very 
grave mistakc indeed. Thcre is 
another elass of clcrieal duties as- 
soeiated with the sorting clcrk and 
telegraphist. These duties are known 
in thc TTcad Offiee as w T riting duties; 
and associated with these duties are 
such responsibilities as I referred to a 
, while ago, which nced a special type of 
| man. That w r ould include those ón 
countcr duties. registercd lcttcr duties, 
men engaged in stores, and, perhaps, 
onc or two other sections. The (-om- 
mission agreed with our vicw that 
thcse particular sections ought to be 
segregated because of their impor- 
tancc, but they recommended thar- 
those v r lio should pass on to these sec- 
tions ought to advancc to a maximum 
of £220. We are not prepared to ac- 
cept that view. We feel there is the re- 
sponsibility lying midway, so to speak, 
between the manipulative and the 
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headquarters classes, and therefore it 
ought to carry intermediate pay on an 
intermediate scale. The Commission’s 
recommendation for these particular 
classes were on a par with those of the 
liigher classes. We declined to accept 
that proposal, and create a new class 
with a maximum, not of £220, but 
£182 tOs. 

I do not think that I referred to the 
method of selection for the higher cleri- 
eal duties, or at any rate, my refcrcncc 
to it might be open to misconception. 
What we intend to do in regard to the 
filling of these vacancies in the Ilead- 
quarters Department, is to follow thc 
rule operating in the prescnt British 
service, which has proved to be a good 
one. It will be admitted generally, that 
men cngaged in the Headquarters De- 
partment will need to be big men of 
outstanding ability, who eome in, so to 
speak, at the foot of the class and work 
their passage up. becoming acquainted, 
in the meantime, with the heavy work 
involved in these Departments. It is 
our opinion that. the Headquarters Dc- 
partment shall bo recruited by eompeti- 
tion within the service. I am not in a 
position to state what the age limit or 
the syllabus will be. It will, in the 
main, follow the lines laid down by our 
predecessors. It is a distinct gain, and 
I am sure it will be regarded as such 
by the Postal officials, who hitherto re- 
garded thcsc appointments as practi- 
callv a closed borough. With regard 
to the postmen, the Government, of 
course, could not see its way to in- 
crease their maximum or their incre- 
ments. In other words, postmen 1 
engaged in the work of delivering let- 
ters, a work which applied to them for- 
merly. will in future continue on the 
same scale as has operated ift thc past, 
for the reason that the Government be- i 
lieves that this country cannot well af- ' 
ford to make a departure in salary 
from the same elasses of work w r hich 
so many Commissions investigating the 
matter in the past could not depart 
from. 

There is another class of postman 
called upon to undertake in the future 
the work of sorting. The Commission 
recommended that this particular class 
should enjoy* an increased maximum 
prior to reaching the present postmen’s 


maximum, which is 41/- a week in Dub- 
lin, and that in addition to that varia- 
tion of increment the maximum should 
be advanced from 41/- to 52/-. This 
was a rather generous anticipation on 
the part of the Commission, to say the 
least of it. There is not much differ- 
ence on the whole between the work 
done at present by the postman, and 
that meehanical work of letter division 
and letter sorting which they are called 
upon to do in future. The fact that 
the Government accepted a maximum 
not of 52/- but of 48/- is, I believe, 
treating the proposal in a very gener- 
ous spirit. I may say that this maxi- 
mum and that applicable to the new 
class of Clerical Writers, and to the 
manipulativc elasses, were sent in by 
me and accepted by the Govcrnmeiit. 
There is only one grievance which 
could possibly be advanced here, and 
naturally Deputy O'Connell developed 
it. to the utmost, and that. is thc reeom- 
mendation to the effect that the man- 
ipulative elasses which continuc to per- 
form tbe same functions in thc future 
as in the past should enjoy an increased 
maximum of something approximating 
to an annual increment. The proposaí 
iloes not involve a great deal of money 
—something like £20,000—but were it 
aeeepted it would plaee the maximum 
of these men performing the same 
work in the futurc as in tho past on a 
highcr scale in this country than that 
in the North-East or in Britain. I do 
not say that was thc reason why it was 
rejected. 

Mr. JOHNSON : Will you give us 
the reason if that is not thc reason? 

Mr. WALSH: The reason is that in 
the opinion of the Government those 
elasses are already sufficicntly and 
amply paid for the class of work in 
which they are cngaged. 

Mr. JOHNSON : Is that your 
opinion ? 

Mr. WALSH : It ás my opinion. I 
mav say this: being responsible for the 
administration and naturally anxious 
for the fullest co-operation on the part 
of the staff—I am speaking on my own 
responsibility and ignoring the point 
of view of the Minister for Finance— 
that I would have been very pleased if 
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the Minister for Finance conceded this 
recommendation. In that conneetion I 
j&tood alone in taking the view that it 
might ultimately beneíit the service to 
ooncede the particular incremcnt. That 
the Minister for Finance has found it 
uecessary to take a different view, 
many people will feel that perhaps he 
has followed the proper course. I 
stood alone in thinking that it might 
not be a financial loss to the service 
to have accepted that increment, but I 
must necessarily, as a Minister, sub- 
•ordinate my views to the general good 
of the country, or at any rate to the fin- 
ancial good. When the Minister for 
Finance thinks that a certain line is 
necessary for the maintenance of a 
common financial policy, I must, in 
eommon with all other Ministers, cut 
my cloth to suit the conditions set forth 
by him. That is the only point of roaí 
solid grievance in this Report—this 
small increment applicable to a per- 
centage of the manipulative classes. 
The Deputy who introduced the Motion 
referred to the fact that we had not. 
taken into account what he considered 
to be one of the most important decis- 
ions of the Commission, namclv, the ap- 
pointment of an Arbitration Board to 
discuss differences. This rnatter re- 
ccived very careful consideration at 
our hands. It follows in the main on 
the systcm initiated by the British Gov- 
ernment some time ago known as the 
Whitley Council. That Council, in 
my opinion, has brought far more 
trouble into the Civil Service than ex- 
isted prior to its institution. 

My own feeling is that an Arbitra- 
tion Board—at any rate an Arbitration 
Board as far as the Post Officc is con- 
cerned—were it introduced into our 
scrvice would ultimately be subversive 
of control and administration. That 
acts on two points. I think—and it may 
be a regrettable fact to have to admit 
—that. the freedom with which 1 
extended discussions with the staff 
prior to the strikc of 1922 was in a 
very large measure responsible for thal 
strilce. Had I stood aloof and refused 
to discuss these matters and insisted 
that those matters should come through 
the regular channel and kept the staf® 
at arms’ length, I feel that the strike 
would never have materialised. 1 am 
resolutely opposed to any intervention 


of the staff in the administration of the 
| Department. The staff, if it likes. 
eould bring its case here. I am sure 
there is no shortage of willing hands 
to ventilate any grievance on the 
assumption that my ruling is arbitrary. 
They can, on thc other hand, after hav- 
ing discussed any particular phase 
with my subordinates, appeal to me, 
and my function in this respect is not 
that of an owner of a concern but the 
! medium between the public and the 
| staff, and I have no personal intcrest 
1 in seeing that employees should be 
unfairly treated. I think it will be 
gencrally conceded, as far as I am per- 
sonally concerned, that I have never, 
here or elsewhere, said a hard thing 
about my employees. I must insist that 
the institution of an arbitration court 
such as this Commission recomm.?mls, 
is not desirable. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: On a point of 
explanation, I may point out to the 
Postmaster-General that there was no 
such recommendation as he suggests. 
I will read the recommendation 

“ They, therefore, strongly urge 
that an attempt be made to provide 
machinery which will facilitate the 
adjustment of differences between 
the staff and administration. Such 
machinery will be valueless unless ±t 
is worked in a spirit of co-operation 
and any councils tliat may bc set up 
to be regarded as a medium for con- 
sultation, and for constiuictive sug- 
gestions, and not merely for the 
ventilation of grievances. ,, 

Any suggestion which the Postmaster- 
General made that the staff claimed to 
intervene in arbitration was not sug- 
gested by the Commission. 

Mr. WALSH: I have no doubt in the 
world that the beginning would be 
pious and nice, but that the end would 
be big and awkward. It is the same 
thing in the long run. We have not re- 
jected this Commission's report. We 
have offered a field of advancement to 
a very considerable section of the staff. 
Ultimately anything from thirty to 
forty per cent. of the employees in 
those two main classes will be advanced 
to a scale far beyond anything they had 
anticipated, and they are fortunate in 
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finding that this Dáil is not unfavonr- 
able to the aeceptance of those pro- 
posals, considcring the state of the 
country. I shall not refer to the loss 
on the service, but to suggest at this 
stage of our administration, and at this 
stage of the countr^’s existence, that 
any added burden sought to be placed 
on this service is a matter which will 
be stoutly resisted not only by the Post 
Ofíiee itsclf, but by the country. 1 
thinlc we have done the best, not only 
for the staff, but for the service and 
for the eountry. We have a desire to 
bring about the reetification of work 
which must necessarily and ultimately 
mean greater efficiency in the discharge 
of the work of this public department, 
and above all we have found a means 
whereby the men will be paid in strict 
accord with their value and with their 
work. 

At this stage AN LEAS-CHEANN 
COMHAIRLE resumed the Chair. 

Mr. JOHNSON : To begin with, I I 
want to deal with an aspect. of this case 
which arises out of the statement of the 
Postmaster-General and goes a little be- 
yond the report under discussion. The 
report is signed by the Postmaster- 
General, and is headed: “ Govern- 
ment/s Decision,” and right, through 
the report references are made to the 
Government — 11 most careful considera- 
tion by the Government for many 
months past decisions of the Gov- 
ernment on the Commission’s recom- 
mendations,” and so on. The Post- 
master-General, following upon the in- 
structions of the Constitution, is ap- 
pointed by the Dáil to be the respon- 
sible head of the Postal Administra- 
tion in this eountry, the responsible 
head of the department, or depart- 
jaents, under his charge, individually 
responsible to Dáil Eireann alone for 
the administration of the department of 
which he is the head. One would have 
thought in such a case, that being his 
charter and responsibility in a matter 
aflfecting the administration of his de- 
partment of such moment as this he 
vvould have made his report and decis- 
ion directly to the Dáil and not try to 
shelve his responsibility upon the Gov- 
ernment and latcr upon the Minister for 
Finance. 

He has told the Dáil, that body to 


which he is directly responsible alone. 
that, in his opinion, ultimate benefit to 
the service would be achieved by 
agreeing to a certain increment. Then 
he said: l< I stand alone in thinking it 
may not be a financiai loss to give this 
increase.” He tells the Dáil that the 
responsible head of the Department 
does not believe that a certain eourse 
would result in financial loss, and that, 
in fact, he reeommends it. But he tells 
us that he has been over-ruled by 
another person, namely, the Minister 
for Finance. That is not the position 
tbat hc was placed in by the Dáil when 
he was appointed Postmastcr-Gcneral, 
responsible to the Dáil directly, and to 
the Dáil alone, for the administration 
of this Department. 

According to this morning’s news- 
papers, there were referenecs in the 
vSeanad yesterday to nibbling at the 
Constitution. I had occasion, two or 
fhree weeks ago, to snggest that there 
were growing evidences of the subor- 
dination of the External Ministers, th 
non-Executive Ministers, to the Execu- 
tive Council. There was an attempt to 
cepudiate that suggcstion. But here 
we have a elear confcssion that one 
Ministcr, voluntarily and willingly, ac- 
ceded to that. subordination. I say 
that is not treating the Dáil as the Dáil 
<<hould have been t.reated, in aecor- 
dancc with thc constitutional rcquire- 
mcnts. It is not morely nibbling at the 
Constitution, but is biting chuilks out 
of it. 

r can see that thc movcment is to 
avoid the will of the Dáil in sctting up 
thc Gonstitution, to cvade, rather, the 
will of thc Dáil, when it set up the 
Constitutionin fact, to make these 
aon-Executive Ministers subordinate in 
effeet to the Executive Council. 1 say 
that the Dáil ought to insist, when it 
decides that a Ministcr shall be put in- 
to an offíec rcsponsible to the Dáil di- 
rectly, that that Minister mast report 
to the Dáil, take the responsibility hini- 
self for any rccommendations he 
makes, and not say that the Executive 
will not. agree to this, or that the Minis- 
ter for Finance will not. agree to that. 
If, after eonsultation with the Minister 
for Finance, he says that such a thing 
is not desirable lct him say so, and that 
he has the responsibilit.y. Let him re- 
commend it aceordingly. If, on the 
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other hand, he says that a certain 
conrse of action will lead to the proper 
administration of ihe Department for 
which he is responsible, let him come to 
the Dáil, and say: “ I reeommend 
that,” and then let the Dáil decide be- 
tween the Minister for Finance aiul the 
Minister responsible for the Depart- 
ment which is not ruled by the Execu- 
tive Council. 

I could not help but think when 
thc Minister was speaking that there 
is probably developing at this moment, 
on the other side of the water, a dis- 
cussion, not in surroundings such as 
this, but in regard to a difference of 
opinion as to the claims of one set oí 
men which have been reported upon by 
a Commission, or a Committce, such as 
this. This Committee was set up in 
cireumstances which are fairly fami- 
liar. It is not claimed that it was an 
Arbitration Court, and that its findings 
must, inevitably, be agreed to. But, it 
was a Commission that was set up with 
a certain character and authority, es- 
pecially in view of the manner in which 
the Commission was appointed, to 
report. 

There was a reasonable expectation 
in the minds of the public, and of the 
parties concerned, that the report of 
that Commission would bc adopted. I 
am admitting that it is not incumbent 
on either party to accept the findings of 
that Commission. But take the parallel 
case. The Committee was set up to in* 
quire into the claims of the employers 
of the railwaymen in England, to deter- 
mine questions in dispute regarding 
wages and conditions. Similar machi- 
nery has been agreed upon between 
railwaymen and railway employers in 
Ireland. The analogy may come home a 
little closer. The Commission, or 
Board, or Committee of Inquiry, what- 
ever you like to call it, in connection 
with the railways, after fully discuss- 
ing the claims of the companies, for re- 
ductions in wages and alterations of 
oonditions, made a report. The report 
was unanimously agreed to by the 
members of the court, just as this Com- 
mission's report was. 

Again, like this Commission, nobodv 
pretends that the report and the deci- 
«ion of that Committee was binding on 
t)oth parties, or either party, except 


with that moral bond which, it was be- 
lieved and hoped, would be enforced by 
public opinion. One of the sections of 
one of the parties in connection with 
the railway dispute has deeided not to 
accept the findings of that Commission, 
and we read criticism that is levellcd 
against these men for their action. 

In this other Commission one of the 
parties has repudiated the findings. He 
says,We are prepared to acccpt some 
of the findings (just like the railway 
companies or the railwaymen), but we 
are not prepared to aceept the report 
of the Commission, and consequently 
the matter is as you wcre . 99 Does the 
Minister think that that is a dcsirable 
state of affairs or a good example to set 
in view of all the recommendations that 
are being made about eonciliation and 
arbitration, look befdre you leap, ,> 

consider before you strike, ,> and all 
sueh propositions; if it is considered 
that an Inquiry of this ldnd, not, I 
agrce, by a Committee Avhich has 
authority to enforce an award, but giv- 
ing careful consideration to every 
aspect, should be thrown over? It is, 
I suggest, a bad example to set, and a 
headline which probably you would ad- 
vise should not be copied by other 
pcople. 

One would have imagined that when 
the Postmaster-Generaí comes to thc 
Dáil to discuss the cáse, that he would 
place before us, and have told us what 
would have been the cost to the Postái 
Department of the increases that were 
recommended, and what will be the 
saving resulting from the changes he 
proposes, as compared with the recom- 
mendations which were made. He 
does not do that. He brings no budget, 
ITe gives no financial justification for 
his refusal, and I want to remind the 
Dáil, that in the view of the Commis- 
sion, and in the view of very able 
and competent men, the recommenda- 
tions whieh they make would not add 
to the cost of the administration of the 
Department to any extent what.ever. 
The Minister has not .attempted to 
refute that, but he has recommended to 
the Dáil ■certain proposals whieh by 
inference will reduce the eost of the 
administration and reduce it, as it 
must be, at the expense of the staff. 

I ask the Dáil to remember the dates. 
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The report of this Commission is dated 
Deeember, 1922, somewhat over a ycar 
ago. The difíiculties which lcd to the 
appointment of the Commission were 
difficult-ies of a financial hind. Thc 
complaint was that the eost of living 
had increased disproportionately to the 
increasc in pay, that as a matter of fact 
and as the Minister frankly acknow- 
ledges, the pay of the postal servants 
at that time was unsatisfactory. Coin- 
mission after Commission had rocom- 
mended improvements, but not one of 
them had been conceded. In Decem- 
ber, 1922, a state of things had occur- 
red, arising out of the financial 
disabilities whioh led to tho troublo, 
that fmally resulted in thc setting up 
of this Commission. In most cases, 
when there havc been suggostions of 
reductions in the cost of administra- 
t-ion and roductions in pay in reccnt 
rnonths, they have beon justified by 
roference to the cost of living. Ilere 
you have a Report of a Commission 
making certain suggestions for a per- 
mancnt scale, and rceommending a 
definite scalc of basic wages, to meet 
the ordinary requircmcnts of men of 
the various classes, in eonsideration of 
the standard of life which they are 
reasonably expeetcd to rnaintain. ^incc 
that timo thore has praetically been uo 
change in the cost of living. There is 
a certain stabilit y apparontly in regard 
to prices during the last 12 months. 
That being the caso, I want to kno^ 
what is the justification for reducing 
the standards below those recom- 
mendcd by tho Commission, when it 
has been already admitted frankly chat 
the previous scales wore unsatisfac- 
tory. 

I am not going to attempt to go into 
the details of the various classes, 
grades and rates of pay. I have lieard 
what the Postmaster-General has to say 
in defence* of his report. I take it, in 
view of his verbal acceptance of 
responsibility, that this is his report 
to the Dáil, after consultation with the 
Minister for Finance, that he is pre- 
pared to stand over the decision of the 
Government, and that in fact it is his 
' decision. I ask the Dáil to agree in 
this matter with the resolution, that 
the decision is not a wise one in view 
of the recommendations of the Com- 


mission, and that in effect the Dáil 
should refer back the decision to the 
Postmaster-General, and ask him to 
have a further consultation with the 
Minister for Finance, and if he cannot 
agree then, to come and report again 
that the Minister for Finance will not 
agrec to his decision respecting his 
Department, and then leave judgment,. 
as betwcen the two, to the Dáil. 

It is obvious from the Postmaster- 
GeneraFs contention that the men and 
women concerned are not 
7 o f clock . going to lose mueh, if his 
contention is a sound one. 

It is equally obvious, if that is a valid 
argument, that they will not gaim 
inuch, and, therefore, the cost wj.ll not 
be great if the recommendations of the 
Comrnission are adopted. I will ask 
the Dáil to believe this, that if the cost 
is not great, it is better for thc future 
of the postal service and for the 
example which would be set by the ac- 
ceptance of the report of an impartial 
Commission of this kind, that the ulti- 
mate eost to the community of the re- 
jection of such a report will be very 
much greatcr in its cffects that any 
monetary loss whicli might be sustained 
by accepting the report in preference 
to the scale which has been decided 
upon by the Postmaster-General. 

Mr. 0’D0HERTY : I know something 
of the matter under discussion, and the 
question at issue, and, to some extént, 
while I follow the arguments of Deputy 
Johnson, I do not quitc agree with him 
in all his conclusions, but I think he is: 
entitled to raise the question. The 
Government appointed a Commission ta 
inquire into these matters, and it hasf 
reported in a certain direction, and I 
think that the Postmaster-General is' 
not entitled to say that the Minister for 
Finance prevents him from carrying 
out the recommendations of that Com- 
mission. The Postmaster-GeneraFs de- 
partment is one of the few in the Saor- 
stát that I have come personally in con- 
tact with. I have the most perfect con- 
fidence in his judgment and in his sense* 
of fair play, and in this matter, when 
hc informed the Dáil that it is not one 
hc had to deal with but was for the* 
Minister for Finance, I think it is a 
matter we should take into considera- 
I tion. The Minister for Finance has got 
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ten millions of money, and the Attor- 
ney-General has got his share of it. I 
hope I am not wronging the Attorney- 
Oenoral. Unless I am mistaken, the 
Postmaster-General has told the DáiJ 
tliat f he whole matter in dispute is 
£20,000. A sum of £20,000 for a large 
and cfficient department of the State, 
wnich should be conducted in a con- 
lented spirit, should not stand in the 
way. 

Mr. BLYTHE: I do not think it is 
necessary to say a great deal about this 
particular mattcr. The Postmaster- 
Generai has dealt with it very fully. 
With referencc to the biting of chunks 
out of the Constitution, I think that 
Deputy Johnson knows vcry well that 
there has been no interference with the 
constitutional position, and I do not 
think that he will produce any break in 
the ranks by any attempt to magnify 
the difference of the point of view be- 
tween the two departments when a mat- 
ter like this comes up to be considered. 
No Minister, whether an External 
Ministcr or a Minister under the Execu- 
tive Council, can nndertake increased 
expenditure or raise wages and salaries 
without the sanction of the Ministor for 
Finance, and I think that the Dáil will 
agree that that is an absolutoly essen- 
tial prccaution. If it werc not. so, I 
think it would be impossible to keep 
any satisfactory control of public ex- 
penditure. Kesponsibility in-those mat- 
ters must be on the shoulders of some 
one person who will see that there is 
co-ordination bctween the various de- 
partments of Government, and that we 
do not have salaries run up in one De- 
partment, providing an argumcnt for 
the increase of salaries in another, with- 
out the Dáil or, in fact, anybody being 
aware of what is happening. 

There was absolutely no reason why 
the Government should regard itself 
as bound to accept the recommenda- 
tions of this Commission. The Govern- 
ment was boun^ to give the most care- 
ful consideration to the recommenda- 
tions; not to turn them down lightly; 
not. to ignore the feeling which they 
represented. I can say from my own 
knowledge, because I heard the matter 
discussed a great deal before I entered 
the Department of Finance at all, that 
I know that the recommendations 


of the Commission were not light.ly 
departed from. But the Govern- 
ment has responsibilities whicb 
the Commission had not. The 
Commission had no responsibility 
for seeing that our budget bal- 
ances. The Commission had no 
responsibility to the taxpayer to keep 
down taxation or to prevent the l)ur- 
den of taxation from being increased. 
The Government has to take into ac- 
count various matters which the Com- 
mission was not caJled upon to take 
into aceount, and which a Commission 
in the ordinary way would not take 
into account, and ín the ordinary 
course of events the recommendations 
of any Commission can only be a basis 
upon which a Governmcnt ean consider 
the matter and come to a decision. 
There are two main matters, I think r 
on which the Government differcd 
from the Commission. The Govern- 
ment did accept thc main recommenda- 
tion of the Commission in regard to re- 
organisation, which was really a recom- 
mendation of the Post Office itself to 
the Commission, and in rcgard to a re- 
distribution of work. The main points 
of difference were in regard to the 
Class B postmen. The wages at present 
paid to the postmcn doing ordinary 
postmen’s worlv here arc the same as 
those paid in the big cities of England. 
We have a Post Office which actually 
makcs a loss, and which is, therefore, 
a burden to that extent on the ordin- 
ary taxpayer. We háve higher taxa- 
tion than in Great Britain. It seems, 
on the face of it, ridiculous to suggest 
that we should increase the wagcs of 
our postmen above the rate in the big 
English cities with a Post Office that is 
losing .while the British Post Office is 
making, aiul with taxation higher than 
Great Britain. Deputy O’Connell did 
not, I think, attempt to defend the re- 
commendation of the Commission that 
they should be so increased. He 
simply .said that the Commission did 
not think that 43/- was too miich. He « 
did not make any arguments in favour 
of the Commission’s Report. The other 
matter^ was in regard to the class oí 
Sorting Clerks and Telegraphists men- 
tioned by the Postmaster-General. 
Again we do not feel that when there 
is no new work, or no higher grade ot 
work being given, that any case ha 
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been made for an increase in the sal- 
aries. No doubt, it would have pleased 
the ofíicials. I do not know what mea- 
sure of conteutment it would have 
brought, but we are not in a position 
to throw out considerable sums of 
money to pleaso any particular class. 

My own opinion is that a great deal 
of the discontent in the Post Office 
arose out of the insubordination that 
grew up during the years we liave 
passed through. It was because they 
were insubordinate and were allowed 
to do all sort of things that they should 
not have been allovved to do and were 
not hoppcd 011 when they should have 
been hopped on- 

Mr. O’CONNELL: That is what they 
were encouraged to do. 

Mr. BLYTHE : That might be, but I 
really think the partieular discontent 
was not by any means a question of 
wages, or mainly of wagcs. It arose 
out of other causes. We have heard a 
great deal of talk about wages. They 
have been continually mentioned, but 
the wage mentioned has always been 
the basic wage. Deputies should realise 
that the wages paid are very much 
higher than the figure mentioned. For 
instance, a postman at present gets to a 
wage of 40/-, but t.hat is actuaíly 71/8. 
The Commission recommended that he 
should go to 43/-, and that means that 
he should go to 75/10. It seems to me 
that for the ordinary postman deliver- 
ing letters 71/8 is a wage we do not 
need to justify not increasing. In ad- 
<iition to that, the postmen have con- 
tinuity of employment, pensions, uni- 
forms, and, as somebody said, they get 
Christmas boxes. There is no reason 
really in the arguments of Deputy 
O’Connell. With regard to Class 
A postmen, the men who are being pro- 
moted to do the work formerly done 
by sorting clerks, the Commission re- 
commend they should go to 52/-, which 
is really 88/5. We decided t6 let the 
maximum be 48/-, which actually gives 
them a wage of 82/10 per week, and it 
seems to me that 82/10 is quite ade- 
quate for the work, which is of a very 
simple and mechanical nature. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Would the Minister 
«ay what proportion of the staffs get 
Ihat maximum rate? 


Mr. BLYTHE : That is a matter that 
I think remains to be found—the num- 
ber that will be promoted to Grade A. 

Mr. JOHNSON: The Minister has 
quoted a certain figure, 71/8, which he 
says they receive at present. What 
proportion of Grade B, for instance, 
actually rcceives 71/8? 

Mr. BLYTHE: I cannot tell the De- 
puty; but it is thc regular seale. Any- 
one ean work out the proportion. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Is it more than one- 
nfth? 

Mr. WALSH: I should certainly sav 
more than fifty per cent. receive it. 

Mr. BLYTHE: The scale begins, at 
the age of 18, at 20/-, which gives 
37/11, and that for a boy of eighteen 
delivering letters, is certainly, in all 
the eircumstances of the country, an 
ample wage. My own feelings about 
the matter is, not that the Government 
have to defend their refusal to accept 
the roeommendations of the Committec, 
but that anything we would have to de- 
fend would be in going so far as we 
did, having regard to all the circum- 
stances of the country, towards accept- 
ing them. Wc might very well have 
refused to go as far as we did. 
We have cnabled men in the Post Of- 
fice, who are capable of doing it, to go 
a great deal further up the scale than 
they previously could have done, or 
than they had any hope at all of being 
able to reach. There was a great deal 
of delay in dealing with this Report, 
but the circumstances of the country 
were such that we had work that was 
really inore urgent, and far more im- 
portant, to do, and, perhaps, if we had 
dealt with this matter very hastily it 
would have been more displeasing to 
D^)uty O'Connell and Deputy John- 
son than the way in which we actually 
did deal with it. The Postal officials 
will have in tbe future opportunities 
that they have not had in the past. 
They will be able to get on the head- 
quarters work that previously was 
done by other classes. Those who are 
able to do that worli will be promoted 
to do it, and a large number of them 
will get that promotion, and will be 
enabled to enter the Clerical Class, and 
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will go up if the present scale remains 
to something like £237 lOs. per annum. 
As a matter of faet, it is very probable 
wc will not retain that maximum at ali 
for the Clerical Classes outside the 
Post Office. The matter is under con- 
sideration, and it is most probable that 
that maximum will be redueed, so that 
the scale running to £182 lOs. per an- 
num, which will be given to those do- 
in # g duties in headquarter officcs, is 
even more favourablc. With regard to 
the Commission’s recommendation to 
give an advanCe of 3/6 a week to any 
postman put on (írade A whosc wages 
were 29/- a week or lcss, and an in- 
crease oí* 5/- if his wages exceeded 
29/-, what the Government has donc 
is to give one incremcnt, and that ’s 
thc usual thing in the Civil Service. I 
think there was no justiíication for a 
recommendation for anything more 
than that. 1 do not want to say anv- 
thing about the work of the Commis- 
sion. They, no doubt, spent a grcat 
deal of time on it and went to a great 
deal of trouble, and I think the mem- 
bers of the Commission deserve the 
thanks of the public íor doing the 
work, but at the same time I must say 
that. they certainly did not prescnt a 
Rcport which anv Government could 
have thought of accepting in its 
entirety. 

Mr. O ’CONNELL: In his opening re- 
marks, the Postmaster-General rather 
implied that I was presenting the case 
entirely from the point of view of the 
officials of the Post Office. I wish to 
disabuse the Dáil of any such misap- 
prehcnsion. 1 was presenting the case 
from the point of vicw of tíxe unani- 
mous report of the Commission, and 
that report fell very far-short, in many 
respects, of the claims put forward bv 
the Postal officials. I did not presume 
to, I did not intend, and I actually did 
not present the case from thc official 
point of view. I attempted to justify 
the unanimous report of the Commis- 
sion set up by the Government them- 
selves. 

I was more than surprised to hear the 
Postmaster-General y above anybody 
else, attempting to base his justiíication 
upon what had been done by the British 
vrovernment in the past. Surely the 
last man one would expect to hear that 
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from is the Postmaster-General? He 
recited a whole litany of Commissions 
that had made recommendations under 
the previous régime, and he said the 
British Govcrnment did not accept these 
recommendations, and wffiy be sur- 
prised because the Ixúsh Govcrnment do 
not accept the recommendations of 
Commissions? If that is the case, as 
it seems to me to be the one tliat tlie 
Postmaster-General presented, he for- 
got, in the first place, that we might 
hope to expect something better from 
an Irish Government than from a 
British Goveinment, and he forgot 
especially that the very fact of ali these 
recommcndations having been made in 
tlic past, and having bcen turned down, 
went to show that the postal officials 
liad a case, and very strong case, to 
look for increases. And he proved, if 
proof were necessary, the statement I 
made iti my opening speech, that in 30 
years the only increase that had been 
given to postal officials amounted to an 
increase oí 5/-, aiul that 3/- out of that 
5/- \vas advanced in 1920. I was espeei- 
ally interested to hear what he hau to 
say as to the promotion of sorting 
clcrks and telegraphists to the elerieal 
grades in the Ileadquarters Offiee. If 
the Postmaster-General is prepared to 
give an undertaking that all the 
vacancies in the Headquarters Offices 
will be íilled through promotion from 
thc sorting clerks and telegrapfcist 
class, then, that is, so far, satisfactory, 
and tliat was one of the things the Com- 
mission had aimed at—that these 
vacancies should be so filled. But the 
position at the present time is very 
different from what the Commission 
had in mind. The Commission were 
anxious, and I think the Department 
was anxious, judging by the evidence 
it put up, that the Post Office should be 
a self-contained institution, and that 
was the idea the Commission had in 
mind, and that men engaged in the 
higher grades in the clerical offices 
ought to be men who had worked their 
way up and had gone through the mill. 
But that is not the position at the pre- 
sent. There is nothing to prevent, under 
the present regulations, men being 
transferred from various other Depart- 
ments, such as the Land Commission 
and the Education Dcpartment, or any 

H 1 
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other Department, to the Post Officc. 
There is what is known as the Treasnry 
Class, engaged intheSecretar^’sOffice, 
and in the higher administrative posi- 
tions in the Post Offiee, and these are 
under thc direct controí, as it were, ot' 
the Treasury Department. Now, these 
are thc peoplc who are paid up to the 
maximum of £237 lOs. If, as I say, 
there is an undertaking given that any 
vacancies occurring iu that Department 
will in future be filled by men wlio 
workcd their way up through the Post 
Office and have gonc through the mill, 
it will go a long way towards removing 
a certain amount of the discontent that 
at present cxists—diseontent due to the 
fact that men find themselves up 
against a stone wall with all avenues to 
further promotion bloched- 

Mr. WALSH: As a gcneral principh 
that method of seleetion will be ap- 
plied. There may be a eertain amount 
of reservation—I eannot possibly coii- 
íine myself to -an absolute rule in rela- 
tion to it—but as a general principlc 
that will apply. 

Mr. O'CONNELL: Thcre is just one 
point in connection with that which is 
important to note. I think in his state- 
ment the Postmaster-General said that 
these positions would be filled by com- 
petition within thc serviee. There is one 
thing in eonnection with that that I 
want to draw attention to, because the 
position is not exaetly Avhat it appears 
to be from that statemcnt. There may 
bc competition, and there may be two 
men, or even six men, for a vacancy 
when it occurs. One of the applicants 
may be at the top of his scale, and 
may be a man of 40 or 44 years of age, 
a highly efficient man, capable of doing 
all the work necessary in that particu- 
lar post. You may have another appli- 
cant, a young man, say, of 22 years of 
age, who has just entered the service. 
If you put these two men in competi- 
tion for the post, there is no doubt as 
to who is going to get it. The young 
man will get it, because he has just left 
school; and I suggest that it is not equi- 
table or right that he should get this 
higher post and reach his maximum at 
that age. I think these vacancies 
should be reserved for the man with 


the senior service, if he is capable of do- 
ing the work. The Postmaster-Gener- 
al, and the Minister for Finance also, 
I think, would have the Dáil believe 
that there was only a question of a 
difference of 4/- in this transfer of post- 
men to the higher work. There is more 
than that in it. There is the question of 
how soon they will reach that point, 
and at the moment what it will mean 
in effect is that although these men afe 
transferred and turned on to do this 
higher class of work they will only 
bencfit to the extent of 1/6 per week. If 
that is not so, I would like to have the 
statement corrected, and in the case of 
the men who are not at their maximum 
they will get no increment. 

Mr. BLYTHE: They will get one 
year J s increment on being put into 
Grade A. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: Even those who 
are not at their maximum? 

Mr. WALSH: Eveii in the case of 
postmen transfcrred to sorting duty, 
it is intended to grant an immediate 
increment of 1/6, and in the case of 
sorting clerks similarly allocated to one 
of these special functions, there will 
be no departure except the officer has 
terminated 12 months as a maximum. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: Then the only in- 
crcase thcy will get at the moment is 
1/6, so that the figures that werc; 
quoted by the Minister for Financc are 
the maximum figures that will be 
reached only in five years hence. As 
I have already explained, the Commis-' 
sion did not suggest an Arbitration 
Bo<yd which would have the powers 
usually attributed to an Arbitration 
Board, but it did suggest that it would 
be well that some machinery should be 
set up to facilitate the discussion and 
the adjustment of differences which 
would lead to harmony within the Post 
Office service. That has been com- 
pletely tumed down by the Postmaster- 
General, but that of course is a new 
and growing fashion which we are 
getting used to, and no doubt it will 
help us to appreciate what native 
Govemment has brought us to. Again, 
I would like to impress on those who 
listened to the Minister for Finance 
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speaking of the good wagc paid to 
people delivering letters ancí telogranis 
aronnd the country, that the figures 
given do not apply to these people. 
The wage rcferred to in every case, as 
pointed out by the Postmaster-Oeneral, 
refers to Dublin City alone. In all 
other cases, such as Cork ancl Class 2 
and Class 3 officcs, under which coun- 
try offices come in, there is a great 
difference, indeed, between what th(‘y 
are paid and the city rates. The cíty 
rates were taken for the sake of con- 
venient refcrence and illustration. 

I was genuinely surpriscd to hcar the 
lecturc on insubordination Avhich we 
had from the Minister for Finance. It 


comes poorly, indeed, at this stage of 
our history to have these men who gave 
their serviccs, such as they were, in the 
Post Offiee and incurred risk by.giv- 
ing them to the cause of the country, a 
cause which thc Minister for Finance, 
and others, were advocating at the 
timo, it is a poor thing I say that at 
this stage of our history the serviccs 
they rendered should be thrown back 
in their teeth to-day. If it were not 
for the insubordination of these men at 
that timc we would not have the Secre- 
tary of the Post Offico or the Post- 
master-General where they are to-day. 

(Juestion put. 


Tho Dáil dividcd: Tá, 15: Níl. 45. 


Séamus Eabhróid. 

David Hall. 

Séamus Mac Cosgair. 

Tomás Mac Eoin. 

Risteárd Mac Fheorais. 
Pádraig Mac Fhlannchadha. 
Tomás de Nógla. 

Ailfrid O Broin. 


Earnán de Blaghd. 

Séamus Breathnach. 

Próinsias Bulfin. 

Séamus de Burca. 

John J. Cole. 

John Conlan. 

Máirghéad Ní Choileáin Bean Uí 
Dhrisceóil. 

Patrick J. Egan. 

Osmond Grattan Esmonde. 

Henry J. Finlay. 

Desmond Fitzgerald. 

John Hennigan. 

Connor Hogan. 

Seosamh Mac ’a Bhrighde. 
Domhnall Mac Cárthaigh. 

Liam T. Mac Cosgair. 

Pádraig Mac Fadáin. 

Pádraig Mac Giollagáin. 

Seán Mac Giolla ’n Ríogh. 

Risteárd Mac Liam 
Seoirse Mac Niocaill. 

Liam Mag Aonghusa. 


Tá. 

| Tomás O Conaill. 

i Aodh 0 Cúlacháin. 

Iáam 0 Daimhín. 

Eoghan 0 Dochartaigh. 
Domhnall O Muirgheasa. 
Tadhg 0 Murchadha. 

Pádraig O hOgáin (An Clár). 


Níl. 

Patrick MacRenna. 

John T. Nolan. 

Peadar O hAodha. 

Criostóir O Broin. 

Seán 0 Bruadair. 

Próinsias O Cathail. 

Aodh O Cinnéide. 

Séamus N. O Dóláin. 

Peadar S. O Dubhghaill. 
Pádraig O Dubhthaigh. 

Eamon S. O Dúgáin. 

Seán 0 Duinnín. 

Donchadh S. 0 Guaire. 

Mícheál 0 hlfearnáin. 

Séamus 0 Leadáin. 

Fionán 0 Loingsigh. 

Domhnall O Mocháin. 

Scamus O Murchadha. 

Patrick K. Hogan (Luimneach). 
Seán M. O Súilleabháin. 

Seán Príomhdhail. 

Liam Thrift. 

I Aindriú 0 Láimhín. 


i\Totion declared lost. 



369 StriMng of Bates — DAIL EIREANN. Queation of Postponement. 360 

FISOAL OOMMISSION REPORT.— The PRESIDENT : Might I suggest 

RESUMPTION OF DEBATE. that it is possible to-morrow that we 


Mr. EOAN : Perhaps^ it would meet 
the views o£ the Deputies if I were to 
move the adjournment of the Dáil now 
instead of continuing the fiscal debate. 
It is now rather late. I am quite pre- 
pared to move that, or, if the Deputies 
would prefer, that the Fiscal Debate 
should now be resumed I am satisfied. 
I know there are a good many Depu- 
ties anxious to speak on this debate. 

Mr. MILROY: I have reason to be- 
lieve that the subject which should 
comc on now—the debate on the Fiscal 
Committee’s Report—has aroused very 
widespread and very extensive interest 
and consideration amongst the Depu- 
ties, and that many may wish to 
express their vicws in fairly lengthy 
terms on this question. I think that 
the Dáil should consider having thc 
most extcnded discussion possible on 
this matter because it is a most vital 
one % and I can understand the feelings 
of the Deputies, that, an hour like this, 
when evcrybody is fagged out, is not 
the most opportune t-ime for a full dis- 
cussion. I am, therefore, supporting 
the suggcstion for an adjournment. 

Mr. DAVIN : Deputy Egan did not 
state to what day he would move the 
adjournment of the debate. 

Mr. EGAN : Until 12 oVlock to- 
morrow. 

Mr. DAVIN: I would ask him to 
consider that Mr. Milroy’s statement 
was a long one, and it was carefully 
prepared. Many of the Deputies would 
like to have an opportunity of reading 
the Official Report, and it is for that 
reason that I would like to see the de- 
bate on thc Fiscal question adjourned 
to a later date than to-morrow. 

Mr. GOREY : On behalf of my party 
I agree to the adjournment to a later 
date. There are 138 paragraphs in the 
Report, and there are, I suppose, 430 
paragraphs in the Deputy’s speech, and 
the suggestions made by Deputy Davin 
would enable the Deputies to study 
these before resuming the debate. 


might have a sufficient number of 
speakers to earry on the debate until 
we would run short of ammunition, 
and until this quantity that has been 
supplied by Deputy MilroyV speech 
would bc available. In that case therc 
will be no objection at any time during 
the discussion to take a motion from 
any members to adjourn the debate 
to a later date if it were so desired. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I think the fact is 
hardly takcn into account t-hat thcre 
is not mueh business in to-morrow^ 
Agenda, and therefore I think that the 
suggestion made by the President is a 
wiser one. I know that therc will be 
Deputies quite willing to takc up the 
running, and the discussion will con- 
tinue until the time that thc Minister 
for Finance will bring in his Budget, 
and make his Budget speech. 

Question—“ That the debate on tho 
Fiscal (luestion be adjourm'd unt.il Fri- 
day, 18th instant ”—put and agreed 
to. 

THE ADJOURNMENT. 

STRIRING OF RATES—QUESTION 
OF POSTPONEMENT. 

The PRESIDENT: I will now move 
the adjourmnont of the Dáil until 12 
oVlock on Friday, the 18th January. 
If it be possible, I would ask your per- 
mission to-morrow to introduce a 
Tíousing Bill on the lines of the sugges- 
t.ion I made before—that as far as the 
Government is concerned, it will be 
willing to advance the sums indicated, 
on specified conditions. 

Major OOOPER: I gave notice + o- 
day that on the motion for the ad- 
journment, I would call attention to 
the desirability of postponing the 
strildng of a rate for the current year 
until the Local Government elections 
are over. I know what I am asking is 
unprecedented, and I know there are 
difficulties which will. no doubt, be 
stated by the Minister for Local 
Government; but I shall trv to lay be- 
fore the Dáil a few reasons why it 
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seems to me that what I suggest is a 
desirable course. A short time ago \ve 
passed the Postponement of Local Elec- 
tions Bill. I, for one, did not realise— 
I dare say the other Deputies did not, 
and if the Minister did, he did not telí 
us so—that that would involve thc 
existing Councils striking a rate for 
the coming year. I am not intimately 
familiar with the procedure of Local 
Oovernment. I did not realise that 
when wc postponed the elections over 
March that meant practically another 
year of office for the existing Councils. 
I think it is common ground that the 
existing Councils have, in some cases, 
been criticised. Mr. Johnson will ac- 
cept that, I think. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Some of thcm. 

Major COOPER. I do not wish to 
suggest that all the existing County 
Councils are bad, or are doing their 
business inefficiently. There are cases 
in which Councils are not giving satis- 
faction, and that is very largely due to 
the circumstances under whieh they 
were eleeted three years ago. They 
wcre elected in a tirnc of strcss, and in 
many eases, the members were not 
choscn for their familiarity with ad- 
rninistration, but because they had 
comparatively littlc property on which 
the Crown Forces could retaliate. I 
think that there is a general fceling ri 
the country that those Councils havc 
served their purpose, and have now 
outlived thcir useíulncss. In two 
cases, at least, that view was accepted 
by the Minister. I refer to the Countv 
Councils of Leitrim and Kerry, and 
. their functions are now being carried 
on by Commissioners appointed by thc 
Local Government Department. 

In other cases where that course has 
not been taken, there has nevertheless 
been a considerablc amount of criti- 
cism. In Dublin County, in regard to 
which I can speak with the greatest 
knowledge, the Minister held an in- 
quiry, but the evidencc was not suffi- 
cient to induce him to dissolve the 
Council. Some of the conclusions ar- 
rived at by the Inspector indicate that 
the Coundl is at least not a perfect 
bpdy. In refcrence to one.matter, ex- 


ceeding the limit that is allowed to be 
expendcd on road maintenance, the In- 
spector said it was a subject for 
surprise that a responsible body should 
have left the matter in an indéfinite 
state and should proceed contrary to 
the sections of the Local Government 
Act of which they were aware. IIis 
report says that the attitude of care- 
lessness on the part of an official of the 
Couneil, and the toleration of that by 
the Council, was sueh as could not be 
expected from any responsible body. 
His eonelusion is that the County 
Council have not failed in their duty 
as a County Council and they, at times, 
though apparently without whole- 
heartedness, tried to grapplc with 
their many difficulties. I think it is 
undesirable that a body that tries, half- 
heartedly at times, to grapple with 
their many difficulties, should have 
power to strike a rate that 'will bind 
the ratepayers for the coming year. 

I Jeft this motion an open one in or- 
der that Deputies from other parts of 
the country eould give their views. 
Now, thcse Councils are, I think, 
doomed, and therefore the members 
will have no particular reason to prac- 
tise economy. They may, for all we 
know, indulge in a last orgy of spend- 
ing and I do not think that is fair to 
the ratepayers. I do not think, when 
we passed the Bill I referred to, that 
we realised it woujd entail on the 
ratepayers the responsibility of pay- 
ing thc rate for another year at the 
standard which they have been fac- 
ing in the past. To-day, in reply 
to a question, the Minister poínted 
out some of the difficulties in the 
way, such as accumulating over- 
drafts and the interest on them that 
will have to come from the rates. I 
make this suggestion: Expedite the 
local eleetions sufficiently so as to hold 
them in March before the date of the 
striking of the rate. That seems to be 
íair to everybody. The objection is 
put forward that the register is not 
ready. Are there not worse things than 
an eleetion on an old register? After 
all, we had an election to the Dáil on 
a new registcr and every one of us 
found various complaints. I would 
suggest that it is a greater grievance 
to have a rate struck for the ensuing 
year by a body which has ceased to 



363 Strihing of Rates — 

[Major Cooper.] 
be representative than even to hold an 
election on the old register. 

Mr. GOREY : ín eonnection with this 
matter I made thc suggestion on the 
Second Reading of the Rates Recovery 
Bill but the Minister did not seem to 
meet it. Since that diseussion it has 
come to my knowledge that in some 
counties, such as Carlow, whole masscs 
of ratepayers, not alone farmers, are 
holding publie meetings protesting 
against the ratcs. The same thing may 
be said of Limeriok, Dublin and Clare. 
Th-ings are pretty bad in these coun- 
ties. The amount of rates that has been 
struclc is almost double the amount 
struclc in my county for an adminis- 
tration that is not better. The same 
things arc happening all over the 
eountry. Onc county may have a rate 
which may be regarded as reasonable 
while the county over the border has 
an exorbitant rate, perhaps double or 
treble that of the other eounty, but has 
not as good roads or as good adminis- 
tration. I can promisc the Minister in 
the collection of these ratcs, grave and 
serious trouble, and perhaps disordcr, 
if the present Councils are allowed to 
strike ra,tes for the present year, and 
he is also likely to have trouble in the 
collection of arrears in some of these 
counties. That is a serious matter, 
and the íeelings of the general body of 
the ratepayers should be takcn ínto 
consideration. I do not think that the 
suggestion of Deputy Cooper goes too 
far. I think it does not go far enough. 
There is an extraordinary volume of 
opinion aroused all over the country 
on this question of rates and against 
the striking of a ncw rate by the pre- 
sent Co. Councils. 

I do not know whethcr we would be 
in order or not on the Committee stage 
of this Bill to insert a new clause pro- 
viding that, thc present Co. Councils 
cannot strike thc new rates. We will 
however try to do that. I appeal to the 
ftovernment to approach this question 
with a lot of care and consideration. A 
lot of this expenditure was incurred in 
the counties largely through the inspir- 
ation of the members of the present 
Government. A lot of these results of 
the damage and burnings have to be 
met by the County rates and they were 
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due to political reasons, not of course in 
every case, but to a large extent. ^ It 
is not at all a happy state of affairs, 
and the people are in open rebellion. 
They arc not able to pay. Too many of 
these high charges have 
s o } clock. been made in the last three 
or four years, and the posi- 
tion is one of which the Govemment 
had better take stock. 

Mr. CORISH : I am entirely opposed 
to the attitude of Deputy Cooper and 
Deputy Gorey because, like the Minis- 
tcr for Local Government, I am won- 
dering what is going to happen in the 
iuterval between March and May when 
it is suggested the elections should be 
held. It has become very fashionable 
during thc last few months to criticise 
loeal Councils. This has been initiated 
by some oí the newspapers in this coun- 
try for no other purpose than to get 
the ascendaney elass into power again. 
The Oouneils that are functioning were 
good enough to íight, during the British 
regime and they played t-heir part well 
in the Anglo-Irish war, and, so far as I 
know, they did everything they were 
tohl to do by Dáil Eireann which was 
looked upon at that timc, by most of 
the people who are howling to-day, as 
an illegal body. The Councils to-day 
are democratic and representative of 
the people. 

Mr. GOREY: Question. 

Mr. CORISH: I did not interrupt 
Mr. Gorey, and I wonder that he would 
show his ignorance to such an extent 
as to suggest that the County Councils 
to-day are levying rates to pay for 
acts suggested by membcrs of the pre- 
sent Government. He ought to know 
that, they are not levying rates for 
such things. 6d. in the pound is very 
small, and I think the Government 
acted very generously in that respect. 

I think it received the approval of 
cvery party in the Dáil, when it was 
suggested at the time the Bill was in- 
troduced. This talk of economy at 
present is so much pious cant. The 
Councils have bcen carrying on under 
great difficulties during the past few 
years, and so far as I know, they are 
doing their best, Listening to such 
speeches as we have justTieard, one 
would think that the representatives of 
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the people were deliberately throwing 
money away. Deputy Cooper said 
something about the limits for road 
mainténance being overstepped. I do 
not think that anybody could give an 
cstimate of what the limit in road 
maintenance is in this country. To my 
mind, we want a lot more money for 
road maintenance, and any Council 
that strikes a rate, as high as it can, 
for road maintenance, is doing its 
duty. 

Major BBTAN COOPER : As a mat- 
ter of personal explanation, may I 
state that I was quoting from the re~ 
port of an official of the Local Govern- 
ment Department, and the commcnt 
was not mine but his? 

Mr. CORISH : I quite understand 
that Deputy Cooper used that particu- 
lar quotation to strengthen his argu- 
mcnt. As I said at the beginning, this 
economy stunt has been initiated by 
the newspapers, which took no care to 
make any investigation as to what thev 
are talking about. We had those samo 
newspapcrs, who to-day are preaching 
economy to the Councils, preaching 
three or four years ago, patriotism of 
a very opposite kind to that whieh the 
Councils were trying to practise. The 
Councils with w r hich I am conneeted 
are doing the work which the people 
sent them to do. There may, of coursc. 
be exceptions, but is the whole countrv 
to be held up for money in order that 
two or three blaek sheep are to be 
treated as they doserve? The Local 
Government Department should keep 
an eye on the various Councils and see 
that they do not treat the ratepayers 
otherwise than they should, but so far 
as Deputy Cooper’s suggestion is con- 
eerned, the Ministcr should not pay 
any attention to it. 

Mr. HUGHES: The last speaker has 
stolen my little thunder. It is a fact 
that a rate must be made some time in 
the begimiing of February, and must 
be struck some day not later than 
March. If we are going to postpone the 
striking of a rate until the Local Gov- 
ernment elections take place in June, I 
cannot see where the money is to be 
found to cv**y on local services. We 
should take account, as far as we can, 


of the difficulties that Councils have to 
eontend with, and whilst they have done 
their duty in most cases to the rate- 
payers, I do not think that because two 
or three Councils have made default 
that the whole twenty-two or twenty- 
three Councils should be penalised for 
those three or four black sheep. If the 
motion Deputy Cooper proposed were 
carried, it would leave the majority of 
the Councils of the Free State in a 
bankrupt eondition. I do not think that 
Deputy Cooper would like to see that 
state of affairs brought about. I hope 
the Ministcr will not accede to that re- 
quest and that the Councils will carry 
out what the law intended them to 
carry out-—to make a rate aeeording to 
the estimatcs submifted to t-hem, and 
I with due regard to economies, which, I 
I hope, they will all practise. The 
economy should be subservient to due 
consideration of the work which has 
to be donc. 

Mr. WILSON: I will pay Deputy 
Corish the compliment of saying that 
in the county in Avliich he has an official 
connection with public bodies the ad- 
ministration is everything that might 
be expected, but there are counties 
whcre the same cannot be said. I rise 
to make a suggestion to the Minister of 
finding a way out of thc difficulty, be- 
cause I realise we cannot let the public 
utilities lapsc for want of money. I 
would ask the Minister to place a limit 
beyond which they cannot go on those 
extravagant Councils. Wc hear a lot 
of talk about the cost of living. I 
would ask the Minister to apply that 
doctrine to the rates to be struck in the 
near futurc. For example, if in 1914 
the rate was 1/-, 80 points above a 
shilling ought to be the ratc at the pre- 
sent time. In some counties it will bc 
less. In counties where there is extrava- 
gance he eould put a veto on the rate 
and tell the Councils they must not ex- 
ceed a certain figure. We, as farmers, 
are not getting 80; we are getting 30 
points. I think if he adopted that sug- 
gestion we would carry on and at the 
same fime put some check on the ex- 
penditure in many cases. 

Mr. DAVIN: Major Cooper, in draw- 
ing attention to this matter, has not 
tried to make any secret of his real in- 
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[Mr. Davin.] 
tention, to force an election at a date 
earlier than that on which it would be 
held under the new register. I happen 
to be one of the members of the Dáil 
who, on several occasions, have drawn 
attention to the fact that arrears of 
rates have not been collected for many 
years. 

I would not like to see any election 
held for local Councils until the ques- 
tion of old outstanding rates has been 
íinally cleared up. If you are not going 
to put the machinery at the disposal of 
the Government behind the local bodies 
in insist-ing on the collection of out- 
standing rates and you allow the elec- 
tions to be held before these rates are 
eollected you will introduce into the 
elections many things that will injure 
local administration. You will have 
people asking their representatives 
whether they are going to assist in the 
collection of outstanding rates. It is 
a scrious thing if those issues are going 
to be introdueed into the elections. I 
trust the Minister will insist on the col- 
lection of all outstanding rates before 
any County Council elections arc hcld. 

Mr. EVERARD : As one who has 
taken part for some years in public 
administration, I was rather amused to 
hear Deputy Gorey and other people 
lecturing the present Councils, especi- 
ally when they are making the threat 
-that if an eleetion is not held soon 
there would be a revolt. Some people 
who want public services to be carried 
out always want an excuse for not pay- 
ing their lawful debts. The people we 
have to contend with are the people 
who in 1920 advised the different rate- 
payers not to pay rates to the County 
Councils, but to pay the money into 
banks and keep it there for a certain 
time until England had won. England 
was beaten, not. alone with the help of 
the gunmen but with the help of the 
civil population, and of the public bod- 
ies in Ireland. Those people who car- 
ried out the Orders thcy received from 
the different ratepayers' associatious 
did not lodge their money to help the 
County Councils, but spent it. There 
ís, at present, two or three years* rates 
due by those parties, who were always 
having an excuse in order to escape their 
obligations. Deputy Wilson asks the 
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Minister for Local Government to put 
a limit upon the rate to be struck. 
There is a distance you can go in strik- 
ing rates. There is no Council that 
will not endeavour to strike a rate suf- 
ficient to maintain the public services. 
I appeal to the Minister to have no 
cleetion until those people who have 
been the enemies of the public bodies 
are forced to pay, in one way or an- 
other, the lawful debts that are due to 
the public bodies. 

Mr. CONLAN : As one of the repre- 
sentatives of County Kildare I must 
say that a feeling approaching con- 
sternation exists at the prospect of hav- 
ing to continue to pay the present rate 
in that County. In County Rildare 
two years ago, the annual budget 
amounted to £32,000. The last rate 
amounted to £72,000. The abolition of 
the system of road-repairing by con- 
tract, entails an increase of £10,000 on 
the rates of the County. There never 
has l)een any organised opposition to 
the payment of rates in Kildare, but I 
bave had it from rate colleetors that 
there is an honest inability on the part 
of the ratepayers to pay the present 
rates. If this policv of striking high 
rates is persisted in, it will drive a 
grcat number of farmers into a state of 
bankruptcy. For that reason, I sup- 
port the suggestion made by Deputy 
Cooper, and I hope the Government 
will see their way to agree to it. 

MINISTER for LOCAL GOVERN- 
MENT (Mr. Burke) : Deputy Cooper in 
his speech has wandered somewhat 
from the spirit or from the wording of 
his question to-day. In that question 
he asked whether or not the Minister 
would consider the advisability of in- 
troducing legislation to postpone the 
striking of the rates for the current 
year until the new County and Dis- 
trict Councils have been elected. He 
has somewhat reversed the process 
now, and in doing so he is on a good 
deal much firmer ground than he was 
in asking the question. 1 think the De- 
puty is fairly well satisfied with the 
answer I gave to his question. He has 
now asked me to consider the possi- 
bility of having the Local Government 
elections at an earlier date than we 
anticipated. In doing so, he and seve- 
ral other Deputies, have pleaded the 
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cause of the ratepayers, and the fact 
that they find the present rates a vcrv 
heavy burden. Representations have 
been made to me by several bodies of 
rat.epayers throughout the countrv, 
and I have a certain amount of sym- 
pathy with the representations. 

I realise that there is a substratum 
of truth in those representations, but I 
am afraid, like Mark Twain’s death, 
those representations were in many 
cases greatly exaggerated. Farmers 
are pretty hard hit, and I know that 
they are dissatisfied with the present 
economic situation, but instead of try- 
ing to remedy their position by better 
organisation, and by bringing pressure 
to bear in other directions, they attack 
the rates because that is the most ob- 
vious and the easiest position to attack. 
The payment of ratcs is absolutely 
necessary if we are to maintain our 
position as a civilised count,ry. We 
cannot allow hospitals, road repairs 
and such things to be diseontinued. 
Even if we were to discontinue the pay- 
inent of rates, I do not t.hink it would 
materially assist, the farmers. The 
real difficulty that I think the farmer 
has to face is that we have a double 
economic standard in lreland at the 
present time. The farmer has to sell 
in a foreign market, and for that rea- 
son he cannot call upon any protection 
whatsoever. On the other hand, thc 
cost of living in Ireland is determined 
by factors which aro not opposed to 
the same compctition as the farmer is. 
The retailer and the manufacturer in 
the Saorstát are more or less bolstered 
up, and for that reason the cost of liv- 
ing is much higher thau the farmerV. 
standard is able to support. That is 
the real difficulty the farmer is faced 
with, and he is not going to get out ot’ 
that difficult,y foy asking us to reduce 
rates. 

The present standard of ratcs is not 
so very high. As a matter of fact, we 
have eífected great. rcductions. Owing 
to the amalgamation scheme, with the 
exception, I think, of County Kildare, 
where it has led to an increase, the re- 
duction has amounted to 20 per cent. 
in the different counties. That is the 
reduetion in money for poor relief. 
With regard to road repairs, which io 


another very costly service, the amount 
of money is certainly higher than it 
was in 1914-15, but if you take the cost 
of living into consideration, the amount 
expended on road repairs is very much 
less than it was in those years. De- 
puty Cooper has referred to the ex- 
ceeding of the limit of road expendi- 
ture. The limit of road expenditure 
was fixed in thc nineties, and practi- 
cally every estimate exceeds the 
limit—that is tlie statutory limit at the 
present time. There is no good in mak- 
ing any capital out of that,. 

I have got no fixed ideas and no 
partieular desire to postpone the elec- 
tions, but I think in the interest of all 
parties concerned it would be much 
better to postpone the elections until 
the new register is complcted. If we 
were to hold elect.ions now they would 
have to be held on a register compiled 
in respect of a qualifying date ending 
the 15th October, 1922. Conditions at 
that time were not very favourable for 
the compilation of a register, and, as 
well as that, it will be a very old regis- 
ter in any case. For that, reason alone 
I think it would be very inadvisable 
to hold the elections before the new 
register is completed. 

Sorne of the Deputics in the Farmers' 
Party have referred to the fact that 
some of our County Councils are not 
all that eould be desired. We are 
watching all these County Councils 
very closely and in ariy case where we 
consider t,hey exceed the limit we take 
measures to get rid of them and to put 
in Commissioners. That is a vcry drastic 
step, and naturally we are reluctant to 
take it, bút I think Deputies need have 
no fear that we are going to allow ex- 
cessive rates to bc struck throughout 
the country this year. As a matter of 
fact, it is remarkable that, in the rates 
that, have been st,ruck up to the pre- 
sent, quite large reductions have been 
made. One Rural District Council that 
has been very much commented upon 
is Ralrothery. I notice Balrothery, in 
its estimate, is coming down 45 per 
cent. this year. This is a considerable 
reduction. 

The Dáil adjourned at 8.22 p.m. until 
12 o’c]ock on Friday. 
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Do chuaidh an Leas-Cheann 
Comhairle i gceannas ar a 12 a chlog. 

CEISTEANNA.—QUESTIONS. 
ORAL ANSWERS. 

THE BOUNDARY COMMISSION. 

PADRAIG F. BAXTER asked the 
President if he vvill state what further 
steps have been taken by the Execu- 
tive Council since the matter was last 
discussed by the Dáil to have the Boun- 
dary Commission set up; if he will say 
if any diseussions arc in progress with 
a view to having a conference, as re- 
ported in thc English Press, if he will 
state how soon it is likely a definite step 
will be taken by the Government of the 
Saorstát in this matter. 

The PRESIDENT: There is little to 
add to my previous statement on this 
matter. Progress has been necessarily 
delayed by the recent Gencral Election 
in England. No discussions are taking 
place at the momcnt on the subject of 
the conference to which the Deputy 
alludes. Invitations to a conference 
were issued by the present British Gov- 
ernment and accepted by us, but no 
date has so far been fixed. It is obvi- 
ouslv impracticable to take further ac- 
tion until we know whethcr a change 
of Government will take place in Eng- 
land. 

MOTOR HIR AGE—PRE-TRU CE 
CLAIMS AGAINST BRITISH 
OOVERNMENT. 

TADHG 0 MURCHADHA asked the 
President if he will statc whether there 
is any machinery by which accounts 
amounting to £67 odd for motor hirage 
and damage to motor-cars incurred by 
British Auxiliary forces and due to Mr. 
Henry Smith. of Dunmanway, Co. 
Cork. who, without result, made severaí 
applications for payment to the British 
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authorities before their evacuation of 
the country, can be recovered. 

The PRESIDENT : In the absence of 
more detailed particulars of the ac- 
count referred to, I am unable to give 
a satisfactory reply to the Deputy’s 
question. If he will arrange to have 
supplied to me a copy of the account, 
together with copies of any correspon- 
dence which passed between Mr. 
Smith and the British Authorities, I 
will take the matter up with a view of 
ascertaining whether anything can be 
done. 

Mr. MURPHY : I will be very glad 
to give the President thc information. 

EMPLOYMENT FOR WOUNDED 
EUROPEAN WAR SOLDIERS. 

Major BRYAN COOPER asked the 
Presidcnt whether, in view of the fact 
that posts in Government employment 
are now being reserved for men who 
served in the National Army, he will 
give consideration to the claims of 
those men who were unable to join the 
National Army on account of wounds 
roceived in the European War and hold 
them eligible for employment. 

The PRESIDENT : The temporary 
reservation of posts in Government De- 
partments for men who have given 
service with the National Forces is a 
necessary contribution tow r ards reliev- 
ing the unemployment immediately 
<*onsequent on demobilisation, and I 
fear it would not be practicafcle to ex- 
cept any particular class of persons 
from the operations of the regulation. 
I do not think there are many eases of 
the type alluded to by the Deputy 
affected by it. 

Major COOPER: As there are very 
íew cases, perhaps the' President might 
see his way to do something in the 
matter. 

Mr. NOLAN: Arising out of that 
answer, are there not I.B.A. Volunteers 
who fought in the Anglo-Irish War? 
Have they not the first claim? 

The PRESIDENT : I should say be- 
fore demobilisation started we concen- 
trated upon those people referred to 
by the Deputy. The services of one 
Deputy Minister were almost entirely 
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taken up with seeing that I.R.A. 
Volunteers got any positions vacant at 
the time. Of course, it must be re- 
membered that we have not got the 
dispensation of many posts, and that 
it is impossible to provide for all oE 
these cases. 

Mr. NOLAN : I quite agree with you. 

MOTOR TAXES IN CO. GALWAY. 

SEAMUS MAC COSGAIR asked the 
Minister for Finance whether he can 
state the amounts received from the 
County Gahvay in Motor Taxes during 
the past two financial years, and the 
amounts which have been remitted to 
the Galway County Council in respect 
of same for thc purpose of road re- 
pairs. 

MINISTER for LOCAL GOVERN- 
MENT (Mr. Burke) : This question 
should have becn addressed to mc. Tti- 
quiries are being made as to the amount 
eollected and paid to the British Mini- 
stry of Transport in the financial ycar 
onded the 31st March, 1922. The 
amount received in the year cnded the 
31 st March, 1923, was £2,852 15s. 6d. 
The share paid to County Galway of 
the preliminary total advanec of 
£100,000 was £4,540. 

DISTRESS IN HARE ISLAND, 
SEIBBEREEN. 

TADHG O MURCHADHA asked the 
Minister for Local Government whether 
his attention has been drawn to Ihe 
acute distress bordcring on starvation 
in Hare Island, Skibbereen, Co. Cork, 
due to the failure of the fishing indus- 
try and other causes, and whether it is 
proposed to allocatc any money for the 
relief of such distress, and, if so, 
whether he will favourably consider the 
project of giving a grant for the mak- 
ing of a new road between Whitehall 
and Cunmanore Point, in Hare Island, 
v r hich would be of much convenience to 
the inhabitants and consequently allevi- 
ate the existing distress? 

Mr. BURBIE : In this case it does not 
appear that the Skibbereen Guardians j 
have invoked the special powers of the j 
County Council concerning exceptional 1 


distress contained in Section 13 of the 
Local Government (Ireland) Act, 1898. 
There are no funds at my disposal 
which would enable a grant to be made 
for the new road proposed. Further 
inquiries as to the position will be 
made through my Inspector loeally. It 
is not clear that in this rnatter any 
effort has been made to avail of the 
existing powers o£ the loeal Guardians 
or of the County Council. 

DISTRESS IN NORTH-WEST 
DONEGAL. 

EOGHAN O DOCHARTAIGH asked 
thc Minister for Local Government if 
he has had a number of memorials 
from Parish Committees in North-West 
Donegal respecting thc distress whieh 
exists in these distriets, and if he would 
make a statement to the Dáil setting 
out tlie arrangements which his De- 
partment have in hand: (1) To meet 
the distress existing; (2) To provide 
grain and seed potatoes for these dis- 
triets? 

Mr. BURKE : The representations re- 
ferred to have been received. A Roads 
Inspector has been specially detailed to 
visit the areas referred to in conjune- 
tion with the local Inspector, who has 
been lceeping the Ministry informed as 
to the general position in Tirconaill. 

I am iri eommunication with the 
Minister for Finance oíi the question of 
the sums available for the relief of dis- 
tress as distinet from grants for road 
impróvement and bridge schemes. The 
Deputy may be assured that everything 
possible is being done, and that so soon 
as I am in a position to do so, very care- 
ftil consideration will be given to his 
representations. As to the provision of 
grain and seed potatoes, I am in‘ cor- 
respondenec with the Minister for Agri- 
culture on the general qucstion of re- 
ported shortages. 

Mr. McBRIDE: As a supplementary 
question, I would like to ask the Minis- 
ter for Loeal Government. if like dis- 
tress prevails in West Galway and 
Mayo, whether the provisions intended 
to apply to Donegal in the carrying out 
of necessarv works should also apply 
to Mayo and Galway. 

Mr. BUREE: I have heard conflict- 
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ing reports on these various areas. The 
whole matter will have my considera- 
tion at an early date. 

RATHNEW (WICHLOW) BRICK 
WORKS. 

SÉAMUS EABHRÓID asked the 
Minister for Industry and Commeree 
if he is aware that a Brick Works at 
Rathnew, Co. Wicklow, has been closed 
for some time, and that the expense of 
erecting houses in Co. Wicklow is there- 
by much increased owing to cost of 
transport of bricks from Dublin, and 
if he is prepared to take steps with a 
view to having the works re-opened. 

MINISTER FOR INDUSTRY AND 
COMMERCE (Mr. J. McOrath) : At the 

present time, nearly all brick works in 
An Saorstát are closed down, owing, I 
am informed, to the higher cost of using 
brick for building purposes as com- 
pared with t.he co.st of cement work. 
One works in Dublin has over 5,000,000 
brieks in stock at the moment. 

The proprietors of the Rathnew 
Brick Works are, I understand, pre- 
pared to re-open their works, provided 
an assurance is given them that local 
labour will accept a wage which will 
permit of the industry bcing conducted 
on economic lines, and that a sufficient 
demand can be obt.ained for bricks pro- 
duced at these works. 

Mr. JOHNSON: And that sufficient 
profit can be made out of the indus- 
tries. Is that it? 

Mr. GOOD: As one connected with 
that industry, may I point out that at 
the present moment the company owns 
t.hree cement works, and that two of 
them are closed down. 

CIVIC GUARD SHOT AT 
BELTURBET. 

SÉAMUS MAC COSGAIR asked the 
Minister for Defence if he will state 
whether the soldier who fired the shot. 
which killed the Civic Cuard, Michael 
Lyons, at Belturbet., Co. Cavan, on the 
night of the 15th August, 1923, has yet 
been tried, and, if so, with what result, 
and, if not, w:hen he will be tried. 

MINISTER for DEFENOE (General 
Mulcahy) : The soldier has not yet been 


question I would refer the Deputy to 
the Minister for Home Affairs for in- 
formation. 

I ARREST AT BALLYNACALLY 
(CLARE). 

PADRAIG O hOGÁIN (An Clár) 

1 asked the Minister for Defence if he 
is aware that Patrick O’Shea, Ballyna- 
cally, Co. Clare, was arrested on the 
morning of the 23rd November, 1923, 
by the Military in connection with an 
alleged attack on a soldier of the Na- 
tional Army, and that he was detained 
for a fortnight before he was handed 
over to the Cárda Síoehána, to ask 
\vhether the case came up for liearing 
before the District Court. 

General MULCAHY: The detcntion 
of Mr. O’Shea was authorised by a 
warrant given by me under the Public 
Safet.y Act. The case against him was 
heard before the District Court on the 
20th December. 

Mr. PATRICK HOGAN (Clare) : Is 

the Minister aware that the State pro- 
duced no evidence at the District. 
Court, and that the District Judge re- 
fused informations ? 

BALTINGLASS SHOOTING—QUES- 
TION OF COMPENSATION. 

AODH O CÚLACHAIN asked the 
Minister for Defence if he is aware 
that Joseph Allison. Brannockstown, 
Harristown, Co. Kildare, has not yet 
receivcd compensation in respect of the 
death of his son, Patrick Allison, shot 
dead at Oraney Cross, Baltinglass, oa 
the 24th October, 1922, and whether 
payment will be expedited, as pre- 
viously promised. 

General MULCAHY : The necessary 
formalities are not yet completed. 
They are being expedited as much as 
possible. 

HORSE INJURED BY MILITARY 
TENDER 

TADHG O MURCHADHA asked the 
Minister for Defcnce whether he is 
aware^ that a horsc, the property of 
Jeremiah 0’Leary, Dunbeacon, Dor- 
rus, was injured in a colíision with a 
military tender driven by Sergeant 
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Duffy, o£ tlie National Army, at Abbey 
Road, Bantry, Oo. Cork, on 19th May, 
1923; whether an inquiry was subse- 
quently held, at which 0’Leary was 
present and where he was informed 
that the findings were being forwarded 
to Cork; whether he will state what 
the findings were, and when 0*Leary, 
who is a poor man, will be compensa- 
ted for the loss he has sustained? 

Oeneral MULCAHY: A Court of En- 
quiry exonerated the driver of the 
military ear from all blame. The ques- 
tion of compensating Mr. OTjeary is 
under consideration. 

CO. ROSCOMMON SHOOTING. 

SEAMUS MAC COSGAIR asked the 
Minister for Defence il* he will state 
whether the soldier who fired the shot 
which killed Peter Barrett, at Coolgar- 
vey, Co. Roscommon, on the 28th Sep- 
tember, 1923, has yet beon tried, and, 
it* so, with what result, and, if not, 
when he will be tried? 

General MULCAHY: The soldier has 
not yet been tried. As regards the last 
part of the question I would refor the 
Deputy to the Minister for Home 
Affairs for information. 

MILITARY ENGINEER'S DEPEN- 
DENT’S ALLOWANCE. 

Major COOPER asked the Minister 
for Defence whether any elaim for de 
pendent’s allowance has now been re- 
ceived from Volunteer Michael Sher- 
lock, No. 48992, Engineering Corps, 
and whether any decision has been 
reached in the matter. 

General MULCAHY : Voluntcer 
Sherlock’s claim for Dependent’s 
Allowance was rejected on the grounds 
that tbere is no evidence to show that 
he contributed towards the mainten 
ance of his home for some years be- 
fore enlistment. 

TALLAGHT MINE EXPLOSION. 

COMPENSATION OF INJURED 
SOLDIER. 

Major COOPER asked the Minister 
for Defence whether an application 
has bcen received from Mr. T. Green, 
Convent road, Dalkey, for a disability 
pension in respect of injuries received 


when blown up by a mine at Tallaght, 
when Assistant Quartermaster, 24th 
Infantry Battalion, and whether he 
can state what decision has been ar- 
rived at in the matter. 

General MULCAHY : The rcceipt of 
a claim for pension from Mr. Green 
eaníiot be traeed. He was found medi- 
cally fit> prior to being discharged from 
thc Army as “ time expired. M In view 
of this a claim ean scarcely be enter- 
tained. 

Major COOPER: Arising out of that 
answer, is the Minister aware that Pri- 
vate Green was in hospital for four 
months and subsequently employed on 
light duty until his discharge, and 
| might the finding of medical fitness be 
reviewcd in vicw of ‘these facts? 

General MULCAHY : If a clairn for 
pension is made those facts wili be re- 
viewed. My information is that it can- 
not bc traced. 

CAHIR ARMY ACCOUNT. 

MICHEAL 0 hlFEARNAIN askcd 
the Minister for Defence if he will state 
what is the cause of the delay in con- 
nection with the payment of an aecount 
furnishcd by Mr. Patrick Franklin, 
Cahir, Co. Tipperary, amounting to 
£24 15s. 6d., for hire of motors by the 
Military and sundry purchases by the 
Military in connection with motor 
transport; whether he is aware that 
this account was furnished last May 
and is still unpaid, to ask when pay- 
ment will be made? 

General MULCAHY: There is no 
record at Headquarters of the receipt 
of Mr. FranMin’s claim. If it is sent 
with full details to the Chief Claims 
Officer, Portobello Barracks, it will 
have due attention. 

WRITTEN ANSWERS. 

DEPENDENT’S ALLOWANCE 
(PALLASGREEN). 

DOMHNALL 0 MUIRGHEASA 

asked the Minister for Defence if he 
has reeeived repeated applications 
from Mrs. Susan Ryan, Farranfina, Pal- 
•lasgreen, Co. Limerick, for dependent’s 
allowance in msnect of her son, 
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Michael Ryan, No. 44601, 63rd Batta- 
lion, and if he will take steps to have 
payment of this claim expedited. 

Qeneral MULCAHY: Necessary local 
investigations of Mrs. Ryan’s claim 
have been delayed owing to changes of 
her address. Steps are being taken to 
have them eompleted at the earliest 
possiblc date. 

LISDOONVARNA (CLARE) 
INTERNEE. 

PÁDRAIG 0 hOGÁIN (An Clár) 

asked the Minister for Defence if it is 
proposed to detain Patrick 0 'Connor, 
i>al1ytigue, Lisdoonvarna, Co. Clare, 
as an internee, considering the fact 
that his father, now helpless, is without 
any one to care hiim at home. 

General MULCAHY : Arrangements 
are being made for the reiease of Mr. 
Patriclc O'Connor. 

ARMY PUEL ACCOUNT 
(WESTMEATH). 

SEÁN 0 LAIDHIN asked the Minis- 
ter for Defenee whether he is aware 
that Hugh Brennan, Tyrrellspass, 
Westmeath, has made numerous appli- 
eations for payment of the amount of 
£5 for the supplying of fuel to the 
National Armv státioned in Tyrrells- 
pass from May to August, 1922; whe- j 
ther payment vull bc expedited. j 

General MULCAHY: Mr. Brennan's j 
account as furnished was paid. He I 
states that. there is a balance due to ' 
him, but no a(‘count for this can be 
traced. The matter is under investi- 
gation. 

DEPENDENT’S ALLOWANCE 
(EILCOCE). 

Mr. DAVID HALL asked the Minis- 
ter for Defence whether the claim of 
Mrs. Jane Balfe, Garradice, Kilcock, 
for dependent’s allowance in respect of 
her son’s service—Private Philip Balfe, 
No. 25792—in the National Army has 
been considered, and whether payment 
of allowance will be expedited. 

General MULCAHY: Mrs. Balfe’s 
elaim was disallowed after due inves- 
tigation on the ground that the amount* 
normally contributed by her son to his 


home for a reasonable period prior to 
his enlistment was less than the mini- 
mum required by the regulations, 12/- 
per week, before an allowance might be 
issued. 

CO. MEATH DEPENDENT’S 
ALLOWANCE. 

Mr. D. HALL asked the Minister for 
Defence whether a claim for depen- 
. dent/s allowance has been received 
from Mrs. A. Nevin, Loughan, Kells r 
I Co. Meath, in rcspect of the service of 
| her son, Private Thomas Nevin, No. 

J 20201, C. Company, 48th Battalion, 
Mullingat* Barraclcs; whether he is 
I awarc* that. prior to joining the National 
j Army Private Ncvin contributed £2 
I per week to t.he support of his home; 

1 whether the claim of Mrs. Nevin will 
( receivc immediate consideration with a 
i view to cxpediting payment of depen- 
j dent’s allowance? 

General MULCAHY : Mrs. Nevin’s 
claim was disallowed. In view of in- 
formation contained in the question, it 
is being reinvestigated, and the neccs- 
sary enquiries will be completed as soon 
as possible. 

BALLYMAHON (LONGFORD) OLD 
AGE PENSION CLAIM. 

SEAN 0 LAIDHIN asked the Mini- 
ster for Local Government whether he 
is aware that Catherine Clyne, Bally- 
mahon, Co. Longford, was granted 4s. 
per week old age pension in 1921, her 
husband being in receipt of a salary of 
35s. per week; whether this amount is 
now reduced to 2s. per week, and 
whether the Minister will consider this 
case with a view to increasing this 
allowance ? 

Mr. BUREE: There is no record of 
an appeal having been received in this 
case, and, consequently, the Ministry 
have no information as to the yearly 
means of the claimant. 

If, as stated, the husband has a salary 
of 35s a week, and if there are no other 
means, the wife’s moiety for calcula- 
tion purposes would be at least £45 lOs. 
a year, and the old age pension allow- 
able thereon under Statute would be 
2s. a week, and that rate could not be 
increased. 
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DRIMOLEAGUE ACCOUNT FOR 
MILITARY BILLETING. 

TADHO 0 MURCHADHA asked the 
Minister for Defence if he will state 
when a balance of an account amount- 
ing to £59 14s. 4d. due to Jeremiah 
Collins, Drimoleague, in respect of bil- 
leting of troops will be paid. 

Oeneral MULCAHY : The portion of 
this account outstanding is under in- 
vestigation, and wíll be paid within 
the next few days. 

CORK CLAIM FOR DEPENDENT S 
ALLOWANCE. 

TADHO 0 MURCHADHA asked the 
Minister for Defence Avhether a claim 
for dependent's allowance lodged by 
Mrs. Kate lTurley, Nedineagh, Dun- 
manway, Co. Cork, in respect oi* the 
service of her son, Volunteer John llur- 
ley, No. 25474, Pay Book No. 20972, C. 
Company, Drimolcague, who joined tho 
National Army in Dunmanway on 23rd 
August, 1922, was disallowcd; whether 
he is aware that Volunteer Hurley was, 
prior to enlisting, a pcrmanent road 
labourer in receipt of £2 5s. Od. a week 
from Cork Council, and whether Mrs. j 
Ilurle^’s claim will be reconsidered. | 

Oeneral MULCAHY: The claini of 
Mrs. Hurley was disallowed after due 
investigation, on the ground that the 
extent of dependence, that is to say, 
the amount normally contributed l)y 
her son to his home over and above the 
cost of his own maintenance therein for 
a reasonable period prior to his enlist- 
ment, was less than the minimum re- 
quired by the regulations, 12/- per 
week, before an allowance might be 
issued. It was aseertained that John 
Hurley had not bcen in regular employ- 
ment prior to enlistment, that his aver- 
age earnings were 24/- per week, and 
that the extent of dependence was # 
about 8/- per week. 

ATHLONE CLAIM FOR PERSONAL 
INJURIES. 

SEAN 0 LAIDHIN asked the Minis- 
ter for Finance if he is aware that a 
claim has been ‘lodged by Mr. Chas. 
Donlon, Bastion Street, Athlone, for 
compensation for bodily injuries im 
flicted by members of the British 


forces, on March 12th, 1921; whether, 
as Mr. Donlon is unable to follow his 
former occupation as harncss maker, 
owing to the injuries reccived, settle- 
ment of this claim will be expedited. 

MINISTER FOR FINANCE (Mr. 

Blythe) : Mr. Donlon’s claim is at pre- 
sent receiving attention, and there will 
be no avoidable delay in disposing of 
it. 

PAYMENT TO CARBURY (KIL- 
DARE) SOLDIER. 

AODH 0 CULACHAIN asked the 
Minister for Defence if he is aware that 
Thomas Gorman, of Coonagh, Carbury, 
Co. Rildare, Army No. 2234, Engineers 
Corps, attested lst July, 1922; that he 
has not been paid corps proíiciency pay 
of 3/- per day duc to him for time 
worked as a earpentcr from the 7th 
1 September, 1922, to the 27th March, 
1923, in Edenderry Barracks, the offi- 
cers in charge during that time being 
Commandant Flanagan, Lieutenant 
Dowling, Captain Ilamilton, Captain 
Kenny, and Commandant, Tvelly; and 
whcther instruetions will be givui to 
have payment expedited. 

General MULCAHY : Thomas Gor- 
man served in the 45th Infantry Bat- 
talion, and not in the Engineers Corps. 
He was not emploved as a tradesman, 
and he is not, therefore, cntitled to pro- 
fieiency pay. 

QUESTION ON ADJOURNMENT. 
DISTRESS IN TIRCONAILL AND 
FLOODING IN TIPPERARY. 

Mr. WHITE: I beg to givc notice 
that, on the adjournment, I will call the 
attention of thc responsible Minister to 
the present deplorable state of distress 
prevailing in Tirconaill. 

Mr. MORRISSEY: I Avas going to 
give notice that I would raise, on the 
adjournment, the important question of 
the flooding of certain towns in Tip- 
perary. 

Mr. WHITE: This is a more impor- 
tant ftiatter. 

Mr. CORISH: In víew of the faet 
that the Minister for Loeal Govern- 
ment has already given an assurance 
that the distress in Donegal is having- 
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his serious attention, I think that mat- 
ter should be taken as having been dis- 
posed of. This matter of the flooding 
in Tipperary, and elsewhere, of the 
Barrow and the Suir, is of vcry great 
importance. 

Mr. JOHNSON: May I suggest that 
Deputy White would add to his motion 
for the distress in Tirconaill the words, 

“ and other places.” That would 
cover both. 

Mr. WHITE: I quite agree. 

HOUSING (BUILDING FACILITIES) 
BILL, 1924.—FIRST STAGE. 

The PRESIDENT: I am moving for 
permission to introduce a Bill to facili- 
tate the provision of dwelling houses, 
to deal with the qucstion of providing 
suitable dwelling aeeommodation in 
various urban and rural distriets 
throughout the eountry, to provide for 
a Government subsidy in eonneetion 
with sueh provision, and for associat- 
ing local authorities generally with this 
project. The gcneral lines have been 
indicated on a former oeeasion, so I 
will just run through them rathcr 
briefly. It is proposed to provide a 
sum of £300,000 for this Bill. The 
Minister for Finance has agreed, after 
very careful consideration, to make 
that sum available. It is a very eon- 
siderable sum having regard to the 
many claims and serviees whieh have 
to be provided for out of the revenue 
of the State. The general proposal is, 
with a view to alleviating unemploy- 
ment in so far as that is possible, to 
provide houses for the working classes 
at prices which, it is hoped, they will , 
be able to pay, and, generally, to giv<' j 
some help towards business. We havc j 
already indicated, on more than one 
occasion, that this problem is one 
which will require help from cvery 
section of the community. Help is re- 
quired, if this particular Bill is to be 
made a success, from those who come 
under the term << employers ,, and those 
embraced in the term * ‘ employees. M We 
v'ould say that if there be a real effort 
made by the two bodies embraced in 
those two particular terms, there ought 
to be a very considerable improvement 
in the provision of houses in every yart 
of the country. Unfortunately, there 


is scarcely a bigger problcm affectmg 
the whole country than this question 
of the provision of suitable accommo- 
dation for the working classes. It is, 
perhaps, the one particular service 
which has become most costly since the 
war. In the pre-war period, the ques- 
tion of the provision of houses at 'an 
cconomic price, was very nearly a lino 
ball. The difference which ought to be 
made up, either by the Government or 
local authorities, between the cost of 
the house and the price that the person 
w T ho gets it is able to pay, was very 
small, but since the war an enormous 
difference has occurrcd bctween the 
cost of the house and the price the per- 
son is able to pay for it. That, to 
some extent, is the objeet of this Bill— 
to seek to liridge that difforonce and to 
bring home to everybody concerned 
the necessity for arriving, sooner if 
possible, later certainly, at a point at 
which tho bridge aví!1 not Jbe necessarv, 
and at wliich the provision of houses 
will bc the same as any serviee or busi- 
ness. Then it will be done at a price 
which people can afford to pay. It is, 
as I said, proposcd to associatc loca! 
authorities with this great wmrk. In 
the first place, a very big effort will 
have to be contributed by every locai 
authority whcre thesc houscs are built. 
In the first ycar, the houses will get a 
remission of 95 per cent. of the rates, 
that is to say, that the house, having 
been built, w r ill only bear one-twentietli 
of the rates struck in that area for the 
first year. And in the second year 90 
per cent. of a rcmission will be allowed, 
so that only one-tenth of the rates will 
requirc to be paid. That process will 
be continued until the twentieth ycar, 
when the house will have to bear the 
full rates and be in the same position 
as any other house not built under this 
Act. 

* It is also provided that local authori- 
ties are empowered to provide sites, 
and in eertain cases to provide loans to 
the amount necessary. It is possiblc, 
after the Bill is passed, that a case 
may be made that builders have not 
got the capital necessarv to go on with 
this work. I think it will be possible % 
to arrange that loeal authorities ean 
f.dvance money, and that it can be pai«I 
on the architect’s certificate. In that 
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way capital should not be a hindrance 
if the money be not available, and «»# 
far as the private builders are con* 
cerned, the local authorities will be 
able to help them. lt must be remeni- 
bered that that is í;oing a long dis- 
tance, bccause from the returns whieii 
have been furnished to me by the 
Minister for Local Government, ít 
would appear that a largc sum is due 
by local authorities to banks on over- 
drafts. They have not got in the rates 
and, generally speaking, their financial 
position* is far from satisfactory. A 
real and determined effort ought. to bo 
made to reduce the vcry heavy burdens 
which the rates arc imposing, and have 
imposed, within the last couple of 
years on business generally throughoui 
the country. 

The number of houses which, it is 
hoped, may be constructed through this 
Bill will be something in the ncighbour- 
hood of three thousand, and it is pro- 
posed to make available from thc sum 
of £300,000 varying sums according to 
the size of the house and according to 
the provision of sewers and water 
mains. There will be set out in the 
schedule the various subsidies in cach 
ease, and t.hey vary from £50 for a 
three-roomed house to £100 for a five- 
roomed house. It is also providcd that 
a fixed sum will be put on the pricti 
that the house must be sold for. ln 
other words, it is really intended by 
the operation of this Bill that thc 
houses will be sold to the persons for 
whom they are intended. A case is 
occasionally made—I do not know 
whethe.r there is a great deal of ex- 
aggeration in it—that. the houses pro- 
vided by local authorities for the work- 
ing classes are not let to or sold to the 
working classes, and during my own 
expcriencc with one local authority I 
should say that in the main there was 
very little truth in it. They were, in 
the vast majority of cases, let to the 
people for whom they were intcnded, 
,and in a great number of cases very 
nuich higher priccs could have been 
got in the open market if the houses 
.jjiad been sold in a free market. Dur- 
iljg the period in which I had some ex- 
perience with the Housing Committee 
of the Dublin Gorporation, the policy 
was to let houses to the families which ! 
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had the largest number in them. There 
was a list made out, and a very large 
family was practically certain of get- 
ting one of those houses. This problem 
of housing is, as I have said, one of thc 
inost complicated we have to face, and 
ono for which there is no real solution. 
I. rncan that there are many methods of 
solving it or of approaching its solu- 
lion, but to say that in a few sentenccs 
it is possible to say this is the way in 
whieh it can be done will be admitted 
by any persons who have had anything 
to do with it to be impossible. If we 
take the position at thc present time, 
whoro some people say that there is 
little use in putting up a proposal of 
this sort, beeause the working classes 
cannot atford to pay throo hundred or 
four hundred or four hundred and fifty 
jDounds for a house, a popular public 
speaker could mako a great play upon 
that, but t.he faet is that if one only 
deals with the class unable to pay the 
sum of £300 or £400 or £450, and that 
houses are provided for that cl{\ss, a 
very serious burden falls on the should- 
ers of the ratepayors and taxpayers of 
this count.ry, which they are not at the 
moment ready to bear. I would sug- 
gest that in these lean years there are 
iiumbers of people comprising the terrn 
working elass ” capable of paying 
thesí^ particular sums, who do not re- 
quire such assistance to the same ex- 
tent as some of thcir less fortunate 
brethren. Vou must come in now and 
provide for them when the prices are 
high, getting out of them the maximum 
tliey can afford to pay, getting out. of 
the State the maximum it can afford to 
pay and out of the local authorities the 
maxinium they can afford to pay, and 
having provided for all, getting more 
towards an economic position in the 
c.onstruction of those houses. The bur- 
den on the State, on the local authori- 
ties, and on the persons who are not 
able to pay this big price will bc rela- 
tively less according as the market be- 
comes normal and conditions improve. 
It is unnecessary to say anything more, 
exccpt that, in considering this and 
other questions which are particularly 
complex, there has always been a dan- 
ger of taking one order in the commu- 
nity, stretching their point of view, and 
! criticising any other and vice versa. 

• • 
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[The Presiclent.] 

This problem will not be solved if we 
confine oursclves to what might be 
called a sectional discussión of it. It 
is too big, too complex, too varicd, and 
will require the help of cvery order in 
thc community and every citizen to 
make it possible to solve it. 

During something like 50 years, I 
think, thc total number of houses pro- 
vided in urban districts throughout the 
?ountry numbered only 10,000. Since 
the Treaty was passed, something like 
2,000 or 3,000 houses have been pro- 
vided. That is a very considerable con- 
tribution during the period, at a time 
when prices were absoluteJy prohibi- 
tive. The State is unable to contribute 
the amount which it was thought wise 
after the Treaty to make available for 
this partieular service. It will, I think, 
be admitted on all sides that it was a 
prohibitive and impossible amount. 

We are now approaching the subject 
from.another angle. Wc are endcavour- 
ing to get private enterprise to give 
some assistance towards the solving oí‘ , 
the problem. Local authoritics, from j 
their very nature, must bear expenses J 
and charges which house-building can- I 
not bear and whic.h, as far as the people 
are concerned, simply postpones the 
day when a man can have his own 
house, and get it at a rent that he can 
possibly meet out of his wages. From 
an examination of the problem as far 
as the City of Dublin is concerncd it 
was my impression, when rents were in 
the neighbourhood of 6/- or 7/- per 
wcek, that while owned by private in- 
dividuals these houses might have been 
let at 1/6, or possibly '2/- per week 
lower rent. The main consideration in 
this problem is the vast number of 
people who have to be provided with 
houses. It, is a very great work. Yery 
great discontent arises from the fact 
that people are housed in unsanitary 
areas, and there is very little attrac- 
tiveness in the home where conditions 
are so dismal and so forbidding. The 
State, in making this large sum of 
money available for this service, be- 
lieves that there will be a return in 
better citizenship and in appreciation 
by the people who will get these houses 
that the State is not unmindful of its 
objigations towards its citizens. I for- 


mally move the First Reading of the 
Bill. 

MINISTER for FINANOE (Mr. 
Blythe) : I beg to second. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I am sure the Dáil 
will welcome the evidence which the in- 
j troduction of this Bill gives that the 
Government is taking serious notice of 
the need for making provision for 
houses. I think the Dáil, too, will ack- 
nowledge the difficulties in the treat- 
ment of the question, the varied views, 
the varied principles at work, in arriv- 
* ing at some satisfactory conclusion as 
fo, at Jeast, one of the methods whereby 
the problem may bc solved. The Presi- 
dent has suggested that there are in- 
numerable proposals, and that it may 
not be possible to solve it on one linc 
alone. I t.hink the difficulty will be ap- 
parent to anybody who has heard what 
the President has said, in view of the 
contradictions that are contained in his 
statement—the apparent desire to ride 
two horses going in difFerent directions 
at the same time, namely, the attempt 
generally to drive down wages and. at 
the same time, arrive at a conclusion 
which means that houses ean be built 
and let at economic rents. 

I think that the Prcsident, and the 
Dáil, if they study this matter closely, 
will arrive at thc conclusion that most 
students have arrived at, that the hous- 
ing of thc people is one of the services 
whieh will not henceforth be economic, 
in the usually aecepted sense, unless in 
the remote possibility that wages will 
always be considered irrespective of 
rentals, and that whatevcr the ruling 
rent in a district may be, it will be 
added to the normal rate of wages. We 
cannot drive down wages and, at the 
same timc, maintain or raise rents. 
However, this is only one aspect. The 
other apparent contradiction in the 
Presidcnt’s statement is where he put 
forward, I think, as an example of what 
should be followcd, that large families 
should get the preference in the selec- t 
tion of tenants for such houses, or as' 
purchasers of such houses, and. at the 
same time, suggested that there should 
be a bounty of the kind for houses of 
three rooms. A large family in a thróe- 
roomed house is not a prospect which 
we should contemplate with pleasure. I 
am not saying this because I want to 
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throw cold water upon a scheme which 
has not yet been placed before us, but 
just to remind the Dáil of the difficulty 
in the way of treating this problem as 
though it were one that could be 
treated as an ordinary commercial pro- 
position, wliich is the ideal that the 
President seems to have in mind. I 
welcome the evidence of the intention 
of the Government to deal seriously 
with t-his problem, and shall be glad to 
examinc the Bill when it is printed. 

Mr. JOHN OOOD: One was glad to 
hear from the Prosidcnt tliat it is tlie 
i ntention to dcal with this diffienlt 
question in the near fntun». I think we j 
all agree that the lines lie has foreeas- , 
ted are those that should be tried in I 
dealing with the problem. Dcputy \ 
Johtison has pointed out some of the | 
diffieulties that lie in thc patli of those ; 
anxious to deal with a problem of this 1 
charaeter, but while he objects on the i 
one hand to a reduetion of wages or to j 
a dcsire to gct a reduction of wages, in j 
dealing with this problem he has not j 
expresscd any opinion at all on thc 
question of wages as they stand at the 
moment in the building industry. I 
havc already expressed views on more 
than one oceasion in the Dáil on this 
irnportant matter. 

Mr. JOHNSON: So have I. 

Mr. GOOD: And I think it is gener- 
ally acccpted that the wages in the 
building industry at the moment in 
Dublin and in ireland genera]ly are at 
a very much higher figure than they 
should bc. I liave also gone so far as 
to say that as this possibly stands as 
one of thc difficulties in the way of 
housing that, as far as I was coneerned, , 
any interest I could use in eonneetion ; 
with the industry would be used to- • 
wards effecting a reduction in a reason- » 
ablc way. I asked Deputy Johnson, as ! 
he has a considcrablc influenee with - 
► thosc engaged in the industry, that hc i 
would use that influence in the samc | 
direction. I am sure that a combina- , 
tion of that character would do very ; 
Hseful work in connection vdth the rc- J 
duction of the costs and rents of | 
houses. ' 

\part from that problem, he referred 
to another interesting aspect. It is one 


that I think should havc some atten- 
tion—the question of the size of the 
houses. Possiblv there is somcthing t Q 
í be said for his argument that it migh* 
be desirable to build larger houses than 
those with three rooms, but sccing that 
the problem at the moment is, to somc 
oxtent, uneconomic, and that rents, 
even as a result of dealing with 
housing, are possiblv higher than we 
1 would likc tO'See them, yct, in view of 
these faets, it is ncecssary, in ordcr to 
keep thc figures within reasonable 
bounds, that the sizc of a house should 
j be reduced as far as possible. T think 
I if the Government would, as far as it 
possibIy can, confine itself to thc build' 
ing of smaller houses until conditionA 
would be improvcd, tney would ther(‘l>y 
help the largcr numbcr.- While it is 
umlesirable to housc large families in 
three-roomed houses, 1 think Deputy 
Johnson and all the other members of 
the Dáil will agree that it is infinitelv 
more desirable to put sueh families 
in three-roomed modern eomfortable 
houses than to see them housed as they 
are now in too many eases in .single 
I rooms in tenenients. I would urge that 
I that should he verv largely the policy 
1 .»f the Governnient, to build the largest 
1 number of three-roomed houses pos- 

I Another argunvmt that might be ad- 
j duced, and l do not want to deal with 
this subject at any length now, is in 
j eonneetion with the building of the 
j snmller-sized houses. As one who lms 
1 had something to do and who has had 
' some experienee of housing under a 
local authority, we fmd that even where 
agreements have bcen inade with 
tenants that there is to be no sub- 
letting in a very largc number of the 
larger houses—with more than three 
rooms—there is sublctting. In fact, 
subletting has gone so far as to beeoinc 
proíiteering. Tenants who get these 
houses eonfine themselves and thcir 
families to one or two of the five rooms 
and set the other rooms at exorbitant 
rents, and practically live on the in- 
corne fhey reeeive in that way. That is 
a matter that ought to be borne in 
mind in conncction with housing. A 
deputation that attended from thc ten- 
ants under a local authority that I hap- 
pen to be conneeted with urged very 
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[Mr. Good.] 

strongly on that loeal authority that 
they should confine their efiforts to the 
building of three-roomed houses. As a 
result of that I attended with a depu- 
tation before the Ministry some months 
ago, and I urged instead of limiting the 
smaller type of house that they should 
do all in their power to eneourage the 
building of that t,ype of housc, rather 
than the largcr one. I hope those par- 
ticular aspects of the problem will have 
the attention of the Ministry. In con- 
nection with the necessary reduction of 
wages, if Deputy Johnson is still wil- 
ling to do what. he can towards effect- 
ing that. necessary reduction, as íar as 
I am concerned I will do anything 1 
can to asrsist in that direction. 

Mr. JOHNSON: As a mattcr of per- 
sonal explanation, may I say in reply to 
Deputy Good, that he asked me the 
question before and I gave him a dis- 
tinct answer which repeated what I 
had formerly offered in the Dáil, to use 
every possible influence with every 
workman in t.he country to facilitate 
the production of houses, and every 
of.her commodity, to the utmost extent, 
l the Grovernment. and thc employers 
would come down with a proposition 
that they were willing to use their 
offices, their ability, and their organis- 
ing capacit.y, on thc basis of payment 
for services. 

Mr. J. CONLAN : I would like to im- 
))i*ess upon the President thc urgent ne- 
cessity for inserting a provision in the 
Bill that contractors would be bound to 
use Irish materials as far as would be 
possible. In the Athy district of my 
constituency several brick works were 
in operation up to a comparat,ively 
short time ago, and indeed I believe one 
of them is still in operation. The.se 
works turned out the very best class of 
brick, in fact most of the old squares in 
Dublin were built of Athy brick, and 
that will go to show their durability. 
There is the precedent of a Government 
taking action in this direction in .the 
fact that, the Rritish Government, while 
building the Curragh Camp, took over 
land in the vicinity, and started the 
making of bricks there, and there was 
not a single brick used in the construc- 
tion of the Curragh Camp but was 


manufactured in the district. That 
was due, in a great measure, to the 
action of the then Irish Party in West- 
minster, who urged upon the Govern- 
ment that, in fairness, they should give 
the local industries a chance in that 
way. I would like to bring this matter 
under the attention of the President, in 
order that provision may be made to 
give these local industries a chance of 
reviving. 

Mr. P. HUGHES : I do not know if 
this is the proper time to discuss mat- 
ters that may, or may not, be in the 
Bill, as we have not seen it yet, but 
there is one aspect of the case put for- 
ward, I thinlc by Deputy Good, with 
which I cannot agree. I chance to have 
some little knowledge of house-building 
in urban areas, and, for my part, I 
would not favour the building of a 
large number of three-roomed houses. I 
think that thc smallest house that 
should be built for a family should be 
a four-roomed house. Perhaps you 
might, have a moderate number, I 
should say a very small number, if any, 
of three-roomed houses to accommodate 
people with families. I know it is true, 
despite the terms put into the let- 
ting agrcements of these houses, that 
people have let a room, or perhaps two 
rooms in houses. But what are the 
facts? The reason for that is the short- 
age of houses and people were obliged, 
m order to get shelter for themselves! 
to pay exorbitant prices. If there were 
a number of houses which people could 
go into, they would not have to pay 
thcse rents, and it would not be profit- 
able for people to let these rooms, and 
would keep them for themselves. I 
believe that if houses are built under 
the Government. scheme a condition 
should be made that people should riot 
be aJlowed to sub-let, as they have done 
durmg the past few years in the abnor- 
mal eonditions that prevailed. As far 
as the statement about Irish manufac- 
tures ís concemed, I believe that the^ 
(.Tovernment would be wise in seeing 
that as far as possible all materials put 
mto any house for which they give a 
subsidy should be of Irish manufacture 
thereby relieving unemployment in thé 
Saorstat. 

Mr. DARRELL PIGGIS: There i 8 
only one question I would like to ask 
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the President with regard to the Bill 
at this stage, and it refers to the third 
section of the Motion before the House. 
It is with rogard to the phrase, “ to en- 
sure a supply of building material at 
reasonable priees. ,, I do not know 
whether the Presidcnt might not eon- 
sider, seeing that he has gonc somewhat 
fully into the provisions of the Bill in 
other respects, indicating what would 
be the gcncral provisions of the Bill in 
that very important- respect. 

The PRESIDENT : I do not know 
whether I said that in dealing with the 
housing problem there is scarcely any 
theory that any person will put for- 
ward that cannot be disprovcd. In 
other words, one’s experience in con- 
nection with housing is varicd. What 
Dcputy Oood said is quite correct; 
what T)eputy Hughes said is perfectly 
correct, but the two things are abso- 
lutely diffcrent. The truth is that one 
thing happens in one part of the coun- 
t.ry and the other in another part. One 
may happen undcr one housing scheme, 
and an entirely different thing may 
happen under another, and that is why 
I mentioned that the problem was very 
complex, and it is a problem which 
lends itself to oratory on public plat- 
forms whcre one may claim that every 
man rnust have a six-roomcd house, a 
bathroom, and the appurtenanccs 
which make for casy living and com- 
fort. I recollect somc timc ago, when 
we were dealing with this problem in 
Local Government, and I was the 
Minister for Local Government, some 
local authorities denounced us in all 
the moods and tenses as a reactionary 
Government, because we would not 
allow them to put in bathrooms. I 
suggest that people who get houses may 
put in bathrooms if they like, but I am 
against giving bathrooms for one-hun- 
dredth of the community, while the 
other ninety-nine hundredths are with- 
out housing accommodation. Housing 
reformers will tell you that whatever 
you do, do it perfectly, but a very 
strange thing is that they have been 
talking for 20 or 30 years and they 
have not gíven us any example of the 
perfect thing yet. 

One can only deal with this sub.ject 
gradually and, I should sav. construe- 
Iive1y, beneííting by any mistahes made, 


trying to improvc on them, arul gradu- 
ally rcducing, year by year, the number 
of persons who require houses by the 
provision of other houses. I do know 
that what Deputy Good has said is per- 
fectly correct. I have known and heard 
of tíases vvhere four-roomed houses were 
})rovided, and w.ere sub-let to pt*oplc 
who were paying more than the rent. 

I know of other cases. 1 have seen ap- 
applications from persons having very 
small incomes during thc peak wagcs 
period. I saw one case in which I 
thijik a family with £3 a wcek coming 
in to them offered to put down the 
whole oí the money to buy a house, and 
1 saw a return of a family having 
€17 5s. ()d. coming in and offering £2 
for the key, and then expecting to gct 
the house for one-third the cost price. 
í am sure nobody would stand for that. 
I do not, know that Deputy Johnson 
meant to do mc an injustice when he 
said T made two rathcr mixed statc- 
ments. T thought T had made it per- 
fectly clear that T had adinitted the 
force of one, and eould not deny the 
force of the other. In other words, that 
large families ought to be provided 
with houses. If you concentratc on 
tliat you will do nothing, and the num- 
ber of these that you will be able to 
• build would be so small and eostlv that 
j very little work would be done. What 
j is being aimed at in this Bill is, in the 
; first place, an endeavour to provide cm- 
| ployment, and, in the second place, to 
j get houses at the least cost to the State, 
! the Loeal Authority, and the individual 
getting the liouse. If people with large 
families can possibly take or buy a 
I house, they should and will get the 
! preference, and. every possible faci- 
j lity would be afforded them to 
get houses. But that method of 
dealing with it by which one goes 
in for providing economic housing 
aceommodation is not possible when 
prices arc highest, as far as my cxami- 
nation ofrthe problem goes, and I have 
not been able to find anyone who can 
show how t-hat particular method could 
be made successful. The Deputy said 
thaf I was attempting to ride two 
horses, and that therc was an attempt 
to drive down wages, and arrive rt a 
1 eonelusion that houses could bo b”íH 
at an economie price. What is the fact? 
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[The President.] 

On this question of wages and housing 
very great strcss has been laid by prac- 
tically everyone, but that, to my mind, 
is not really the question at all, but the 
value receivcd. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Hear, hcar. Organi- 
sation. 

The PRESIDENT : There is no use in 
saying that we insist on a man getting 
£3 or £5 a weck for doiug no work. 
Organisation is not confincd to the one 
side. 

i 

Mr. JOHNSON: Hcar, heav. We ! 
are trying to improve ours. 

The PRESIDENT: Precisely, but the 
rcal point in this question of the provi- 
sion of houses is not wages 

1 o'cloch. so much as the other ques- 
tion, that of output. There 
is an opportunity at any rate as far 
as this Hill is concerned aífordcd 
the orders I havc mentioncd of show- 
ing the best t.hat is in them, for this 
particular serviee. It is not a business 
proposition in the ordinary sense. There 
is too mueh of the better side of 


whatcver sum was paid, no mat- 
ter what it was. I calculate that some- 
thing like 12,000,000 bricks would be 
required to construct the houses which 
we have in contemplation under this 
Bill. I think that would, to some extent, 
meet one point of the case made by 
Deputy Conlan, and I think would help 
to some extent to reduce the over*stock 
that there is in one of the building 
concerns in Dublin. There is also, of 
course, the ordinary reconstruction 
which it is hoped will begin with the 
spring of this year, that is, the recon- 
struction of the houses that have been 
dcstroyed. It is proposed, in the Bill, 
to takc power to purchase or manufac- 
turo building materials. I do not 
{ expect that there would be any activity 
; with regard to the manufacture, but 
! there may be with regard to the other. 

| There is, I understand—I have only 
| heard it in the last couple of weeks— 

| considerable activity in the slate quar- 
ries in the Saorstát, and T should say in 
that, and in the provision of bricks or 
other building material in the country, 
efforts will be made to ensure that Irisíh 
manufactured materials will get a fair 
show under the opcrations of the Bill. 


humanity callcd on to settle this ques- 
tion than in an ordinary business trans- 
action. There is a rcal crying need on 
the part of the majority of the working 
classes for thesc houses. I believe that 
is admitted both on the emplo^er^s and 
the employee , s side, and I am satisfied 
that while the employees have a good 
deal to say for their side of the case, 
that the real, serious cffort should come 
from them, because they are to get the 
maximum benefit out of the success of 


Mr. DARRELL PIGGIS: May I ask 

the Prcsident to explain, wheri’ he said 
powers will he taken to purchase,” 
whether it will be by the Local Govern- 
ment Department or the Local Autho- 
rities or by whom? 

The PRESIDENT: I do not remem- 
ber the details of that, but I will be 
able to answer the Deputy on the 
Second Reading. 


a scheme of this sort. 


Mr. HEWAT: I think we are all 


Mr. JOHNSON: May I explain that 
when I was referring to wages I was 
not referring merely to wagcs in the 
building trade, but to the attempt to 
drive down wages in general. 

The PRESIDENT : The onlv attitudc 
I have taken up on the general question 
of wages is that there ought to be 
value for value received, and that 
there is no use in trying to keep a 
standard which does not give value to 
anybody, and which, in the long run, 
costs the people affected very much 
more than if we were to arrive at a 
time when we were getting value for 


vcry gratified to find that thé time has 
j come when the Government is pre- 
j pared to move in this very important 
j question of providing houses. There 
j is one aspect of the case that I would 
like to put. bcfore the Dáil. It is that 
in conncctioii with the administration 
and development of this it would be 
very desirable if the Government 
would pay due attention to the need 
for enlisting the sympathy of compa- 
nies, and of the commercial community 
generally, in this very urgent matter. 
I know myself that the business con- 
cerns have recognised their responsibi- 
lities in this matter, which they have 
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not been able to fulfil owing to the 
vneconomic conditions in which they 
were called upon to contribute in con- 
nection with this housing question. 
Recently the Minister for Finance 
'came before the country requiring a 
loan of money, and very sensibly, I 
think, one of the first things he did 
was to* cnlist the enthusiastic support 
of the business community as a whole. 
I suggest to the President and the 
Executive that the precedent estab- 
lished by the Minister for Finance 
might be very profitably employcd in 
connection with the housing question, 
now that we have arrived at a point 
when the Government recognises the 
necessity of contributing. May we 
hope that Labour has arrived at the 
point when they also- 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

It would be better for the Deputy not 
to raise controversial matters at this 
moment. The Prcsident should, pro- 
perly speaking, have wound up the 
debate, but I did not like to prcvent 
the Deputy from saying a few words. 

Mr. HEWAT: I shall bow to your 
ruling, and will not eontinue, beeause 
anything further I might have to say 
would be ruled out under that ruling. 

The PRESIDENT: If I might inter- 
vene, I would suggest that a little 
latitude might be allowed on this sub- 
ject. It is one of much complexity, 
involving in its treatment the bind of 
t.hing that the Deputy has in his mind 
without arousing any bitterness. I 
thin,k Deputies opposite would not take 
any objection to having the subject 
discussed in the manner in which the 
Deputy was discussing it. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

I take it that Deputy Johnson would 
want to reply. 

Mr, HEWAT: Really what I was 
trying to develop was not an argu- 
mentative side oí the question at all ; 
I was really putting forward the need 
for the co-operation of all parties in 
conneetion with this matter as one of 
great importance,. and as being a mat- 
ter of great urgent public national 
importance. That was all I wanted to 
say. I did not want to commit Deputy 
Johnson to reply in an argumentative 


sense, and I was only asking for tne 
co-operation of all parties, which I 
think is apparent, as a necessity. That 
was really what I was urging thc Dáil 
to take into consideration in the initial 
stages of this Bill. 

Question: “ That lcave be given to 
bring in the Bill ”—put and agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT : With regard to 
thc Sccond Reading, I expect the Bill 
will be circulated by Tuesday, and I 
propose to put it down for its second 
stage on Thursday. If that is not suffi- 
eient time we ean extend it to Friday, 
but in the hope that it will be ready 
for eirculation on Tucsday, I will ask 
leave to take the second stagc on 
Thursday. 

Mr. JOHNSON: 1 would ask that 
the regular procedure be followed and 
i that whatever notice is required should 
j be given. 

| The PRESIDENT: Four days, as far 
j as I know, is what is required, and I 
am giving five. 

Ordered that the seeond stage be 
taken on Thursday, the 24th January. 

FISCAL INQUIRY COMMITTEE’S 
REPORT—ADJOURNED DEBATE 
RESUMED. 

i 

i 

I Question again proposed:— 

That the Dáil is of opinion tliat the 
Government in considcring the fiscal 
probleui should have rcgard not 
mcrcly to the adrnittedly restricted 
view of the matter taben by thc Fis- 
1 cal Inquiry Committec as indicated 
in their final Report, but should cx- 
í amine the problem in the broadest 
possible aspect—due regard being 
taken of all the factors affecting the 
general well-being of the Saorstát.— 
(Mr. Seán Milroy). 

Mr. EGAN: In dealing with this 
motion of Deputy Milro^’s, I desire, 
first of all, to pay my tributc of ad- 
miration to the very great industry, 
hard work and research which he has 
shown in preparing his statement. 

Mr. GEORGE NICHOLLS took the 
Chair at this stage. 
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Mr. EGAN: I might say that Doputy 
Milroy has undoubtedly treated the 
matter in the broadest possible aspect. 
He has travelled about 4,000 miles in 
his effort to give effect. to his proposal, 
and I think it rather a pity that he 
found it necessary to call forth his 
powers of inv<jetivc, when speaking 
about the members of the Committcc, 
all of whoni were electcd by the Go- 
vernment, in the strong terrns, whieh 
he employed. He refcrs to their report 
as being malignantly misleading . 9 9 
He talks about their having put indus- 
trial representatives in the dock, and 
appears ro have a very strong objection 
to the fact that eertain people are pro- 
íessors. Personally, I do not hold any I 
brief for the members of the Commit- 
tee, but, in all fairncss to them, I think 
it must, be admitted that, at any rate, 
they have no vested interests to serve, 
and that by the very nature of their 
calling they would, in the ordinary 
eourse, present a fair and judicial re- 
port of their proceedings. They had 
nothing to gain by doing oth(‘rwisc that 
I can see. If you had this Committoc 
constituted by prominent business men, 
industrial people associated with indus- 
try tn general, there would always be 
the danger that you would have a cor- 
tain amount of bias in approaching the 
various problems. Another matter in 
this connection is that whilst Deputy 
Milroy indulged in very eloquent 
generadities—he rcviewed the fiscal pro- 
blems irom every conceivable corner of 
the globe—these gentlemen had before 
them witnesses taken from Ireland who 
had cvery opportunity of represcnting 
the Irish point of view, and that what- 
ever we may think of international 
economics and the fiscal problems of 
other countries, the particular matter 
that conccrns us is the Irish outlook. 
Of course, this controversy of Free 
Trade and Protection is a very old one, 
and it is a matter about, which a great 
deal can be said on both sides. 

A great many people hold that, by 
the mere application of tariffs, Ireland 
will be straight away converted into an 
agricultural and commercial paradise. 
For my part I have given a good deal 
of study to the matter, and I am not 
one of these people. I have, while pre- 
serving a fairly open mind, been always 


willing to hear concrete arguments as 
opposed to generalities, and I must say 
that I have a very strong inclination 
towards a Free Trade policy for this 
country, at any rate for a little while. 
One of the usual arguments used in 
connection with this controversy by the 
Protectionist protagonists is the 
analogy of other countrics, amd the 
country most oftcn reíerred to as being 
a eount,ry which has developed its in- 
dustries to a very great extent under 
Protection, is America. But it ought to 
be remembered, first of all, in compar- 
ing Ireland with America, that Ireland 
is a relativcly microscopic geographical 
unit, whereas America is a mighty con- 
tincnt. The State of Texas alone, in 
America, is bigger than England and 
Ireland put together, and America is 
really a conglomeration of countries. 
America, within its own tcrritory, pos- 
sesses the biggest Free Trade area in 
the world, with an immense population 
to buy its own products. America pos- 
sesses within its own shores every con- 
ceivable type of climate, soil, mineral 
wealth, and every natural acívantage. 
America is a country that can afford to 
adopt any fiscal system it pleases, and 
still it ean become a great country. 
Deputy Sears, and I think also Deputy 
Milroy, tried to establish the case that 
the great growth of commercial Ame- 
rica, and of America generally, was 
owing to the fact. that it had imposed 
tariffs on the products from other coun- 
tries which go into it. 

In mv view that is a big question. I 
think the development of Amcrica was 
due to a great many other causes. 
First of all, America is a new country. 
Only a generation ago millions of acres 
of virgin soil were being ploughed up 
there, and that is going on still. They 
have enormous rcsources of oil, which 
supply half the world. They have 
enormous resources of coal and enor- 
mous resources of iron, and they pos- 
sess gold and manv other natural 
advantages whieh Ireland does not 
possess. Consequent,ly, I maintam that 
the analogy with.Amcrica cannot be 
sustained. Now, people who refer to 
other countries where tariffs are pre- 
valent, very conveniently overlook the 
great free trade country of England; 
and, after all. England, in proportion 
to its size and population, with all its 
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faults, and I suppose they are many, 
still remains the greatest commercial 
eountry in the world, in proportion to 
its size and population. Yet, that is 
a prosperity whieh grew up directly 
under a free trade system. The 
greatest era of eommereial activity in 
thc history of commercial Knf?laiul eor- 
responded with the rcpeal of th(‘ ('orn 
Laws from the time of Cobden on. 
That is certainly a fact which must bc 
taken note of. Of course, the grcatest 
industry which England has is the 
shipping industry, and one of the 
things that America lost by her policy 
oí* tariffs was her shipping industry. 

I do not say that she lost it, but it was 
never dcveloped to anything like the 
same extent that the Hnglish mercan- 
t.ile marine developed. In prc-war 
days, at all cvents—L am not in a posi- 
tion to state the figures now—nearly 
all American coast traffic was carried 
in English ships, because owing to 1h 
very high priee of the necessary mate- 
rials that had to come iti for the build- 
ing of thc ships, America was not able 
to compete with England in the manu- 
facture of ships. 

L)eputy Milrov considers that th(‘ 
imposition of tariffs would be a first- 
elass cure for unemployment. I might 
remind I)eputy Milroy that many and 
many a time the great eountry of | 
America, upon which he dcpends for | 
an illustration of his policy of protec- 
tion, had very great epidemics of 
unemployment and very great trade 
depression. They had Banlc and Stoelc 
Exchange failures and gencral com- 
mercial decadence at differcnt times in 
America. At the moraent it is true 
that American trade is booming, but 
I do not at all agree that it is due to 
the policy of tariffs. Then, to get 
away froni other countries, and to 
come back to our own country of Ire- 
land, I must say that the first thing 
we have to do is to define protection 
and what precisely protection means. 

I think, in a very few words, protection 
means the keeping away of competi- 
tion. The keeping away of competi- 
tion means, of course, that those who 
are left get bétter prices for the 
goods. If, as is sometimes argued, the 
imposition of tariffs will not increase 
the price of an, article, where does 


protection corne in? I fail to see it, 
and in this connection, further, we 
havc this to decide when you are dis- 
cussing a question of protection—are 
you going to propose to protect the 
mdividual manufacturer or trader, or 
do you propose to protect the whole 
community? My conception of my 
duty, as a member of the Dáil, is that 
rather than advance the views of any 
one Irade or industry, it is my duty, 
as far as lies in my power, to look after 
the interest.s of the whole community. 
It is tiuite easy, we will say for the 
sake of argument, for a man who 
makes bottles, or bricks, or anything 
else, to put on sueh a tariff as will 
exclude all external competition. That 
\\ ould be a very excellent thing, if you 
regard it purely from the point of view 
! of putting money in the poekct. of an 
! individual brickmaker, or bottlemaker, 
or boot.maker, as the case might bc. 

Thcn, thcre is a great dcal said about 
what. is ealled the incidence of taxa- 
tion. Volumes have been written by 
pcoplc, who call themsclves political 
economists, on this matter, and I do 
not propose to weary the Dáil with a 
long dissertation on this subject. If 
you have to put on a tariff you have 
to consider who pays it. Thc advocates 
of tanff say it. is paid by the person 
who imports the stuff. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE 

rcsumed the Chair. 

Mr. E6AN : However, it is rather too 
big a question to decide how mueh of 
the tariff is paid, first of all, by the im- 
porter from the other side; secondly, 
by the Shipping Company who carries 
the goods; thirdly, by the wholesale 
merchant on this side; fourthly, by the 
wholesale trader; and, finally, by the 
retail tradcr. My own view is a very 
clear onc on this mattcr. I have a eer- 
tain amount of knowledge of commer- 
cial methods. There are such things as 
rings in commercial communities, and 
I am afraid the general tendency, if a 
tariff is put on, will bc to pass it along 
to the consumer; and I do belicvc that 
in the long run the nation at large will 
have to pay the tariff. One of the 
great difficiilties with which we are 
confrontcd in discussing a tariff policy 
for Ireland is that, first of all, Ireland 
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is mainly an agricultural country. The 
difficulty is how to devise a tariff sys- 
tem which will do good to the agricul- 
tural community—which, after all, is 
the chief community—as well as bene- 
fiting the industrial community. 

When onc examincs that problem one 
immediately sees how, from the Irish 
point of vicw, thc wholc question of 
tariffs bristles with trouble. In the 
casc of the farmer, if you put a tariff 
011 agricultural machinery, such as 
ploughs and harrows and threshing 
machines, manures, seeds, and various 
other things which the farmer uses, you 
are going to put up the eost of living, 
and the cost of production of thesc 
articles on the men who represent the 
most important part of the community. 
True, you may do a certain aniount of 
benefit to the people who manufacture 
thosc goods, but you are doing it at the 
expensc of the community; in other 
words, at the expcnse of thc* farrner. I 
would like just to considcr a little 
further the question of protection, as 
it affccts the agricultural industry. The 
farmer naturally would want some pro- 
tection on somc of his products. That 
would increase the cost of living to 
other members of the community. 

6enerally speaking, it is quite clear, 
on reading this Report of the Fiscal 
Committee, that there was a great deal 
of difference of opinion, even amongst 
the commercial community, as to the 
desirability of tariffs. They are not by 
any means all agreed. I will just take j 
the industry with which I am asso- 
ciated most personally—the Malting In- ! 
dustry—and, in expressing the views on \ 
that industry I am expressing now, I j 
am giving not only my own views but I 
the considered views of the Maltsters' | 
As^ociation of Ireland, who handle an- 
nually three-quarters of a million bar- 
rels of Irish barley approximately. As 
you will see by the Eeport issued by 
the Fiscal Committee, the Irish Malt- 
sters > Association gave evidence to the 
effect that a tariff on barley would be ! 
bad for the countrv, bad not only for I 
thcm, but bad for thc agricultural com- ! 
munity more particularly; because it I 
has to be remembered that barley is ! 
largely the raw material for our biggest \ 
export industry. If you put a tax on 1 


I anythftig that is used in connection 
with the manufacture of Dublin stout, 
you immediately penalise the Dublin 
stout brewer when he tries to compete 
with the English brewer in England 
where, by far and away, the biggest 
end of his trade lies. That is a fact 
which, I am afraid, is not very often 
apprcciated by people who call for a 
tax on barley—that probably two- 
thirds of the produce of their barley is 
exported across the water. It is true 
that a certain amount of foreign barley 
does come into Ireland in connection 
with the manufacture of stout. For 
| various tcchnical reasons, which I need 
not go into, this amount is necessary, 
and even with a tariff on that amount 
of barley coming in, it would still come 
in, and would have to come in, for not 
only is it neeessary for technical 
reasons. but Ireland does not, at the 
I moinent, grow sufficient barlev for our 
I large export trade in stout. Tf you 
i put a tax on that small amount of 
forcign barley coming in, of course you 
would undoubtedly get a certain 
amount of revenue, and from that point 
of view I dare say it might bring a cer- 
, tain amount of delight to the mind of 
I the Minister for Finance; but as a 
j purely protcctive measure, I cannot say 
it would do very much good. 

1 In this eonnection, I would like to 
refer to the fact that Deputy Milroy 
told us that there was practically no 
export of tillage products from Ireland. 

I have already instanced the case of 
barley. I should say there is probably 
anything from £500 000 to £600,000 
worth of barley exported in the form 
of stout and whiskey. There is also a 
very large proportion of oats exnorted, 
but I have not the figures. In dealing 
with this question I suppose it would be 
quite right that one should take the 
whole of Ireland as a fiscal unit, includ- 
ing Northern Ireland, as of course 
Northern Ircland exports a consider- 
able amount of linen, which is made 
from flax grown in Ireland. There- 
fore, I think he is rather over-stating 
the case when he tells us there is prac- 
tically no export of tillage products 
from Ireland. Furthermore, in that 
conneetion, the stock-raising ánd the 
tillage industry are so intimately inter- 
woven thej really, to a great extent, 
may be said to be part of each other. 
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ln the winter ot! course roots, \nan- 
golds, turnips, rape and other products 
of tillagc have to be utilised for the 
feeding of stock, which afterwards are 
exported, either as stores or fat eattle, 
to England, and other countries. 

Then, again, you have to consider 
that the farmcr would uaturally say 
we should havc a tax on wheat coming 
in. Someone else would say thero 
should be a tax on fiour. You cannot 
tax either one or thc other of those ar- 
ticles without putting up the cost of 
living on the general consuming coni 
munity, and that is another difficulty I 
see. Deputy Milroy also referred to 
tobacco. Tobacco is, to a certain ex- 
tent, grown in Ireland under a Govern- 
ment scheme of protection, and, to my 
mind, public money was never more ill- 
spent than in trying to cultivate thc 
growth of tobacco in Ireland. The real 
reason is that, even when you have got 
your Irish-grown tobaeco, the Irish 
manufacturers can only use t*rom fivc 
to six per cent. of it in their products, 
and the omount that can be used is not 
worth talking about. Further, it can 
only be grown, and has onlv been 
grown, with the definite aid of a Go- 
vernment. subsidy for whieh the rest. of 
the country have to pay. My own view 
is that. neithcr thc soil nor the climatc 
of Ireland is fit to grow tobacco that 
will compct(; with the sun-grown and 
sun-dried tobacco of other countries. It 
is really a waste of money trying to 
bolster up an industry of that sort for 
which thc country is naturally unfitted. 

We had a discussion on building. Is 
it proposed to put a tax on building 
materials, on slatcs and cement, and on 
the various timber goods used in con- 
nection with building? If you do, 
what is the result? Is it not going to 
makc the Presidcnt’s task, in deal- 
ing with the housing problem, more 
difficult? Will it not increase the cost , 
of housing? I cannot see that the coun- j 
try as a whole would gain anything by I 
a tariff on these articles. Deputy 
Sears, in seconding the motion oí De- 
puty Milroy, referred to the beet in- f 
dustry, and he told us a certain amount , 
of what had bccn done in Norfolk. I 
have always held the view that the beet 
industry is a particularly suitable one ^ 
for Ireiand; but there are many diffi- j 
culties in the way. The first is where ' 


are you going to get your beet? There 
would have to bc a very appreciable 
increase in the area under tillage. 

Of eourse, you could not grow beet 
as an isolated crop. lt has to be part 
and parcel of some definite rotation of 
crops. It would ncccssitate more land 
under the plough and a greater supply 
of barley and oats or other cereals, and 
it would requirc rathcr a revolution in 
our existing tillagc rotation. In the 
tillage rotation systems which work in 
j our different districts, it. would mean a 
! change. It certainly could not be done 
! in a hurry. It is one of those indus- 
I tries that 'could scarcely be taken up 
as a matter of private enterprise. lt 
would not only require a great deal of 
j capital to start the factories, but also 
a tremcndous amount of co-operation 
on the part of farmers, in order to en- 
| able the factory to be supplied with 
I beet and to have extended the area 
under tillage. 

Th(u*(» was one remarkable omission 
in the course of Deputy Milroy ? s 
speeeh. He made no reference what- 
\ ever to the pDssibility of action 
being taken by other eountries in 
response to our tanff policy. In 
other words, he made no rcfercnce 
to the policy of retaliation. I am 
aware, of course, that England is our 
chief market, and it may be argued 
that the Englishinan is not likely to 
tax his food; that is to say, he would 
| hardly tax our cattle or agricultural 
' produce going in. There are, however, 
a great many forms of retaliation 
other tban a direct tariff on imports. 
They might, for instanee, in England 
give greater facilities for the importa- 
tion of Canadian cattle, or produce 
from the Colonies, if we started a 
policy of taxing English manufactured 
goods that come in here. While I have, 
as may be gathered, fairly strong ideas 
in favour of free trade, I am quite 
willing to keep* an open mind and to 
listen to any convincing arguments 
that may be advanced in favour of 
protection. I say, however, that in a 
debate crf this sort you cannot reach 
a:iy finality. In discussing this prob- 
lcm you must have definite, concrete 
(*ases put before you. Each individual 
industry must be taken on its merits 
and the effects of tariffs examined 
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írom their source to their logical con- 
clusion. It is only by taking each 
individual industry separately that a 
really true decision can be arrived at 
as to what is best for the country. 1 
think it is a very good thing that this 
discussion did arise, and I hope that 
Deputies later on, instead of indulging 
in generalities in connection with it, 
will try and develop details and mako 
some proposals in a concreto fonn. 

Mr. DARRELL PIGOIS: I desire 
to add my tributc to that already given 
by the l)eputy who spoke before me 
to the diligence and detail with which 
I)eputy Milroy made his case. With a 
great deal of what he said I am in 
agreement, and with some of it I am 
not in agreement. It is admitted that 
a public service has been rendered by 
bfinging forward this case. Dcputy 
Egan is correct in saying that th(‘ de- 
bate is more or less of the nature of 
a pious debatc. It is prcliminary to 
the conclusions that the Ministry are 
considering and which they will put 
forward before the Dáil, and the time 
to criticise will be when they come for- 
ward in concrete form. I do not sup- 
pose that any Dcputy is prepared to 
explode his shell before the occasion 
arises when it will, if it ever will, be 
necessary to do so. The report of the 
Fiscal Oommittee is, I think, a very 
unsatisfactory one. I am not going to 
eharge thc members of that Oommittee, 
as Deputy Milroy did, with malig- 
nancy, but the form of the report is 
unfortunate. It is serappy, it is in- 
complete, and the first portions of it 
are entirely contradictory to the latter 
portion, and several arguments ad- 
vanced in various parts, when brought 
face to face with one another, will be 
found to be mutually destructive. I 
think that possibly the cause of this 
is to be found in the early section of 
the report, where the Committce state 
that they rcgarded a speech delivered 
in this Dáil by President. Cosgrave as 
imposing certain limitations upon them 
in which he stated that it was facts, 
and not policy, which the Committee 
was intended to determine. I remem- 
ber that sentence at the time, and I re- 
member wondering exactly what it 
meant. The Committee have not fur- 


nished facts, nor have they furnished a 
policy, but have indulged in the use of 
words that I think do not apply to the 
needs of this country at all. I say so 
with every deference, because all the 
preceding speakers in this debate have 
also adverted to these phrases. They 
spoke about free trade and about. 
protection. I contest the use of 
those words in relation to this 
country, and I say that they have 
no application to us at all, that the 
policics which are meant to be in- 
cludcd in those phrases have no applica- 
tion to tliis count7*y, and that free tradc 
and protection as altcrnative fiscal 
policies have only relation to a c.ountry 
that, has an organised system, a system 
whieh this country has yet to have. I 
suggest that it is only common sense to 
consider that all the various arguments 
used frorn time to time over this much- 
vexed question as to whether free trade 
or protcction is the correct form of 
policy, arc arguments that leave us en- 
tirely cold. I suggcst that common 
scnse points to that conc.lusion, but not 
common-sensc alone. Those who turn 
to the text-books on these mattcrs and 
those who argue in terms of one or 
other of the two fiscal theories, will find 
that the text-books bear out the con- 
tention whieh I am making. Adam 
Smith, John Stuart. Mill, and modern 
writers like ITopson have all said that 
the protcction of industries that are 
merely in a state of youth and that 
havc not yet learned to walk is not 
protcction in the economic sense in 
which that phrase is gencrally used. It 
is as though people were to argue, as 
the members of the Fiscal Committee 
have argued, protesting against protec- 
tion as'an economic poíicy; it is just as 
though some other Committee were t.o 
state exactly what is the best method of 
tcnding forests when we have not yet 
got the woods that are to be tended. 

The first. point I wish to make is, that 
it is not until a country has got its in- 
dustries t.hat it can afford to consider 
whether the oi*dinary methods of pro- 
tection or free trade are applicable in 
their terms to such a country at all. The 
United States has been cited as a great 
protecj:ionist country.. If I were á 
citizen of the United States I should be 
a protectionist, because it is a policy 
clearly devised for the needs of that 
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country. If I werc a citizen of the 
United States I would agree with the 
policy of that country, irrespective of 
what economists might eall that poliey. 

If I werc a eitizen of Great, Britain I 
would agree wih the poliey that Great 
Britain has adopted. and it would be a 
mattcr quite immaterial to me if I were 
told that that policy was free trado. be- 
cause it is devised for the needs of that i 
CQuntry and meant for the betterment 
of its quite peculiar circumstances. 
Deputy Egan has already mentioned 
this matter, and stated that the United j 
States covers a veryJarge area of ter- j 
ritory, and covers within the limits of j 
that t,erritory enormous resources of 
raw material. Great Britain has 
nothing of the kind, and rnust depend 
on her shipping to bring her those raw 
materials. 

Thereforc, the policy of permitting 
those raw materials to enter the 
country without any preliminary taxa- 
tion is a right poliey for one of those 
eounrries and not for the other. 1 : 
have never yet seen any assessmcnt as j 
to the proportion between what tlie ’ 
economists eall the invisibie import.s 
and the total imports and cxports of 
Great Britain. 1 wonder would it be 
possible to assess it ! Atlempts, 
hitherto unsu<*cessful, have been made. 

It is notorious that England is a coun- 
try, the invisible imports of which form i 
a very large portion of her total pros- i 
perity. Obviously, England is a coun- : 
try which cannot afford taxation on j 
industries or manufactured products. 
The point I am dcsiring to make xs 
this: I am not regarding the fiscal 
policy of Great Britain as a free trad 
poliey, nor am I regarding thc fiscal 
poliey of the ITnited States as a pro- 
teetionist one. What I am saying is 
that each of those two States has 
drawn up its policy in direct relation 
to its own needs. If, then, at some 
later stage, the thcorist eomes along 
and has his own labels for the two 
forms of policy those* countries have 
adopted, I suggest that. is a matter of 
no moment to this country. What we 
have to consider is the same problem 
that tbey have had to consider, and 
not whether we are going to be a free 
trade or protectionist country in the 
ordinary connotation of those terms, 


but rather what is the poliey best 
adapted by our own speeial and 
peculiar needs. I remember in the 
years 1903, 1904, and 1905, a 

great Englishman, Joseph Chamber- 
lain, advocating a new policy that 
started a very remarkable period of 
public debate in England. I remember 
reading—I eoníess it with no particu- 
lar pride—cvery one of the speeches 
delivered by the two great protagonists 
on either side. I remember encumber- 
ing my shelves with the very great 
rumber of works produced at the time 
and—a tribute rather to my industry 
t han intclligence — mastering those 
works, and finding as a result that the 
argument very largely was not an 
argument as to facts, but as to party 
movcs. Why I referred to it now is 
that I think the memories of that great 
debatc have thrown their shadow 
across our present times and have 
obscured our application to practical 
problems becausc of the reíerence that 
thosc practical problems bring to the 
terms, conditions, and, if I may say 
so, the general tenninology of that 
argument. I remember one of the 
catch |)hrases of the time, and we have 
j heard that cateh phrase here actually 
j from a speaker who through the gene- 
1 ral part of his speech kept himself free 
from it. The phrase was: Your food 
will cost you morc.Jíe did not use 
the phrase, but thcre were certain re- 
ferences to that very question. I put 
this vcry praetical question to the Dáil. 
The protectionist argues for a certain 
form. I remember a protectionist 
arguing the case for his party, and in 
the recent English election his oppo- 
nents rose and stated " Your food will 
cost, you more. ” 

Deputy Milroy dealt with this mat- 
ter, and pointed to a fact which is un- 
questionably true and which we all ad- 
mit. Wc can admit the fact, and pro- 
ceed from the basis of the fact, that 
there are two commodities more used 
in this country than any other commo- 
dities, namely, sugar and tea. There 
is not a single house that does not use 
those two articles of food. We know, 
if we turn to the last nino months’ 
statcment of the monies received in 
this country because of the dues it 
levies at the ports, that a very con- 
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siderable portion of thc income of this 
country is derived from the duties on 
sugar and tea. If there werc to be 
any proposal that wheat or ilour were 
to be taxed, or that meat was to be 
taxed, I imagine there would be a num- 
ber of people in this country wh(> | 
would rise and say, There you are, j 
this is Protection, your food will cost ; 
you more. M Deputy Hjgan said that 
tho consumer will havc to pay for it. 
There is one part of that argument 
which is well worth considering, and ! 
that is that our present scale oí taxa- 
tion does yield to this country the in- 
come it rcquires within a little margin. 

It is intended to yield the income tliis 1 
eountrv roquires. Therefore, if thore ] 
were to be other taxos lovied, those 
taxes would have to take the place oí' 
some of the prosent taxes. I take the j 
case at its extremest. I take those two 
fundarnental commodities—ílour and j 
wheat. Tf those two eommodities wero ] 
to be taxed it would bc quite possible | 
t.o release taxation on sugar and tea, 
so that the general price of food would 
not eost. more. T know it would at 
once be said, “ this is Protection . 99 I 
have for the last seventeen years, since 
that great dcbate was conductcd, 
asked a number of people what is the 
moaning of thc two words, Protection 
and Free Trade ? In some cases pcople, 
unfortunately stricken wit.h frankness, 
■admit that thcy themselves cannot give 
a defmition, and in other cases they 
smile credulously at the question. I re- 
peat, what is Frec Trade and what is 
Protection? I shall be told that if 
brcad and meat were to be taxed, 
xather than tea and sugar, that is Pro- 
tection. I shall be told that if tea and 
sugar were to be taxed, rather than 
bread and meat, that is Free'Trade. I 
refuse to accept any category so arti- 
ficial as this. I say there is no justifica- 
tion for the taxation of two such items 
common to the consumption to every 
household in Ireland as sugar and tea, 
because they are articles of absoluxe 
nced. One is an essential food, and the 
other is not a luxury, but an essential j 
need. ' 

I might even go further and ask with , 
regard to porter aiíd stout. and if any- t 


• body says to me that porter 

J 2 o'cloc/c. and stout are not food, I 
j shall refute any such critic 

with thc complaint of an old lady in the 
Ooombe, who asked how it was possible 
to continue these times with the price 
of food at 8d. per pint. I am not urging 
a particular form or that any parti- 
cular commodities should be taxed. 
What I am urging is that wc should 
consider, not merely accept the fact, 
that tea and sugar, because they have 
been received into our hands from 
another nation’s need, were each of 
thern taxed at a time when these com-- 
modities were considered to be luxuries. 
although thcy have long since passed 
out of that category; that we should 
free ourselves from these acceptations 
of previous arguments and apply our- 
selves anew to our own special needs 
and. circumstances. 

I)eputy Milroy, in his speech, refer- 
red to a great number of authorities for 
whonl I have a certain degree of vener- 
ation, and I have heard the complaint 
made that. some of the authorities he 
has referrod to are now somewhat out 
i of date. I do not believe that these 
; essential arguments do become post- 
i dated quite in that manncr but, evcn if 
] that be aceepted, I would refer the Dáil 
' to what I consider to bc the latcst work 
j on the subject and, probably, the 
! finest. That is a book that I have bepn 
i studying for some weeks now, called 
! “ The Fundamental Principles of Taxa- 
I tion in The Light of Modern Develop- 
j ment, ,, by Josiah Stamp. He statcs in 
rcgard to all taxes that they must be 
regarded from three points of view: 

(1) from thc individual point of view; 

(2) from the State point of view; (3) 
from the point of view of the com- 

' munity. To return for a moment to 
i the instanecs that I gave, that if the 
taxes on sugar and tea—and I put it 
I quite hypothetioally—were to be re- 
I mitted coinpletely, and the same re- 
venue was to be sought from other 
forms of taxation, quite apart from 
whether the words “ protection ” and 
, “ free trade 99 would apply, or would 
. not apply to suoh a change, it is quite 
clear that the individual would gain. 
If these other sources of taxation were 
wisely sought so that thcy did yield the 
same revenue, the State would not lose. 
Tf thev were so wisely sought that in- 
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dustries could be promoted in this 
country, that do not exist at present, 
the community would gain also. That 
is the argument that I am putting for- 
ward. 

I say that we have received and were 
acting upon ^ taxes levied upon cer- 
tain commodities, all those taxes being 
entirely obsolete in their own country, 
and never yet have considcred whether 
they suit the conditions and circum- 
stances of this country. I do urge that 
it would be a profitable exercise if we 
took into our hands a list of commodi- 
ties on which taxation is levied in the 
Free State, and asked ourselves 
whether they were neccssary from the 
point of view of the individual, 
whether they could not be given 
a like bencfit from the point of 
view of the State, and whether 
changes could not be effected in them 



other words, I am urging, if I might 
put it in a humorous wav, that our 
Minister for Finance should levy a 
vcry high tax upon any Deputy who 
rises in this Dáil and usos either the 
phrase “ free trade 99 or the phrase 
protection . 99 Let us drop the use of 
thesc words altogether. They are no 
indexes to realitics; they are merely 
indexes to outworn controversies. We 
should not seek to devise some poli(*y 
that would theoretically be conform- 
able with either of these doctrines, but 
should seek to dcvise a poliey that 
should be a real poliey as opposcd to 
a theoretic policv. To put it in another 
way, it should bo a scientific policy 
drawn from our own separate Irish 
needs without refcrenees to old eon- 
troversics and without any reference 
to the special needs of the country that 
first devised the taxes under which we 
are labouring and which we have takcn 
over from that eountry. 

Supposing we were to do so. Sup- 
posing we ceased to think of protec- 
tion, to think of free. trade, and only 
thought of the utmost gain that we 
could get from the best system of taxa- 
tion that we could devise, the best form 
in which our duties could be raised. 
Deputy Egan says that that might in- 
volve us in some retaliation from 
other countries. I think he hardly rc- { 
membered that the British Dominions 


, are themselves what are generally 
spoken of as protectionist eountries, 
and I have yet to learn that where it 
su.ited the needs of Great Britain to 
receive their commodities that Great 
Britain brought any retaliation into 
effect in respect to such Dominions. I 
do not think we need fear the question 
of rctaliation. Countries always con- 
j sider their own special needs. Without 
I prejudging the real question that will 
! eome forward when the Budget propo- 
sals of the Ministry are framcd, with- 
; out going any further into an argu- 
ment that at present is rather in the 
nature of being a pious argumcnt, ali 
I I am urging is that we should not fol- 
j low the example of the Fiscal Inquiry 
I (Jommittee, and let our minds be 
beclouded with old controversies, old 
iabels, old terminologies that have no 
application whatever to this country; 
that we should cease to think about 
protection and free trade and conie 
down to the actual concrete problem 
! of devising some means that will give 
| help to the industries of this country 
j without bringing any greater injury to 
• the individual taxpayer; giving the 
same result to the State, but giving a 
givater result to the community than 
tlie c*ommunity can hope for undor the 
prcsent system. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I think it will bc evi- 
dcnt that this is a subject upon which 
those who have been in the habit of 
acting together in the past will find 
themselves divided, and there may be 
(*urious combinations when we come to 
rcal politih in this country. I do not 
know what kind of exhibition it would 
make if thc flure 99 were taken by De- 
puty Milroy, Deputy Figgis and my- 
self againstall who may. M I will say 
that I regrct that the motion of Deputy 
Milroy did not ask that a statement of 
Governmcnt policy on this matter 
should be made. It is nearly a year ago 
since the first suggestions were made 
that the question of fiscal freedom, and 
the use which was to be made of it, 
must be referrcd to a Committee of In- 
quiry before the Government would be 
justified in launehing upon any change 
of policy. Inquiry was made and a 
Report was handed to the Ministry. 
We are within a month or two of a 
new Budget, and a decision will have 
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to be made as to future fiscal policy. 

I think it would be well if we could 
have had from the Ministry—it is pos- 
sible we may still have it before this 
debate closes; but I do not think there 
is evidence of any great interest in the 
matter frorn the Ministerial ranks—a 
statement of policy, but I think it is 
iinlikely. I would like to have had a 
vote of the Dáil declaring its wish and 
belief that the time had arrived when 
a definite statement of Government 
policy on this matter should be made. 
Bear in mind that there are many 
people waiting anxious to know what 
the policy is to be before embarking 
upon enterprises, before extcnding 
their present enterprises, or before de- 
ciding whether to close down their pre- 
sent operations. 

Major BRYAN COOPER took the 
Chair af this stage. 

Mr. JOHNSON: The persistent delay 
in declaring yea or nay, whether there 
is to be any departure from past policy, 
is retarding any potential development 
of industry to a greater degree—I ask 
Ministers to take a note of that—than 
any question of the rate of wages that 
are to be paid in the ensuing months. T 
agree with a great deal of what Deputy 
Milroy said in criticism of the Fiscal 
Committee’s Report. It may sound 
strange for me to say that I am not sure 
yet, having read the Report carefully ; 
whether it is intcnded to decry protec- 
tive tariffs, whether it is intended to 
advise or suggest to the Ministry that 
tariffs for protective purposes should 
not be imposed. Judging by the public 
eouiments, particularly the newspaper 
comments, and may I say particularly 
the comments in British financial news- 
papers, the Report of this Committee 
has given very widespread satisfaction 
to those established interests which are 
prosperous and do not require any 
assistance. From other comments 
which one has read, one would imagine 
that the conclusions that are assumed 
to have been arrived at by the Commit- 
tee have been generally accepted as 
satisfactory because there has been no 
widespread agitation, and no very keen 
criticism, or dissent from the Report as , 
presented. I think the conclusion iá a 


false one, and I think as a matter of 
fact that there has been a great deal of 
dissent and criticism of the Report. 
Whether there has or has not been, 
there ought to have been. 1 said I was 
j not quite sure what the conclusions 
I were that the Committee desired the 
| (íovernment to talce out of the Report. 
As has been pointed out by more than 
one Deputy, the Committee has taken 
particular note of the direction which 
was given it by the President when it 
was set up in June last. 

“ It is facts, and not poliey, which 
the Committee is intended to deter- 
mine. Every proposition that is ad- 
vanced will be examined, solely with a 
view to ascertain and inform the com- 
munity as to all the facts. The Com- 
mittee is not expeeted to advocate a 
policy. That will be a matter for the 
pcople and the Government when they 
have the facts before them. ,, 

That quotation from the PresidenCs 
statement is repeated in the Report, 
and it is evident that it, governed the 
proceedings of the Committec. But 
when we read the Report we find an 
extraordinary absence of statements of 
fact. We find page after page of 
precis of evidence. This witness said 
that and another witness said some- 
thing else, but we have no facts. A 
little later we have paragraph after 
paragraph of conclusions and economic 
theories which one might have 
imagined had been taken from certain 
economic text-books. They are not 
statements of fact. They are not 
figures of fact which the public can lay 
hold upon to determine policy from. It 
is facts which are to be elucidated, and 
the intention was that the Report 
should inform the community as to all 
the facts. I lookcd through the Report 
in vain to see what are the facts relat- 
ing to, say, the glass bottle industry, 
the boot-making industry, the textiíe 
industry, the wholesale clothing or any 
other industry. 

What is the capacity for production 
in this country of those various indus- 
tries to-day? What is the market in 
this eountry that those establishments 
may be expected to supply? What aré 
the costs of production in this country 
as compared with the costs of produc- 
tion in other countries? What amount 
of assistance would be required—or 
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'shall I pxtt 'it the other way—what 
amount <of handioap should be placed 
on comptóarog industries to enable Irish 
industiies to meet the competition ? 
We have none of the facts. We have 
a presetítation of theory, a presenta- 
tion éi snggeáfion, but none of the 
facts npcm whieh the community was 
and is ashed to draw conclusions. It 
may he, of (course, that facts have been 
plaoed before the ,Ministry. It may be 
that weeks and weeks wcre spent in 
intimáte inqxímes as to the íacts relat- 
ing to the vanous industries, and that 
these facts have, in reality, been placcd 
at the disposal of the Ministry. We 
as a Dáil did not appoint this Com- 
mittee, and, therefore, we have no right 
to call upon the Committee to give us 
its Bféport. I will assume that the 
facts whieh were called for havc bccn 
collccíed and have been placed at the 
disposal of thc Ministry which ap- 
pointed the Oommittee. I wdll assume 
further, that the facts have been 
examimed and digcsted, and, as a con- 
sequence, the Ministry will be able to 
say to the Dáil, before the debate con- 
cludcs, that they have arrived at gcne- 
ral lines of policy and will indieate 
them to the conntry, that in dne t.ime 
the working-out of the policy wil] be 
announced, and that advantage will 
be taken of the introduction of the 
Budget to indicate the policy in its 
application in detail. But the Com- 
mittee has not presumed to suggest, or 
to forecast, that fiscal policy for thc 
country. <{ It has taken its task to be 
rather that of collecting and analysing 
facts and presenting thcm to the best 
of its ability. ,> If there are Deputies 
present who have the Report in hand, 
I would ask them to refer to para- 
graphs 117, 119, 124, 125, 126, and ask 
themselves whether these paragraphs 
are really presentations of facts reíat- 
ing to Irish industries. Deputy Milroy 
has, of course, pointed out that it is 
suggested as a reason against tariffs 
in certain industries that the effect 
would be to increase the wages in those 
industries, and it is suggested, if not 
to the Ministry and the Dáil, to the 
companies or tlíe business men who 
were making proposals regarding 
tariffs in those industries, that that 
was a waming which should be taken 
Vol. 6. 


into aceount, and even that it is a 
sufficient inducement to prevent them 
continuing to advocate tariffs for the 
protection of their industries. 

I said, of course, that I was 
n ot quite sure what was really 
the intention of the Committce 
in making the Report—what they 
desired to suggest to the Ministry in 
regard to the effect of proposals for 
tariffs upon the country as a whole, and 
upon the particular industries con- 
eerned. Let me draw attention to 
the second Interim Report, in 
which they referred to the duty 
upon motor ears. They point out 
that thc existing duty does not 
fall upon motor vchiclcs engaged 
in industry, or husbandry, or upon 
manufactures or ambulances, and, as a 
matter oí* fact, the existing duties ap- 
ply to private cars for pleasure and 
luxury. The duty cannot, therefore, 
be regarded as one that seriously inter- 
j feres with any important industry or 
agrieultural intcrest, and in view of the 
prcsent importance of the revenue and 
the procecds of this duty, M the Com- 
mittee did not see its way to make any 
i recommendations for its removal. But 
j thcre is u proviso: “ Having regard to 
| uovtain evidence, the Committee re- 
i scrves for its Final Report the discus- 
j sion of a change in the apportionment 
I of the dpty between the chassis and the 
body o£ the completed car. ,, But in 
that Rcport it recommcnds the with- 
drawal of the duty upon accessories 
and eomponcnt parts. That is to say, 
it reconimends the withdrawal of the 
dutv upon the raw material for an as- 
sembling or a repairing industry. But 
in the third paragraph of the Final Re- 
port it comes down definitely with a 
recommendation for pfotection for the 
body-building industry, and recom- 
mends that the present tax on com- 
pleted cars should be maintained, but 
that a much lower rate of duty should 
be levied upon the chassis whcn impor- 
ted without the body. Now, there is 
the fact. There is a definite proposi- 
tion ^therc, beeause having regard 
to the industry and to the effect 
of a tariff upon employment in that in- 
dustry, they recommend that there 
should be a change in the dutiea affect- 
ing motor cars, and in effect to protect 
by a tariff the body-building part of 

o 1 
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the motor car industry. Put that re- j 
commendation against the theories in 
the paragraphs which are named, from 
116 onwards, and I ask the Dáil and 
the Ministry to note that this Report 
is not, in íact, a Report against the 
imposition of duties on imports for pro- f 
tective purposes. That is a definite | 
conclusion which I ask the Ministry and 
the Dáil to corne to. 

I think that possibly the most inter- 
esting, possibly even the most valuable, 
portion of this Report is the Appendix 
marked A. It gives a comparative tablc . 
of the nominal and real wages in cer- ! 
tain industries in the Saorstát, North- 
ern Ireland, and Great Britain, respec- 
tively. I will not quote further from 
this Report, but I ask the Deputies to 
take it home, read it carefully, study it 
thoroughly, take notes, and slecp on it, 
and then let them come back and tell us 
whether they want to see a change in 
the rate of wages in Ireland as will ap- 
proximate them to those in Great Bri- 
tain. And note a very important fact 
in connection with these industries, 
that pre-war in the industrics named 
the wages were generally considerably 
below the rates ruling in Great Britain. 
Perhaps Dcputy Milroy will report this 
to those whom he may come in contact 
with, who are interested in these 
suggestions, and are advocating pre- 
ferential tariffs as the only means of 
saving their industry. They had, as a 
matter of fact, a protective tariff in \ 
the rates of wages pre-war—consider- , 
able protection—and the industries í 
were not eminently successful, and 
there were not such widespread organ- 
izations as we would like to have seen. 
They had a proteetive tariff, in cffect, 
by the fact thíit they had lower rates of 
wages in Ireland than in the competing 
industries in England, but they were 
not able to succeed and develop to the 
extent that they and we all would have 
liked. The conclusion I ask the Dáil to 
draw from that is, that protectivc ! 
tariffs are not the only factor to be j 
taken into account. You may have a 
protective tariff and no improvement 
in your capacity to produce, no im- 
provement in your market, no improve- 
ment in your business organisation 
which will enable you to supply that 
market, or as the word goes, “ cap- , 
ture it. 


mission came from representatives 
of separate industries, which separate 
industries were asked to report upon 
their own industries, to give informa- 
tion about those industries, and # to 
make proposals regarding the assist- 
ance, encouragement, or protection of 
those industries. I presume that they 
confined their evidence to that which 
thcy might be presumed to know most 
of, and while they were asked to do 
that, and while their evidence was con- 
íined to matters within their own know- 
ledge, a complaint is made during the 
course of this Report, to the effect that 
none of the witnesses gave them very 
much assistance regarding the effects of 
a tariff on industry gencrally. ’ 9 That 
seems to me to be another point of 
criticism which is valid against the Re- 
port, in the conclusions which it has ar- 
rived at regarding the effects of a tariff 
policy upon the country as a whole. 

I want to get away from the Report 
a little with these final words, that the 
evidence which was adduced quite 
clearly produced an impression upori 
the Commission that there is some- 
thing wrong in the state of industry in 
Ireland from the point of organisatión, 
management, and marketing ability, 
and I think it clearly points to this 
conclusion, that tariffs or no tariffs, 
protection, or no protection, free trade 
or no free trade, there is not much 
hope for industrial development in the 
country until there is a very great 
improvement on the capitalists \ em- 
ploying, entrepreneur , side of industry. 
But the fact remains that we are living 
in Ireland, and we have to deal with 
the population we have to-day, their 
character, ability, training, and know- 
ledge, and with facts as they are. The 
ability may be great or small, but such 
as it is that is what we have to deal 
with. The problems before statesmen 
—shall I say before politicians—were 
stated a good many years ago in a 
popular work in words sometbing like 
this: “ Given a country and a people, 
flnd how to make the most of that 
country and that people. ,> That is the 
problem we have before us now. We 
have a country and a people, and it is 
our business to make the most of this 
country and this people, and notwith- 
standing the defects, the failures, the 
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inabilities, lack of education and train- 
ing, whether of employers or work- 
men, it is this country at this stage of 
its development that we are to deal 
with. But we cannot come to any 
satisfactory conclusions unless we takc 
into account the situation in countries 
outside our own. What are the faets 
regarding those countries in relation to 
this? One of the facts, a very impor- 
tant one in my opinion, is the indus- 
trial development in England and 
Continental countries. Let us take 
England. The power to produce cheaply 
commodities for ordinary consumption 
ha# been tremendously advanced within 
thc last ten years; advantage was 
taken of the war period to improve 
productive faeilities, organisation 
methods and equipment, and con- 
sequently the handicap which existed 
pre-war against Irish manufacturers 
eompared with British manufacturers 
is doubled, or trebled, or quadrupled 
to-day because of the fact that the 
productive ability in competing coun- 
tries has inereased greatly in propor- 
tion to the productive abilities in this 
country. 

If we were to accept the doctrine 
that eheapness to the consumer should 
be the determining factor in the fixa- 
tion of prices, and in determining 
economic policv, let us ask ourselves 
wherc we shall be leading to ? A manu- 
facturer in Birmingham or Sheffield or 
Leeds can to-day, undoubtedly, produce 
commodities for domcstie consumption 
and raw materials for other industries 
—that is, partly manufactured goods— 
and place them in any part of Ireland 
more cheaply than competing manufac- 
turers, such as we have within Ireland, 
can, because of improved organisation, 
cheaper power, more convenient coal, 
bettcr management, and longer train- 
ing on the operative side. Are we to 
say that it should be the considered 
policy of this country to feed and to 
satisfy the desire for cheapness on the 
part of the consumer to this extent, 
that because British or German manu- 
factured articles can be placcd in Ath- 
lone or Mullingar or Cork ^heaper than 
an Irish manufacturer can place them 
there, it must follow, as a mattcr of 
public policy, that- the consumer in 
Cork or Athlone or Mullingar, must be 


free to purchase that article cheaply, 
becausc it is cheap, even though it is 
manufactured under specially advan- 
tageous circumstances in England? If 
that is to be the determinant, then I 
predict continuance of the tendencies 
as between the two countries that have 
existed for 70 or 80 years. It is the 
logical conclusion, and the businesslike 
conclusion, of the acceptance of the 
principle that the consumer’s interest 
must predominate, and the consumcr’s 
interest must determine the eeonomic 
policy of the country. 

What is the article that wc ean pro- 
duce most efficiently, most satisfac- 
torily, most eheaply, in comparison 
with similar articlcs from any other 
country? The history of the country 
supplies the answer—store cattle, 
grass-fed beef; therefore, the conclu- 
sion is that our energies should be 
directed as a nation to producing, in 
incrcasing quantities, that which wc 
can produce most cheaply, most 
efficiently—store cattle and grass-fed 
beef—because we can put that into the 
English market, and get a higher mone- 
tary return for it to the proprietor than 
by any other line of production that we 
know of. Is that to be the policy? And 
if so, what will be the result? One of 
two things. Either the human popula- 
tion will still follow production and ex- 
change cattle for boots, and the poten- 
tial bootmakers will go to where the 
boots are made, and we will send eattle 
in exchange for boots; or, alternatively, 
that for the export of cattle which have 
not consumed labour in their produc- 
tion we shall receive wealth which will 
be expended by the recipients in em- 
ploying men in ordinary personal ser- 
vices. We may continue the present 
tendency and so export those articles 
which cmbody a small amount of 
human labour, and import those articles 
which embody a large amount of 
human labour because it is more profit- 
able to the exporter, to the producer, 
to the proprietor, and let the proprie- 
tor then expend his receipts in employ- 
ing what one might, without offence, 
call the parasites of thc land. 

It has been quite seriousfy put for- 
ward that the real development of 
this country should be to make it a 
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pleasure ground for the rich, or as 
somebody paraphrased it, to make a 
circus of Ireland. And one would* 
imagine, reading the newspapcrs lately, 
that that was going to be the aceepted 
intention. We shall receive high priees 
for cattle because the most profitable, 
or in deference to the farmers we will 
say, because of higher profits than we 
can get from any other export, and we 
shall expend these profits in employing 
men to run races or to groom horses, 
or to entertain us in theatres, or to 
plead for us in the law courts, or to 
lecture us in our Universities, or to pay 
politicians in the Dáil—that, in fact, 
the population of this country will not 
be engaged in production. 

Is that a prospect that commends it- 
eelf to the Dáil, is it a prospect that 
commends itself to the Ministry? It is 
not, I am sure. Everyone has spoken 
about the necessity for developing in- 
dustry and of encouraging industry. 
What steps then are we going to take 
towards that development, or to make 
that development possible? I have 
come to this conclusion, after examin- 
ing this subject as carefully and as 
honestly as I eould, coming to 
it with prejudices definitely in favour 
*of free imports, I have come to the con- 
clusion that to,make that development 
possible there will need to be a change 
in the apportionment of import duty, 
and that to give an opportunity to those 
who desire to develop industries at 
home there will need to be some handi- 
cap placed upon the fundamental urge 
of humanity to buy in the cheapest 
market. We all desire to get goods, 
when purchasing, in the greatest quan- 
tity for the least expenditure. It is a 
natural attributc of humanity, and the 
Free Trade cconomist, the Free 
Trade philosophcr succeeded in Eng- 
land, particularly because he was ad- 
justing an economic policy to a natural 
attribute in allowing free play to 
human nature, forgetful of the fact 
that civilisation is, in reality, a curbing 
of the natural appetites. 

I am following a good deal on the 
lines that Deputy Figgis indicated 
when he was speaking as to the unwis- 
dbm, to say the least of it, of laying 
overstress upon the experience of other 
countries. If í were in England, I still 


think I would be in favour of a limita- 
tion of the principle of import duties 
upon manufactured goods, and I do not 
think for a moment that the facts 
which were adduced by Deputy Egan 
that Free Trade had assisted in making 
England commercially and industrially 
prosperous, * and that Protection in 
America had not prevented America 
from becoming industrially or commer- 
cially prosperous, were matters of very 
great moment to us. They proved this, 
though, that neither one system nor the 
other is the essential condition to pros- 
perity. I believe it is desirable, if we 
are to make the most of this country r 
that we should have some alternative 
to the pastoral industry, and that there 
should be an encouragement given to 
the production of as many of the essen- 
tial commodities as can be produced at, 
home, even though there may be, as I 
said earlier, some handicap placed upon 
the desire of the people to buy in the 
cheapest market. 

The Minister for Agriculture and the 
Minister for Home Affairs have said on 
two or three oceasions lately what has 
been said in oth(‘r countries, and what 
will be said more and more, I think, in 
this country: that the costs of distribu- 
•tion and transport weigh dispropor- 
tiouately hcavy upon the productive in- 
dustries of the various countries which 
have the same complaint to make. The 
Minister for Agriculture gave somc 
figures or estimates which have not 
been checked, but which may be taken 
as roughly indieativc of the true posi- 
tion, to show that the costs of transport 
and distribution were unduly heavy, 
and that there was a disproportionate 
number, to the population, engaged in 
transport and distribution. I ask the 
Dáil to consider how is that going to 
be remedied. Let us take it that you 
all agree with the complaint, that you 
all agree with the diagnosis, and that 
it indicates economic sickness. Sup- 
posing you tried to redress the balance 
and reduce the number of redundant 
people engaged in distribution, what, 
I ask, are you going to do with them? 
Do you suggest that there is room for 
them in agriculture? We are told that 
they are leaving agriculture because it 
is not prosperous, and is it suggested 
that the redundant men and women 
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should transfer their attentions to 
America, England or Seotland? 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE 

at this stage resumed the chair. 

Mr. JOHNSON : Evcry public man is 
urging against a poliey which would 
load to emigration. Is it suggestcd 
that instead of engaging in distribution 
they should engage in performing cart- 
wheels before passing vehicles, and call 
out for pennies, or that they should 
engage in any other form of amuse- 
ment catering. That is a possibility, 
but is it going to malce a great nation? 
Then what other alternative do you put 
before us? The only alternative that 
I can see is to make it possible for them 
to find a way to produce wealth in the 
coursc of their application of labour to 
industrial production. If that is essen- 
tial, then you have got to ask your- 
selves how are we going to find a way 
to ensure that there should be a re- 
distribution of the occupations of the 
people, so that a largcr number shall 
be engaged in productive work? I sub- 
mit that we have got to find a way to 
employ that idle labour, or wasted 
labour, or misapplied labour power, to 
new industries, or to the develop- 
ment of existing industries. 

Having arrived at that, what are we 
to do with it? If I were thnddng of 
the distant future, if I were 
d o’cloch, thinking of ten or fifteen 
years hence, I would press 
upon thc Dáil policies which I think 
will ultimately be found acceptable in 
regard to the way that improvement in 
the industrial situatáon can be arríved 
at. But I am not going to look ahead 
ten or fifteen years. I see the position 
in the year 1924 as being a very serious 
one and a very difficult one. We are, 
in fact, at the parting of the ways, and 
I see that we have to confirm, in the 
economic sphere, a decision that was 
made in the political sphere. I will 
come \o that in a moment. I cannot 
afford to look ahead ten years and pro- 
pose policies which it would take ten 
years to attune the public mind to re- 
ceive. I am driven to this conclusion, 
reluctantly, I admit, that there must 
be tariffs upon imports of such a 
kind as are capable of being produced 
aiia déveloped with a reasonable expec- 
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tation of success in this country, and 
that economic enquiry should be 
directed to finding out which of those 
industries are best fitted for develop- 
ment, are most suitable for thc con- 
ditions of the country, and arc most 
likely to make the economic basis of 
future development secure and stable. 

I said that we were, in my opinion, 
at the parting of the ways economi- 
cally, and that we are compelled to 
make a decision in the economic sphere 
which will either confirm or deny the 
decision which was made by the coun- 
try two or three years ago in respcct to 
its political future. We decided that 
the country should be politically an in- 
dependent entity. Many of us knew 
that that would mean vcry little indeed 
unless it were going to result in a 
changc cconomically, socially and cul- 
turally. An independent political com- 
munity is onc thing. Can you conceive 
it as a desirable thing that we should 
have political freedom to conduct our 
political affairs affecting matters of ad- 
ministration and matters of internal 
communication and edueation, while at 
the same time allowing a continuation 
of the economic subordination of the 
oountry to more powerful neighbours? 
Arc we wise in thinking of these 
islands, known as the British Islands, 
as the economic unit upon which we are 
to base our considerations, or are we 
to attune our minds to thinking of Ire- 
land as the economic unit? If the for- 
mer, then this Report in the main is 
quite understandable. If Great Britain 
and Ireland are to be considered an 
economic unit, then the policy sug- 
gested in the main part of this Report 
is sound, just as it would be sound for 
Devonshire in relation to Sheffield, or 
as it would be sound for any agricul- 
tural portion of England in relation to 
any industrial portion. Any of us who 
may have studied, even to a slight de- 
gree, the industrial history of the last 
120 years, knows that the shifting of 
the populatdon followed changes in the 
power of production and the necessity 
for the.use of coal. 

If Great Britairi and Ireland are to 
be eonsidered an economic unit, and if 
it is sound and sensible that what is 
potentially an industrial population 
should go where the industries áre árid 
leáve the pastoral populatión to remairi 
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where the herds are, and that the 
aggregate amonnt of proíit earned will 
be greater—if that policy is accepted 
and followed—certainly the aggregate 
amount of immediate profit will be 
greater. But I am asking the Dáil to 
agree that is not the intention of this 
country and that we do, as a matter of 
fact, desire that as far as it is reason- 
ably possible Ireland should be an 
economic unit with such international 
trade as is necessary and desirable, 
always bearing in mind the necessity 
for making Ireland within reasonable 
limits an economic unit, and bearing 
in mind the necessity for keeping her 
within those limits. 

I say that conclusion, that pre- | 
supposition, is a consideration which 
should determine the economic policy 
of thc country. It is not good enough 
to put questions to peoplc, and say 
what is best for us industrially, and 
then when you have an aggregate of 
answers from a variety of people to say 
that we will follow that. This Dáil, at 
any rate, ought to be able to think in 
terms of the nation; not only as a 
political unit but as an economic unit. 
And why is it desirable that there 
should be an industrial population to 
supplement the agricultural popula- 
tion, and that that industrial popula- 
tion should have access to the material 
for production and plenty of oppor- 
tunity to exercise their abilities? It is 
that notwithstanding the dearness, 
notwithstanding the possibility, that 
we may have to pay more, and that 
even we may all possibly have to live 
upon a lower standard than has been 
set up by a more highly organised in- 
dustrial country across the water, we 
shall get a greater variety of develop- 
ment, a greater variety of culture, and 
a greater variety of experience, and, 
cumulatively, a greater ability to make 
the most of this country. Now, I am 
afraid I am going too far in what 
might be called the higher policy. 
Having said w r hat I have said in that 
respect, convinced as I am, and 
possibly disagreeing with a great many 
of my colleagues, in saying that the 
future of the country depends upon at 
least securing, within the next few 
years, the foundations upon which the 


industrial future may be built, and 
that that basis probably can only be 
secured by something in the nature of 
protective tariffs; let me add that after 
protection is given, then will come the 
necessity for using tbe opportunities, 
and seeing that the opportunities are 
used; then will come the necessity for 
encouragement of technical education, 
and improved methods of production, 
and improvcd methods of organisation 
and of marketing. But if I may be 
allowed, if I am not wearying the Dáil, 
I want to deal with what might be 
called the more practical side of this 
question. 

I want to deal with it now, because 
of the likelihood that the Finance De- 
partment is considering its taxationpro- 
posals for thc coming year. lf one takes 
in hand the report of the Cost of Living 
Committee of the Department, you will 
find, on page 13, an analysis of the pro- 
portionate expenditure on a large num- 
ber of the wage-earning households. 
And withdut arguing, or even without 
concluding that thesc are absolutely 
reliable, and without going to draw any 
conclusions from them, they will be ac- 
cepted, to say the least, as indicative of 
the way the average working class 
household expends its income on the 
ordinary commodities requisite to keep 
the family. Deputy Milroy, in the 
course of his speech, several times re-. 
ferred to the possibility of the trans- 
ference of duties, and it is from that 
aspect that I want to spcak. Deputy 
Figgis also touched upon that question 
of the transference of duties from tea 
and sugar to beef and flour. 

I am asking the Dáil, and more par- 
ticularly the Minister for Finance, to 
consider whether the possibilities of 
revenue may not be in harmony with or 
run parallel with the possibilities of en- 
couraging Irish industry. Now, from 
the revenue point of view, there have 
been taxes imposed on tea ahd sugar, 
tobacco and spirits, beer, etc. From this 
analysis I find that out of 100 shillings 
expended by the average working class 
household, the sum which is paid for 
the taxes on tea and sugar—which, by 
the way, and I ask thís to be noticed, 
is levied as import duties and not 
upon the retail selling price, a very 
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different thing—the proportion of taxes 
which is paid by the average working 
class household in the town on tea and 
sugar amounts to 1.84 per cent., and 
the revenue from the tax on tea and 
sugar was estimated to be rounrl about 
£2,800,000. Now, just as an illustration, 
and without urging this specifically, 
although I propose to put it forward 
as subject to the examination which the 
Minister for Finance can give to it, an 
examination which I ain not able to give 
by virtue of the absence of statistics 
under the new Government—suppose 
that we re-adjusted the incidenee of 
taxation, and wiped out entirely the 
duties upon tea and sugar, it wonld be 
reckoned to be a considerable relieí! to 
the avcrage householder, and espcciallv 
to the householder with a big family. 
That relief would be fclt also by the 
farming community, especially the 
íarming eommunitv which is living near 
the ground and has not much to spend, 
and spends proportionately more upon 
tea and sugar than the townsman does, 
that Ls to say, that of the total eash 
expended a greater proportion goes 
on articles of that kind than in the 
case of the townsman. 

Suppose it were decided that 
the incidence of taxation for the 
purpose of realising £2,800,000 
was placed upon manufactured textile 
goods, wearing apparel, leather goods 
and the like. By the way, let me say 
herc that the revenue derived from the 
import dut-ies on clothing and textiles 
in New Zealand amounts to rather more 
than a quarter of the total revenue de- 
rived from imports. The rate of duty 
is from 25 to 45 per cent. ad valorem. 
Now, with the best information at my 
disposal, tagain in the absence of re- 
liable statistics from the Statistical De- 
partment, which I am sorry I do not 
see much sign of, to the great loss of 
the community, I have endeavoured to 
extract from the Department’s report 
on imports in 1921—which include 
northem ports as well as southern and 
westem ports—I attempted to make a 
classification of the various groups of 
commodities which are imported and 
sold within the Saorstát. From that 
classifícation and ánalysis I arrived at 
the conclusion that for that year there 
were about eleven million pounds' 
worth of goods imported for use in the 


I Saorstát which might be described as 
wearing apparel or, in the wider sense, 
textile goods. If this 25 per cent. duty 
on an average was imposed on that 
wearing apparel, we should have a re- 
venue practically equal to the revenue 
estimated to be derived on sugar and 
tea in the present year. What would 
be the effect on the cost of living of 
that change in the incidence of taxa- 
tion? If it were a flat rate of taxation 
on wearing apparel and textiles the 
effect would be to increase the cost of 
living to the extent of one per cent. 
on the average expenditure of the 
working class family as defined in this 
report. As against that you will have 
a very much greater increase in the 
amount of employment given, because 
the greater proportion of the cleven 
million pounds’ worth of produce 
would have been produced in this coun- 
try—that is to say, that the wealth ad- 
dition in the making up of goods is 
very much greater than the value of the 
raw material. 

Mr. WILSON: What about revenue? 

Mr. JOHNSON: The revenue, I 
pointed out, is, up to this stage, equal 
to the revenue on 25 per cent. pro- 
vided there was no manufacture in Ire- 
land. The revenue from the point of 
view of no change would be equal. Bear 
in mind that I said a flat rate on 25 per 
cent. of all wearing apparel. I think 
no one would suggest a flat rate. I 
think it would be found that the ar- 
ticles of consumption for Jamesie or 
Pádraig going to school and for the 
ballet girl and dancing master would 
be different. Jamesie's boots would 
not bear as heavy a tax as the pumps 
of the dancing master, and the inci- 
dcnce of the tax on wearing apparel 
would be so varied as to ensure that 
purely luxury articles would be much 
more highly taxed than the necessary 
articles which would be in constant 
regular use by the sons and daughters 
of farmers, and the sons and daugh- 
ters of working men, and also that, in 
fact, assuming no change in the inter- 
nal productive industries, the change in 
the tariff from sugar and tea to wear- 
ing apparel would add not one penny 
to the cost of living of the average 
family working in the country. Deputy 
Wilson reminds me—it is quite sound 
and right—that the revenue w;ould lose 
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if this eleven million ponnds , worth of 
goods, instead of being imported in a 
complete stage, were brought in raw, 
and manufactured here to the extent 
that home manufacture replaces im- 
ported manufacture. Perfectly true, 
but no one is suggesting that you were 
going within one ycar to produce 
eleven million pounds’ worth of manu- 
facturcd goods to replace importation. 

There will be a very gradual process 
and the incidence of duties would 
nccessarily vary with the reqmrements 
of succeeding years, as they do in every 
other country which has the same prob- 
lem to solve. I put that forward as an 
illustration that it is quite possible 
from a revenue point of view to 
readjust your taxation in such a way 
as will gradually improve the produc- 
tive capacity of this country, and that 
as you are improving the productive 
capacity you are at the same time 
creating new sources of taxation. I 
would like to have said a word or two 
about the possibility, evcn within the 
new budget that may come forward, of 
raising revenue by tariffs on a minor 
scale, not primarily and solely as pro- 
tection but the creating of development 
funds for the assistance of industries 
within the country by other means than 
protection. I again draw atlention to 
the fact that in New Zealand they 
raised anything from half a million to 
six hundred thousand pounds a year 
for a number of years past by a one 
per cent. primage duty and a duty of 
that kind; even one per cent. ad 
valorem, might well create a fund in 
this country, if imposed upon commo- 
dities which are not already dutiable, 
of not less than five hundred thousand 
pounds a year, which will be a con- 
siderable sum if wisely expended for 
improving and developing technical 
education and industrial research, and, 
perhaps, even the organisation of 
marketing facilities and the advertis- 
ing of well made Irish products. 

Your Committee, though it had a 
duty to examine into all such projects, 
failed to say anything of value about 
such schemes or such proposals as may 
have been put forward. There were to 
my knowledge, suggested, diminishing 
tariffs for the purpose of assisting the 
technical equipment of factories, in- 


dustrial research and tecfcnical 
development. That was surely within 
the scope of the enquiry but it is dis- 
missed with a sentence. I hope> there- 
fore, that other factors outside the 
purely and narrowly economic con- 
siderations which were considered by 
the Committee will be taken into 
account by the Government itself. We 
cannot think in terms of commereial 
economics alone. We must think in 
terms of the nation, and those who 
compose the nation and their future. I 
submit that it is necessary not only 
that full consideration should be given 
to all those factors, but that the public 
should be made aware, without any un- 
neccssary delay, of what the intentions 
of the Government are in respect to 
future íiscal policy. 

Major COOPER; Much of what 
Dcputy Johnson said is of great force 
and weight, and I do not at present pro- 
pose to comment on it, because I should 
like to think over it more earefully. I 
would suggest that there are factors 
which he has overlooked, that modern 
science, for example, is continually 
bringing every part and unit of the 
world closer, and that no such thing as 
a sclf-contained community can exist. 
Sclf-interest is still the guiding rule of 
mankind, and it would be very hard 
by any system of commercial tariff 
whatever, to neutralise the advantage 
of aecessibility to minerals and so on. 
However you may try to alter the 
coiu’se of nature, you will find it diffi- 
cult to do so. With regard to his definite 
constructive proposal of a tax on wear- 
ing apparel, I think there is a point 
which must be taken into consideration, 
and that is the question of how the tax 
is to be collected. Tea and sugar come 
in wholesale in bulk, and it is easy to 
collect the taxes on them. Wearing 
apparel would, I presume, include 
partly worn apparel and neAv apparel. 
I hope he will include the new and the 
old, otherwise what would happen 
would be that thc slop suit manufac- 
turers would shake a suit out, three or 
fdur times, put stains on it, and so 
escape the tax. New Zealand has not 
passenger steamcrs arriving two or 
three times a day. If Deputy Johnson 
were to go to Westminster on Monday 
1 to see the triumph of Labour, when he 
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came back to Dún Laoghaire, he would 
find a difficulty if fhe Customs Officer 
were to take out all his suits and closely 
examine them. His clothes would be 
classified, some as luxurious suits, and 
others less luxurious- 

Mr. JOHNSON: How do they do it 
in other countries? 

Major COOPER: They do it in New 
Zealand, for instance, where only one 
.ship arrives in the week, or in the 
United States, where boats arrive two 
or three times a week. 

Mr. JOHNSON : Did you ever hear of 
a place called Canada? 

Major COOPER: I have heard of 
Canada. The position is much the same 
there. Surely Deputy Johnson does not 
suggest that there is a mail boat run- 
ning from Montreal twice a day to 
Holyhead. It is difficult to do this in 
this country. I put a concrete point to 
Deputy Johnson. Every week there 
comes to this country theatrical com- 
panies. Are their costumes to be taxed 
in Dún Laoghaire, and again when they 
go to Belfast? Will the kimono of 
“ Madam Buttcrfly ” and robes of 
“ Iolanthc ”pay a tax here? There are 
difficulties that Deputv Johnson has not 
yet considered. Before the Minister for 
Finance accepts the suggestion, he 
would do well to give a certain amount 
of consideration to it, and to study the 
situation in Canada, as Deputy John- 
son suggests. As regards Deputy Mil- 
roy’s motion, I do not disagree with it. 
I should have supported it had it not 
been for the speech he made. The mo- 
tion itself is a pious expression which 
I think members of thc Piscal Commis- 
sion could agree to. They said in their 
report that they did not deal with the 
question fully. I am not going to op- 
pose it. 

There are a great many facts in the 
situation to bé considered, and, like 
everyone else, I am 'not a doctrinaire in 
this matter. I am not setting up Free 
Trade as a fctish, and on one or two 
points I am myself disposed to criticise 
some of the actions of the Commission. 
I am not a Cobdenite. Cobden was a 
very great man, but a bad prophet. 
Very few of his prophecies as to what 


would be done under Pree Trade wcre 
justified by the event. When we ex- 
amine what we might call the minority 
report of the Commission we begin to 
realise some of thc difficulties with 
which the Commissioners were con- 
fronted. In one or two cases Deputy 
Milroy made statements which, in my 
experience, are almost wholly the re- 
verse of the facts. I take one case. He 
said it was notorious that the cost of 
living was lower in the protected coun- 
tries of Western Europe than it is in 
England under Pree Trade. That, as 
far as my experience goes, is not the 
case. So, I listened carefully for De- 
puty Milro^’s evidence. His notes were 
j voluminous, and it is possible he may 
have got them mixed. The evidence he 
gave that the eost of living was lower 
in the protected countries of Westem 
Europe, was the statement of a gentle- 
man called Coughlan, speaking in 1903 
about New South Wales and Victoria, 
which are not preeisely in Western 
Europe. If you are going to prove 
things by statements of that kind the 
procedure is akin fo that of the Juror 
in “ Alice in Wonderland, ,> who w r rote 
down all the dates on slates, added 
them up, and reduced the answer to 
pounds, shillings and pence. Then De- 
puty Milroy produces another witness 
from Western Europe, Sir John Bow- 
ring, a most remarkable man, of whom 
an Irish historian, Mr. Justin McCar- 
thy, said he was t( almpst invariably in 
the wrong and when in the right man- 
aged to assert it in a manner at once 
untimely, imprudent and indecent. M 
That is Deputy Milroy’s witness. I 
certainly did not gather from Deputy 
Milroy’s speech, though I knew it al- 
ready, that this witness died in the 
year 1872 and that the Report to whic’n 
Deputy Milroy alluded and quoted as 
showing how Prussia had advanced 
and improved her conditions under a 
proteetive system, was written in 1839. 
That is Deputy Milro^’s idea of “ stop- 
press 99 news. 

As a matter of fact, those years from 
1839 to 1875 approximately were years 
of great prosperity not only in‘ pro- 
tectionist Europe, but in free trade 
England. During those years Glad- 
stone reduced the income tax to 4d. in 
the £, and talked of abolishing it alto- 
1 gether. These years are not 'parallel 
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years # Dy which we can judge the state 
of things in which we find ourselves 
now, when half the wealth of the world 
has been blown away by war. So, I am 
afraid, I am not persuaded of that hap- 
pening by Deputy Milroy’s statement. 

It is hard to compare thc cost of liv- 
ing in any Continental country with the 
cost of living in Ireland, because the 
conditions are different; the currency 
is different. Last spring I was in Italy 
and France. It is very hard to compare 
the cost of maearoni in, for instance, 
Rome and in Ringsend, because in Rome 
macaroni is a necessity of life; in Rings- 
end it is more or less an ornament. 
There are things you can compare the 
prices of, such as eggs, which are the 
same evcrywherc, or should be. I 
found that eggs in Rome cost very much 
the same, or perhaps a halfpenny less 
than eggs in Ireland, and that the work- 
man who bought the eggs was getting 
something like 75 per cent. lower wages. 
Some things are cheap on the Con- 
tinent, but they are generally things 
which depend on human labour. You 
can take a cab in Rome and drive a dis- 
tance for 2£d. that a Dublin jarvey 
would charge you 2/6 for. It depends 
on the labour. You cannot only take 
into account the cost of living in Con- 
tinental countries; you must also take 
into account the standard of living. I 
think Deputy Milroy will find in all 
thcse countries of Continental Europe, 
whose example he urged us to adopt, 
that the standard of living at presont 
is far lower than in Ireland. 

I have a word to say as to the Report 
of the Committee. Deputy Milroy said 
that its conclusions were inaccurate and 
sometimcs malignantly misleading. As 
far as the personnel of the Committee is 
conccrned, there is only one of them I 
should know if I met him in the street. 

Mr. MILROT: The Deputy’s quota- 
tion was not exact. I said Its survey 
was incomplete, its premises inaccurate, 
and its conclusions misleading, some- 
tímes malignantly misleading. M 

Major COOPER: I accept the correc- 
tion, but really I have not the time that 
Deputy Milroy had, and consequently 
I have condensed some of his remarks. 
As I said, I am not personally known to 


therefore, there ís no anxmus m my re- 
marks, and I am not disposed to take 
up the cudgels on personal grounds. I 
know nothing of the Chairman bcyond 
the fact that the Government selected 
him to fill a responsible post, and that, 
at any rate, he has experience of living 
in a protected country. Two of the 
others I know very little about, except 
that I have read a book of Professor 
Henry’s, which seems to be a good 
work. I gather that Professor Smith 
must have some ability, because it is not 
at all easy for an Irishman to rescue a 
position from English competition. 
There are two others. Deputy Milroy 
complained the Committee had ignored 
the economic history of Ireland. When 
Deputy Milroy wants to study the 
economic history of Ireland, what book 
does he take down if he wants it in a 
ready and convenient form? I do not 
know, but if I wanted to do it, í would 
take down the works of a member of 
the Commission. Dr. George O’Brien’s 
are the standard works on t.he economic 
hist.ory of Ireland, and presumably that 
history was in his mind when he helped 
to prepare and sign the report. 

Mr. MILROY : He had forgotten 
about it. 

Major COOPER : I come to the last 
name—Professor Bastable. It is 
ridiculous to say that Professor Bas- 
table knows nothing about economics. 
In any discussion on economics any- 
where you go Professor Bastable is 
quoted as one of the highest authorities 
on the subjeet. If you need any proof 
you have the fact t-hat. hc has been 
appointed Examiner in Universities all 
over the world, from Cambridge to 
New Zealand. New Zealand takes its 
economics from a member of this Com- 
mittee. It is not the custom of Univer- 
sities to select as their Examiners per- 
sons who are inaccurate in their 
premises and misleading, and some- 
times malignantly misleading. I can- 
not help thinking that Deputy Milroy 
exaggerated the case. It is very small 
encouragement to men of distinction to 
put their time at the service of the 
State—and I say this seriously—if they 
are to be stigmatised in those terms. 
Criticisms such as Deputy Johnson has 
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made no one takes exception to. j 
Everyone is prepared to have their do- 
ings criticised on the merits, but I think 
that epithets such as Deputy Milroy 
used are not conducive to the public 
benefit. 

It seems to me that a motion of this 
ldnd is inseparable from the legislative 
independence of Ireland, because our 
predecessors in Grattan’s Parliament 
had to listen to very much the same 
kind of speeches and hear very much 
the same ldnd of debate in the year 
1783. I turned to Lecky the other day 
for a description of the conditions in 
these timcs, and I find this in the sixth 
volume, chapter 24:— 

“ Irish letters continually speak of 
food risen almost to famine prices: 1 
of great multitudes of workmen un- 
employed: illegal combinations of 
workmen (I am afraid that is what 
t.hey called Trades Unions in those 
days) : industry in all its forms 1 
lamentably depressed . 99 

The spokesman of the protectionist in- 
terest in those days was a gentleman 
c-alled Luke Gardiner, aíter whom 
Gardiner’s Row and Gardiner’s Place 
are called. He was one of the repre- 
sentatives of County Dublin, but his 
motive for intervening in the debate 
was not the same as Deputy Johnson’s. 
He was annoyed with the Government 
because they had refused to give him 
a Peerage. I acquit Deputy Johnson of 
that. I hope Deputy Milroy, if he has 
not read Mr. Gardiner’s speeches will 
do so, because he will find them very 
familiar. In one of them he said: I 
wish to call att.ention to the poor dis- 
tressed manufacturers. ,, I heard 
something like that here the other day. 
Finally, he worked up to his con- 
clusion:— 

“ The only way to serve the manu- 
facturers of Ireland was to lay such 
duties on imports as might counter- 
balance the great capital of the 
English, the low price of their wool 
and their great exactness in furnish- 
ing goods. M 

That was very much Deputy 
Johnson’s argument now. What was 
the result? Those measures were de- 
bated in 1783 by the Irish Parliament 


and they were rejected by overwhelm- 
ing majorities. That is what Deputy 
xMilroy calls the wise protective policy 
of Grattan’s Parliament. 

Mr. MILROY: That is not what 
Deputy Milroy calls any such thing. 

Major COOPER: At any rate, these 
are the facts. That was Grattan^s 
Parliament, and thcy rejected protcc- 
tive duties. They adopted one protec- 
tive duty which I did not hear recom- 
mended by Deputy Milroy, the one on 
the import of grain. The then Chancel- 
lor of the Exchcquer, Sir John Foster, 
also adopted a system of bounties to 
assist both manufacturcrs and tillage. 
To what extent. the Miqister for 
Finance will be able to follow in the 
footsteps of his predecessor I do not 
know. I believe there is good in that. 
All historians declare that Foster^s Act 
was the keynote of the prosperity that 
afterwards came to Ireland. Newen- 
ham, writing 25 years later, said it was 
the primary cause of the unprecedented 
increase in wages in the last. 25 vears, 
so that not only did the farmer and the 
grocer benefit, but the labourer and the 
M age earner also. 

I have done with the past. I como to 
the present. I think it is comtnon 
ground that there are three evils at the 
moment in this State. One is the de- 
pressed condition of agriculture. 
Deputy Milroy says that will be re- 
medied when he has flourishing manu- 
factures in every country town, when 
Mullingar becomes another Manchester, 
and when a new Sheffield arises in 
Skibbercen; that then the farmer will 
have a good market at his own door 
and will prosper. That seems to be like 
fhe old proverb, “ Live horse and 
you , ll get grass.” I think some imme- 
diate relief, whether on the lines of Sir 
John Foster or on other lines, is needed 
by agriculture. The second thing, which 
is generally admitted as an evil—I do 
not know whether Dcputy Johnson ac- 
cepts it—is the high cost of living. On 
going out of the Dáil to the strcct the 
first man you meet will say: “ Are not 
things a terrible price? M Deputy Mil- 
remedy was a transfer of taxa- 
tion. He wanted to take the tax ofE 
tea, sugar and jam, and put it on cloth- 
ing. I do not know why Deputy Milroy 
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ahould be so unkind to jam. Perhaps he 
does not like jam. Jam, after all, is a 
manufactured product which we ought 
to be able to manufacture in Ireland. 
It is made from fruit, or it is supposed 
to be made from fruit. At any rate, it 
is made from something the farmer can 
grow, even if he grows turnips. I can 
see no reason why Deputy Milroy 
should extend protection to the cloth- 
ing manufacturer and refuse it to the 
jam manufacturer. If you are going to 
adopt protection, surely every industry 
has a right to claim it alike? I think 
Deputy Alílroy, however, is of opinion 
that protective duties are not likely to 
raise pric.es. I can give him tangible 
proof. Here is a hat that I bought. in 
Paris nine months ago. It is not a bad 
hat, but it cost approximatcly 8/- more 
than it would have cost either in Lon- 
don or Dublin. It is a Frcnch made hat, 
and being Frencli made, there was no 
import duty upon it, but the manufac- 
turer put up the price because he was 
selling in a protected market. He, 
therefore» could afford to put up the 
price without fearing foreign competi- 
tion. All my cxperience goes to show 
that if you put on a duty, the customer, 
the consumer, whatever you wish to 
call him, has to pay it. 

I now come to the third point. It is 
a point I am glad to say on which I 
may be able to meet Deputy Milroy. 
To a certain extent there is in every 
industry unemployment. I do think 
that on that particular point the rcport 
of the Committoe might have been 
fuller and more carefully studied. 
Deputy Sears spoke with great 
eloquency yesterday in support of a 
bounty, and said we were scnding 
young men and women abroad to 
labour in other countries for our own 
market. That is an evil that ought to 
be remedied. I have fclt that deeply. 
If possible, further consideration 
should be given to unemployment and 
emigration, in view of the fact that we 
are exporting our surplus manhood. 
The Committee do not seem to have 
realised that fact. They do not seem 
to have realised that at present we are 
ttfoducing more^ people, and probably 
m the future will produce eveh more, 
than we can find employment for. I 


do think that further examination of 
the problem on these lines is necessary 
and desirable. As I said I approach 
this question not from the point of view 
that Free Trade is; a great principle. 
It is solely a matter of expediency. I 
would prefer before making the great 
revolutionary change that Deputy 
Johnson suggests—transforming the 
whole basis of taxation—that he 
should ask the Minister for Finance to 
see what is possible within the 
limits of our present fiscal system. 
Deputy Sears, I think, referred to beet 
sugar. Within the limits of our pre- 
sent fiseal system the Minister can give 
a rebate to beet sugar produeed in 
Ireland. I think that would be a per- 
fectly sound thing to do, economically. 
Iíi anyone is preparcd to put up a 
factory for beet sugar, and put up the 
necessary capital, he might well pro- 
mise that for 10 years he would be 
exempt from Excise duties. The policy 
foreshadowed by the President on the 
subjeet of housing is right, t.hat a pre- 
ference, where possible, should be 
given to Irish slates and cement. In 
all these ways we could encourage in- 
dustries without going into this vista 
of protection. One reason why it 
would be injudicious to do so is that 
we have very little promise from those 
who gave evidence before the Commis- 
sion that they would be able to give 
increased cmployment, and that of 
large established firms that give big 
cmployment, the majorit,y of them were 
either indifferent or hostile. I think 
that if we are urged to act now with- 
out further information, and without 
further knowledge, we shall be in the 
position of people who sink their ship 
in the hope that they will be able to 
make a very satisfactory raft out of 
what remains. 

Deputy Aíilroy said that countries 
ean prosper under pi'otective systems. 
Countries can also prosper under 
Free Trade. It is the transition period 
that is the trouble. I feel that this 
country has had so much unsettlejment 
and disturbance in the last eight or ten 
years that it is scarcely wise to add 
economic disturbance and unsettlement. 
You can sail a boat above Niagara, 
you can sail a boat below Niagara, but 
sailing a boat down Niagará 'is a dif- 
ferent affair. I thetefore hope that 
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while the Government will not cease to 
interest themselves in this question they 
will hesitate before they take a leap in 
the dark. 

Mr. HEFFÍSBNAN: As it is now 

practically 4 o’cloclc, I beg to movc 
the adjournment of the debate. 

Debate adjourned until Wednesday 
next. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

FLOODS IN TIPPERARY. 

MINISTER for HOME AFFAIRS: 

I move the adjournment of the Dáil 
until 3 o’cloclt on Wednesdáy next. 

Mr. MORRISSEY : I understand that 
Deputy White, of the Farmers > Party, 
has withdrawn the notice of his in- 
tcntion to raise the question of distress | 
in Tirconaill. I just want to bring to 
the notice of the Government the posi- 
tion that has been created in many 
parts of the South of Ireland, par- 
ticularly in Tipperary, by floods. I am 
sure that every member of the Dáil is 
conversant, through the newspapers, 
with the hardship that has been created 
during the last few days. The follow- 
ing appeared in yesterday’s issue of 
the “ Freeman's Journal ” in connec- 
tion with the town of Clonmel:— 

“ Those living in cottages in the 
Old Bridge district are in a pitiable 
plight. Dozens of workers’ families 
were flooded out, and had to climb 
into lofts, etc., to escape the water, 
and were imprisoned there. ,J 

That is a terrible state of aífairs, and 
I want to suggest that the cause of it 
is bad drainage. I want to 
4 o’cloch. suggest to the Government 
that it is about timel for 
them to try to get some scheme on foot 
for proper drainage. This is not con- 
fined to urban district. For many years 
very serious damage has been done in 
agricultural districts by the continual 
flooding of rivers. I do not intend to 
delay the Dáil on this matter, but I 
suggest to the Government that they 
ought to take steps to prevent a recur- 
rence of such floods, which do such 
tremendous damage to the agricultural 
community, and, in this case, to people 


living in urban districts, and I suggest 
that in this case also the Governmeat 
should do something to relieve the dis- 
tress causcd to the people whose houses 
have been flooded. Their property, such 
as bedding and other articles, has been 
destroyed, and at present most of the 
poor people of Clonmel and Carrick-on- 
Suir in particular are housed in the 
convents and in the w’orkhouses. We 
read in this morning’s papers of water 
five feet deep rushing through houses 
in Carrick-on-Suir, washing away all 
the furniture and bedding belonging to 
the poor peoplc. That is all I have to 
say on the matter, but I would like to 
imprcss on the Government that proper 
schemes of drainagc should be under- 
taken immediately in order to prevent 
a rccurrence of this. I am súre Deputies 
on the Farmers' Benches will agree 
with ine, beeause they have been 
labouring the fact that serious damage 
has been done in agricultural distriet.s 
for a long number of years, owing ro 
the flooding of the rivers. 

Mr. CONLAN : I may say that a very 
disastrous state of affairs exists over a 
very wide area in the County Rildare, 
computed at 100,000 acres, at preseitl 
flooded by the river Barrow. A gentle- 
man, who is known to many members of 
the Dáil, Mr. Cobb, of Portarlington, 
w T ho lives in the middle of the district, 
was here yesterday and told me that 
in some parts the roads are fiooded to 
the cxtent of five or six feet. This has 
entailcd a great deal of misery and 
privation upon the pcople of the dis- 
trict. I think it would be a very good 
time for some members of the Govern- 
ment, who like a little diversion and 
holiday, to go to Monasterevan and 
charter a schooner. They would have 
some nice experiences. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: I rise to support 
Deputy Morrissey in his suggestion that 
strong steps should be taken by the 
Government to relieve the distress 
caused by the flooding in the towns of 
Clonmel, Carrick-on-Suir and Tipper- 
ary, and also that some steps should be 
taken to remove the causes of this 
periodic f flooding in these districts. I 
am aware, from my knowledg.e of 
the towns in question, that there are 
a great many low-lying streets, mostfy 
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inhabited by the poorer classes, and I 
undqrstand, from the accounts in the 
papers, that these streets have been 
flooded, and that a great number of the 
poorer people have been obliged to 
leave their homes, and have been taken 
away in boats. I know that where 
flooding takes place, dirty water and 
all that kind of thing gets. into the 
houses, injures the little furniture, and 
all the household belongings of the 
people, and that in many cases these 
houses become uninhabitable and be- 
come insanitary, owing to dampness. 
I do not think the local authorities have 
any power or any money for the relief 
of distress caused by this, and I think 
it would be rather a matter for the 
Government. In particular, I would like 
to emphasise the necessity for remov- 
ing the eause of this periodic flood- 
ing, and it applies not only to the ur- 
ban, but to the rural areas. Therc are 
large areas in Tipperary drained by the 
Suir and the Anner, which are periodi- 
eally flooded, and I believe that this 
flooding could, in a measure at least, 
be relieved if steps were taken by the 
Government. It is an engineering mat- 
ter to a large extent, and I am not eom- 
petent to deal with the methods which 
could be used, but I understand that 
considerable relief could be given with 
a comparatively low expenditure. In 
North Tipperary, a great deal of dam- 
age is done to agricultural lands by 
the flooding of rivers. I understand 
that the rivers are silted up, and tjiis 
has been caused, to a large extent, by 
trees and other obstructions, which 
have been allowed to accumulate. I 
would suggest that the Government 
ought really seriously to consider the 
advisability of segregating portions of 
the unemployment money for purposes 
of this kind. This is the kind of con- 
structive work we want to see given, 
and I would suggest that money would 
be much better expended on this sort of 
work, and that the morale and the self- 
respect of the workers would be kept 
up to a much higher standard by being 
thus employed than by hanging round 
and going periodically to draw this de- 
moraíising dole. , 

Mr. DAVIN: I support Deputy Mor- 
rissey in drawing attention to this mat- 


ter. Commissions have been sitting con- 
tinually, and the ablest engineers in 
the country for the last 50 or 60 years 
have made recommendations on the 
question of drainage. I think it is about 
time that the Government, who are 
anxious to flnd employment for demobi- 
lised soldiers and to rclieve unemploy- 
ment generally, should consider the 
question of the drainage of the rivers. 
In the constituency I represent a body 
of men have formed themselves into a 
Committee for the purpose of promot- 
ing a Private Bill dealing with the 
drainage of the Barrow. That is not a 
matter that should be left to a few in- 
dividuals in a particular area. It is a 
national duty for the Covernment to 
deal witli the question as a whole to 
prcvent the recurrence of such things 
as have occurred at prescnt. I think 
the Government should seriously con- 
sider the question of the drainage of 
the rivers in the months of April and 
May next, and they should not leave 
questions of such national importance 
to a few individuals to spend private 
money in bringing in a Bill such as I 
have reíerred to. 

Mr. CORISH: I also support the re- 
presentations made by Deputy Mor- 
rissey in this conncction. I think the 
time has arrived whcn the Government 
should seriously consider the qucstion 
of drainage in thc Saorstát. I have just 
received information that a good deal 
of land is under watcr in Co. Wexford. 
I know a good part of the railwav line 
betwecn Enniscorthy and Wexford is 
under water. These matters should re- 
ceive the serious ,consideration of the 
Government, and I urge on them the 
necessity of taking action on this very 
important matter as soon as possible. 

The PRESIDENT : I take it that two 
questions have been raised, one the re- 
lief of immediate distress occasioned by 
flooding, and the other the general 
qucstion of drainage. If these be the 
two points put forward, with regard to 
the first it is a matter for the local 
authorities, and I think it would be well 
that people in such localities should 
make some eflfort to look after them- 
selves. It is not a good policy to be 
always !ooking to the Government for 
every possible form of assistance or 



445 Floods in 18 Januahy, 1924. Tipperary. 446 


initiative in everything that is to be 
done. It is a local liability, so far as I 
know, and the Government spends a 
considerable amount of money in mak- 
ing grants to local authorities of one 
sort or other during the year. It ís 
really contributing as much to these 
grants as it can possibly afford. 

As regards the second question, that 
has been under consideration, but it is 
not in an advanced state, and the 
general impression is that therc is no 
immediate chance of doing anything 
during this year, and that at this par- 
ticular time when the floods are high 
is not the time, even if one had the 
money, when it could be profitably 
spent. Suggestions have been made by 
Deputies, and it has been urged that 
we should take them into serious eon- 
sideration. We have had them under 
consideration for some time past. It 
is a very big subject, and it may cost a 


good deal of money to deal with the 
drainage question in the immediate 
future. Por the next two or three years 
any expenditure on foot of improve- 
ments, or expenditure of any kind, 
must be very carefully planned, very 
carefully considered, and the proposals 
must be cut down to the lowest pos- 
sible sum that would be in keeping with 
cfficiency, but I can assure the Depu- 
ties who have spoken that we are 
seriously considering the question, and 
I do not think it is at all likely that we 
will be in a position to make any 
further pronouncement on the matter 
within the next two or three months. 
We do not anticipate we will be in a 
position to say anything on the subject 
sooner than May or possibly June. 

The Dáil adjourned at 4.12 p.m. 
until 3 p.m. Wednesday, 23rd January, 
1924. 
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CEISTEANNA—QUESTIONS. 
ORAL ANSWERS. 


CUSTOMS AND EXCISE EXAMIN- 
ATION—AGE LIMITS FOR ARMY 
CANDIDATES. 

AILFRID 0 BROIN asked the Minis- 
ter for Finance if he will state whether, 
in the proposed examination to be held 
early this year for officers of Customs 
and Excise, special facilities will be 
granted to demobilised and serving offi- 
cers and men of the National Army; 
whether the age limit will be extended 
to 35 in that examination, and, if not, 
whether he is aware that the age limit, 
which it is stated is about to be fixed, 
will disqualify many men who rendered 
valuable service to the State within the 
past few years. 

MINISTER for FINANCE (Mr. E. 
Blythe) : The previous examination for 
the Customs and Excise service to 
which the Deputy refers, was confined 
to officers and men of the Army, and 
fifty posts were given as a result of 
that examination to Army candidates. 

The forthcoming examination is an 
open competition for candidates be- 
tween the ages of 19 and 22. Candi- 
dates who have served in the National 
Army will, however, be given special 
privileges at this examination. Twenty- 
five posts will be rescrved for Army 
candidates who reach a qualifying 
standard in the examination, and I pro- 
pose to recommend to the Civil Service 
Commissioners an extension of the age 
limit to 35 in the case of Army men 
entering for this particular examina- 
tion. # It must, however, be understood 
that in view of the disadvantages of ad- 


mitting men to the Civil Serviee np to 
the age of 35,1 cannot undertake to re- 
commend a similar extension of the age 
limit in the case of any future examin- 
ations. 

WESTMEATH RAILWAV PORTER 
ACCIDENTALLY 8HOT. 

SEÁN 0 LAIDHIN asked the Minis- 
ter for Finance if he is aware that a 
claim for £111 6s. has been lodged by 
Nooney and Dowall, Solicitors, Mullin- 
gar, on behalf of John McDermott, Cas- 
tletown 0., Co. Westmeath, for injuries 
received by accidental discharge of 
rifle carried by a member of the Rail- 
way Protection and Maintenance Corps 
ou the 27th April, 1923, while McDer- 
mott was in discharge of his duty as 
railway porter, and whether, as the ap- 
plicant has been thirteen weeks in hos- 
pital, pavment of the above claim will 
be expedited. 

MINISTER for DEFENCE (General 

Mulcahy): I will answer this question. 
There is no trace of the reccipt of n 
claim through Messrs. Nooney and 
Dowall. A elaim was, however, re- 
ceived from Mr. McDermott, and a de- 
cision will be arrived at forthwith. 

REJECTION OF WESTMEATH 
COMPENSATION CLAIM. 

SEÁN 0 LAIDHIN asked the Minis- 
ter for Finance if he will state why the 
claim of Edward Morrisey, late of 
Westmeath and 2 Emmet Place, Cork, 
and at prescnt residing at 387 Blarney 
Street, Cork, was rejected by the Com- 
pensation (Ireland) Commission, 5 Ely 
Place, Dublin; whether the Minister 
will have this case reinvestigated with a 
view to granting compensation. 

Mr. BLYTHE : It has been ascer- 
tained that the claim to which the De- 
puty refers is in respcct of loss of em-. 
ployment and this class of case is not i 
within the terrns of reference of the 
Compensation (Ireland) Commission. 
If the loss sustained is, as alleged, attri- 
butable to the action of Crown forces, 
there will be nothing to prevent the 
prosecution of a claim before the War 
Compensation Tribunal when such a 
body is set up. 
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ORANTS TO VICTIMS OP BLACE 
AND TAN REGIME. 

SEAN 0 LAIDHIN asked the Minis- 
ter for Finance whether he will now 
state the recipients of the monies which 
were deducted from decrees, in respect 
of grants given by the “ White Cross ” 
to those whosc homes were burnt dur- 
ing the Black and Tan regimc; and, 
further, whether he will state the total 
amount of monies withheld in respect 
of said grants in the Saorstát, and 
whether he can state for what purpose 
the said monies are to be utilised. 

Mr. BLYTHE : The advances made by 
the White Cross Trustees were, in 
almost cvery casc, covered by Deeds of 
Charge on any monies grantcd by way 
of eompensation, and any sums de- 
ducted when discharging awards or de- 
crees have therefore been duly paid 
over to the White Cross Trustees. The 
amount so far paid to the Trustees is 
approximately £101,000. The Minister 
for Finance has no control over the 
funds of tKe White Cross, and has no 
information as to the purpose for which 
they may be utilised. 

Mr. LYONS; Is the Minister in a 
position to state the names of the Trus- 
tees to whom thc monies were handed 
over ? 

Mr. BLYTHE: I have not the names 
of the Trustees at the moment, but I 
eould get them. 


DUTY ON MOTOR ACOESSORIES. 

1 Mr. JOHN GOOD askcd the Minister 
for Finance if he intends to withdraw 
the import duty off motor accessories 
) and component parts, as recommended 
in the Report of the Fiscal Inquiry 
Committee; and, further, if he is aware 
that motor agents and others are de- 
clining to stock spare parts while this 
uncertainty prevails, a situation that is 
causing delay and expense to those en- 
gaged in trade and industry. 

Mr. BLYTHE: It is not possible at 
this stage to anticipate the Budget 
Statement. 

Vol. 6. 


CLAIMS BY OWNERS OF SEIZEÍ) 
STOCE. 

Mr. CONNOR HOGAN asked the 
Minister for Home Affairs whether a 
decision as regards the allocation of 
monies realised by the sale of trespass- 
ing stoek seized before the enactment 
of the Public Safety Act, 1923, has as 
yet been reached by the Minister, and 
whether, in view of the indigent cir- 
cumstances of most of the offenders, 
and the practical amnesty granted by 
the ftovernment for even more serious 
offences against the State, thc Minister 
will, as an act of grace, grant compen- 
sation to the persons whose stoek has 
been seized, based on the fair value of 
the stock. 

MINISTER for HOME AFFAIRS 
(Mr. O’Higgins): Many claims have 
I been received both from the owners of 
stock seizcd and from the owners of 
land who were deprived of its use for 
long periods, for compensation out of 
the proceeds of thesc seizures. A final 
decision can not be reached as to the 
manner in which this money will be 
allocated until the claims of all inno- 
cent persons have been considered and 
dealt with. The question of granting 
coinpensation over and above the 
amount of the fund available cannot be 
considered, and no charge will be 
placed on public funds to compensate 
persons whose cattle were seized while 
engaged in illegally occupying the 
lands of others. 

Mr. CONNOR HOGAN: Arising out 
of ttiat reply, could the Minister ex- 
plain the differentiation in the case of 
these poor people, who had been more 
or less the victim of circumstances, 
and the practical immunity of the 
chiefs of this spccies of anarchy, men 
who by subverting the moral instincts 
of the people, put the Ten Command- 
ments on the run? 

REFUNDS OF FINE ON CLARE 
JUROR. 

Mr. CONNOR HOGAN asked the 
Minister for Home Affairs if he will 
state the reasons for refusing to refund 
the fine of £2 imposed on Mr. Charles 
Woulfe, Knock, Co. Clare, for carrying 
1 out the instructions of the I.R.A. during 
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sions. 

Mr. 0;HIG0INS: A memorial was re- 
eeived in December, 1923, from Mr. 
Woulfe praying for a remission of a 
fine of £2 which he stated was imposed 
upon him for non-attendance as a juror 
at Ennis in the year 1920 or 1921. The 
request was not aeceded to; and while I 
am not prepared to initiate the practice 
of disclosing the particular * grounds 
on which petitions of this nature are 
rejected or accedcd to, I would point 
out that in this ease a period of over 
two years was allowcd to elapse beíore 
any appeal was made by the 
memorialist. The remission of fines 
will not be considered where the appli- 
cation is deíerred for an unreasonable 
period. 

INCREASE OF RENT AND MORT- 
GAGE INTEREST ACT. 

AILFRID 0 BROIN asked the Minis- 
ter for Home Affairs whether his atten- 
tion has been drawn to the serious in- 
convenience, expcnse, aiul hardship 
which has been caused owing to the ab- 
sence of a clause in the Increase of Rent 
and Mortgage Interest (Restrictions) 
Act, 1923, to specially provide that the 
Divisional Magistrates of the Dublin 
Metropolitan Police Area should have 
the samc powers and be deemed to be 
District Justices for the purpose of the 
said Act with regard to small tenancies 
not exceeding a rent of £26 per annum; 
to ask what steps he proposes to takc 
to immediately secure a rcmcdy for 
this grievancc, which directly affects 
thousands of small tenancies in Dublin. 

Mr. O HIGGINS: When the provi- 
sions contained in the Courts of Justice 
Bill, at present before the Oireaehtas, 
become law, the inconvenience to 
which the Deputy has drawn attention 
will no longer .exist, as District Courts 
will then function in the Dublin Metro- 
politan Police Area as elsewhere. 

Mr. ALFRED BYRNE : Arising out 
of the MmiBter’s answer may I ask him 
whether pending the time that the Bill 
will become law, if any case arises ín 
the City of Dnblin, can he say whát 
will rhappen in that case—will he give 


I the tenants the same protection as those 
having to stand the expcnses of High 
Court proceedings? 

^ Mr. 0 ’HIGGINS : I do not quite follow 
the Deput^’s question. I say cases 
arising pending the passage of the 
Courts of Justice Bill will have to 
await the passage of that Bill. 

GALWAY LAND OOMMISSION 
ANNUITY DEFAULTERS. 

SEAMUS MAC COSGAIR asked the 
Minister for Agrieulture if he is aware 
that the Irish Land Commission has in- 
formed the Galway County Council 
that the total net arrcars drawn from 
the Guarantec Fund in respect of Land 
Purehase Arrears, including arrears in 
rcspect of advances made under the 
íjabourers Acts in the County of Gal- 
way, amounted on the 31st January, 
1923, to £37,494 19s. 7d., that of this 
sum £23,297 4s. lld. had been recovered 
up to the 12th May, 1923, leaving a sum 
of £14,197 14s. 8d. outstanding, of 
which £501 7s. 9d. has becn declared 
uncollectable; whether he can state the 
amount of arrears that have been paid 
sincc the 12th May, 1923; what steps 
were taken to recover the amount de- 
scribed as uncollectable, and whether 
Ihe County Council has been furnished 
with a list of the defaulters who owe 
this sum of £501 7s. 9d. 

MINISTER for AGRICULTURE 
(Mr. P. Hogan) : Pending furthcr en- 
quiries, I would be obliged if the De- 
P*ity would postpone this question to a 
later date. I have not succeeded irr 
getting all the information necessary 
to answer the question. 

Mr. COSGRAVE: When could I ask 
it? 

Mr. HOGAN : Friday. 

AOQUISITION AND DISTRIBUTION 
OF ESTATES. 

SEAMUS SABHROID asked the 
Minister for Agriculture what steps, if 
any, have been taken to acquire land in 
County Wicklow under Land Act, 
19^3, for distribution amongst tbe un- 
economic holders. 

+ FADEAIO OhOOAIN (Cl«re) aeked 
the Mimster for Agriculture if T lie 
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will state when it is proposed to deal 
with the ranches in County Clare, and 
whether, considering the large number 
of landless men in the County, he will 
expedite the distribution of such land 
within the County. 

PÁDRAIG 0 hOGÁIN asked the 
Minister for Agriculture if it is pro- 
posed to acquire for distribution the' 
estate of Loughvillc, Claureen, Ennis, 
Co. Clare, of which Thomas Crowe, 
Esq., Dromore, Ennis, is landlord, and, 
if so, how soon the distribution of the 
estate may be brought about. 

Mr. HOGAN : With the conscnt of 
the Deputies concerncd, I will answejr 
these three questions together. ‘ | 

I am asked when the Land Commis- 
sion propose to acquirc certain lands in 
Oounty Clare and Coiinty Wieldow. 
The answer is that at this stage I 
cannot say. The Land Commission 
have already completed all preliminary 
work in connection with arrears, pay- 
ment in lieu of rent, thc prcparation 
and issuing of new rules and forms 
under thc Land Act, 1923, and havo for 
a considerable timc been engaged on 
purchase work under the ncw Act. Al- 
ready forms of particulars for obtain- 
ing the necessary information to lead 
to acquisition and vesting, have been 
prepared and issued, and particulars in 
regard to several hundreds of estates 
have been lodged in the Land Commis- 
sion with these forms completed. Pro- j 
visional lists of lands to be acquired 
are appearing weekly in every gazettc 
fpr the last. six months, and will con- 
t.inue to appear in every gazette for the 
future. Several estates have been sur- 
veyed, and appointed days can be fixed 
as soon as the time limit. for objections 
expires. Now that the preliminary j 
work has been done, the purchase work i 
in connection with the new Act. can be j 
doubled, and in a few weeks trebled. I • 
anticipate that by the end of the year J 
appointed days will be fixed for far 
the greater number of unpurohased 
tenants of the count.ry, and very large 
areas of untenanted land will have been 
acquired and considerable areas 
divided. That is the general position. 
Beputias are, oi coprse, entitl.ed to in- 
formation as it beeomes available, but 
at this stage I cannot answer as to 


when partieular estates will be dealt 
with. I can only say that the Land 
Commission will take the most urgent 
cascs first, and I am sure that thc De- 
puties concerned will agree that that 
proeedure cannot be departed from and 
estates taken out. of their order of ur- 
gency merely becausc questions are 
asked about them in the Dáil. 

TELEPHONE SERVICE FOR 
RATHDRUM. 

SEAMUS EABHROID asked the 
Postmaster-General if he is aware of 
the inconvcnieuce caused to the busi- 
iiess community in Rathdrum by reason 
of the fact. that. t.here is not a public 
call office in this important business 
címtre, and if he will take steps to see 
tliat this grievance is remedicd. 

POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. J. 

J. Walsh): The question of opening a 
call office at Rathdrum was considered 
in 1922 on reeeipt of an applieation 
from the Rat.hdrum Rural Distriet 
Council. It was then found that a call 
oífice could only be provided undcr a 
guarantee of £42 5s per annum for a 
terrri of seven years, which was not 
forthcoming. 

I am having inquiry made to asccr- 
tain whether it. ívould be practicable 
now to provide the service on more 
favourable tcrms, and will communicatc 
the result. to the Deputy. 

Mr. EVERETT: Is the P*ostmaster- 
General aware that there is a private 
tclephone there used for Post Office 
business, and that there is a population 
of 1,000 people thore, who have to 
travel to a little village with not more 
than 40 of a population—Cloneely or 
Glendalough to the public call office. It 
is only a mattcr of a few pounds. Will 
the Postmaster-General bc able to do 
anything? 

Mr. WALSH : I have nothing to add. 

PAYMENT FOR TREATMENT OF 
EX-ARMY MÍ5N. 

PEADAR 0 DUBHGHAILL asked 
the Minister for Defence if he is aware 
that payment for the treatfnent of men 
discharged from the National Awpgr 
and suffering from tubercuiosis is 
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continued írom the 31st ult.; if he will 
statc whether it is intended to make 
further provision to permit of these 
men being treated, as they are not en- 
titled to Sanatorium Benefit under the 
National Health Insurance Aet, 1923. 

General MULCAHY : I am aware that 
payment for thc treatment of dis- 
charged soldiers suffering from tuber- 
culosis eeased on the 31st ultimo. I 
regret that it is not practieable to make 
any provision out of Army Funds for 
their further treatmcnt. The eases of 
those men who were not insured 
under the National Health lnsurance 
Acts are receiving the attcntion of the 
Minister íor Local Government with a 
view to the provision of treatment 
under the Tuberculosis Prev r ention 
Acts. 

CASTLEGREGORY CLAIM AGAINST 
ARMY. 

AILFSID 0 BROIN asked the Minis- 
ter for Defence if he is aware that con- 
siderable damage was caused to the fur- 
niture and goods of Mr. John P. O’Don- 
nell, Castlegregory, Co. Kerry, during 
the occupation by military of his hotel, 
drapery and posting establishment, and 
if he will state when the claim in re- 
spect of such damage will be paid. 

General MULCAHY : Mr. O’Don- 
nelPs claim is at present under con- 
sideratioir by the Commissioners of 
Public Works who deal with all claims 
of the kind. 

MULLINGAR MOTOR AGENT’S 
ACCOUNT. 

SEAN 0 LAIDHIN asked the Minis- 
ter^ for Defence if he has received a 
claim from Messrs. Rowe Bros., Motor 
Works, Mullingar, amounting to £728 
Os 7d for parts, oil, petrol, hireage, and 
commandeered cars and charabancs 
supplied to and commandecred by the 
members of the Army, and to ask if 
payment will be expedited in this case. 

^ General MULCAHY: The considera- 
tion of a claim which has been received 
from Messrs. Rowe Bros., will be expe- 
dited as much as possible. 


OUTSTANDING COROFIN 
ACCOUNT. 

Mr. CONNOR HOGAN asked the 
Minister for Defence when will a settle- 
ment of the balance of the account of 
Mr. John Crowe, Corofin, Co. Clare, in 
respect of billetting be effected. 

General MULCAHY: A cheque was 
issued to Mr. Crowe yesterday. 

SUSPENSION OF DEPENDENT S 
ALLOWANCE. 

Mr. C. HOGAN aslted the Minister 
for Defencc if he vvull state the reason 
of the suspension of dependent’s allow- 
ance to the family of Pte. John Daly 
(11756), Corofin, Co. Clare, and if pay- 
ment of the sum accrued in respect o£ 
allowance will be expcdited. 

General MULCAHY : It is rcgretted 
that the caso of Private Daly was con- 
fused with that of anothcr soldier of 
the same name, who had been dis- 
charged. The matter has now been ad- 
justed and all arrears have been paid. 

REFUSED PENSION CLAIM. 

AILFRID 0 BROIN asked the Minis- 
ter for Defenee vvhether he is aware 
that the mother of the late Volunteer 
John J. Quinn has been refused a pen- 
sion, thc reason giv r en being that her 
son 7 s death was not the result of any 
specific wound or injury received dur- 
ing his serviee in the National Army; 
if he is aware that her son lost the sight 
of one eye in an ambush in November, 
1922, and by continuing to serve in the 
Army he eontraeted an illness due to 
heavy wettings, which resulted in his 
death; if he is aware that the doctor 
who attended him certified that his 
death was due to his military service; 
if he will see that this and similar cases 
receive sympathetic consideration by 
the Pensions Department. 

General MULCAHY: I am not aware 
that the late Private Quinn lost the 
sight of an eye in an ambush. 

The civilian doctor who attended him 
at the time of his death has expressed 
the opinion that tuberculosis, to which 
death was due. was contracted on mili- 
tary service. Ás, however, a case of 
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this kind does not come within the 
scope of the Army Pensions Act, it is 
regretted that it was necessary to in- 
form Mrs. Quinn that no íinancial pro- 
vision could be made for her. 

Mr. BYRNE : Arising out of that 
answer, and in view of the hardships 
which must result to the dependents of 
soldiers who met their deaths under 
similar circumstances, will he not take 
steps to have the Pensions Act amended 
so as to include those cases ? 

General MULCAHY : That question 
was very carcfully considercd when the 
Pensions Act was passing through the 
Dáil. If it is found necessary to make 
provision for meeting any cases of this 
kind, it will have to be made in some 
other way. 

WRITTEN ANSWERS. 
ATHLONE DRAPER’S ACCOUNT. 

SEAN 0 LAIDHIN asked the Minis- 
ter for Defence whether he is aware 
that Mr. P. J. Macken, Draper, Ath- 
lone, has made several applications for 
payment of £215 15s. 8d., balance due 
on account for goods supplied to Ath- 
lone Barracks dating from July, 1922, 
to September, 1923, and as Mr. Macken 
had t.o pay for said goods before he 
supplied them, whether this account 
will be settled immediately. 

General MULCAHY: Mr. Maclcen’s 
account is under consideration, and it 
is hoped its settlement will be eífected 
at an early date. 

CLAIM FOR ARMY PAY. 

SEAN 0 LAIDHIN asked the Minis- 
ter for Defence whether he is aware 
that the sum of £7 3s. 6d. is due to Mr. 
Richard Lillis, 4 Leinster Terrace, Ath- 
lone, for the week ending 13th Octpber, 
1922, while serving in the Engineer 
Corps, and to ask when payment will 
be made. 

General MULCAHY : I am not awarc 
that any arrears of pay are due to Mr. 
Lillis. The prescribed form on which 
a claim should be made has, however, 
been sent to him. 


WE&TMEATH prisoners IN 
DUNDALE. 

SEAN 0 LAIDHIN asked the Minis- 
ter for Defence whether he will now re- 
lease Joseph Pagan, James Pagan, and 
Christopher. Curran, of Street, West- 
meath, who were arrested 14th July, 
1923, and are at present dctained in 
Dundalle Military Prison. 

General MULCAHY: Joseph Fagan, 
James Fagan and Christopher Curran 
were released on 18th instant. 

QUESTION ON ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I beg to give notice 
that on the motion for the adjournment 
I intend to call attention to the terms 
of the Notice in the morning papers 
signed by the Minister for Home 
Affairs, forbidding a public meeting in 
the Cit.y of Dublin. 

HOUSING OF THE OIREACHTAS. 

Mr. A. BYRNE : Before we go into 
the business on the Orders of the Day 
I would likc to ask when the Presi- 
dent’s motion on the question of pro- 
viding proper quarters for the housing 
of the Oireachtas will be taken up? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: To-mor- 
row. Tt is on the Order Paper for 
January 24th. 

REPORT OF COMMITTEE OF 
SELECTION. 

Fourth Report. of the Sessional Com- 
mittee of Selection nominating Depu- 
ties to serve on the Joint Committec 
with members of the Seanad. 

1.—Thc Joint Committees referred 
to herein were set up by resolutions 
of the Dáil passed on Wednesday, 
16th January, 1924. They are:— 

(1) A Joint Committee on 
Standing Orders, and 

(2) A Joint Committee to con- 
sider procedure in regard to 
amendments to Bills madc by the 
Sehnad. 

The number of Deputies to serve on 
the Joint Committee on Standing 
Orders was fixed at three, and on 
the Joint Committee on procedure in 
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regárd to amendments tó Bills made 
by the Seanad, at five; these Deputies 
to be nominated by the Sessional 
Committee o£ Selection. 

2. —The Sessional Oommittee of 
Selection met on Friday, 18th 
January, 1924. Present:—Deputies 
Hughes, Johnson, Doyle, Davin, 
Sears, Wilson, and MaeCarthy, C. 
O’Broin, and Beamish. 

3. —The following Deputms were 
nominated on the Joint Committee on 
Stauding* Orders:—Deputies Cooper, 
Magennis, and P. O’Máille (Leas- 
Cheann Comhairle). 

4. —The following Deputies were 
nominated on the Joint Committec to 
consider procedure in regard to 
amendments to Bills made by the 
Seanad:—Ceann Comhairle, Deputies 
Johnson, Duggan, Wilson, and 
McOilligan. 

5. —The Sessional Committee of 
Selection begs to report these nomin- 
ations. 

(Signed) PEADAR 0 hAODHA. 

Cathaoirleach an Ohoiste. 

18adh Eanair, 1924. 

Chun críche aon Achta a rithfar 
sa tSiosón so chnn comhacht do 
thabhairt ar feadh treimhse teoranta 
chun daoine cheapa go sealadach 
chun dualgaisí oifigí áirithe, a bhain- 
eann le riara cirt agus atá folamh 
no a bheidh folamh laistigh de 
thréimhse theoranta do dhéanamh 
agus chun tcora do ehur le daoine 
do bhuancheapa chun oifigí cilc den 
tsórt san, go bhfuil sé oiriúnaeh a 
údarú go n-íocfar amach as airgead 
a sholáthróidh an tOireachtas luach 
saothair agus tuarastail daoine a 
ceapfar fén Acht san agus aon 
chostaisí eile le n-a raghfar chun an 
tAcht san do cliur in cifeact. 

Motion put and 

DÁIL RESUMES. 


Resolution reported. 

Motion: “ That the Dáil agrees with 
the Committee in the said resolution ” 
—put and agreed t(K I 


Mr. HUGHES: I beg to move the 
adoption of the report. 

Motion put and agreed to. 

Ordered: That the report be laid 
upon the Table. 


COMMITTEE ON FINANCE. 

REMUNERATION FOR TEMPORART 
OFFICIALS. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : The Dáil 

will now go into Committee to consider 
a financial motion by the Minister for 
Finance. 


Mr. BLYTHE: The message pre- 
seribcd by the Constitution has been 
received from the Governor-General re- 
commending the expenditure which the 
following resolution authorises. It is 
not necessary to say anything about it. 
as the resolution speaks for itself. 

That for the purpose of any Act 
of the present Session to enable 
during a limited period persons to 
bc appointed temporarily to execute 
the duties of certain offices con- 
nected with the administration of 
justice which are, or shall within a 
íimited time become vacant and to 
rcstrict the making of permanent 
appointments to ccrtain other such 
offices, it is expcdient to authorise 
the paymcnt out of moneys provided 
by the Oireachtas of the remunera- 
lion and salaries of persons ap- 
pointed under such Act, and of any 
other expenses incurred in carrying 
sueh Act into effect. 

agreed to. 

DAIL IN COMMITTEE. 

COURT OFFICERS (TEMPORART 
APPOINTMENTS) BILL, 1923.— 
THIRD STAGE. 

Sections 1 to 9 put and agreed to. 
SCHEDULE. 

Motion made and question pro- 
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posed:—“ That this be the Schedule to 
the BilL” 

Mr. WILSON : I should like to ask a 
question as to how Civil Bill Ofificers 
will be dealt with under this Bill. At 
present they are paid yearly salaries, 
but they are Oflfieers of the Court now 
to be extinguished, and I should likc to 
ltnow what is to be their íuture. They 
are not mentioned in this Bill at all, 
and I would like to know how the Oov- 
ernment propose to deal with thern 
when the Courts of which their Ofificers 
are abolished and this Bill cornes into 
law? 

MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE 
<Mr. Hogan): There is no difificulty 
about filling the places which were 
filled hitherto by Civil Bill Oflficers. 
They are only temporary Ofificers, and 
eould be dismisscd or appointed as the 
occasion arose. They do not come 
under this Bill at all, which only dcals 
wit-h pensionable ofificers. 

Question put and agrecd to. 

DAIL RESUMES. 

Bill reported without amendm(»nt. 

Mr. HOGAN: I ask leave of the 
House to move that the Bill be now r(»- 
eeived for final consideration. I think 
it is fairly obvious that the Bill is not 
contentious. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I object. 

Mr. HOGAN: I do not. prcss the 
matter. I am not ciuite sure that 1 do 
not exceed my instructions in making 
this Motion at all. I move instead tliat 
the Fourth Stage be taken on Friday. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Is that in order? 

AN OEANN COMHAIRLE : It is not 

in order if it is not generally agreed. Is 
there objection taken? 

Mr. JOHNSON: Yes. 

Fourth stage' ordered for Tuesday 
uext, 29th January. 

DAIL EIREANN LOANS AND 
FUNDS BILL, 1923.— 
FOURTH STAGE. 

Mr. BLYTHE: I move that the Dáil 


Eireann Loans and Funds Bill be re- 
ceived for final consideration. 

Mr. DUGGAN: I beg to move an 
amendment in Section 1, page 2, “ to 
delete lines 28 to 42, inclusive. ,, 

The object of thc amendment is to 
delete from the Bill the dcfinition First 
and Second Dáil as they are now con- 
tained in the Interpretation Act, which 
was passed since this Bill was origi- 
nally (lrftfted. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Do you rule, A 
Chinn Chomhairle, that this amend- 
i ment is in order? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: No point 

against it has been brought to my con- 
sideration. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Has tlie regular 
notice according to the Standing 
Orders been given, and inasmueh as 
that notice has not bcen circulated to 
members within the prescribed num- 
ber of days, I submit that thc amend- 
ment is not in order. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : The 

amendment I understand was received 
in time; the question of its circulation 
to Deputies is another matter. No 
papers went out since last Friday, and 
thereforc the amendment was not cir- 
culatcd, but it. was received in time 
under the Standing Order. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I submit that unless 
members have received notice, notice 
has not becn given. 

Professor O’SULLIVAN: Some mem- 
bers received it. I certainly received 
it. last night. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Perhaps 
Deputy Johnson would indicate the 
Standing Order. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I take it that it is a 
notice of Motion, and there is Standing 
Order No. 19 and Standing Order No. 
20 . 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Stand- 
• ing Order No. 20 has been complied 
with in^this case. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Paragraph 1 o£ 
Standing Order 19 reads: “ AU Motions 
to be put on the Order Paper for any, 
day, shall reach the Clerk in writing, 
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signed by a Teachta, not later than 11 
a.m. on the fourth preceding day.. Such 
Motions, if accepted, shall forthwith be 
published to the Dáil.” 

AN CEANN COMHAIBLE : Para- 
graph 2 of that Standing Order, says: 
“ All Amendments to such Motions, to 
be put on the Order Paper for the same 
day, shall reach the Clerk in writing, 
signed by a Teachta, not later than 11 
a.m. on the second preceding day. 1J 

This is an amendment, and was re- 
ceived in time. 

Then Standing Order 20 prescribes: 
4 4 The Order Paper for each day shall 
be posted to the Dublin address of each 
Teachta, so as to arrive not later than 
the íirst post 011 the morning of that 
day. It shall contain the text of all 
Questions to be asked of Ministers, and 
of all motions to be proposed (save such 
as these Standing Orders elsewhere 
allow to be proposed without notice). 
It shall also contain the text of all 
amendments, intended to be proposed 
in the Dáil or in the Dáil sitting in 
Committee . 9 9 

That has been complied with. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Do you rule this is 
in ordet; if so, I accept it. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Yes, the 
Amendment is in order. 

Amendment. put and agreed to. 

Question again proposed —“ That the 
Hill. as amended, be received for*final 
consideration.” 

Mr. JOHNSON: Is that Motion in 
order? 

AN CEANN COMHAIBLE : Yes, 
certainly. 

Question put and agreed to. 

Bill ordered for final Stage Tuesday, 
29th January, 1924.—(Minister for 
Pinance). 

SUMMER TIME BILL, 1924.— 
SECOND STAGE. 

MINISTER for FINANCE (Mr. 
Blythe) : In the absence of the Minister 
for Home Aífairs, I move that this Bill 
be read a second time. This matter 
was debated to a considerable extent 
last year, and I suppose that most of 


the Deputies are familiar with the 
arguments. We feel that this arrange- 
ment in regard to Summer Time is of 
substantial beneíit to large numbers of 
people in the country, and that it is of 
partieular benefit to towns, and to the 
dwellers in towns. For instance, in 
the City of Dublin, and in some other 
of our Irish cities, we have very large 
numbers of thc population living under 
dcplorable housing conditions. We feel 
that this particular arrangement pro- 
posed under the Summer Time Bill en- 
ables them, during part of the year, to 
be out a good deal more in the open-air 
than they would be if the Bill were not 
passed. We think that this is a 
measure that is good for the health of 
the community, and that it is, conse- 
quently, good in other respects as well. 
We think that the passing of this Bill 
is the only way in which you can confer 
the benefits I have referred to on large 
numbers of the population. You 
cannot confer the same benefits by 
some sort of a voluntary arrangement, 
because that would require the co- 
operation of too many people. We feel, 
too, that this Bill will not do any dam- 
age to any section in the community, 
because those who do not require the 
benefit of this arrangement can easfty 
ignore it. They need not alter their 
ordinary lives or make any change, 
because they can ignore it, whereas the 
people who would beneíit by the ar- 
rangement could not bring it about 
voluntarily. Most countries have 
adopted this arrangement, and even in 
countries where last year there was 
1 first a defeat of the Bill, it had after- 
wards to be brought forward again and 
adopted. I do not know whether or 
not there will be any opposition to the 
measure, or whether, as it was threshed 
out very fully previously, the Dáil will 
be inclined to hold to the opinion that 
it then held. I beg to move that the 
Bill be now read a second time. 

Mr. LYONS: When this Bill was 
passed last year we had the same kind 
of explanation from the Minister in 
charge of it, as we have just now Iist- 
ened to from the Minister for Finance. 

•There is one question in conneotion 
with the Bill that I would like to ask. 
It has relation to the hours during 
which licensed premises may remain 
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open. The Minister has just told us 
that the Bill will not be a compulsory 
measure, that anyone who wishes to 
avail of the Summer Time regulations 
can do so, and that those who do not 
want to make a change in their 
ordinary lives, will not be compelled to 
do so. I wouíd like to know from the 
Minister if licensed premises will only 
be allowed to keep open during the 
hours as set out in this Bill, or can they 
keep open according to old time. The 
Minister also said that this Bill would 
afford great relief to people living 
under deplorable housing conditions, 
and would enable them to get more of 
the open air. In my opinion, the ma- 


jonty of the people have too much 
open air at the present time. 

Mr. QOREY: Our attitude towards 
this Bill is just the same as it was last 
year. I spoke on the measure at great 
length twelve months ago, and put for- 
ward a great many arguments against 
the passing of such a measure. I do 
not think there is much use in repeat- 
ing these arguments again, for our at- 
titude towards the Bill is just the same 
now as it was twelve months ago. 

Question put: “ That the Bill be read 
a second time. ,> 

The Dáil dividcd: Tá, 52; Níl, 13. 


Richard H. Beamish. 

Earnán de Blaghd. 

Séamus Breathnach. 

Seán Buitléir. 

Seoirse de Bhulbh. 

Séamus de Burca. 

John J. Cole. 

Sir James Craig. 

Louis J. D'Alton. 

Máighréad Ní Choileáin Bean Uí 
Dhrisceóil. 

Patrick J. Egan. 

Darrell Figgis. 

Desmond Fitzgerald. 

John Good. 

John Hennigan. 

Seosamh Mac Giolla Bhrighde. 
Domhnall Mac Cárthaigh. 

Tomás Mac Eoin. 

Pádraig Mac Fadáin. 

Risteárd Mac Fheorais. 

Patrick McGilligan. 

Seoirse Mac Niocaill. 

Seosamh Mag Craith. 

John T. Nolan. 

Peadar O hAoda. 

Mfcheál O hAonghusa. 


Ailfrid O Broin. 

Seán O Bruadair. 

Próinsias O Cathail. 

Aodh O Cinnéidigh. 

Tomás O Conaill. 

Séamus O Cruadhlaoich. 

Aodh O Cúlacháin. 

Liam O Daimhín. 

Eoghan O Dochartaigh. 

Séamus N. O Dóláin. 

Peadar S. O Dubhghaill. 
Pádraig O Dubhthaigh. 

Eamon S. O Dugáin. 

Seán O Laidhin. 

Aindriú O Láimhín. 

Séamus O Leadáin. 

Pádraig O Máille. 

Risteárd O Maolchatha. 
Domhnall O Muirgheasa. 
Séamus O Murchadha. 

Pádraig O hOgáin (Gaillimh). 
Seán M. O Súilleabháin. 
Caoimhghín O hUigín. 

Seán Priomhdhail. 

W. A. Redmond. 

Liam Thrift. 


Pádraig F. Baxter. 

John Conlan. 

Seán de Faoite. 

Connor Hogan. 

Séamus Mac Cosgair. 
Risteárd Mac Liam. 

Patrick McKenna. 

Motion 
Comjnittee Stage 


Níl. 

James Sproule Myles. 

Seán O Duinnin. 

Donchadh S. O Guaire. 
Mícheál 0 hlfearnáin. 
Domhnall O Mocháin. 

Pádraig O hOgáin (An Clár). 

declared earried. 

ordered for Tuesday, 29th inst. 


FISCAL COMMITTEE’S REPORT. 

Motion by Dcputy Seán Mac Giolla 
’n Ríogh (resumed).: 

That the Dáil is of opinion that the 
Government in considering the fiscal 
problem should have regard . not 
merely to the admittedly restricted 


view of the matter taken by the 
Fiscal Tnquiry Committee as indi- 
cated *in their final Report, but 
should examine the problem in tho 
broadest possible aspect—due regard 
being taken of all thc factors affect- 
ing the general well-being of the 
Saorstát. 
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Mr. HEFFERNAN : A Chinn Comh- 
airle, I would like to congratulate 
the Government on the action which 
they took when appointing this Fiscal 
Committee. I think they did exactly 
the right thing. They appointed five 
independent men, five men who are ex- 
perts on this fiscal question, many of 
them men with world-wide reputations, 
men who have written books on the 
question ot* Politieal Eeonomy that are 
studied all the world over. Great ex- 
eeption has been takcn to this Commit- 
t(‘e. I would ask those men who take 
exeeption to it whom they would have 
appointed if the appointment rested 
with them. Would they suggest that 
business men should have l)een seleeted 
to deal with these matters or would 
they have suggested that farmers 
should have bcen seleeted to eonsider 
this fiscal problem? 1 think if we want 
the question deeided the proper men to 
deal with it are experts. The Govcrn- 
ment did appoint expcrts and we have 
reason to be thankful to them for doing 
so. At the same time I would like to 
eongratulate I)eputy Milroy on the ex- 
eellent exposition of- the case which he 
gave and t.he excellent defence which 
he made for Protection. I think those 
whom hc represents in this matter havc 
every,reason to be grateful to him for 
the wonderful defenee which he made. 
At the same time I would say that the 
attack which he made upon the Fiscal 
Committee was uncalled for, and the 
tcrnis of oppi’obrium which he applied 
to them were not just and were, to say 
the least, thanldess iu the eircum- 
stances of the case. These men devoted 
their time, their energv and their brains 
to the making of this Report, and I 
think it shows great thanklcssncss on 
the part of a member of the Govern- 
ment Party to attack them in the 
manner in which he did. The only com- 
ment I would make on Deputy Milroy’s 
statement—if he would forgive my say- 
ing so—is that he enshrouded his facts 
to a cortain extent in a curtain of 
words. I find reading over his speech 
that it is rather diffieuít to get full con- 
trol of the facts whieh he adumbrated. 
Exception has been taken that the Com- 
mittee did not deal with this matter in 
its broad sense, that there were many 
matters they should have takcn into j 


t account which they did not, while it 
was stated that they took matters into 
account which they should not have 
done. I think the terms of reference 
whieh were laid down for them account 
for this. I will quote from the Commit- 
tee’s Report in regard to this. They 
ptate— 

* 1 The Committee has not presumed 
to suggest or to forecast a Fiscal 
policy for the country ; it has taken 
its task to be rather that of eollecting 
and analysing facts and presenting 
them to the bcst of its ability for the 
I consideration of those with whorn the 
final decision and the shaping of the 
National policy must rest. In adopt- 
ing this course the Committee has 
strictly conformed to the line of con- 
duct set forth by the President in his 
statement in the Dáil on the 15th 
June, 1923.” 

I do not think it is necessary for me 
to read here the statement, of the Pre- 
sident. I think the Dáil is quite fami- 
liar w r ith it. At thc sante time, I think 
it was a mistake that the Conmiittee 
was coníined within rather narrow 
limits, or if they were not deliberately 
confined that they should think them- 
selves so confined. They omitted to 
take into consideration certain matters 
which, though not of vital importance, 
in conncction with this inquiry, would 
at least have absolved them from the 
blamc and the attachs which have been 
made upon them. I presumc on ae- 
count of my opening statement some 
Deputies will think that I am an abso- 
lute “ Free Trader.” Well, I do not 
think, as a matter of fact, that the 
term “ Frce Trader ” or “ Protection- 
ist 99 applies exactly to this case. I 
would say, as conditions are at present 
in this country, I am what is called 
a “ Free Trader, M but I do acknow- 
ledge that conditions might prevail 
and might arise in the future when it 
would be unwise for me to nail my flag 
or any other flag to the mast of Free 
Trade. I am of opinion that, in the con- 
ditions which exist in the country at the 
present time, the policy we are pursuing 
is the most hopeful one for the future 
of the country. My reason for saying 
that I am a conditional “ Free Trader M 
is that I believe, under certain condi- 
tions, one of which is that agriculture 
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should be in a mneh more prosperous 
condition than it is at present, it might 
be advisable for the nation as a whole 
to eonsider the question of protecting 
certain selected industries. ln connec- 
ti'on with that statement I would like 
to quote from Deputy Johnson's speech 
in regard to the íiscal policy. Subject 
to those conditions already mentioned, 
I support that statement. He said: 

“ I am driven to this conclusion, 
reluctantly, I admit, that there must 
be tariffs based upon imports of such 
a nature as are capable of being pro- 
duced with a reasonable expectation 
of success in the country.” 

I support that statement only on the 
condition I mentioned. The conditions 
I referred to do not exist in the coun- 
try at the present time. 

There has been a great deal of com- 
ment and a great deal of adverse criti- 
cism on thc agricultural condition of 
the country at present. Particular 
stress has been iaid on the form whieh 
agricultural exports take at the 
moment. Deputies referrcd, in thc 
most slighting terms, to the store eattlc. 
grass-fed becf and similar branches of 
the industry, insinuating or stating 
that these exports do not lead to any 
employment. I am quite willing to 
acknowledge that the producing of fat 
store cattle does not lead to as much 
cmployment as certain forms of tillage, 
but I think it would be wrong that the 
Dáil should be under the impression 
that a considerable amount of work is 
not given in connection with thesc 
cattle. We must remember that store 
eattle or fat. cattle are not always fat 
cattle or bullocks, as they are generallv 
called. Those cattle are at one time of 
their existence, young calves. Nobodv 
with an elementary knowledge of farm- 
ing can deny that the rearing of young 
calves necessitates labour and gives 
work to the small farmer and his 
family. Up to recently it was one of 
the most remunerátive forms of agri- 
cultural work. 

There is another matter in connec- 
tion with store cattle, that they are the 
finished product of the younger stock. 
and that although we may use terms of 
©pprobrium in regard to grazing, it is 
a necessary evil under the present con- 
ditioitys. Were it not for the fattening 


land we have in Ireland, and which no 
other country in the world possesses, 
there would be no market for the store 
cattle which are reared on the holdings 
of the small farmers. Other matters 
which are to a certain extent slightingly 
referred to, are: butter, eggs, poul- 
try and bacon. Surely, any man with 
the most elementary lcnowledge of agri- 
culture, must know that those very 
items are the items which give most em- 
ployment in the agricultural industry. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Who referred to 
thcm slightingly? 

Mr. HEFFERNAN : I do not refer to 
I vou, Dcputy Johnson. All things indi- 
• cate that, if we are to develop the agri- 
' cultural industry, it will be along the 
lines of grcater production of bacon 
and butter and poultry and eggs. I do 
not, think it is necessary for me to go 
into details of t.he employment given 
in connection with those 

4 n'cloel'. items. I am strongly of 
opinion that the future of 
agriculture depends upon the extent to 
which we wiíl develop those matters. 
Our fiscal policy will also depend on 
the extent to which they are developed. 

A great deal of emphasis has been 
laid upon the question of unemploy- 
ment. It has been stated that ubem- 
ployment, would cease to exist, or would 
bc limited considerably under a Protec- 
, tionist policy. I am rather inclined to 
i think that, judging from the published 
figures, this matter of unemployment 
has been exaggerated in this country, 
unless there are a great many unem- 
ployed who are not registered. 

Mr. JOHNSON: There are. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: The actual per- 
centage is about H, and that is not 
large, as compared with 12 per cent. 
in England, and large percentages in 
other countries. Deputy Milroy, I 
think, says : “ One wonders whether 
unemployment and emigration are 
phenomena whieh are peculiar to any 
food-producing country except Ire- 
land, ,, and he gives as examples, Aus- 
tralia, New Zealand, the Argentine, 
the United States and Canada. I main- 
tain that this comparison or analogy 
is quite unfair. It is quite out of the 
question and ridiculous to compare a 
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countiy of the size of Ireland, with 
countries like the United States and 
Canada, which arc in themselves con- 
tinents. Thcse countries have enor- 
mous natural resourccs which have not 
been dcveloped, and for that reason it 
would naturally be expected that there 
would not be so much unemployment 
in these countries as in Ireland. At the 
same time I would like to remind him 
that thc statement. is incorreet. To say 
ihat they have no unemployment in 
the United States is incorrect. They 
have had considerable unemployment 
in the United States. Three years ago 
there were between three and four 
millions unemployed at one period. In 
that country, too, it *is well known that 
they are subject to periodic conditions 
of depression and periods of advance 
in trade. During those periods of 
depression there has been consider- 
able unemployment. It, is well known 
that in Oanacla there are periodic con- 
ditions of unemployment, and it will 
be found when enquirics are made that 
during the winter months there are 
hundreds of thousands of people walk- 
ing the main streets of large towns in . 
Canada, out of work. A great deal of * 
stress has been laid upon the success 
that Germany is supposed to have made 
by protection of her industries. The 
same arguments apply to Germany as 
apply to Oanada and Amcrica. Shc 
has immense natural resources which 
we have not got; she has coal and 
iron which only want to hc developed, 
and I think it, will bc found that there 
are 8tates in Germany which, despite 
the Protection Policy, still remain 
agricultural, that is to say that those 
States which are most suitcd for agri- 
cult-ure, confine their attention to the 
pursuit of agriculture, and of the agri- 
cultural industry. Well, then they have 
in Germany natural resources which 
we have not got, such as coal and iron 
and other minerals of that kind. They 
can devote their attention to the de- 
velopment of those minerals. It is also 
well known that Germany protccted 
the sugar beet industry and made it a 
success and got a world monopoly. We 
must remember that we have not at all 
the boundless wealth which Germany 
had at that time, and that she was able 
bv bounties to the growers of sugar 


beet to reduce and ruin the cane sugar 
industry in the West Indies. She was 
able to compete with America at her 
own prices. To endeavour to do any 
such thing as that would be for Ire- 
land a foolish policy. We have not 
got the monetary resources at our dis- 
posal that these countries possess. 
Deputy Milroy says: 1 * Every food pro- 
ducing country except Ireland is pro- 
tected. ,, I am sure he did not intend 
to mislead, but I think he must have 
omitted to make enquiries about food 
producing countries. I am not aware 
that Denmark is Protectionist. As far 
as I know the only tariff Denmark hás 
imposed are revenue tariffs, and 
revenue tariffs are not for protection. 
And of all those countries in the world, 
if we are to base our policy upon any 
country it must be Denmark. The con- 
ditions there most closely approximate 
to the conditions which obtain in Irc- 
land. New Zealand is not a Protec- 
tionist country, or if so, only in a small 
way, and to a small extent. 

Mr. JOHNSON: You are quite 
wrong. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: My facts mav be 
wrong, but these are the facts which I 
have been told. It is also a country 
which exports large quantities of agri- 
cultural produce. Now it was stated 
that Protectionist countries have no 
emigration problem. That is not cor- 
reet. There has been considerable emi- * 
gration from Germany, Italy and some 
other Protectionist countries. Every- 
body aware of the conditions prevailing 
in America knows that there are im- 
mense numbers of Germans there, and 
those people emigrated from Germany 
despite the prosperity we are told was 
prevailing there, in order to find a 
home for themsclves in a foreign 
country. I have already said in regard 
to the comparison with the United 
States that it is not reasonable and not 
just in this case. If the comparison was 
made with one of the individual States 
of the United States, if Ohio or 
Nebraska were compared with Ireland, 
it would be more just, and it would be 
more reasonable. But comparison with 
the United States is different. It is 
itself a # continent; it has within its, 
boundaries all the natural resources 
which a country requires, and the 
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United States could at any time become 
absólutely and completely self-con- 
tained. That advantage does not exist 
in Ireland and never will. We have in 
Ireland several valuable natural re- 
sources, particularly the resources of 
the fertility of the soil. But wc have 
not the natural resources which prevail 
in the States, and we never could be- 
come a self-contained country. If any 
of those individual States in the Unitcd 
States took it upon herself, if shc had 
the power to do so, to establish a Pro- 
tcctionist policy, the comparison would 
stand, and it could reasonably be made. 
I think one of thc things that has 
caused the greatest confusion in this 
country is that people do not seem 
to realise the fact that we are 
now an indcpendcnt Statc. When the 
matter had previously becn discussed, 
wc were part of thc Unitcd Kingdom, 
and a Protection policy would bc a 
roasonable onc when we were part of 
thc United Ki;igdom, because at that 
time a Protectionist policy introduced 
for England, if it. were reasonable and 
just, should be made to protect agricul- 
ture as well as manufactures. England, 
being a great importing country of 
agricultural produce, could protect 
agrieulture, and if such had been the 
case it would liave been a very wise 
policy for Ireland to be a Protectionist 
country and to demand protection for 
hcr agriculture. By sueh rneans w r e 
would obtain enhanced prices. But now 
we are cut oí¥ from England. We arc 
an independent country and we have to 
make our own future, and if wc protect 
agriculture in Ireland we cannot pro- 
tect it in England and so cannot have 
protection for our agricultural produce 
in England. The result would be that 
we would have to produce agricultural 
produce in a protected market and sell 
: it, to a large extent, in a free markct 
in competition with the agricultural 
countries of the world. That is a mat- 
ter to which the least attention has been 
paid, and it is, in my opinion, at the 
present moment a vital point in the 
problem. 

A great deal of stress has been laid 
by some Deputies on the advantages 
which would accrue to this country íf, 
amder the system of protection, these 


enormous trusts and combines would 
come and establish their industries 
within the country. I do not know if 
the Deputies who advocated this policy 
have thought the thing out to its final 
limits. Have they reaíised what might 
happen if every important industry we 
have got into the hands of íoreign eom- 
bines? Have they realised thc amount 
of money which would be sent out 
from this country each year in divi- 
dends? The Deputy talks about 5 per 
cent. dividends. l)oes he think that 
those big commercial combines would 
be content with that? Very often it 
is more like a 25 per cent. dividend 
they would require. What, for in- 
stance, is the dividend of the Imperial 
Tobacco Company? In the case of one 
individual industry, the matter might 
not be of vital importance, but in the 
oase of numcrous industries controlled 
by foreign combines, it might mean 
that between five and ten millions 
would be sent out each year in divi- 
dends from the country. 

I would like to call att.ention to the 
fact that these dividends would have 
to bc sent away finally in the form of 
goods. At. the time they might have 
to be sent in the form of money, either 
in cash or by cheques, but eventually 
we would have to cxport goods. That 
would be a bad thing for Ireland. Wp 
would be the hewers of wood and thc 
drawers of water and the wage slaves 
for English combines. There would be 
very little use in sccuring political free- 
dom if we have to give it away and 
become economic slaves. I would like 
to say a few words in connection with 
the Unemployment problem. I may 
say I am largely in sympathy with 
paragraph 120 of the Report, in which 
it is stated: “ An argument frequently 
urged in favour of protective tariffs 
is that an increase in the number of 
persons employed in the protected in- 
dustries will result. Assuming that 
this will be so as regards the protected 
industries, the immediate effect of the 
tariffs upon employment will be differ- 
ent, if it be imposed in normal times 
from that which it will bc if imposed 
during a period of depression. In the 
first case, the increased employment in 
the industries concerned can only be 
obtained by withdrawing labour either 
from agriculture or from some other 
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existing industry. The ultimate as 
distinct from the immediate eífect o£ 
this will be not to increase the total 
amount of employment, but to re- 
distribute the Jabour power of the 
country.” 

It scems to me the best we could do 
would be, by the establishment of pro- 
tective industries, to give employment 
to the 39,000 unemployed in this 
country. 

When these had been used up, if it 
were possible to use up the full amount 
of unemployed, they would have to 
draw upon other industries to supply 
the extra hands rcquired. I am not 
sure if it would be at any time possible 
to absorb the full number of unem- 
ployed. There are unemployable as 
well as unemployed. It is well known 
that there are some who do not wish 
for employment. Even allowing that 
ptactieally the full amount of unem- 
ployed would bc employed, the number 
is not, very great, and when they wouid 
Jie absorbed other hidustries would 
have to be turned to, and workers 
Avould have to bc taken froni them. 
The only alternative to that would be 
the immigration of foreign workers. I 
do not expeet any Deputy is seriouslv 
putting fonvard a proposition that we 
should bc obliged to import workers iu 
order to kecp these protected indus- 
tries going. Dcputies who are so 
strongly in favour of this proteetion, 
and who condemn the fíndings adduccd 
by the Fiscal Commission, try to make 
out or believe that protection would 
not inerease the eost of Jiving, and that 
it would not inerease priees and wages. 
I would refer the Dáil to paragraph 
108 of the Committce’s Report:— 
“ That a proteetive tariff will increase 
the cost of living in proportion to its 
extent^ and especially if it be applied 
to articles of general consumption, 
and, in particular, to food, is self 
evident.” 

Those are the words of the Fiscal 
Commission. With those words I 
agree, with the exception that I do not 
quite understand what they mean when 
they say if it be applied to food, it 
would increase the cost of liying. I 
cannot see to what extent protectipn 
can be appliod to food at tbe presont 
time. Our food cannot be protected. 


They might protect a few of the 
smaller items, such as tea. A protec- 
tivc tariff there would be a revenue 
tariff. In the Report, further on, it is 
stated:—“ Small rcductions of this 
kind, whilc they may lo'wer the whole- 
sale prices of the revenue-producing 
commodities, will hardly be reflected to 
the same cxtent, if at all, in the retail 
prices to thc general consumer.” 

That is a matter which I would 
strongly emphasise. Small reductions 
at the producing source, even if 
obtainable, would not be reflected in 
the wholesale or retail prices. That is 
! a matter which we are unfortunately 
too eonversant with at present. When 
reduetions are made in the manufactur- 
ing or wholesale prices, these reduc- 
tions do not percolate to the consumer. 
Take the farming industry, and if there 
are reductions in the cost price of pigs 
and other things incidental to agricul- 
ture, those reductions do not percolate 
to the consumer. Sometimes they 
ncver reaeh the eonsumer. We are not 
at all sure that systems of changing 
rcvenue duties from tea and sugar and 
putting them on to clothing, boots, 
etc., would enable the public to derive 
any benefit, worth talking about, in 
th(‘ price of tea or sugar. 

Therc has been a great clamour for 
protcction, but it has not been proved 
that this clamour applies to the 
majority of manufacturers in this 
country. A great deal of noise has 
been made, in my opinion, by a com- 
paratively few and insignificant 
number of manufacturers in this 
country. 

Mr. DAVIN: British agents. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: They may be 
British agents. I would refer now to 
paragraph 66 in which the Committee 
state: “ This rapid survey of the evi- 
dence tendered to the Committee sug- 
gests certain general reflections. In 
spite of the number of witnesses and 
the great importance of some of the 
indtistries which they represented, it 
would appear nevertheless that the 
volume of industry which is anxious to 
obtain a protective tariff is small com- 
pared with that which desires no 
change in the existing system. ,> Either 
that is corrcct or not, and I presume 
this Committee was set up to report on 
facts and that this statement is cor- 
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rect, that the volume of industry which 
is in favour of protection is much more 
clamorous in proportion to its size tban 
the volume which is content with pre- 
sent affairs. 

I notice the following industries 
asked for protection in some shape or 
form: Wooden bedstead manufactures, 
tanning, fell mongering, agricultural 
machinery, cyele manufactures, struc- 
tural steelworks, galvanised hollow 
ware, furniture making, paper-making, 
artificial fertilisers, and some others. 
The woollen industry also askcd for 
Protection. Thcsc industries asked for 
protective tariffs ranging from 10 per 
cent. to as high as 75 per cent. The 
woollen manufacturers, if I may use 
the expression, had the cheek to go be- 
fore the Piscaí Inquiry Committee aiul 
say that they wanted a protective tariff 
as high as 75 per cent. According to 
my method of reasoning, if the woollen 
industry were given a protective tariff 
of 75 per cent. it would eventually 
mean that for the clothing we buy we 
would have to pay an increased price 
of 75 per cent. 

Mr. MILROY: Not at all. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN : That is a nicc 
state of affairs, I suggest. I would ask 
Deputies if they do not think that our 
clothing is dear enough at present with- 
out adding another 75 per cent. to its 
cost. 

Mr. MILROY : Will tlie Deputy prove 
his statemcnt? 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: I hope to deal 
with that later on. 

Mr. MILROY : I ask will the Deputy 
prove his statements? 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: I will try to. 

: AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Deputy 

; Milroy is not entitled to insist. 

Mr. HBFFERNAN : It is rather diffi- 
• cult to prove statemeiits of this kind, 
í or, indeed, of any kind, which have been 
| made in regard to Protection versus a 
’ Free Trade polioy. The question is one 
; tbat cquld be dealt with from a hundred 
j different angles and from a hundr^d 
' different pqints of> view, and I suppose 
-a bundrcid different proofs could be 
brought forward to prove a hqndred 


different idcas in connection with the 
matter. In support of that I would say 
tliat the practical examples existing in 
other countries will prove that. I think 
the Deputy w T ill íind that, if he makes 
inquiries, and doubtless he has already 
done so. If he makes inquiries in the 
TJnitcd States, Canada, France, or other 
protective count.ries, he will find that 
the eost of clothing in these countrics 
greatly exceeds the cost in a Free Trade 
country such as England. He will find 
it an actual fact that a suit of clothes 
which costs, say, £5 in England will 
cost in Ameriea or in Canada £10. The 
Dcputy may say that that is not the 
result of a protective tariff, but whether 
it is so or not that is the position in 
countries which favour a policy of Pro- 
tcction, and we have very good rcason 
to expeet that the same position would 
prcvail in this country if we had a pro- 
tective tariff. 

I will give another example of in- 
creased prices caused by protective 
lariffs. Canada is a protective coun- 
try, side by sidc wúth another country 
which also favours a policy of Protec- 
tion, and in spite of the fact that goods 
are produced in the United States at a 
higher eost, than in a Free Trade coun- 
tr>, still it is well known that the 
priees which have to be paid for com- 
modities in Canada exceed the prices 
iu the United States almost exactly by 
the amount of the protcctive tariff. 
You find the eastern manufacturers, in 
most cases, have taken advantagc of 
the protectivc tariff to increase their 
prices alniost up to the level of the 
United States price. plus the protective 
tariff, and allowing a small margin to 
prevent the importation of the foreign 
article. The agricult.urists in Western 
Canada are strongly opposed to a pro- 
teetive policy. I read in t.he papers a 
few days ago that a certain resolution 
had been passed by the united farmers 
of Alberta, calling upon the Govern- 
ment to abolish protective tariffs and 
to return to a Free Trade po!icy for 
the cpuntry. These were the conditions 
existing out there. The farmer had to 
pay for*his binder a price approximat- 
ing to about 30 per cent. more than it 
could be bought for across the border,. 
which was sorqetimes qnly a mile away. 
When he wcnt into a townAo buy a gyait 
oí clothes he also hád to páy ftoin SÓ» 
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per cent. to 50 per cent. more for the 
clothes than he could get them at in a 
shop aeross the border. The same ap- 
plied to boots, to furniture, and to 
practically everything that the farmer 
required in his household. Ile was in 
a somewhat similar position to what we 
are in this country, in this respcct, that 
he had to export his produce, and sell 
it in an open market where his produce 
could not be protectcd, and the result 
was that thc protective industries of 
Canada were, to a certain extent, para- 
sites upon the agricultural industry, 
and became established at their 
expense. 

Creat play was made with the sug- 
gestion that revcnue would not be de- 
creascd by the remission of duties on 
tea and sugar, if these duties were ap- 
plicd to clothing and other articles of 
that kind. I think that argument is 
an apparent fallacy, because if the 
duties were taken off tea and sugar, and 
applied to clothing and other matters 
of that kind, so long as thcy acted as 
a revenue-producing tariff they would 
be worthless, or almost worthless, as a 
protective tariff. But as they became 
more useful or more potent as a pro- 
tective tariff they would becomc less 
useful as a revenue-producing tariff; 
that is to say, as the home manufac- 
turers gain the benefits which they 
maintain they will gain by such protec- 
tion, the revenue on the importation of 
similar articles would decrease, with 
the result that the Govemment would 
*eventually lose almost all the revenue 
which they had derived from this 
source hitherto, and would have to turn 
to some other form to produce revenue. 

Statements have been made by Depu- 
ties advocating this protective policy 
here, and have been made in other 
places to the effect that protective 
duties would not injure the export 
trade of the country. I notice that 
Deputy Milroy stated: Those experi- 
ences are a flat contradiction to the 
Pree Trade theory that import tariffs 
will kill the export trade in manufac- 
tures. ,, 

I say, if import tariffs do what I say 
they will do, increase the cost of living, 
and therefore increase the cost of 
wages, they will seriously injure, if not 
4iItogether destroy, the export industry. 


, They may not kill agriculture, because 
it is extremely difficult to kill it. 
Agriculture has the trick of hanging 
on by the skin of its teeth, and practi- 
cally it cannot be killed for the simple 
reason that farmers have no other alter- 
native except to pursue this industry. 
No matter how low the cost of living, 
or how the standard of living may be 
reduced, they have to exist on the farm. 
If Protection increases the cost of 
living, and increases wages, it will have 
a detrimental effect upon the other ex- 
port industries. Who can deny that 
the biscuit-making industry will not be 
injured by a protective tariff? It 
would mean incrcased wages for the 
operatives, and how could the owners 
of the industry be expected to compete 
with outside industrics when they are 
obliged to pay a higher rate of wages 
than their competitors? 

I propose giving a quotation from a 
well-known writer on political economy. 
The writer is Mr. Harold Cox, the 
editor of the “ Edinburgh Review. ,, 

In this connection I may say that I 
am not dealing with the question of 
tariffs at all as applied to Ireland, but 
I am dealing with them as they apply 
to England. This writer says: Any 
tariff which is imposed to give Pro- 
tection to the producer for home con- 
sumption almost invariably injures the 
producer for export.” That is a 
quotation, not from a German pro- 
fcssor who lived eighty years ago, but 
from an English economist living at 
the present time who should be 
thoroughly eonversant with economic 
affairs, and his words are not meant to 
apply to the Irish question at all, and 
have no reference to it. 

Mr. MILROY: Hear, hear. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN : What I say is 
that the writer's words had no refer- 
ence to the Irish question at the time 
they were written, but they have 
reference to the Irish question to-day. 
According to gome advocates of this 
policy all the evils which have befallen 
Ireland during the last 60 or 70 years 
are due to this lack of Protection, and 
according to them if we had Protection 
we would now have an immense 
population and would be, generally 
speaking, in a very advanced condi- 
tion of wealth, culture and other 
things. 
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Now I do not think that all the evils 
that have occurred in this country are 
at all due to the lack of a protective 
policy. It must be remembered that 
amongst the opportunities opened up 
to the youth of this country in the past 
century there were the attractions of- 
fered by the Great Western Continent 
which drew to them many of thc youth 
of the country, and even acknowledg- 
ing that we might have had a much 
better economic condition of affairs in 
this country it is doubtful in any cir- 
cumstances whether we would be ablc 
to maintain our full population in Irc- 
land. Deputy Milroy gave instanccs 
of the establishment of an industry in 
a small town in Ireland, and he tricd 
to show us the advantage which this 
would have upon the agricultural in- 
dustry. He mentioned the town ot' 
Cavan and suggested if a manutacture 
was set up in Cavan there would bc in- 
creascd demand for agricultural pro- 
duce there. I agree that in Cavan therc 
would be an increased demand for agri- 
cultural produce, but whcre would thc 
employees and the operatives come 
from that caused that increased de- 
:nand for agricultural produee? Would 
they not come from other parts of Ire- 
land? and would not that mean that 
in somc othcr parts of lreland the 
demand had bccome correspondingly 
less? If it does not mean that it means 
that the standard of life is so low that 
the ordinary inhabitant does not eat 
that amount of agricultural produce 
which a man could eat if hc had the 
means of purchasing those eommodi- 
ties. I do not believe that that con- 
í dition of affairs exists or that thcre is 
; any large bulk of our inhabitants go- 
j short of the ordinary articles of 

| consumption that they require. I am 
\ sp°**king generally. 

\ Deput.y Milroy very carefully re- 
j frained from dealing with the question 
j of the efficiency or the inefficicncy of 
j labour, management or otherwise. 

I Apparently that is a thorny ques- 
| tion upon which he thinks better 
not. to dwell. He gave us a com- 
parison between the United States 
and Germany and other countries, and 
he said in the TJnited States we have 
efficient labour and efficient mariage- 
ment; in Germany wc have efficient 
management and eíBcient labour, and 
Vol. 6. 


also, I believe in India we have ineffi- 
cient labour and probably efficiem 
management, but he did not mcntion 
that in India where there is very in- 
efficient labour I believc the remunera- 
tion of the workers is only a very 
nominal amount. Deputy Johnson re- 
ferred to thc protection which low 
wages gave to industry before the war, 
aud that, 1 believe, is a fact. The 
workers had in Ireland lovver wages 
than in outside countries, and it is to a 
(M'rtain cxtcnt a refleetion upon the 
efficicncy and thc ability of Irish manu- 
facturers. Táking into account thc dis- 
ability under which these inanufaetures 
are worked, lackiug natural resources, 
lacking coal íor thcir manufacturcs, 
which they have in England, lackiug 
cheap power, and other matters 
of that kind. it does seem to me 
that if ever Irish industries are to get 
I a chance of prospeidng and ol* compet- 
I ing with those outside industries. ham- 
j pered as they are by these great dis- 
advantages which I have mentioned, 
tliat it is not unrcasonable to expeet, 
that thcir worfcers, whether efficient or 
in<»fficicnt, will be willing to acccpt a 
wage which will not place the om- 
ployers at a disadvantage when oom- 
; peting with outsido industries. 

Mr. JOHNSON: The cat is novv out 
i of the bag. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN : The Fiscal Rc- 
port goes on to rcfer to certain disabili- 
1 ties which Trish manufactures are sub- 
| ject to. It classes them under the head- 
| ing of pcrmanent disabilities and ab- 
| normal disabilities. I am not at ad in 
agrcement with tliat classification. 
Amongst the permanent disabilities it 
includes the following: lack of raw 
material, lack of industrial power, 
transport difficulties, lack of skilled 
labour, higher wagos, lack of capi- 
tal. over-rate charges and a varicty 
of requirements lacked by the Irisli 
systcm in markcting produce. I do not 
think it right to include such matters 
as difficulty of transport and the ob- 
taining of skilled labour and the in- 
suffi<*icncy and the lack of capital as 
amongst permanent disabilities. 

In time these are disabilities that 
will be overcome. I am not at all in 
favour of that stateraent. I thinlc a 
grcat many of thesc difficulties can be 

Q 1 
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overcome if faced and ínet in the 
proper spirit. Industrial power inay bo 
a difficult rnatter to obtain. It is 
generally acknowledged that we have 
not got the eoal, or eoal of a type suit- 
able for industrial power, but we 
have immense water power resourees. 
Transport diffieiilties we have had, and 
it is to be hoped that the transport 
difficulties will be improved, and it is 
earnestly hoped, indeed, that they will 
disappear altogether. It is said that 
we have not got skilled labour in this 
<?ountry. That may be a faet, but in this 
regard I believe we have the in- 
herent ability to produce labour as 
skilled in this country as that of anv 
olher country in the world, but owing 
to the political troubles we have been 1 
passing through, and owing to the lack 1 
of proper training faeilities, our labour \ 
is not brought up to that skilled stan- j 
dard which eventually it ought to at- 
tain under pi’oper guidanee. I believe * 
eapital A\ r ill be obtained in this country. 
That is proved by the way in whieh the . 
(Tovcrnment werc able to obtain eapi- ' 
tal when they floatcd their loan. I be- 
lievc it will be obtainable in Ireland for 
industrial undertakings. provided 
those responsible for the capital are 
satisfied that they will hav r e seeurity, 
and that. they will get a reasonable re- 
turn for the capital invested in those 
industries. Then the Report refers to 
the abnormal disabilities. whieh it rc- , 
gards as due to the political conditions. | 
These are abnormal conditions, and I ! 
believe they are passing. It then re- ! 
fers to the dumping and the depreeiat- 
ed currency. With the matter of 
dumping I do not intend to deal. be- 
cause, in my opinion, it is made an ex- 
euse for every industry which is not 
able to pay its way. The industry says 
that foreign goods have been dumped 
here; in reality they are not being 
dumped; they are sent in and sold at 
competitive prices, which is not dump- 
ing at all. 

As regards depreciated curreneies, I 
acknowledge that in recent years, in 
countries where currencies have depre- 
ciated, they have been able to manufac- 
ture goods and to send them to other 
countries at lower prices than they 
could be manufactured in those coun- 
tries where depreciated currencies did 


not prevail. We ean see the result of 
sueh a course, and I cannot believe that 
that course can possibly be a permanent 
one. We can see that those countries 
which have resorted to the system of 
bolstering up industries are fast coming 
to the end of their tether, and will 
cventually have to make some attempt 
to stabilise tlieir monetary system. We 
see that prevailing in (Termany, Prance, 
Austria, and other countries. It is not 
a coursc that would be advisable to 
i follow in anv country, and it is not a 
| course that could in its nature be per- 
1 manent in any country. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE 

took the Chair at this stage. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: Mr. Johnson is 
very anxious to see all the workers in 
the countrv cmployed in [>roductive 
work. He scems to havc a strong 
objection to their being emploved m 
produeing cujoynient or rccreation for 
the peoplo of the countrv. He speaks 
about turning íreland int.o a circus for 
foreigners. That mav not be a very 
estimable idea, but it seems to me, ii.‘ 
we are going to cater for tourists, thax 
vve must provide amusements for them 
also, and that the actual work of pn>- 
viding amusements for tourists cannor 
be c.alled unproductive. I think it is 
a mistaken idea to suggest. that only 
the man who is actually engaged in the 
manufacturc of some artiele—making 
boots, making clothing-—is a pi*oductive 
worker. I am sure thc Deputy will 
admit that the clerk who is engaged in 
keeping the accounts of an industry is 
also a productive worker, and that even 
in certain circumstances the actor who 
provides amusement for that worker at 
night is also engaged in a productive 
occupation. I think it is misleading, 
though I do not believe it is intended 
to be delibcrately misloading, to suggest 
that only the man who is actually en- 
gaged in the ])roduction of a certain 
article is a productive w*orker. 

I stated in thc bcginning that my 
reason for being opposed to the idea 
of protection at the present moment 
in Ireland is that we are not in a posi- 
tion to aíford the financial strain which 
it would put upon the country. I 
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have endeavoured to prove that the 
<eventual cost of protective tariifs 
would have to be borne by the produc- 
ing* industries, and agriculture being 
the predominating producing industry 
in this country and having its finest 
market in an unprotccted country, 
would, in my opinion, have to bear the 
expenses of a system of Protcction, but 
I am not so narrow-minded as to say 
that agriculturc should in all condi- 
tions maintain that it was not prepared 
to makc a sacrifice that might 
eventually result in the good of the 
<*ountry in geueral. I do say in the 
present condition oí agriculture it is 
not in a position to have extra burdens 
placed upon it; in fact. it is in the posi- 
tion that it* it is to survive it. will be 
necessary that steps be taken to relieve 
it of some of the intolerable burdens 
which it now bears. A day may come 
when agriculture will be sufliciently 
remunerative and financially strong 
that it will be preparcd for the sake of 
the good of the country in gencral to 
eontribute portion of its profits to- 
wards the establishment of certain pro- 
tected industrics. Even at that I would 
not suggest that. this protcction should 
t%ke the form of indiscriminate bolster- 
ing up of every petty industry that 
j thinks it is entitlcd to protcction. It 
| is possible that it would be advisable to 
j select certain industries for which w(í 
< have natural capacity and for which 
we have natural resources, and by 
means of protective tariffs to bolster 
up these industries in their infancy and 
. to establish them in a posit.ion wherc 
they might be able to stand the com- 
petition of outside countries. I think 
it must be acknowledged that. under 
, modern conditions no country of the 
• dze of Ireland can be self-oontained, 
I ind it would be futile and ridiculous, 
| írom the economic point of view, to 
j ittempt to produce and manufacture 
all the articles which we requirc. 

: I noticed in reading a newspapcr a 
|fe>v days ago that one con’espondent 
j had a very bright idea; it was that in 
J order to establish firmly on their feet 
; the manufarcturitlg industries of Ireland 
;we should adopt, for a period of five 
: vears; a system of not exporting or not 
; impórtitíg', sitílply to build a wall 
arouitd ovtf country and refuse to allow 
any imports to come in or any exports 


to go out. That is a very nice idea. I 
wonder what would the people of Ire- 
land think of it. I wonder how they 
would like to go without the things 
they have been accustomed to, resorting 
for five ycars to the simple liíe. That 
is one of the types of argument which 
we come across in the Press with re- 
gard to this matter. The correspon- 
dent does not think for a nioment what 
has got to be done with the 23 million 
pounds worth of eattle, the 8 million 
pounds worth of bacon, thc 11 million 
pounds worth of poultry, and the 6 
million pounds worth of butter, which 
we export each year. Docs he mean to 
suggest tliat the consuming capacity of 
the inhabitants will be so great that 
wherever we cotisumed one cow in the 
past we will consumc two in t.he future, 
and that wherever we consumcd one 
side o£ bacon wc can in the future con- 
sume threc? 

I am of opinion that circumstances 
may arise when, as I said bcfore, agri- 
culturc may say it is willing to con- 
tributc its portion towards the estab- 
lishment of ccrtain industries. Refei- 
ence has been made to the consumer. 
I believe that all increased prices even- 
tually fall upon the consumer, and I 
bclieve that to all intents and purposes, 
in this country, the agriculturist, the 
farmcr and his worker, are the con- 
sumers that count. 

The other members of the com- 
munity are able, either by increasing 
the prices of the artieles they handle 
or l>y increasing the remuneration 
which they demand for their work, to 
force the extra cost upon some other 
indefinite members of the community, 
unlil eventually the cost falls upon the 
producer for export—the farmer. Thc 
farmer cannot place this cost upon the 
shoulders of any other person; he must 
bear it. He cannot sen4 his produce 
across to the English market and say: 
“ This has gone up 25 per cent. on ac- 
count of the increased rates, the in- 
creased wages, the increased cost of 
production, due to Protection. ,> He 
may send*his produce across and say 
that, but it will not get him a half- 
penny more in a foreign market. For 
that reason I maintain that all this in- 
creased cost falls upon the industry 
which produfees for export. That, in 
the main, is the farming industry in 
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this conntry, and if Protection is to be 
established it will have to be estab- 
lished at the expense of agriculture. 

Such being the case, I would sug- 
gest that thc Government should have 
this matter considered in all its phases, 
and every possible opportunity should 
be givcn for discussion. They should 
not allow theinselves to be stampeded, 
as it is evident eft'orts are being madc 
at the present t.ime to stampede the 
country into a protectionist policy. A 
cool and a cautious examination of 
every phase of the problem should take 
place, and wc shouldmot be rushed to 
any conclusions. Speaking for myself, 
and on behalf of eertain members of 
the agricultural (*ommunity, I would 
say that if agriculture can be placed 
in a position where it is free and able 
to do its part. in the establishment of 
other industries, we will not stand 
baek, and we will not grudge tho eall I 
upon our purse. But that day bas n(ft * 
yet eome. The agrieultural industry is 
in a dire condition. It never has been 
worse, and I believe t.hat the energies 
(vf the eountry and the energios of the 
írovermnent should be devoted to es- 
tablishing and maintaining this indus- 
try upon the foundation that is neees- 
sary. If we altempt to build up a 
superstrueture of proteetive indust.ries 
upon a rotten and fragile base, we will I 
find that that base will erumble, and 
l)ring down wit.h it the superstrueture 
avc have raised. In eonneetion Avith 
the industry of agriculture, there are 
many possibilities for enlargement., and 
for additional employment. I believe 
we should rather eoncentrate upon im- 
j>roving this industry, and upon build- 
ing up in eonneetion with it. the nu- 1 
merous subsidiarv industries whieh are 
possible. Agrieulture is our greatest 
natural resouree, and if we would at- 
tempt to emutate the example of other 1 
eountries, I think we eould for a con- 
siderable time absorb our growing 
population, and find employment for 
thcm in agriculture and its subsidiary 
branehes. 

Mr. MacBRIDE : Tt is always a plea- 
sure to listen to the fervid oratory of 
the Deputy from Cavan, even 
5 o’cloch'. when he propounds suclt a 
wom-out doctrine as t.hat 


of Protection. Realising the weakness. 
of his arguments and the hopelessness. 
of his advocacy, Deputy Milroy tried to 
throAv a glamour over the system—in. 
fact to delude the members of the Dáil 
by his display of eloquence, in which. 
he ranged the world over, trying to 
íind proofs to aid him in the imposi- 
tion of a worn-out, medieval theory on 
the long-suffering peopíe of this 
country. Eventually, he wound up by 
aslving the. Dáil to admire the practices. 
of the, no doubt, progressive and law- 
abiding Republics of Central America, 
and the West Indies, and the West 
Coast oí Africa. The Commissioners , ' 
estimate of the capacitv of the busi- 
ness-lords in the Saorstát is not very 
tlattering. But was not the estimate 
justiíied by the attempt oí the Irish 
manufacturers to prove that a tariff 
could be imposed and the price of 
labour erushed down at. the same time?' 
Arthur Griflith has been quoted. 
Arthur Griffith’s opinion was that Irish 
manufacturers should get a preferenee. 
everytliing else boing equal. Under 
Protection I Avould remind members of 
the Dáil that rieh men become richer 
quickly, and all at the expense of the 
community, and that- there is nothing 
surer under the sun than that the pro- 
tected pay for the proteetion. What, 
constitutes the prieo of au article? It 
is the original pricc paid for the artiole, 
plus the tariff, and it is upon this basis 
that all the eharges are calculated. 
Can any man prove to rne that a manu- 
faeturer or merchant ean sell any 
article more cheaply simply because he 
pays more dearlv for it? It is quite 
impossible. The real eontention of the 
manufacturer is that the communi1y 
should extend to them protection and 
at the same time that they should pay 
to the workman 2d. in order to buy a 
4d. loaf. In Free Trade eountries a 
workman can procure the products of 
other eountries at a cheap rate. Often 
t.hey may be cheaper than t.he consumer 
could buy them in the eountry of manu- 
facture. You can buy butter in Lon- 
don, Dublin, Glasgow, or Liverpool, 
more cheaply than you can buy it in 
Paris. The United States has been 
quoted, but thé United States is a 
world in itself, and there is Free Trade 
between the States of the United 
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# >States. They have a population of 
<over 150 million, and therefore the 
eomparison is not just. Notwithstand- 
ing that they have tariffs in the United 
States on tíax and linen, they are not 
able to produce linen equal to that 
manufaetured in Ireland. Every 
oountry can produce some special 
article better than any other country. 
Notwithstanding Protection, America 
annot produce shipping economically, 
nor can France. It is asked why the 
tariff is not taken off tea. The Revenue 
'Conimissioners would tell you that tea 
is such a very extensive article of con- 
Munption in Great Britain and Ireland 
.that it is very much chcaper ajnl more 
coiivenient to collect t-he tax from tea 
than anything else. Vou must 
remember that tea is not an article of 
consumption in other countries. I 
rcmember when I used to go to Paris 
there werc only three tea shops in thc 
whole of thc city. I believe since the 
war there are considerably more. 
Scandinavian countries have been 
(juoted as examples of Protection. But 
is it really Protection t.hat makcs 
Scandinavian countries prosperous ? 
It is not. It is the invisible imports 
that make Nonvay prosperous. It is 
the timber trade, the iron trade and the 
engineering tracíe—all cxport trades— 
that make Sweden prosperous. It is 
the engineering trade and the despised 
professor, particularly the agricultural- 
research professor, that lufve made 
i)enmark prosperous. 

Dumping is a very convenient word, 
but people never considcr what real 
'dumping is. Real dumping is the sell- 
ing of an article in anothcr place, 
mavbe in another country, at less price 
than it takes to produce it. Thus, iE 
an article takcs 50«. to produce in Man- 
ehester, and was brought here and sold 
for 30s., well that is real dumping. The 
•dumping for w’hich the Safeguarding 
of Industries Act was passed in order 
to protect certain manufactures is not 
real dumping at' all. It. is a state of 
t rade that arises really f rom the 
abnormal condition of the Exchange. 
Now, real dumping will not continue 
for any length of time. Real dumping 
will take place when the manufacturer 
has produced more than he should pro- 
«cluee, and in a falling market, tries to 


sell it for anything he gets outside his 
own door or in another country. 

The exodus from Australia has been 
quoted, and the imposition of the tariff 
some years after the exodus, as an 
example of the revival from protection. 
What brought about the exodus in 
Australia was thc working out of thc 
gold diggings. That was what brought 
about the exodus. After some time, 
when those great big mining companies 
| carne into being and stimulated other 
| works, thc peoplc flockcd back again. 
j That is really what made the industries 
! prospcr thcre. Now it has been argued 
| that under Protection new tírms will 
eome to Ireland. That is what we 
might expeet. Firms will not pay a 
high tariff when they can make the 
goods in the eountrv. What will be the 
result ? All the sniall Irish tírms in the 
same iudustry vvill join the combinc, 
or eise be wiped out, and the whole 
trade will go to the new firms, who will 
all be foreign fírms. Germany has been 
({uoted as to thc effects of Protection. 
Was it Protection that made Germapv 
prosperous? It was no such thing. It 
; was thc despiscd Professor that. made 
j Germanv prosper. It was the hard 
work and research of the German Pro- 
fessor which, cornbined with the 
skill of the business-man, made 
Germanv prospcrous. Protection had 
nothing whatever to do with it. It was 
the Professor brought about prosperity, 
he and the business-man. I do not 
think that I can say vcry much more 
on the subject. I have said all I 
wanted to say in the matter. But I 
would like those who argue about Pro- 
tection to look to those Protected coun- 
tries in Europe rather than to the 
United Statcs. We are more connected 
with Europe than with the United 
States. Now, if we look to Europe, is 
the standard of living better in Pro- 
teeted countries or in Free Trade coun- 
tries? No, the argument is againsi 
Protection, because food and accommo- 
dation and living are cheaper in the 
Free Trade countries. The working- 
man buys his food cheaper. In a Pro- 
tected Vountry everything is dearer. 
The food you eat, the clothes you wear, 
everything is dearer in the Protected 
countries, and even thc celebrated boot 
factory that is to be established in 
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Cavan, and which is to make of Cavan 
a new E1 Dorado, would not convince 
me or anyone that Proteetion is neces- 
sary in this country. 

Mr. P. HOGAN (Minister for Agri- 
culture) : I had not the advantage of 
listening to this debate which is being 
concluded, I hope, this evening. Per- 
haps that may be too optimistic. I read 
most of the debate, and while I join 
with other Deputies who congratulated 
Deputy Milroy on his industry, I wish 
to deprecate the unjustifiable and ill- 
tempered references to the distin- 
guished men who are members of the 
Fiscal Committee. These references 
were absolutely uncalled for, and in the 
circumstances just a little bit foolish. 
Some of thc Committee were eeonomists 
of European reputation, and one of 
them happens to be the grcatest living 
authority, judging by his published 
works on Irish Economic History. So 
that the mere reference to Professors 
and innuendoes of that sort, and adjee- 
tives like malignant and sinister, gct 
us nowhere, and in the circumstances 
of the case are merely foolish. I 
thought that at this hour of the day, 
with the experience of other countries 
and other times at our disposal. that 
we would r(»ally be saved from a debate 
on such an unreal issue as Protection 
on one side, and Free Trade on the 
other. Tiiat issue is absolutely unreal. 
There is no use blaniing Cobden, and 
there is no use praising List. There are 
absolutely no Cobdenites now, and there 
is only one List or one Chamberlain 
to-day, and that seems to be I)eputy 
Milroy. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Harold Cox is a 
('obdenite. 

Mr. HOGAN : There are no Cob- 
denites that count. 

Mr. DAVIN : What about Deputy 
Gorey ? 

Mr. P. HOGAN : There are no Cob- 
denites, and I repeat it, there is only 
one List. It is also simply a waste of 
time to refer to other countries and 
their analogies and all that sort of 
thing. 


Mr. MILROY: Why? 

Mr. HOGAN: Deputy Milroy asked 
me why. I will tell him as shortly and 
as simply as I can all these analogiea 
are false. 

Mr. MILROY : Question. 

Mr. P. HOGAN : America is a country 
that has prospered under Protection 
aiul without Free Trade—prospered in- 
dustrially. England is a country that 
has prospered with Free Trade and 
without Protection. That is really the 
position put in the simplest Avay. The 
real fact of thc matter is that you can 
only discuss this qucstion of Protection 
or Free Trade by reference to a par- 
ticular tax, by reference to a particular 
tarift* on a particular article of import 
in the particular country at a particular 
time and taking all the particular eir- 
cumstances into account. That is thc 
only intelligent way we could discuss 
it. I did think that in the year 1924, 
with experience at our disposal, that 
we would have realised that, and that 
we would be saved from the hot argu- 
ment and the hot air and the useless 
argument of sucli an unreal issue as 
Protection and 'Free Trade. Now, I 
want to repeat that. Deputy Johnson 
put the point in another Avay. He said 
the business of a statesman or a poli- 
tician is to do the bcst thing possible 
for his country. lt means this—I do not 
profess fo quote his exact words— 
to do the best for a given country in 
givcn circumstances at a given time. I 
agree. In other words, you can only 
discuss references to Free Trade by a 
concrete cxample. If you want to in- 
dulge in generalities, there are one or 
two general principles that we can all 
agree on. The first is the resolution, or, 
I should say rather, the latter part of 
the resolution. In fact, really the whole 
of the resolution, “ and examine the 
problem in the broadest possible aspect, 
due regard being taken of all the fac- 
tors afifccting thc general well-being of 
thc Saorstát. ,, We all agree to that; 
we are all Cobdenites, and we are alí 
Lists, and we are all Protectionists and 
Free Traders for the purpose of that 
resolution. That is a generality with 
which we all can agree. I doubt if there 
is a single Deputy in the Dáil who wiH 
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venture to disagree with that pious 
aspiration of Deputy Milroy’s. The 
second general principle affects the 
othcr side—perhaps it follows from the 
íirst. I stated quite simply that it is 
not the business of any Government or 
State to proteet inefficiency. These are 
the only two principles left unchal- 
lenged at this hoiar of the day in con- 
ncction with Pree Trade or Tariff Re- 
form. Very well, then, let us come to 
the question as far as \ve can and as it 
affects Ireland in the present circum- 
stances. 

Now, the first. fact which we must re- 
member in consideríng whether we will 
irnpose a tariff on any article of import 
or protect any existing industries or 
protect the birth of any possible poten- 
tial industry in the country, is that 
agriculture is our main industry, that 
in fact for all practical purposes if you 
take beer and whiskey which are partly 
agricultural products and if you in- 
clude thein just for the sake of using 
one, or to cover both, it is the only 
industry Avorth talking about. In fact 
it is so important at the present 
moment, and in the existing eir- 
cumstances, that every other con- 
sideration fades into comparative 
insignifieance. That is the first faet. 

I wonder if any T)eputy or any Party 
will deny that. What are the figures? 
They are these—68 per cent. of the 
exports of the Free State are agricul- 
tural products; 13 per cent. of the ex- i 
ports of the Free State are beer, 
whiskey and tobaceo. Take these 
figures. Am I overstating the case | 
wíien I say, therefore, that over 75 per 
cent. of the exports of the Froc State 
are agricultural products? Tf over 75 
per cent. of the exports are agricul- 
turaj products am I right when I say 
tbat certainly 80 per ecnt. of the wealth 
of the country is agricultural products? | 

Mr. JOHNSON: Perhaps the Mini- 
ster would allow us to have the figures 
so that we could confirm or deny them 
—conld he arrange with his Depart- 
ment to have the figures publishod? 

. Mr. H06AN: The figures are pub- 
lished. I did not get them from my 
Department. I confirmed them in my 
Department. Before coming to a de- 


] bate like this on the future fiscal policy 
of the country, I thought. Deputies 
would have taken the trouble of getting 
thc facts in regard tó our industries, 
especially in view of the fact that it 
is generally known that there is 
one industry which is far more import- 
ant than any other from the point of 
i view of wealth production. I will give 
| the Deput.y the figures. 

Mr. JOHNSON: On the general 
l statement. I am quite sure the Dáil 
j agrees with you, but the desire very 
| generally cxpressed is that the Statisti- 
I cal Department. will get to work and 
I Jet us have all these figures available. 

| Mr. GOREY : As they used to. 

Mr. JOHNSON : Yes, as they used to. 

Mr. HOGAN : The Deputy admits 
, that those are'the figures. Well, that 
i is a hard fact from which we ean start. 

| off. It is one of those factors whieh 
Deputy Milroy wishes us to take into 
account, due regard being taken of all 
, the factors affecting the general well- 
j being of the Free State. That, factor is 
i of considerable importance. What pro- 
duces 80 per cent. of the wealth of the 
eountry is a thing which we should 
take seriously into account. 

That is the first factor. What is the 
soVond ? The particular industry to 
which I am referring produces 80 per 
ccnt. of the wealth of the country, un- 
der conditions which ar.e seriously un- 
economic. That is a matter which the 
Government, the Farmers ’ Party, and 
the Labour Party, and, in fact, every- 
body must take seriously. That indus- 
try is producing under conditions 
whieh are seriously uneconomic. 

Mr. DAVIN: Why? 

Mr. HOGAN : Does not the Deputy 
know. Is this the first time he has 
heard that? 

Mr. DAVIN : I know, yes. 

Mr. HOGAN: I intended to tell the 
Dcpuíy, and I am glad he asked the 
questiqji. I might be charged with re- 
pcating what I said here often. The 
Deputy asked me why. Well, the mat- 
ter is simple. I will try and state it in 
terms which you can consider with uir- 
animity, by putting the figures against 
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myseU*. The cost of living figure is 80 
per cent. over pj*e-war. That is to say, 
what the farmer has to buy in order to 
live, is 80 pcr cent. over pre-war in 
price. Deputy Johnson shakes his 
head. I quite agree that it is a little 
highei* than the ordinary eost of living 
figure, bid I do not want to enter into 
contentious details whieh have nothing 
to do with the i*ea1 point. 1 can easilv 
prove it from reeords kept 1>y the De- 
partment of Agrieulture. 1 wanted to 
state a íigure which would be non-eon- 
tentious. I did not inquire what the 
cost of living figure for the last three 
weeks was; it may have fallen to 79 
per cent, but I am quite surc I witl not 
be taken up on a point like tliat. A 
round figure like 80 per cent. is easier 
to deal with. 

What the farmer has to buv in order 
to live costs 80 per cent. over pre-war. 
What the fartncr has to pay in order to 
produee—I want to put the case ab- 
so1utely against myself—is between 80 
and 100 per cent. It is not lower than 
80 on the average, and probab1y not 
higher than 100. Perhaps 80 per eent. 
would be an under statement? Wbat 
is the index íigure for the pricc whieh 
thc farmer receivcs for his producc? I 
will put it at 40 per cent. That is the 
maximum. I hope that answcrs De- 
puty Davin. He niay not agree with 
me. but I call it producing under ab- 
solutely uneconoraic eonditions. Thc 
wcalth that pays tlu 1 lawyer, shop- 
keeper, doctor, jonrnalist, politician. 
and all the rest, is beincr produeed to 
the extent of 80 per ccnl. under eondi- 
tions 1ike that. That is the present 
economie condition of this country, and 
thtse are hard facts. Do not let us 
Have any adjectives about it. If any- 
body wants to deny tbose facts let him 
produce figures. 

When we are discussing a very im- 
portant question like a change of the 
whole fiscal policy of our country we 
should, at least, if we are worthy of 
the name of a Parliament, take cognis- 
ance of a fact of that kind. I make no 
apology for referring to it.. It is one 
of the factors that raust be taken into 
account, and it is certainly one of the 
factors which Deputy Milroy wishes to 
have due rcgard to. Deputy Milroy 
talked about pastoral eonditions. I 


thought I was reading Keats. lle talks 
| about a land of graziers, of the shep- 
herds and shepherdesses playing under 
the trees in a sort of Arcadia. lt was 
suggested by Deputy Milroy and 
Deputy Sears that not only did they 
wish to protect the industry, but. they 
wished to protect the agriculturist. 
We are at one there, for so do I. De- 
puty Milroy’s speech was in very, 
general terms. Ilis suggestion, un- 
doubtedly, was that if we adopted a 
comprehcnsive system of protection, 
this country would develop from bcing 
what it is at the prescnt monient, at 
least, aeeording to him, and I think 
l)eputy Johnson made a somcwhat 
similar suggostion, that. the countrv 
will turn from beiug a pastoral countrv 
into a countrv where you will have til- 
lage, industry, with every inan work- 
ing his own land, turning out his own 
grain and roots and vegrlables—in 
faet, that you will change it from a 
pastoral countrv to a tillagi* countrv. 
That was the suggestion, that was whar 
was to result. l'rom a comprehensive 
system ot* protoetion. Deputy Johnson 
made much the same point. He asked 
what was the article we. could produee 
more efficiently, more satisfactorily, 
more cheaplv in eomparison with sirui 
lar articles from any otlier eountry 
and he said the historv of thc eountrv 
supplies the answer. Store eattle aud 
grass-fod beef. And his eonelusion is 
that oiu* enorgios as u nation should be 
directed to producing in increased 
quantities that which we ean produee 
most effieientlv, more satisfaetorilv. 
more eheaplv namely, store catt.le an l 
grass-fed beef. The suggestion isjhat 
that is what. free tradc has done and 
will eontinue to do, and that if you 
adopt Protection you will liave th í 
opposite. * 

It is tillage that is suggested in 
I)eputy Milroy’s speech and Deputy 
Sears' speeches. They never made the 
slighbst attempt to explain how a com- 
prehcnsive system of protection is going 
to increasc tillage. That is the dilemma 
which Deputy Johnson put up, too, but 
it is a false dilemma. The suggestion 
is that our most efficient farmer is rais- 
ing all stores and grass-fed beef. He is 
not. That is not. a fact, and it is not 
the most effieient aspect of farming. 
Deputy Johnson’s premisc is false, and, 
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therefore, his conclnsion is no good. 
It is not a fact, and it is not 
efficient farming by itselí*. Everv 
farmer ki:ows that, and, therefore, anv 
inferences that he draws from that 
statement are not good. The raising oí: 
grass-fed beef though an extrerncly 
important part of thc industry, is at 
present small—it is a by-product oí the 
great daiiy industry. Anyone who 
knows anything about farming knows 
that, and as the dairy industry gets 
morc and more cfficient, as I hopc it 
will, the less stores and the lesx grass- 
fed beef you will have in the countrv. 
So that. dilemma is unrcal; it means 
nothing; it is based upon a F alse pi*e- 
mise. 

Mr. MILROY; Is thc Minister implv- 
ing that ho is refuting some point, be- 
cause I nevor made any sucli point ? 

Mr. HOGAN: No, I quoted it from a 
speech of í)eputy Johnson's. The gen- 
eral suggestion oC I)eputy Milrov and 
Deputy Sears was tliat a (*omprehensive 
svstem of Proteotion would lead to an 
increase in lillage, and that is equallv 
false. 

Mr. MILROY : IVove it. 

Mr. HOGAN: Oh, certainly. Let us 
not be at eross purposes. My state- 
ment is that thc immediate effect of a 
eomprehonsive system of proteetion 
would lead to an inerease in prices. I 
wonder does Deputy Mih‘oy denv that. 
He interruptod me a good many times, 
but he did not deny that. OL* course, 
it is axiomatic. After all, why do 
cxisting industries want Proteetion ? 
Beeause they eamiot sell at the saine 
price as their competitors, and they 
want to bc put in a position to sell at a 
littlo higher priee; that is all that tluuv 
is in it. But remembcr, I say the im- 
mediate effcct, T do uot say that ulti- 
mately it may not adjust itsclf. That 
may be, and it dcpends upon effieieney, 
hard worlc, and upon the intelligenee 
of the peoplc in the industrics that are 
protectcd; but we need not go into that 
ifor a moment. It is quite possible that 
ultimatcly things. may adjust them- 
selves; indeed, not only is it possibl 
but with anything like efficiency, it is 
probable, and that you will get your 
goods at the same price in a protceted 


l country. That is, after all, a first prin- 
ciple of the question. But I am saying 
first that the immediate cffect of Pro- 
teetion would mean an increase of 
prices, and that. to say a comprehen- 
sive system of Protection woulú mean 
an increase in prices is simply axio- 
matic. When I say “ irnmediate and 
ultiniate,” I am not thinking of a time 
far ahead. I am really only thinhing 
of this year and next vcar, and these 
are thc vital years from the point of 
view of the agricultural industrv 
which is producing 80 pcr cent. of the 
wealth of the eountry and under the 
j conditions that 1 explained. Now any- 

■ bodv interested in agriculture when 
1 ashed: “ Do we wish for a eomprehen- 
| sive svstem of Protectiou, M can only 

■ have onc answer, and that is that lt W 7 e 
do not. ,> 

Mr. DAVIN: Does the Miuister when 
í he refers to wo ” mcan the (íovern- 
im*nt ! 

Mr. HOGAN: I oxplainod wliat “wo” 

! means. 1 said ])eople intorostcd in agri- 
j culture. You can put any interprL.ta- 
j tion vou liko upon it, even to inelude 
! the Ijabour Party. 

Mr. DAVIN: And the Farmors , 
Partv. 

i 

! Mr. HOGAN: \>s, obviously that is a 
! clcar inforoucc. Wc cannot agreo on 
any eomprehensive system of proteetive 
tariffs. A.ák the dairv farmer of thc 
South does lio want to have an import 
duty put upon his fertilizers. his feed- 
ing stuffs, his agrieultural maehinory? 
Persuadc f he dairv farmer or auy other 
work*ing farmor that you can think oí! 
that if thero is an import duty put upon 
his cotton cake and his palm nut cake 
and his fcrtilizcrs and machiuery that 
he wiil buv them eheaper under Pro- 
tection than at present. 

Mr. GOREY: And vou mav add his 
boots and his clotlies. 

Mr. HOGAN: Yes, but one thing at 
1 a timo. The suggestion is that we are 
going to keep out foreign corn and 
feeding stuffs, and then that we will 
1 have this countrv under the plough in 
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no time. There was no ilistinet state- 
ment made/but tliat was suggested. 

Mr. MILROY: From whom? 

Mr. HOGAN: From Deputy Milroy, 
for one. We will be glad to hear him 
repudiate it if he so wishes. 

Mr. MILROY : Will ihc Minister for 
Agrieulture. quote from my speech an 
extraet that gives that implieation. 

Mr. HOGAN: Quoting from Deputy 
Milroy\s speeeh to give ground for a 
partieular implication is rather a tall 
order. beeause the whole burden of the 
speech when he rcferred to agriculture 
was, “ We will keep out this foreign 
stuff . 9 9 

Mr. MILROY : Will the Minister 
quote the passage? 

Mr. HOGAN : I am not equal now to 
that effort. 

Mr. MILROY : l think 1 am cntitlcd, 
when eertain inferences are drawn 
from my words, to have these words 
quoted and to indicate whether that im- 
plication can be drawn. 

Professor O’SULLIVAN : Can we not 

object to the whole of Deputy Milroy’s 
speech being read over again? 

Mr. HOGAN: Deputy O’Sullivan has 
put the point. It would be neccssary 
to read the whole speech. Deputy 
Milroy suggested that Ireland was 
the fruitful mother of flocks and 
herds, and that was beeause of 
Free Trade, and he was right. We are 
not now goiug into past history. Ile 
was right that it was because qf the 
poliey since the Union, but that is no 
good to us to-day. He also talked of 
the necessity for inoreased tillage and 
giving more work. Let him contradict 
me if I am vvrong thcre. 

I am not straining the case 
very far when I say that his whole 
suggestion was that if we could keep 
out the foreign feeding stuffs, fer- 
tilizers and foreign machinery, that it 
would lead to an increase in tillage in 
this country. I wish to make this point 
elear. If you put an import duty up- 
on feeding stuffs and plaee a compre- 
hensive duty on fertilizers and agri- I 


cultural machinery you will increase 
their pricc. You must increase their 
price but it may be only for a year or 
two, but these are the critical two 
years. Are you seriously now telling 
the farmers of Ireland that they are to 
pay higher over-head charges for the 
next two years, and if you are, then 
what are you going to give them in 
exchange ? These are factors you must 
take into account and these are factor» 
referred to in that resolution which 
we are asked to vote for. 

Now, the fact is that the sudden 
adoption of a comprchensive system of 
tariffs would put the farmers out of 
tillage. The dairy farmer. who is a 
mixed farmer, feeds his stock on a eer- 
tain amount of home-grown feeding, 
and a certain amount of foreign food, 
and if you tell him suddenly he will 
get no more foreign food because of 
the inereased price, I tell you that 
with the conditions he will find himself 
burdened; if he has to pa.y a further 
high price for his over-hcad charges I 
know what he will do, and I know what 
I would do. If the prices for tho far- 
mers are made higher without any 
eountervailing advantage, he will 
simply have to sell out, sell his cattle 
and go into grass, and he would simply 
have to struggle along until good times 
come again, and incur as few over-head 
charges as possible. None of us wants 
to see that. 

This is not a debate on agricultural 
poliey. If such mcasures were pro- 
posed to be put into operation without 
the intelligent co-operation of .the far- 
mers of the eountry we would not be 
able to avoid driving them out of til- 
lage. That will be the effect on agri- 
culture, and I am merely examining 
the specific remedy for agricultural de- 
pression at the moment and the specific 
proposed by Deputy Milroy and agreed 
to by other Deputies. The fact is that 
the simple position at the moment, 
without going to America or Nigeria, 
or any other country for drawing 
analogies, without examining the writ- 
ings of Frederick List or Cobden, or 
the Manchester School, or any of the 
various authorities—the fact is that we 
eould not at the present moment adopt 
any policy which would seriously inter- 
fere and injuriously affect the pfesent 
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overhead eharges and other charges in 
connection with agriculture. We could 
not do anything which would injure 
agriculture. . I am not saying for a 
moment that it may not be possible, 
even now, at this stage of our affairs, 
to select u system of protective tariffs 
whieh will help to develop certain in- 
dustries in this country without seri- 
ously affecting the position of the 
farmer or affecting the position of the 
íarmer to any extent. I think it can 
be done, and I hope it can be done. 
Everyone admits the necessity of a 
policy aiming at the absorption of the 
increasing population and the popula- 
tion which is bound to increase in this 
country. Everyone admits that the 
national economy at the present mo* í 
ment is lopsided, and that it is neces- 
sary to develop the industrial vside. We 
all admit that, and, as I said, I believe 
it is quite possible to make a beginning 
now, but we must be very careful, ancí 
it must be made with full realisation 
of the fact that the next year or the 
next two years will be the critical 
yeaT’s for the industry which pro- 
duees praetically the whole of th 3 
national wealth of the country. | 

No poliey, aimed at developing a | 
fcw industries which do not exist in j 
the country at the present moment. ! 
can be allowed by any sensiblc men 
to seriously affect the position of I 
the one great industry which we have. j 
That is my position in the matter. ‘ 
Speaking from the point of view purely j 
of the agriculturist, 1 do not believe j 
that the intelligent farmer in this eoun- j 
try is unaware of the possibilities of 
gradually developing an alternativ. 
market to one or other of the various { 
markets which he has at the present í 
raoment. I believe that the farmers of 
the country hope to see the industrial 
side of the country developed. I be- 
lieve they appreciate the advantages to 
themselves, apart altogether from the 
(luestion of unemployment, of having 
the industrial side fully developed. j 
But safety íirst. We niust lav our j 
foundations absolutely securely first, ! 
and the foundation of this State at the 
present moment is agriculture. Agri- 
eulture must be placcd on a firm and 
unassailable foundation before we in- 
dulge in any experiments. I say all 
that, while fully conscious that even at 


tht; moment we can make a beginning. 
We can pick out articles, even articles 
of food—I do not want to go into de- 
tails—we can pick out articles which 
could be protected, which would do a 
good turn to Irish industries, which 
would do good for th(‘ unemployed, and 
whieh would ]iot affect agrieulture. 
But we must proceed slowly. It is- 
only when our poliey. with the co- 
operation of the farmers of the coun- 
try, has placed agriculture in a some- 
what better position than it is now, 
that we can afford to take any risks in 
that direetion, and only then. As I 
said. this ]*esolntion itself is quite in- 
nocuous. We can all agree with it, and 
pevsonally I propose to vote for it. 

Mr. DAVIN: I do not propose, in tho 
vcry few observations I have to make 
on this motion, to say anything that 
would be calculated to rush the Gov- 
ernment into the sudden adoption of a 
eomprehensive policy of Protection. 
Tliat was rather insinuated in the state- 
ments that were made by Dcputy 
Heffernan. í do not think that the 
statement tliat was madc by Deputy 
Johnson had that desire hchind it. As 
regards the statement that has been 
made by Deputy Johnson, l wish to sa.y 
that I am in eomplcte and thorough 
agreement witli it. President Cosgrave, 
on the 15th June last, in dealing with 
the setting up of this Fiscal Commit- 
tce, stated:— 

Tt is the facts aml not the poliey 
which the Committee is intended to 
determine. Every proposition that 
is advanced will bc examined solely 
with a view to aseertain and to in- 
form the community as to all the 
faets. Tlie Committee is not expected 
to advoeate policy. That- will be a 
matter for the people and the Gov- 
ernment wlien they have the facts 
beforo them. ,, 

I contend that no one from the Gov- 
ernment Benehes who has yet spoken 
has given us all the facts, which I think 
it is the duty of the Government to give 
before they ask this Dáil to come to a 
dcfinite conclusion with regard to this 
question of Protection. We have had 
an Imperial Conference during the last 
six or seven months. It was attended 
by five or six Ministers, and by two 
ordinary members of this Dáil. It is 
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strange to say, and I think everybody 
will agree if they go over the names 
oí* these Ministers and members who 
attended that eonference, that not one 
of the Ministers who represented the 
Free State, or not one of the ordinary 
members, or not one of the offieials 
who, of course, cannot speak here, has 
yet madc any statement with regard to 
the proposals which are st.ated to have 
been approved of at that conference. I 
read during thc week a statemcnt made 
bv the Chancellor of the Exchequer in 
the recent. debate in the British House 
which ended in the funeral of the Tory 
Government. Spealdng of this ques- 
tion of Imperial preference he said:— 
‘ ‘ Thc country rejected our pro- 
posals, not beeause they objected to 
Protcction—I havc found no one who 
objected to Protection, and certainly 
no Labour inan—but because t,hey 
were afraid that with Protection 
there would come dearer priccs, and 
because they had not had time to 
assimilate tlic truth that in every 
other country in the world whcrc 
Protection is in force thc results tliey 
feared have not, in fact, taken placc. 
I wish to say a few words on the 
question of Impcrial preference. 
which, it is true, does not affect thc 
question of emplovment to-day, and 
perhaps will affect it but little to- 
morrow or next year, but some time 
'in the future, and maybe not in the 
very distant future, is going to liave 
a profound effect. upon the state of 
trade and employment. in this 
*ountry. I want to ask Mr. Thomas, 
if he assumes office, not hastily to dis- 
miss proposals which have nothing 
whatever to do with the general ques- 
tion of a general tariff, but which 
were arrived at. after discussion with 
representatives of the Dominions, in 
íull agreement with them, and with 
their full and enthusiastic approval. 
I ask him not to reject these pro- 
posals out of anv pedantic theories. ,, 
I contend what has taken place at 
that Imperial Conference at. wliich our 
Ministry was represented has some 
bearing upon the matter which is 
being discussed here to-day. I had the 
opportunity of listening to thc Prime 
Minister on last Monday night when 


he emphasised the statement in a man- 
ner which made me feel that there was 
some form of protection discussed at 
that Imperial conference, and that it 
was as a result of the discussion, and 
as a result of the decisions which were 
arrivcd at there, with the approval of 
our Ministcrs, and those who repre- 
sented us at the conference, that the 
British Govcrnment declared a dissolu- 
tion and went to the country. For that 
reason, and for othcr reasons, we are 
entitled, before this debate comes to a 
close, to havc a statement from some 
representativc of the Ministry as to 
what these proposals were, or as to 
what the decisions werc that were ar- 
lúved at. T do not intend to go into the 
general question of Protection or Freu 
Tradc. If I followed rightly the state- 
ment that. has been madc by Deputy 
Milroy, in the very eloquent address 
tliat he dclivered to the Dáil, I read 
into it something thtí late Arthur 
fJrifíith stood for. I felt after listening 
to him for two-and-three-quarter hours 
that I could describe him as a faithíul 
and ardent disciple of the late Presi- 
dent Arthur Griffith. 

One has to look back over the 
struggle for freedom that has taken 
place in this country to try and inter- 
pret for himself what was the real 
meaning of the people in fighting for 
political frcedom. They were not alto- 
gether led away in their enthusiasm for 
either the Home Rule Bill of 1914 or 
the Republican policy as against it at 
the moment. What mattered was not 
the label that. was going to be tiod on 
to the system of political freedom. 
When a very big section of the people 
of this country thought fit, and rightly 
thought fit, to oppose the milk and 
watec Home Rule Bill of 1914, it was 
because they believed that they had 
not, within the terms of that Bill, the 
freedom which they hoped to have, and 
which they believed thev should have 
in order to develop the industries of 
this country. That was their real rea- 
son in opposing the Home Rule Bill of 
1914. Having, therefore, fought for, 
and having lost many lives to get a 
greater freedom through the Treaty, I 
ask you, is it the position of thc pre- 
sent Government, or does it believe that 
the Frec State, having, by its very 
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nanie, givcn us all the political freedom 
we desire. that it should not use that 
íroedom in order to develop thc indus- 
tries of this country, wherever it may 
be thought. íit to do so, in certain acci- 
dental circumstances? 

Mr. HOGAN (Minister for Agricul- I 
ture) : Certainly. 

Mr. DAVIN : That was the real rea- 
son behind the people’s rninds in reject- j 
ing these mcasures which were termed 
measures of froodomS’ but the pro- 
posals of which contained nothinjí in t 
tho nature of freedom. 

The Fiscal Committee set up to deal 
with this matter wcre. by their terms of 
reference, prcvented from dcaling with 
it from th(‘ poiiit of view of policy— 
and perhaps ríghtly so. I)cputy Egan, 
in speahing on this question the other | 
day, gave all the reasons it was pos- ! 
sibb» for him to «ice against. the adop- , 
tion of a poliey of Protection, but he | 
told thc l)áil in the end—to the sui'- j 
prise, I think, of some of us—that al- 1 
though he gave those reasons in a long 
sj>eech against Protection, he had an 
open rnind on the whole matter. That > 
is not exactly the attitude adopted by | 
the Minister for Agriculture, though | 
having hcard the Minister, I think we | 
might describe Deputy Egan’s speech I 
as being on the same lines as the speech 
to whicii wc have just listened. 

Mr. HOGAN: Hear. hear. | 

i 

Mr. DAVIN : My real objeet in ris- | 
ing was to deal with a clause in the j 
Eeport concerning an industry which 
I believe has madc a case for Protec- 
t-ion. I refer to the furniture industry. 
My reason for bringing the malter up 
at the momcnt is, that an old Irish fur- 
niture industry, in existence for years 
in a big town in the const.ituency I 
liappen represent, has been actually 
crushed out of existencc by dumping 
from the othei" side. We have an in- 
dustry which gave employment to from 
380 to 450 workers, at. present closed 
down, and the workers trying to live 
on the dole. Clause 45 in the Report 
states:— 

Two witnesses were examined 
or behalf of the Irish Furniture 
M<r:ufacturers , Association. It ap- 
peared from the evidence of these 


witnesses that the furniturc-making 
industry is at present in an ex- 
tremely depressed condition; six 
large íirms havc closed down in the 
last few years and the surviving 
íiritis are all suffcring from depressed 
tradc. The eause of this statc of af- 
íairs is said to be the coinpetition of 
thc English furniture manufacturers, 
who produee under more favourable' 
ronditions, including large scale fac- 
tories and a supply of hereditary 
sldllcd labour. These English manu- 
facturers are alleged t.o have 
“ dumped ” extensively in Ireland 
in Ihe last t.wo vears. In contrast to 
l)is competitors the Irish manufac- 
turer labours under the disadvantage 
of a restricted market, a lack of 
skilled labour, and high railway 
rates. Cornplaint was also made of 
the exportation of uumanufactured 
Trish timber. Thesc» witnesses sug- 
gested a dut.y of thirty-three and 
ono-third per ccnt. on imported fur- 
niture, and belioved that the imposi- 
tion of such a duty would not raise 
the price of the Irish article. 

I have made up my mind definitely, 
after listening to a depntation of the 
employers and the workers, and after- 
wards to a deputation of the same kind 
whioh interviewed t.he responsible 
Minister, or his rcprcsentative, on this 
question, that a case has been made for 
somc kind of Protcction in that par- 
t.icular industry. Wc have heard the 
argument from many of those who havc 
spoken that Protection for this in- 
dustry, as well as for other industries, 
would mean an increase in the prices 
of the artic.les produced. I contend— 
and my main reason is the evidence 
submitted by the representatives of 
this trade to the Fiscal Committec*— 
that that does not arise and would not 
happen in this particular cas(», par- 
ticularly in view of the very definite 
assurance given by the Chairman of 
thc Furniture Manufacturers ’ Associa- 
tion. We have been told also that thc 
question of wages entered into the 
argument, and that it is as a result of 
high wages in this, as in other indus- 
tries, that we are unable to compete 
with those who are allcged to be dump- 
ing this particular class of furniture. 
It is rather strange that, in summaris- 
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ing the evidence on this particular 
matter, the Fiscal Committee did not 
give the actual íacts, as stated, in 
regard to the question of wages. I 
can scarcely imagine their reason for 
not doing so, beeause I think it was 
their duty to present the facts in this, 
as well as in every other case, as they 
were presented to them. They take 
the wages in this particular in«.lustry 
for Dublin and Cork, when, as cvery- 
body knows, the principal firms 
engaged in this industry, trying to keep 
their heads above water, do not come 
from either Dublin or Cork. I cannot 
understand why the Fiseal Committec 
should ignore the true facts as given i 
them in the evidenee submitted at the 
Inquiry. On the subject of wages, I 
quote from the verbatim report of the 
evidence:— 

The wages arc the same as paid 
in England?—Taldng an average the 
wages are very mueh thc same, but 
it is very hard to say they are the 
same because you have 1/9 in Liver- 
pool and 1/10 in Dublin. In Richill, 
which I do not t.hink comes into thc 
Free State, t,hey are only getting 
lOd. an hour. There is nothing in 
England at lOd. an hour. We (in 
Edenderry) arc on1y paying 1/5. 
That is the same as the Tligh 
Wycombe rate which I insisted upon. 

I think the Fiscal Committee ought 
not to have ignored statements of that 
kind, and led Deputies to 
6 o*clock. believe that wages in all 
pai*ts of the countrv were 
the same in this industry as in Cork 
and Dublin, being the onlv figures 
quoted. I have tried, therefore, to dis- 
abuse the minds of any Deputics of the 
idea that the absolute failure of this 
industry, as it is likely to be, is due to 
thc high wages alleged to exist here. 
The real position is that in the furni- 
ture business you have long-established 
firms in places like High Wycombc 
equipped with up-to-date plant and 
machinery, and able to turn out a par- 
ticular class of fumiture in mass pro- 
dúction. At present t,hey are able to 
manufacture 100 suites of furniture, sell 
50 of them in England at a fair profit, 
and dump thé remaining 50 in Ireland, 
to be sold at a lessei* price than they 


sell them in England. They are doing 
that at the moment in ordcr that it may 
destroy what appears to me to be an 
industry that is going down. Having 
destroyed it, and got a monopoly of the 
Irish market, they will be able to make 
their own price. Dealing with the 
qucstion of the cost, of articles and 
question of dumping, 1 quote further 
from the report of evidence:— 

Could you give us specific figures 
or price lists ?—I think we could if 
you requirc them. I came on an in- 
stance ycsterday of a London-made 
Sheraton suite selling in Dublin, car- 
riage paid, for £14. The nearest 
Free State price would be £24, but 
I am told that in England they have 
to pay £20 for that, same suite. 

That, notwithstanding the fact that the 
cost of Jabour is higher there than it is 
in Ireiand! [ ask the Minister to take 

thcse facts, which were submitted at the 
Fnquirv, into consideration, and to say 
whether a case has not been made for 
protcction in this partieular industiy. 

Deputy Heffernan, referring to the 
question of Protection, stated that if 
Protection was adopted as a general 
policy it would be likcly to force manu- 
facturers into this country, with the re- 
sult that five to ten million pounds—I 
think these were the figures—would go 
out of the country every year in divi- 
dends. I would far prefer to see five 
to ten million pounds going out in 
dividends than to see a whole lot of the 
money that we havc to pay for the 
article going out without leaving any 
of it in circulation in the country. I 
think that position does exist to a cer- 
tain extent in connection with the 
tobacco industry. We have, as a result 
of the duty that, was imposed on 
eigarettes from thc Ist April last, 
several firms—Players, and Wills, and 
others—coming into Dublin*and setting 
up faetories, and * setting thcm 
up not, I suppose, for the purpose of 
manufacturing cigarettcs for pleasure. 
I dare say they will get more than plea- 
sure out of the work in whicli they will 
be engaged here in the future. If that 
is one of the results, at any rate it will 
give employment to from 300 to 3,000 
workers, at from £3 to £5 per week, 
with the result that whatever is paid 
out in wages in the Free State comes 
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into eirculation and evcrybody has a 
whack out of it. Take that as against 
as at present, senditig all the moncy out 
<of the country so as to enable more 
Englishmen to be employed in that 
country. I am influenced in my atti- 
tude by my wish or desire to keep as 
rnuch of the wealth of the nation in cir- 
culation within the Free State so that 
this State in its infancy will be enabled 
to build itself up on a most permanent 
and solid foundation. Deputy MacBride 
said that the late President Arthur 
(rriflith was in íavour of a prcfcrence 
for Irish goods, all other things being 
equal. I think tliat there can be no such 
thing as a quality in this matter. 

Everybody who knows anything of 
the nature of Irish industry will agree 
that things are not equal in as far as 
we have not the same machinery, nor 
plant, nor business methods ot' manage- 
ment, nor experience at our disposal as 
they have in England for generations. 
I think what he meant was when we in 
Ireland are asked to buv a certain 
article we sltould buy an Irish article, 
provided that the price and other 
things were equal. Now, with regard 
to the particular question to which l 
have rcferred, I do not think that the 
putting of a proteetive tarifl' on furni- 
ture that has been adniitted into the 
eountry would increase the cost of liv- 
ing. We have the duty that was im- 
posed upon motor cars since the Ist 
April last, and surely there is no one 
in An Dáil will contend that that has 
any considerable effect generallv on the 
cost of living. It may have had an 
effect upon the cost of high living of 
people who are in thc habit of buying 
motor cars, and who have had the 
pleasure of using them. But so far as 
the general body of workers are con- 
cerned, so far as the masses of thc 
people are conccrned, it has not had, 
so far as I know, any effect in increas- 
ing the cost of living. People who 
claim, and I think they have a right to 
claim, that they have a right to pro- 
tection, do claim that they wanted it 
for a limited period and for a good 
reason. They say that a particular in- 
dustry has.never arrived at the stage 
which would enable it to have a lot of 
money put into it by the owners in 
order to develop it properly. That 
refers particularly to the fumiture in- 


dustry. It has been claimed that if 
they got protection for the limited 
period of two years they would be able 
to compete on fair terms which they 
did not have up to this in so far as 
they would be able to have capital to 
put into their business, and lay down 
new plant. At the end of that period 
they would be able to compete with 
all eomcrs. In the furniture industry 
it is stated that £1,000,000 worth of 
furniture is dumpcd into this country 
every year. There is supposed to be 
£2,000,000 purchased within the coun- 
try. 

If the Cíovernment’s proposals as 
to housing are carried out, the re- 
sult will be that thousands and 
thousands of houses will be pro- 
vided within the next few years. 
People who are now living in flats and 
tenemeiits will be moving into houses, 
and they will be buying furniture, and 
I say, therefore, that this is a very ap- 
propriate time for the Government to 
givc protection to this particular in- 
dustrv. The question of skilled labour 
has been also referred to. I am informed 
that in the case of the furniture 
tradt 4 two out of every three skilled 
workers are now walking the streets 
of Ihc town idle, or else they leave and 
go to England or clsewhere and find 
work. So that there is no lack at the 
present time of skilled labour in that 
direction. It is also argued by the 
Fiseal Committee that by giving pro- 
tection to certain industries they 
would be taking labour from the agri- 
cultural section of the community. I 
think there is enough unemployed effi- 
cient unskilled labour in Ireland at, the 
present time to put into any industry 
without interfering with the people who 
are employed in agricultural labour, so 
that that argument falls to the ground 
so far as Ireland is concerned. With 
the dcvelopmcnt oí agriculture, and the 
splitting up of thc big ranches whieh 
has bcen foreshadowed this cvening by 
the Minister for Agriculture, there 
would be room for the developmcnt of 
industry keeping pace with the develop- 
ment in”the splitting up of the lands. 
In view of that, the question of protec- 
tion for somo industries should be con- 
sidered. As I stated in the beginning 
of my observations on this matter,.I 
intended to be very brief, because I feel 
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after listening to the statement of 
Deputy Johnson I can thoroughly agree 
with everything he has said. I merely 
rose in the debatc to put before the 
responsible Miníster a case which I be- 
lieve has been made out for Protection, 
and I would urge on him seriously to 
consider the casc that has been made 
before thc Fiscal Committee and the 
many representations that havc been 
made to his own Department on this 
matter. I trust also that the Minister 
or somc other Minister who rcpresented 
the Free State at the Imperial Confcr- 
ence will give us some inhling as to how 
far they were committed at tliat Con- 
ferencc to an Imperial preference. 

Professor O’SULLIVAN: This has 
bcen one of the most extraordinary de- 
bates that I have listened to sinee T j 
eame to the Dáil. It has been possible i 
to agree not only with the resolution i 
and with those who spoke of it in most j 
of what 'thev said, but with those vvho ! 
opposed what the supportcrs of the 
resolution said. Fntil the Minister tor 
Agriculture spoke, the whole debate j 
Avas very mueh in thc air. It. con- , 
sisted of gcncral statcmcnts quoted 
froni the report of tho Commis- 
sion, and equally general statements, 
without veiw much definite argument 
cxeept vaguc statements, also quoted 
against thc findings oí! the Commission. 
As the Minister for Agrieulture pointed 
out, the resolution itsclf is one of the 
most harmless ones that has been put 
before the Dáil. In a way, it is a 
marvel of drafting; it eommits nobodv 
to anvthing that he would aftcrwards 
have to repudiate. Everv seetion in 
the Dáil could give it support. But 
when you come to the speeches made in 
support of that verv harmlcss and in- 
definite resolution, though the argu- 
ments made have been indefinite, still 
nobody ean suggest that the purpose, 
the aim, the poliey behind the speeches 
was quite so indefinite as the resolution. 

Thus T think we are really presented 
with two rival reports—onc the Smiddy 
Report, and the other the Milroy Re- 
port. They differ in their ultimate 
conclusions, perhaps; they differ cer- 
tainly in their tone and in the way in 
which they were put forward. I doubt 
if Deputy Milroy improved his case by* 


thc invectivc in which he indulged 
against mcn with no more obligations 
than other mcmbers of the State who 
had given a large amount of time to 
this particular matter. Why? Be- 
causc Ihese men are particularly ac- 
quaintcd with the subject, and thev 
havc devotcd practically all their think- 
ing moments to that, subject. Whv 
should thcv be supposed to know no- 
thing about it? That, after all, was 
tho attitudc taken up bv Deput.y Milrov 
as regards the members of the Commis- 
sion. Personally, I ain rathcr sorry 
thcro was not a doctrinaire protection- 
ist on this Committee who, in the facc 
ot‘ thc actual cvidencc prcsentcd ,as re- 
gards this particular countrv at this 
particular moment, w T ould find in 
l'avour of Protcction, because theu w ; e* 
would havc the Protectionist case put 
lcss vigorouslv, perhaps, hut possiblv a 
little more convincinglv before us. 

i)eputy Milroy, so to speak, has 
swcpt into the breach. Ile bas pre- 
scntcd us with the protectionist side of 
tho case. TTe finds fault-with the # con- 
clusions ol' thc rommission, not only 
I with thc oonclusions, hut suggests 
I that thcrc w r as no definitc evi- 
I doncc for thosc eonclusions. I suggcst 
that in not one of thc conclusions that 
Dcputv Milroy arrivcs at, docs hc put 
j torward eonvincing arguments % , all tho 
•, tinie lu* remains in the jungle. 

1 As bctween Prolection and Freo 
j Trade, vou coulcl argue until you wer i 
, tircd. It is useless to suggest that the 
j rnembers of this Committee v ere out 
í and out Free Traders—doctrinairc 
I Frec Traders. From Avhat I know of 
I some of tho membcrs, they werc the 
j vt*ry opposite; at least. they were not 
j doetrinairc Frec Traders. They would 
! not have found for Free Trade in all 
! circumstances. I believe some of 
j theni would have found for the Protec- 
j tion of certain industries if t.he evi- 
j denee thcy had before them seemed to 
j tbem at all to justify such a finding. 
Thc fact. that there was no out and 
out Protectionist on this particular 
Committee is significant. I presnme 
that the Government, in trying to get 
impartial men, tried to get different 
views. I suggest it was extremely dif- 
ficult to get men of standing who, in 
the face of the present position of the 
country, would present a report very 
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different from the onc we got. I think 
that in itself is pretty significant. 
What I do object to is not so much the 
: resolution, because that commits 
neither the country nor thc Dáil to 
; anything. It simpiy amounts to the 
: Dáil telling the Government: “ Be very 
jgood; be careful and do not do anv- 
1 thing rash . 9 * Docs anybody suggcst 
that it amounts to anything more than 
jthat? “ Do not do anything without 
jfully invcstigating the cireumstanees . 99 
iDcspite what Deputy Davin said at thc 
beginning of his speech, I do think 
there is an attempt made to rush^the 
Government into a policy of Protection 
before either the country, the Dáil, or 
; the Government has had timc to exa- 
mine the íull circumstances. I think 
Deputy Johnson did point out that we 
were within a month or two of the 
Budget, and that now was the fatal 
hour in which wc ought to decide 
which fiscal policy we would adopt. Is 
it. suggestcd that the publication of the 
Commission^s report really commils 
the * Government to a Free Trade 
policy? Is it the uniform expericncc 
of members of the Dáil, even on the 
. Labour benches, that the Government 
unhesitatingly adopts thc rcport of 
Comrnissions? I wonder will Deputy 
t O’Conncll reiterate his statcmcnt of a 
• few days ago, that at last the time had 
I come when the Govcrnment should 
i adopt- the report of one of its Commis- 
I sions ? 

I think there is a tendency to commit 
the Government to a policy of protec- 
tion—a wide policy of proteetion as a 
whole. I do not think, in thc evidencc 
submittcd to the Commission, or in the 
spccches put bcfore the Dáil, that. there 
jis any justification for plunging into a 
íPo T icy of that kind. To show the ex- 
ít-raordinary argument which the report 
jof this Commission has aroused, a mem- 
jber of the Dáil in another place sug- 
|gested, as a rcsult of the publication of 
íthe report, that there was a terrible 
jamount of dumping in Dublin.’ How 
;could that possibly be the result. of thc 
ipublication of the report, seeing that 
jits publication does not change the le- 
jgal aspect of t.he thing; or the fiscal 
jpolicy of the Government ? The re- 
|port has not been adopted. If it had 

| <v>—""nded a p 0 licy of protection. T 
Vol. « 


eould understand why there would be 
a rush in case the Government would 
adopt it; and beíore the Government 
could adopt it. I could understand 
there would be an effort made to dump 
goods. 

The report, as a whole, merely says: 

Stay as you arc at present; that is 
the only safe advice we can give. ,> 
How that could lcad to dumping I can- 
not imagine. The arguments were 
mainly of a general character. There 
were refcrences to other countries and 
references to other times. As far as I 
can gather, all that arguments of that 
kind prove is that protection will not 
kill a eountry and free trade will not 
kill a country. Deputy Milroy went to 
(jlermariy and to America, and hc went 
back as far as 80 years ago. Inciden- 
tally, I may say that one of the eharges 
made by Deputy Cooper against him 
was not, quite accurate. Deputy Cooper 
implied that Deputy Milroy left us 
under a certain impression. There was a 
quotation from List and there was an 
extract of an argument of his with a 
certain English representative. I think 
that Deputy Milroy made it quitc clear 
that the incident occurred eighty years 
ago. I refer to LisCs speech because it 
is rather interesting and it rcfers to thc 
Zollverin. It may interest Deputy Mil- 
roy to hear that one of those who did 
most to secure the success of that 
1 Zollverin, of which List speaks. was 
one of the earliest practical disciples of 
Adam Smith on the continent. 

I will not say the Zollverin policy was 
a policy of Free Trade, nor was it an 
out-and-out policy of Protection. Since 
that time German economists have been 
arguing, as cconomists will argue, that 
the prosperity of Germany was due not 
to the imposition but to the removal of 
tariffs, whereas their opponents argued, 
as opponents will argue, that it was 
due to the imposition and not to the 
removal of tariffs. These general dis- 
cussions carry us nowhere, because, 
after all, everything will depend not on 
a few general arguments, but on the 
couditions existing in a certain country 
at a ecrtain time. Free Trade suited 
England because England at that time 
had the carrying trade of the world, 
but Free Trade did not suit Ireland at 
that particular moment. We are nol 
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(Profcssor 0 ’Sullivan.j 
considering now the íreland of eighty 
or-ninety years ago; \ve are eonsidering 
the Ireland of the present day, and 
everythihg ^pends, thereforc, on wliat 
the aetual sUuation is at present. None 
of the speahers, exeept the Minister for 
AgTÍculture, really attaelced that par- 
ticular pi-ohlem in a deíinite fashion. 
I admit that the report of the Commit- 
tee is a depressing one, but 1 think the 
most depressing portion of it is the first 
portion; that is to say, where tli<‘ re- 
presentatives of the different manufae- 
turers were giving their evidenee. 
There is nothing inspiring in that por- 
tioti of the report, and from their rxi- 
denee it beeomes quite elear that even 
if you granted tliem the proteetion they 
sought it is very doubtful whether they 
would be able to preserve themselves 
with the tariff they say they requirc. 
The evidcnee on that point is obviously 
overdrawn,. beeause it onlv deals Avit.h 
one factor in thc situation. There arc 
other factors still that the imposition of 
a tariff will not wipe out of thc way. 
There woro cortain things that I wanted 
to be quite clear about. I looked in 
vain to the Farmers > Party to speak on 
one of these matters, .and that is the 
immodiato cffect of the im])osition of a 
tariff on agriculture. 

The only speaker that gave me a 
dcfinitc answer as tn the eíTeet of thc 
imposition of a tariff on agriculture 
was the Ministcr for Agriculture. At 
the present moment, 1 think so far as 
this country is conccrned, it is out of 
the qu(‘stion to interfere with asrricul- 
ture. While it may not be on its last 
legs, agriculture is, from all we have 
heard in this House, far frorn being in 
a ílourishi ng condition, and I think it 
has not been seriously controverted 
that agrienlture cannot bear any 
further impositions. 

I quite admit that some of the maim- 
facturcrs who gave evidence beforc the 
Committee suggested that agrículture 
would not mind an extra little tax. But 
I do not think, judging from the figures 
given to us by the Minister for Agri- 
culture, that agriculture is in a eondi- 
tion to stand any more burdens of 
that kind. I do not think it has been 
sufficiently considered, apart altogether 
from that most important. of all 
aspects, the agricultural aspect, what 


the effect of Protection would be. I 
do not think it has been sufficicnt.ly 
considered Avhat will really be the 
elTect of Protection on mannfaeture it- 
! selt* if it gets Protection. Will it pro- 
| duee the result assumed here prae- 
tieally without argumeiit: that a tariff 
will beneíit the manufacturcr? I ad- 
mit it may for thc monumt bring more 
money into the pocket. of tbc manu- 
faeturer, lmt will it. mean inereased 
eflicieney l That. was one of the charges 
. made by some of those who gave cvi- 
denee belbre the ( , ommittce, that one 
of tlio i‘(‘asons for the failurc ol mauu- 
faeturers in this eountrv was iheir in- 
i (*fliciency in running their business. 

! Will, I ask, an inerease in tariffs make 
them more eflieient, and wii! t íiat be 
the natural result. of them? 1 feel eer- 
1 tain that thc opposite would h(‘ the 
result. 

Prom the point of view of the 
j geueral cousumer, l)(‘])utv Ali!roy 
! waxed very indiguant at the sugges- 
tion that thc manufacturers wcre very 
i human, in other words that tliey weuhl 
! utilise tlu* imposition of a tariff to raise 
])riees. Ilave we no proíitecrs, and will 
not (»very elass in the eommunity take 
i advantage of a monopoly oí that kind? 
The niímufaeturers must b(* gifted 
with great virtue if they resist a. 
tmnptation ot* Ihat kind. 

It is not a slur on their honcstv in 
llie sense of suggesting that thev are 
partieulaHv dishoncst. Thev are 
simplv likc thc rest of tlie c<mnnunity, 
and if vou give them thc opportunilv, 
well th(*n thcy will use it. I suggest, 
frorn the moral point of vicw, it is not 
fair to tlie mora!ity of thc manufactur- 
ing eomrnunitv of the future to tempt 
; them in that fashion. I must confess 
that Ihough we arc undoubtcdly faccd 
| with a vory serious sitnation, not 
I merel.v so far as agriculture is con- 
j eeined, but so far as our gencral in- 
dustries are eoncerned, there was roall.v 
no suggestion made in wliat I mav eail 
the Milrov rcport as to how we should 
meet that situation. He simplv recom- 
mendcd that a general tariff should be 
imposed, but he was very eareful not 
to commit himself as to whích parti- 
cular article should be taxed, and 
which should not. 

Mr. OOREY: When Deputy Milrjy 
was speaking I think he attacked five 
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professors. During thc rourse of liis , 
speeeh we heard him use very strong j 
eomments, indeed, on the fivc profes- j 
sors. Iie ean now add another to his i 
Jist, and make it six professors. The j 
Deputy told us that the I > l•oL , essors , re- , 
port was not a satisfactory one. Tn mv j 
opinion it is. 11e also said it was malig- j 
nant in its conclusions. L do not think j 
that is a i'air statement to nialve. It i 
may have been malignaut from Deputv ; 
Hilrov’s point ol' view, and il imiv have ! 
•been maiiguant t'rom the point ol* vicw 
ol' a small section oL thc communitv, 
but 1‘i'om the ]>oint oí* view oi’ the 
nation as a wliole, I think tlie rc»port 
was (iuite íair and not maliuuant. This 
('ommittee, to my miud, in issuing their 
report, issued it l‘or tlie nation as a 
whole, aml not for one seetion or for 
two soctions, or for one industrv or ibr 
two industries. Their report, to iny 
mind, was based on the national need. 
and not on tJie need of one or two iso- 
lated industries. I do uot thinlc the 
ianguagc» h(' used Jias hc'lped Deputv 
.Milmv's ease Irom thc point of view 
<>I th(‘ people for whom lu* was sup- 
posed to be spealcing. I arn not an 
autlioritv on niec language mvself, and 
1 do not intend to eomment very freely 
on tli(* language used l>y Depulv 
.Milmy. 1 t!iink 1 vvill ler thaí ]>ass. 

Mr. MILROY: Is thc Deputy sug- 
g'sting that 1 used uuparliannmtai^v 
lamjfuage’? 

Mr. GOREY: I did nol usi* the word 
Parliannml at all Tlu* subjeet, as 
far as it relates to the agrieidl ural in- 
dustrv, has been ably d(*i>at('d, espeei- 
allv bv llu' Minister for Agrieullure and 
some other Deputies who hav(‘ spoken. 

I also hoLl tlie point of view tliat Pro- 
tcetion for somo industries. and without 
• taking into aeeount all the industries, 
j would mean an advanee in the (*ost of 
j living to the general eommunity. If a 
dutv were to be imposed on manufae- 
tured articles coming iuto the country, 
it would moan that the taxpayers of the 
country would havc to bear it. It is not 
the manufacturers of the artiele would 
be at the loss. but the peoplc obliged 
to buy would have to bear it, and un- 
less you give Protection, not alone to a 
few industries, but to all the industries 
in the Saorstát, there is no use in talk- 


ing in terrns of Protection. I am a Pro- 
t(*etionist, provided you cau protect all 
the industries in thc Saorstát. ff you 
can only protcct a few and offer no pro- 
tectiou whatever to the greates f and 
most important industry there is in the 
couutry, I am against Frotcction, and 
l ;«.sk arc we in a position to protect 
tlu* agrieultural iii(lustry? Is the homc 
nmrket a suflieient protcetion for írish 
agrivulture. ; Will anybody L*isk their 
reputation and toll us it is? 1 1hink that 
not (*ven Dcputy Milro t y w ill go as far 
as lliat. Again, 1 ask are we able 1o pro- 
t(‘et Irish agrioulturc in the fondgn and 
o]x*n markets. ; Tt would be all very 
wvil íf w(* were ell tln* one eountry—- 
llu* Dritish Hinpire, or the llritish isles 
—but wc ar<* not one eou’itrv for eeono- 
mie purposes. It would be all very wcll 
liad we a g(*n»-ral poliev established for 
llic tlircH* eour.tries; thci wc would all 
be wholc-heartedly Prolectionist pcr- 
haps, but in the absenee of Protoction 
in ilnglaud, w r <* here are iu tln* posi- 
tion of a fordgii eountrv compcting in 
tbc Hnglish marhets. 

\Ykit is t Ik* us<* of talhing about Pro- 
tection? I snv there is no us»* what- 
ever. Deputy Johnson in his speech 
made sonu* suggestions tliat. I think, 
wciv not \vorthy of the Ih'putv. He 
left great ('niphasis, 1 think, ou his de- 
s(‘i i])ti(>n of tlie ])resent state of agri- 
culturc. Ile (h'seribed it as hords and 
ílocks. Perhnps Deput.v Johnson knows 
more alxmt agrieulture than those en- 
gaged in it, and perhaps he knows 
more about what would l'e, and what 
v ould isnt be, a paying proposition for 
tlu' people who liave spent tlieir lives 
at, and who derivo tlieir existence from, 
agrieulture. I do not tliink lu* gave thc 
(|U(*stion diu* thought. The Deputy rc- 
f(‘iT(*d to our cattle, Imt, as the Minister 
for Agriculture pointed out,the produc- 
tion of cattlc is only a by-product of 
tlu* dairy industry. I do not know that 
I need remind even Depu1y Johnson 
that we could not. have milk, butter and 
cheese without eattle. Cow r s are not a 
machine, and will not continue to givc 
you milk ^rear after year. 

Mr. J0HN50N: Did the Deputy ever 
hear of Denmark? 

Mr. GOREY: I did, but does the 
Deputy suggest that they destroy their 
calves in Denmark? 
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Mr. JOHNSON: Do they send their 
storc cattle to England? 

Mr. GOREY: Does the Dcputy sug- 
gest that they destroy their stores? 
Does he suggest that the cows will con- 
tinue to milk without calves? I do not 
think it is seriously suggested that 
there is aiiy meehanical operation in 
Denmark for producing milk, buttcr 
and cheese. Wherever you have a 
dairy industry, you must also raisc 
<;attle. You will have to rear cattle 
írom the time they are a day old up 
to the age of three years, and you niust 
continue to do that. The only alterna- 
tive to the present system of agricul- 
ture is that we should break up the 
lands of Ireland and grow something 
that nobody wants. I wonder if De- 
puty Milroy and Deputy Johnson are 
suggesting that they do not want our 
wheat, our oats or our barley. I dare- 
say some of them may want our barley, 
or may want our potatoes and vege- 
tables, and that they are prepared to 
pay for them. There is no use, I think, 
in using this sort of cheap rhetoric. 
Anybody who has been cut in the coun- 
try or in the city of Dublin for the last 
fortnight knows that if this tillage 
craze of Deputy Johnson's is to sue- 
ceed, the first essential, I think, would 
be a roof for the island to keep the 
ívater out. 

I suppose it will be news for Deputy 
Johnson when I tell him that the East 
coast of Ireland is more suitable for 
tillage than the West or the Múllands, 
and that what is possible in the East 
is not possible in the West or the Mhl- 
lands. I would suggest to those who 
criticise agriculture that they should 
seriously consider the dcsirability of 
altering the climate, and I ani sure that 1 
is not impossible either to I)eputy j 
Johnson or Deputy Milroy. My opin- 
ion is this: that those who are the 
readiest to criticise agriculture are 
those who lmow least about it. I ho'pe 
that is not offensive. The debatc so 
far as it has gone, and the arguinents 
in favour of Protection that I have 
listened to on this resolution seem to 
me conflicting. We have a nicely worded 
resolution placed beforv'; us with 
nothing of anv harm in it., and it is one 
that we could all vote fo^ excent for 
the fact, as somc Domitíes have printed ‘ 


out, of the tone of the speecnes. It 
was the interest behind the speech- 
makers that set us thinking. One 
listening to the speeches, and reading 
the motion, could not reconcile the 
substance of the one with the substance 
of the other. 

As I said previously, there is no use 
in talking here about Protection except 
we are able to proteet all our indus- 
tries. Where you liave your biggest 
market at our door, except you are 
able to influence that market, you have 
no use asldng the people here engaged 
in the production of the articles to be 
put 011 that market to give Protection 
to certain industries, or to subsidise, 
as Deputy Milroy J s argument amounted 
to, all the other petty manufaeturers 
of the nation. You might as well tak<; 
the cobwebs oíf the issue and teU the 
pcople plainly it is the agrieiiltural 
industry, the non-productive indnstry 
of the nation, that is going to subsidise 
all the other industries that have been 
mentioned, because that is the truth of 
the matter. Be honest. I say, with the 
nation, and do not be dabbling in 
phrases and words. My experience of 
Protection in this country has not been 
very happy. We may be told that we 
had Protection. I say that we had not, 
except a sentimental kind of Protec- 
tion. We had an appeal made to us 
time and again to support Irish indus- 
tries. The people have supported Irish 
industry and have respondcd to the 
appeals madc to them. They have con- 
sistently bought Irish manufactured 
stuff in preference to any pther. But 
how have they been met, by Irish in- 
dustry? Some of them have certainly 
becn met by getting good valuc for 
their money, but, I ask, have all Irish 
manufacturers done that? 

Those engaged on the industrial side 
of Irish life here had better put their 
house in order, and had better make 
nuality their motto rather than sontí. 
ment. Thev had better make value 
for monev ” their motto rather than 
trade on sentiment. I had a little ex 
perience of that. I remember buying 
a suit of clothes in Dublin about fwo 
years ago for £13 lOs. The value of 
tho clothes would be about £5, so thnt 
there was £5 of clothes and £8 lOs sen- 
timent. The trader T>robally had more 
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profit on sentiment than on the article. 
That is the sort of thing that the 
average man meets with. The peoplc 
have not been met fairly in this 
qucstion of supporting Irish manufac- 
ture. There are two things against 
manufacturing industry—these are, the 
will to make our industry a success, and 
the ability to do so. Unless our manu- 
facturers and those handling our pro- 
ducts are prepared to give of their best 
and adopt proper busincss methods and 
are prepared to give reasonablc output, 
you cannot have success in manufac- 
ture. In the absence of that will and 
in the al)senee of trying to model our- 
selves on the English, fíerman or 
American methods of enterprise there is 
no use talking of protcction. There 
would be little need for it had we the 
German or American idea of work and 
output. 

Mr. MILROY: And both have Pro- 
tcction. 

Mr. GOREY : Well, what would be 
Protection íor Germany considering 
their output would be a drop in the 
occan to us considering what we mcan 
by output and value. This country has 
been criticised for what it grows. We 
farmei’s grow wliat w T e can find a 
market for, and we grow what tho , 
í>cople w r ant. An American said rc- j 
contly that. he could seli any amount of ; 
our stuff if we manufacturcd what hc ; 
w’anted. We farmers produce what our | 
customers want—nainely, becf, buttor, j 
inilk, checse and bacon. Thcy do not I 
want anything else such as l)eputy , 
Johnson suggestcd. Thcy do not for in- i 
stance want our corn or grain, and wc I 
donot want thenativc grain productsof I 
theland. Wedo notiise them.and thcrc- 
forc why should wc grow thcm? What 
is the objeet of growing wdiat ncithcr 
oursdvcs nor anybody else wants? 
We do not intend to follow l)eputy 
Johnson’s suggestion, but, wc intend to 
grow what wc can scll, and we intend 
to grow something besides that which 
will rot. What is the use of having a 
big crop if there is no use for it for 
anybody? I suggest that there is a 
great way to help industry in Ireland, 
and that is by everybody engaged in it 
putting their backs into it and giving 


value for money and not being depen- 
dent on spoon-feeding. Anybody de- 
pendent on the dole or spoon-feeding 
goes to the wall. Let us try to get a 
spirit of self-confidence and self-rcli- 
ance, and let us try to put a good 
article on the market and we will get a 
good market for it at home. In the 
absencc of such ideas there is no use 
ín talking about Protection. Let us 
make quality and output our motto, and 
if we are able to do that we will be 
going on the right road. Our industrial 
pcoplo will have to become what they 
arc not at thc moment, and that is keen 
business pcoplc. The Southern Irish- 
man is not as keen a business man as 
the Northem, the Englishman, German 
or American. 

Mr. DAVIN: Or Jewrnan? 

Mr. GOREY: Or the Jewmen whom 
I)eputy Davin represents. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

I supposc that remark is withdrawn? 

Mr. GOREY : Yes, of course, I did not 
mcan it. Wc must have the will as well 
as the way in this country. The duty 
on motor cars was referred to by a De- 
puty who said that it did not affect the 
cost of living. I can understand that 
motor cars are not a necessity. They 
arc only used by a few fortunate people 
in this country like teachers, railway- 
mon, and a few farmers. The tax on 
motor cars docs not affect the cost o*” 
living, but food affects the cost oí 
living, and so does clothing. I 
think that taking it. on the whole, 
and taking the possibilities of the 
country, and what we are able to 
protcet, and what w r e are not able to 
protect, I am confident that we are not 
able to protect our mánufactures or 
agriculture, and in the absence of being 
able to give effective protection to agri- 
culture, I and those associatcd with me 
remain Free Traders. 

Mr. P. DOYLE: As one who has 
taken a very active intercst in the 
industrial movement for many years 
past, I desire to offer a few remarks 
on tíie motion before the Dáil. I do 
not propose to go into the details al- 
ready traversed by Deputies who have 
spoken, but I propose to confine my 
remarks to the principle of the motioxx 
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—that the probletn should l)e examined 
in the broadest sense possible in the 
intcrests of the general well-being of 
the State. With rei*( k renee to the 
Rcport, I do not wish to eritieise the 
gentlemen who eomposed the Comniis- 
sion. í have no doubt Ihat- from an 
expert point. of view they possess all 
thc quaíiíieations that men eould have, 
to deal with sueh a problem, but I 
doubt very mueh that they had ihe 
interests of the eouutr*y in view, or that 
they were aefjuainted with the 
tions under whieh many of th<‘ 
live. The Report does not uive us rhe 
facts neee,ssary to determine th<‘ poli* # y 
of fiseal tariíis. 

ACTING CHAIRMAN (Mr.Nicholls) 

at this stage tooh the ehnir. 

Mr. DOYLE: U undoui)te<!ly givos 
us w'hat avo mav sav are the pros. aud 
cons. of how some Trish industries 
would b<* aí’feeted by Pro- 
7 o’cloclc. teetion. It suggests thai we , 
ouu’ht to r<*main as w<* are j 
and be satisíied with the eonditions j 
that exist at the moment. Tt does not j 
inform us what is to beeomc of the . 
reiuaining oxisting industries of th<* j 
eountry ií! foreign eountries ean s<*nd ; 
thcir goods into Ireland free, in <*om- : 
petition rvith similar goods made in 
this eountrv, and tlie inanufaeture of í 
whieh gives emplovment to our people. 
On ])age 23 of the Report, the Com- J 
rnission deals with tlu* raihvay roliimr j 
stoek. All I will sav on this, seeimr | 
that. T have doalt w T ith it liefore in a í 
rcccnt dohate, is that from a praetiea' j 
knowl(‘dí>e of this industrv, whi<*h is a 
progressive one if properly handled, í 
believe there is no necessity whatsoever 
for the frec.importation of the require- 
mcnts of railway rolling stoelc in tlm 
Avay of engines, earriages, ete., as is 
earried out hy the Irish railway eom- 
panies. T think tliat w r lien an oppor- 
tunity is given for the eonsideration 
of those matters on their merits, who- 
ever will have the opportunitv of deal- 
ing w r ith them will be well adviscd that 
in this particular instanee, at any ratc, 
most of the raw materials ou&ht to 
be admitted free. The same thing ap- j 
plies with regard to the finished artielo, 
with a few exceptions, on whieh ther 
ought to be a tariflf. 


I do not presume to be an expert, but 
I think some protection will have to be 
afforded to this industrv, and I believe 
it is w T orthy of eonsideration in that re- 
spoet. I noticcd an absenee of any com- 
ment in thc report in eonuection with 
the evidonce on this industry. I do not 
lciiow the rcason for that, eonsidering 
that they have given us a full eomment 
on the other items in t.he Reporl. There 
are many existing industries in the 
eountry wliieh cannot eontinue unless 
some proteetion is aftorded, and I think 
Deputies ean eite a numbor of indus- 
tries of 1 his sort witli w’liieh they are 
familiar. Tln* onc I will mention is the 
horn, eoml) and rosary bead industry. 
Sixtv thousand pounds worth of sueh 
arlieles are imported inío lirland 
annuallv. That would give emplovmenl: 
to six or seven hundred of oi;r boys and 
girls, ivhih* at the momenl it, is only giv- 
ing employ<nent to something like 150. 
H<*re W(* have the export of our eattlo 
returned to us in tln* form of d<‘ad m<‘at 
in one instance, and in beots and slux's 
in aiiother. ivliile people who ar<* in- 
terestí'd ir* the indnstrv whieli T men- 
tion eamiot seeur<* tlu* i*aw material we 
ar<* exporling. Th<*i*e is a hoot manufae- 
turer in the eitv <>f Diiblin v T ho eat<TS 
for Hm*‘lisli-ma(l(‘ bootx. It <‘anu* to my 
lot to go to this partieular ])laee, aiul I 
had foreed on me a foreign made pair of 
boots. T had to insist on getting lrisli 
made ones in pr(*fer<*nee. Tliere are a 
<*onsid<*ral)le immher of íii'nis in Treland 
to-day who are really only ageuts for 
foreign goods, hut w ho scll tli<*m under 
th(*ir own mamifaeturing title. T pi*(í- 
sunu* tliat this explains tlu* al)s<*nee of 
som<* of the witnesses from the ("ommis- 
sion 1o wliieh thev were invited. W(* 
r<*ad in the report <‘vid<*nee of witnesses 
regarding the insufiieiout supply of 
sldlled labour in various trades. What, 
are the prevailing eonditions? Hugft 
eonsignments of finished articles that 
eould be c asily rnade. in Treland are im- 
ported. while our young men and 
women are forced to leave the country. 
Anyone connccted with the various 
trades in the city knows that such is 
the faet. They are forccd out of tlie 
eountry or otherwise are idle unless 
some other form of omploymcnt is 
forthcoming. Tlie so-ealled manufac- 
turers who favour free trade are not 
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coneorncd in this way. Frcc Tradc to 
them nicans thcir success. Their outlook 
is securc, and no consideration is given 
to thc masses of the pcoplc. I rcfer par- 
ticularly to those ofi the working class 
community or middlc class, and I think 
tliat wo, at any rate, ought to consider 
our responsibility to thcm. 

Wc ought to tak(‘ some steps to stop 
the deelinc of our population, and I 
think that each I)cputy, whcn consider- 
in« 4 * this proJ)lcm ought to try and 
picture to himselt' tlic anxicty that con- 
í'ronts thousands of heads of faniilies 
as to the outlook that fac(*s them in tlie 
mattcr of endeavourinj>‘ to secure sonn* 
form of employment for tln»ir children. 
A vei*y considerable numl)er of our 
population between the aí»;es of 18 and 
21J are seoking «»very\vhere for (»mploy- 
ment, while W(» are eontinually import- 
in,<>‘ and forcing on the conntry many 
artich»s that sliould bc, and in manv 
places ai*(» being made liere, but for the 
want of support we are without the 
employm(»nt tliat th(»y should It 

is belng eonstantly dinned into our ears 
bv noted oxperts of national (»(*oiiomy 
from Hirmiimham and e!s(*wh(»re—and 
in rídVrriní»* to prof(»ssors or experts I 
do not b(»lieve í)eputy Milroy and 
others meant any p(»rsonal refl(»etions 
on them, althouidi some of them seem 
to take it so—who are expoinmts of 
? vvc Trade in En<dand that it is the 
best poliev for lreland, and that it is 
a poliey that will inake Ireland pros 
perous. A man may be tboj-oucldv 
eompetent to deal with a given subject 
and possess, possibly, a i»reater 
kno\vledge of that suJiject than a pro- 
fessor, and such a man in nttional 
eeonomics was the late Pr(»sident 
Arthur (írifíith. Fortunately, he has 
left us his teaehings in his writings 
and I, at any rate, am prepared to 
follow his opinions atul teaehings in 
preferencc to any other man, be hc 
expert or professor. The late President 
Griffith said: “ Without ceonomie in- 
dependenee there can be no politieal 
frcedom. llere, in thc Dáil, we havc 
an instrumenc of national legislature 
which can foster and prcserve thc 
nation. What we want is the. conrage 
to believe in a great national iuture 
and in that bclief march on. ” “ Above 


all, M said Griffith, “ let us have 
national spirit enough to at once plant 
and protcct that trade which will yield 
its richcst fruits to futurc generatious. 
First, let us gain posscssion of the 
hornc market so far, at least, as 
rcspíicts articles of genoral necessity, 
1 and secondly, lct us proeure Ihe goods 
of other countries direet from thosc 
coimtries and pay for tliem with our 
own manufactur(»d go()ds. ,, We liavc 
got to ceasc tbinking of the intercsts 
of any othcr country aml look to our 
| industri(»s and eommercc, and deter- 
miue how best we can protect and dc- 
velop them. I am not umnindíul of 
tlie fact. that, this is a vcry difficult 

I jjruinciil LO (lCcll WJIM, ciiiu 1S UIJC lllcil 

j will rcíjuire the verv fullest considera- 
' tion possible. I arn quito eoníidcnt that 
the Pn»sident and thc responsible Alini- 
sters will give this matter \hc. attention 
| it d(»s(»rv(»s aud I, personally, have thc 
| fullest eonfidence in their judgment. 
i ín conclusion, 1 should like to r»»fer to 
I thc statenient madc by thc Minister for 
| Aurieulture wh(»n he said that the pro- 
j p<»r \vay to deal with this complex 
| ])robl<»m was by takiug a partieular in- 
j dustry at a particular tirne, and undcr 
i ])articular circumstances. I beliove if 
| tlmt. is donc a start in thc right diree- 
j tion will b(» made. I think that the 
j time is opportuno to makc sueh a start, 

| and if it is done í will be satisfi(»d with 
I the consideration it lms got. T havc 
j irreat pleasurc in supporting the 
i motion. 

j Mr. WILSON: The farmers’ sid<' of 
| this (piestion has been discuss(»d, but. 

| 1 t liinlv I might say a few words to 
í makc their position niore clear. As I 
1 know the l‘arni(»r he is not a Frec 
! Trader, and he is not inelincd to takc 
! up an impossiblc attitudc on tbis ques- 
; tion nt all. VVhat h(» (Vars is that by 
ehanging the fiscal arrangements we 
are living under you may raise the eost 
of production and living. Imt if you 
briiig in any seheme bv which the cost 
of living to him will not be raised, he 
will not take up an attitude that will 
prcvent a re-arrangement. of fiscal 
policy, and it, ean bc donc, I bclieve, 
I am very much imprcsscd with the 
arguments we had about taking some- 
thing off tea, or sugar, or some other 
co:nmodity, and sprcading it over other 
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commodities, that thereby you migbt 
give prótection to industry and at the 
same time not raise the cost of living. 
If you do not raise thc eost of living 
from the farmer’s side, he is quite 
prepared, as far as I know him, to 
allow you to do anything in connection 
with fiscal arrangements. I am not 
satisfied that we are progressing. I 
know the countrv ought to carry a big- 
ger population than it does. We have 
given Free Trade a fair trial. Since 
the Land Acts were passed farmers 
have had a reduction in their rents, 
and yet the eountry is depopulated. 
With regard to this question of popu- 
lation, emigration has taken place from 
Germany and from Italy, but that has 
no relation to what is taking place in 
Ireland. That is emigration eauscd by 
surplus population. In our case, it is 
♦emigration taken out of a deplcted 
population, and -we are not satisficd 
that we arc doing evervthing possible 
to keep our young men at home and 
provide them with a means of living. 
The Committee has assumed that by 
Protection you will raise the eost of 
living. Deputy Milroy has advanced 
arguments againSt that, and I have not 
yet heard an argument disproving what 
he has proved, that by a re-arrange- 
ment of fiseal policy you can do these 
things. If you take 2s. a week off tea 
and sugar in the case of a family, it 
will be £5 a year, and could not fami- 
lies be well able to afford £5 more for i 
their clothes? You want £30,000,000 ' 
to run the country, and you must eret 
it; and if you change the fiscal system 
so as not to raise the cost of living 
the farmers will not stand in the wav 
of any re-arrangement. I would like 
to emphasise that that is the farmers J 
policy. It was expressed as being in 
favour of Free Trade, but. it is not; its 
policy is not to raise the eost of pro- 
duction. and not to blot him out of the 
markets he holds. 

Mr. D’ALTON: I have pleasure in 
supporting the motion, and I think that 
motion should appeal to each and every 
member of the Dáil, because it simply 
means that the Dáil asks the Govern- 
ment to consider carefully the line of 
action they will take on this very im- 
portant matter of ou’r fiscal conditions. 
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I do not agree with all Deputy Milroy 
has said as regards all that the report 
means, because I take it merely as a 
report from those appointed by the Gov- 
ernment to secure evidence and place 
a report before tliem. The fact of that 
report going before the Government 
does not of necessity mean they will 
adopt it, or that thcy are going to lay 
down the lines of their fiscal policy ac- 
cording to it. A great deal has been 
said on the question of adopting, as a 
policy, the prineipal of protection. I 
do not believe in the principle of protcc- 
tion, but I do belicve in your poliey of 
protection, if you are going to develop 
the industries. It may be neeessary in 
order to preserve some of thc existing 
industries that you must have a policy 
of protection. We have had for sorne 
yeai*s past. a policy of subsidising cer- 
tain industries. That was done by the 
Department of Agrieulture and Teeh- 
nical Instruction, with the result that 
after a few ycars some of those indus- 
tries became self-supporting, and the 
subsidies were withdrawn. I do not 
sce why it could not be possible for the 
Government to subsidise industries that 
are possible and native to the country, 
and I do not scc why the agriculturaí 
industry, which, as the Minister for 
Agriculture pointed out, aceounts for 
80 per cent. of the products of the 
country should not be subsidised to the 
advantage of the country. Much has 
been saicí from the Labour Benches, and 
other parts of the Dáil, on the question 
of lack of employment, and the in- 
ability of the farmers owing to the pre- 
sent state of the markets and want of 
profit on their produce to give employ- 
ment. Would it not be possible for the 
Government to subsidise the farmers 
and enable them to employ more, and 
thus give the workers an opportunity 
of bcing a help instead of a burden o^ 
thc country? There are many indus- 
tries connected with farming which 
could be developed with great advan- 
tage to the farmers. 

In the Report we find that only one- 
fifteenth of the boots sold in Ireland are 
made in Ireland. The rest are im- 
ported, and we know that all the hides 
and horns are sent to England. There 
is the cost of tránsit, and the leather is 
sent back again, except in rare cases to 
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be turned into boots and other articles. 

, This means an absolute loss to the 
j farmer. I think a form of protection 
will be found necessary, and I do not 
i believe that the Govemment in con- 
! sidering the Report will take it as being 
, final, or as the lines on which they will 
adopt their policy, but that thcy will 
take it merely as a Report and consider 
' the evidenee that lias gone before that 
; Committee and act on it accordinglv, 

; remcmbering one very important fact 
! that we are practically a new country, 

: and Ihat whilst we havc very hcavy 
taxation there would be an expen- 
diture, by protection of certain indus- 
tries, that would be justified, because 
it would keep our people with us. 
They would be retaincd, provided 
that money eould be spent in a judi- 
cious manner, and not be spoon-feed- 
ing industries. That would enable 
industries to get, perhaps, round a par- 
ticularl.v diffleult corner at the start, 
against the competition they have to 
contend with, and which has gone fifty 
or sixty years ahead of them. This will 
require care and this also will require, 
as í)eputy Gorey said, more industry. 
For that development Protection is 
necessary but the workers will have to 
get more in touch with the emplovers, 
and both will have to consider the in- 
terests of the country as high or 
higher than their own individual in- 
terests. 

Mr. CORISH: I think that even at 
this stage it would be well for the Dáil 
to try and find out what we really are 
discussing. As other Deputies said this 
motion means anything or nothing. 
Everybody realises that in certain in- 
dustries in the country there is cer- 
tainly a need for protection, and, to my 
mind, it might be necessarv even at 
this stage to havc a committee ap- 
pointed from the members of the Dáíl 
to go into the question from a purely 
national point of view. I can quite 
understand the academic mind that pre- 
vails all through the Report. I, for my 
part, am not an out and out Protec- 
tionist. I realise like manv more that 
this is an undeveloped country. It has 
been held in subjection for 700 years by 
another country whose sole object was 
to crush and ruin it and to put out of 
existence any new industry which tried 
to show its head. 


Now, in view of that, and in view of 
the fact that this country for the past 
four or five years has to a great extent, 
in consequence of the war between 
| England and this country, and the in- 
ternal strife during the past twelve 
inonths, neglected its own interests so 
to speak, I think it is absolutely 
]\eccssary that something should be 
donc to try and put the industries that 
we have, properly on their feet, and to 
try and develop the country in the 
inlerests of the people of the country. 
To my mind, the report does not deal 
thoroughly enough with thc all-ímport- 
ant matter of the development of lrish 
I iiulustries. Now, agriculture has 
' been rnentioned, and I was rather sur- 
prised to hear the last words that 
dropped from Deputy Gorey’s lips— 
“ In the absenee of our being able 
to proteet our own industrics, I, and' 
those sitting with me, are free 
traders.” Now, that is a statement 
that should not be made, at least to my 
mind in a national assembly like this. 
If we are to develop this country we 
ought to look at the matter froiu a 
broader point of vicw than that; we 
should not look at it in that way from 
the point of View of Party or class. 
Charges like that are eontinually being 
levelled against the party that I repre- 
sent here. I want to assure the Dáil 
1 that those eharges are not deserved. 
We are trying to look at things from 
a national point of view. It is neces- 
sary sometimes, that we should fight 
for the interests of the people we repre- 
sent, but in matters of this kind we 
try to think nationally. So far as 
agrieulture is concerned I admit can- 
didly that agriculturc is not paying in 
this country at the moment. And I 
wonder when we are to expect the 
íindings of the Commission that has 
been set up by An Dáil on that import- 
ant matter. It is over twelve months 
ago sinee that Commission was set up, 
and I think we ought to know what 
the prospeets are, or what we are to 
expect from this Commission so far as 
agriculture is concerned. That, to my 
mind is an industry that should be 
protected, to some cxtent. A large 
amount of foreign barley comes into 
this eountry every year, and I was led 
lo believe that it was absolutely essen- 
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tial that some ioreign bavley should be 
brought in for the purpose of brewing. 

I think that may be so. But everyDody 
who is eonneeted with the industry 
knows that that foreign barley eomes 
in, in a greator proportion than is 
need(*d. I do not thinlc it would be 
beneath the Government in any way to 
try and arrange a coníerenee between 
th(* [‘arniers J representatives and thc 
people who l)uy barley for brewing or 
distilliiig, in order to seeure a guaran- 
tee for the farmers, that if they grow 
a eertain aniount of barley that it will 
be taken from them bv the brewers and 
distillers. 1 do not think it would be 
beneath any (íovernment’s dignity to 
do that, and 1 believo tliat, if that were 
done, it would greatlv tend to solve th(* 
agrieultural prolilem. 

As I said al the bí'ginning, there 
are various industries that want pro- 
teetiou. This nation knows that 1‘rom 
íiine to tiine («ombines and svndieates 
have eome into this eounti*y for the 
pui'pose of buying up small industries 
in order to wipc» tlieui out. I (*an in* 
staiwe one ease jn my own distriet. 
Some lime ago a eement works in Wex- 
ford was boiuvht np by the Assoeiated 
Poitland Cement Companv. and aftm* 
they purehased th<* piaee thev kept it 
going for some timo. Then tlu*y closed 
it down and dnmped Mnglish e(»mont 
here. Thcy tried to make us lielieve 
th it the works there were not paying. 

I brought it before An Dáil and tbe 
.Minister for Tndustrv aml C'ommeree, 
with tho result that it was opened up 
agnin. Some time aítcr they again 
elosed it down, and il was only when 
wc deeidetl, in Wexford, that we would 
not allow Mnglish eetri(»nt in, they 
realised that wc» would have none of 
their nonsensí». This thing has pre r 
vailed in this eountry for a long time, 
and something ought 1o l>e done by 
the Government in order to protect 
these and other industries. Bven 
though to my niind Deputy Milroy’s 
motion does not set down in very elear 
terrns what he wants, T do hope that 
the discussion that has taken place will 
haA T e the desired effect of making the 
Government realise their responsibility 
to this country. 

Mr. BAXTEB: I had no intention 
whatever of intervening in this debate. 
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It seems to my mind that everythingi 
has been said on both sides, and 1 
would not have riscn only for the facl! 
that l)eputy Corish has made a state- 
ment that I think necds some reply 
from the Deputies on these benchcs. 1 
do not know whetlier Deputy Corish 
means it as a sop to some of the far- 
mers in the Midlands wheu he suggests 
that agriculture might. benefit by a 
tariif on foreign barlov. I doubt if 
Deputv Corish understands agricultmv, 
in Trefand when he suggests that a tax 
on foreign harli*y would lu'lp agrictil- 
ture in Íreland, or help agrieulture in 
tlu» Saorstát. As far as 1 know. harley 
is grown in about six eounties in the 
Saorslát, aiul what remedy wili Deputy 
Corish suggcst to proteet agí*i(*ulture 
in thc rcmaining twenty eounties? 
Aml tliese are th(í poorer eounties. ITe 
would ueed to suggest a rcmedy to 
us in those poorcr eounties whei't 1 wo 
are not growing harl(*y, aud where we 
shoidd he satisfied 'that a tariff on 
foreign harley would really be beiu'fi- 
eial to agricultmv. We in these 
]>(»nehes do not say that if we did have 
lariffs ou imports, Ihat barley ought 
not to get eonsid(»ration. We feel it 
should, if there are to be tariífs at all. 
f do not propose to follow I)eputy Mil- 
roy or some oth(»r Deputics to the ends 
of the carth to dismiss t.he íis(*al sys- 
t(»ms of foridgn eountnes, and makc 
eomparisons witli this eountry, eom- 
parisons that, in manv eases 1 think 
eould not, be honostly made. (k»npari- 
sons were rnade with counlries whcre 
the (íonditions were not oomparabJe at 
all. lt seeins to me, that aft(»r diseuss- 
ing the íiscal policy of this country, we 
eaimot leave, out, of a(*eount the inen- 
tality of the people that wo are trying 
to arrangc a íiseal policy for. No 
Doputy in An Dáil has vcntured to eon- 
tradiet the Minister for Agriculture 
wlien hc stated that agricultural indus- 
try produces 80 per ccnt. of the wealtli 
of the 8tate. 

That mcans t,hat every Deputy ac- 
cepts it that thc agrieultural industry 
represents 80 per cent. of the wealth of 
the Saorstát and that, in other words, 
it is practically the Saorstát itself. I 
think that cannot be left out, of account 
by any Deputyj and if any Depnties 
urge protection for any industry, what 
they have .got to do, if they are going 
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to be fair and honest to thc Statc, and 
to its main industry, is to re- 
collcct what, effcct it will have on 
the nation’s main industry. I ani 
afraid that thcy have not (lonc that. 
Thoy are morc concerned about particu- 
lar industrics that, they may bc inter- 
osted in than about the nation’s main 
industry. Now, the qucstion is, would 
Protection really briiifj to thc industries 
that arc scekin" it the blessings that 
thev thinlv it, will? Somc of thc evi- 
denc(‘ before thc Fiscal ("ommission. 
from thc r(‘prcsentatives of the manu- 
factur(‘rs, Avas to the el'fect that if some 
of our industries got protection the 
mauufacturers would 1 )(í very decent, 
and they would not raisc thc pric(‘s of 
tlieir products. 

I am afraid it was just a pious ex- 
pression of wliat they mij»ht do in cer- 
tain eonditions. I have V(‘ry «»reat 
doubts that iP thev got, the protectiou 
thev scck they would aet in sucli a 
publio-spirited manuer as thev sav thev 
would. I would not like to be unfair 
to any Irish industry, but I think wc 
ou.uht all be lionest, and 1 would ask 
Deputies, those who smoke in partieu- 
lar, what effect. had the tariff wall on 
the manuíaclurers of cii»arett(‘s in tliis 
countrv? Ask the smokers all over thc 
country what did thc manufaelurers 
do. Did they keep to the promist' that 
sonie of them madc beforc the (Vimmis- 
sion, that thcy would give as «ood an 
artiele and not raise tlie price ? If they 
did not raise thc price, at b*ast the 
staiulard of tho article was verv con- 
siderably decrcascd. Thc rcsult was 
inany of our smokcrs all over thc 
eountry bccatne so tired of thc Trish 
manufaeturer and thc stn.IT lie jrave 
them, that anv for('ij>ner was wc'lcome. 
Now our tobacco manufacturi'rs urge 
that the Imperial Tobacco Co. should be 
either closcd dovvii or their output 
should bc proliibited. Somebody clsc 
in the Dáil suggestod against that, that 
they would wclcome thc cominfr into 
this cóuntry of íirms or combines who 
would establish the industries. Where 
do thcse argumonts lead? 

You have thc argument of the manu- 
facturers , representative before the 
Commission, and he wants the In^perial 
Tobacco Co. closed down, or its outpu 4 


prohibitod. Thcn there is the argu- 
mcnt of the Deputy over therc who 
would wclcome any foreign manu- 
facturcrs and combines. Thcsc people 
| are not seeing eye to cye. I ani in- 
! clined to think protcction for irisli in- 
j dustries will, in other words, l>c really 
a proteetion for a good many of thc 
work(*L*s whu prcfer to bo well paid, 
iiT(‘spectivc of what work or scrvlccs 
they givc, whether it is roally good, 
honost service, whethcr it is middling 
scrvice, or whcther it, is bad sciwicc. 
It, would also b(3 protectiou for many 
of our maiiufaetui’ci-s wlio arc unable 
t,o compete with thc manufaeturers of 

■ other eountrics, simply beeause they 
j will not pav the attcutiou to their bnsi- 
! ness that the manufa( turers of other 

eountrií's give their business. Some of 
them wcnt beforc thc Mscal Fomniis- 
í sion and thcv wcrc not ablc to toll what 
j it eost to })rodii(-o ccrtain artielcs. Thoy 
| wanted protectiou and thev weri» not 
| able to tell what it eost tlieiu to pro- 
i duce eortain artielcs. 

; I do believe, and the feoliiur is 
general in the <*ountrv, tliat, a luíilier 
J xtandard oL* p(*rf(*etion might be 
j attaiiK*d by the workcrs in our indus- 
tries and the managers of thosc con- 
ecrns. It, will bo no harm to imitate 
thc foreigner in this. ín't us trv to 
; imitate liitn in doing somcthing better 
i and in doing morc lioin'st things. Wc 
ought to do that and. our manufac- 
turcrs ought to do it. It is not good 
; enough for an Irisli manufacturer to 
supply a eonsumer with a deeent 
artieb* «)iu*e, t v\ l<m* or a third tiinc, and 
I thcn reduec his standard. The 

í eustomer recognises that and is uot so 
foolish and hc eannot and will not be 

■ talccn in. ITc will go to tlie foreigner 

, in prcferenee. Tjct us be as honest as 

| the foreignor and give as good an 

articlc with as much despateh and 
rcgularity, and with tlre samc 

punctuality as the fomgncr. Let us 
j not havo to wait for six weeks or two 
j months for an article that might. be 
| supplied within a weck. Thosc aro our 
failings« 

Mr. MILROY: Is the Deputy aware 
that the foreigner has.protcction? 

Mr. BAXTER : These are the failings 
I that our Irish manufacturcrs possess, 
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and thcse arc the weaknesses of some of 
our Irish people. And I think it would 
be a better and more honest thing for 
our manufacturers to recognise their 
own weaknesses and failings and try 
and run their businesses better than 
coming to this House to seek protec- 
tion for their own failings, and failings 
that will leave a mark on Irish charac- 
ter and prevent us and future genera- 
tions from attainirig that standard of 
perfcction and honesty in business that 
we must attain if this nation is ever to 
be built up. 

MINISTER for INDUSTRY and 
COMMERCE (Mr. Joseph McOrath): 

Before submitting the statement that 
sets out the views of the Government | 
upon this important matter, I would 1 
like to say the Government welcomes 
the motion moved by Deputy Milroy. 
But they expected that the Doputy, or 
at least some of the Deputies taking 
part in the debate, would have gone 
into more details than they have done, 
because almost every speaker dealt with 
the matter only in a general way. All 
the speeches in support of the motion 
dealt in generalities, and, as Deputy 
Egan pointed out: “ I say that in a 
debate of this sort you cannot reach any 
finality, and in discussing this problem 
you must have definite concrete cases 
put before you. Each individual in- 
dustry must be taken on its mcrits and 
so on. ,> Deputy Milroy, armed with 
all the information he had might, at 
lcast, have kept the House another ten 
minutes, and takcn any one of the in- ! 
dustries he brushed over and dealt with | 
it as concrete fact, and tried to show in ' 
black and white the actual advantages 
to be gained by the State by having a 
particular industry so protected taking 
everything into account; and, on the 
other hand, showing the disadvantages 
which the State would suffer as a re- 
sult of not adopting protection. If | 
he could prove beyond yea or nay and | 
challenge even the Committee that í 
issued the report to prove that he was 
incorrect when he asserted that there 
was a distinct advantage to be gainéd 
by the State, he might have 
made a really good case, and 
if he had ’ been able to arrive 
at that stage we might have 
saved a good deal of time and debate, 1 


and we might havc even had a resolu- 
tion instructing the Government to 
come to business and see that some- 
thing should be done on those lines.with 
similar industries. I think if the 
Deputy had been able to do that and 
brought forward an argument of that 
kind, he might have suggested some- 
thing useful. Thc nearest approach was 
that made this evening by Deputy 
Davin. It was a poor effort at mak- 
ing a case, and I do not think he made 
a dofinite casc when he mentioned the 
case of the furniture trade. 

Mr. DAVIN: I did not think it was 
neccssary for me to make a case that 
I thought the Committee had already 
established. 

Mr. McGRATH : Do I understand the 
Deputy to hold the Committee have 
established a case on the question of 
furniture ? 

Mr. DAVIN : On thc evidenee. 

Mr. McGRATH: The Deputy read 
the evidence in the verbatim report, 
whieh 1 have not seen, and it was stated 
there that articles were sold here in 
Ireland for £14—I think that was the 
figure mentioned—and that similar 
articles, at least so the wítness said, 
were sold in England for £20. lt is 
very hard to expect any Committee, 
particularly a Committee dealing with 
sueh important matters of trade, ro 
accept evidence from a witness wlio 
was supposed to be an expert on that 
trade on something that somebodv else 
told him. 

Mr. DAVIN: I should have gone on 
to read more, but I did not like to 
detain the House. The full facts of 
the case and others have been sent on 
to one of the Minister\s principal 
officials. 

Mr. McGRATH: I mentioned that to 
show it was one of the nearest possible 
approaches to dealing with one definite 
industry in the country. The Deputy 
made the extraordinary statement that 
there was two million pounds worth 
of furniture imported into Ireland, and 
that one million was dumped. 

Mr. DAVIN: I stated positively that 
it was one million pounds worth thar 
was imported into Ireland. 

Mr. McGRATH : That is 50 per cent. 
of what I think you said was dumped. 
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You will see in the Report of the Fiscal 
Committee that the word “ dumping ” 
appears in the evidence of almost everv 
^itness. I have experience of people 
coming to see me about various mat- 
lers, and I find that this word is really 
used very loosely. When you ask ior 
proof as to dumping you can get no 
ojie to come up to the seratch in ordcr 
produce proof. Deputy Johnson, 
ahd I think Deputy Milroy also, made 
one very good point when they re- 
icrred to the fact tliat the principal 
industry of the country, or what was 
supposed to be the principal industry, 
was the raising of stock and the ex- 
porting of it. They made the point 
that this industry only gave the rnini- 
mum amount of cmployment. That is 
a very serious state of affairs, and it 
is one certainly that the Government 
must take into consideration; the 
growing population of the country, and 
the faet that employment must be 
found for the people in some wav or 
other. Agriculture cannot absorb the 
labour that. is floating about presently, 
and it will surely increase as the years 
go on. Defore reading my statement 
there was one important point raised 
by Deputy Davin that I wish to refer to. 
It arose, I think, as a result of his being 
present on Monday last when the Eng- 
lish Premier was making his speech. lt 
struck him from hearing that speech 
that the English Premier had actuallv 
gnne to the eountry on his policv of 
P/otection, as a result of decisions 
{irrived at at the economic conference 
r J whích the Free State was repre- 
sented. The Deputy asked that some 
information should be given to the Dail 
as to the nature of these discussions. 
Our position there was simply this: We 
went therc, and at the oneniner. as some 
of you have seen, it was definitely stated 
t^ot wc werc íToinnr there to b’steu. a^d 
if and when anything came up for dis- 
cussion that concerned t.he Free State, 
we would take part in it. Now the re- 
sult of the conference, as far as Ireland 
is concerned, was very little. Any deci- 
sions arrived at there were simply an 
extensio^ of Imoerial m 

commodities such as tinned lobster, 
dried fruits, apples. and things like 
that, and these decisions really did not 
affcct us at. all. 


I, with the' Minister for Agriculture, 
share responsibility for the setting up 
of this Committee, and we feel bound to 
express regret at the tonc of some of the 
criticisms on thc Committee’s report. 
It is only natural to expect that De- 
puties should 1‘eel strongly on a very 
important matter such as this. I can 
quite undei'stand the attitude of Deputy 
Milroy, in view of thc íact that he told 
me when he read the report he could 
not slecp for the night. That must be 
a fact, because I met him a couple of 
days attcrwards and he was really 
foaming. It is quite proper, of eourse, 

< that Deputies should express their 
: opinions forcibly, but I hope it is the 
, last occasion when comments of the 
j kind that were made on this report will 
j be made on the report of a Committee, 
particularly one like this. I hope it 
will never bc the eustom to impute 
motives of a sinister or malignant cha- 
raoter to the persons who form 
thcse Committees, and after all it must 
be remembered that their work was gra- 
• tuitous. They had very long distances 
i to travel; they sat very long and 
j laboured very hard. 

i 

j I have heard no Deputy refer to 
paragraph 137 of the report. The Com- 
mittee there indicates that it has been 
mainly concerned to set out the eco- 
nomic considerations arising out of the 
proposals actually made* to it for 
changes in the fiscal system, while recog- 
j nising tully that the question has other 
aspects, all of which must. be taken into 
account before a polic.v is decided on. 
Deputy Milroy 's speech seemed to be 
based on the belief that any person who 
did not regard Protection as the obvious 
and immediate remedy for all economic 
j difficulties must be stupid at the best, 
j and animated by a sinistcr or malig- 
nant purpose at the worst. I know he 
does not really mean that, and I have 
been struck by the fact that the 
speeches delivered in this debate have 
shown a remarkable freedom from pre- 
judice or dogmatism, a readiness to con- 
sider honeStly and carefully what we 
can do through our fiscal system to 
benefit the nation and a general recog- 
nition that this question is very much 
more one of expediency than of prin- 
. ciple. In such an atmosphere there is 
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every hope that thc eombined wisdom 
of all partics will be applied to the 
generai advantage. 

lt would appear as ii‘ many l)elievers 
in Proteetion regard the mere men- 
tion of tlic word as establishing thcir 
whole easc, the onus then resting on 
their opponents to disprove the case if 
they can. But the matter is not so 
simple as that. What is th(‘ essenee of 
Protection? lt is an artiíicial device 
wiierelív certain activiti(‘s are st.imu- 
latcd and fostered at tlu eost of pre- 
venting thc general eommunitv frotn 
buying goods where thev are otfered at 
the lowest price. I am i'ar from saying 
that any eommunity is naturally so wise 
or virtuous that it can be leí’t to attain 
to its full development by the mcre play 
of its natural inclinations. l»ut it must 
be recognised that advocates of Protec- 
tion neeessarily have the onus of proof 
on themselves and that, the onus is not 
adequately discharged by refer(*nce to 
the practice or policy of other countries 
whose conditious are cssentially dis- 
similar, and whosc present statc is not 
the bcst advcrtiscment of thoir poliey. 
War is not so distantly related to in- 
dustrialism and high protection as to 
bo left out ol! aceount in examining 
their results. 

Protectiou has obvious disadvan- 
tages, Its immediate effect is to raise 
prices, tliough this effecl mav ulti- 
mat(dy be modiíied in greater or less 
degree. It tlms devclops onc economie 
activiív at tlu* initial cxpensc of the 
resl of the eommunity. The ultimate 
results of protectiou may more than 
counterbalance tliis disadvantago, but 
that, this advantagc is inevitable, as 
weil as bcing scrious in the prcseut eon- 
dition of tliis countrv, is to mv mind a 
mattcr bcyond argumcnt. 

On the other hand, Free Trade has 
its disadvantages, some of which are 
obvious to-day and havc been eom- 
mented on by the Deputies. Therc is, I 
think, general agrcement, and it is a 
fact of whieh there is much evidence in 
thc Fiscal Committce’s Peport, that 
what a Deputy has described as our in- 
dustrial llmb is under-devcloped. Our 
main industry is agriculture, and that 
is an industry subjeet to so many fluc- 
tuations due to world conditions 
over which we have little control as to 
make our present eeonomie eondition 
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one of instability. Unemp]oyment here 
is a serious and pressing problem for 
whieh no carly solution can be offered 
by agrieulture. On a gcneral survey of 
the eeonomic life of the country, # I 
think few will be found to denv that 
our indust.rial limb is not only capable 
of development, but that its develop- 
mcnt is neccssary to a healthy ceonomic 
balance. 

Tlie Govcrnmcnt has givcn much 
consideration to this question. it has 
no pnvonccived opinions in favour of 
onc cconomic dogma against anothcr. 
It re gards thc problcm as one oníirely 
of expediency, and, so regarded, is of 
opinion that its solution docs rc(juire 
some re-adjustment of our íiseal 
system, particuJarly lmving i*(*garrl 1o 
its present anonialies. 

It may not. be generally realised 
what the diffieulties confrontiug Irish 
i n anu Caet u rers and indust ria 1 iwt s a re 
to-day. The Enropean wnr whi(*h l)e- 
gan in 1914 eífccted an imiriense rcvolu- 
tion in indust ry and tradc. The 
tremendous cxpansion of manufact ur- 
ing operations neeessarv in all coun- 
trics to cariy on the war resulfcd in 
abnormal (dinngcs in productive 
capacity in the dislribution of nmrhets 
| and in thc nature s»nd directinn of 
I trade. 

New inílucnccs appear(»d in the con- 
trol of tinancc, of raw niaterials, of 
production and of distribution. ('ouu- 
ti'ics, such as liussia, or (íermanv, on 
vvhose eonsumption of manufíicturcd 
products the prospcrity of other coun- 
tries largely dcpendcd ceased to be 
able to buy. I necd not pile up details 
of the ccouomic revoiution that thc war 
caused; they are in greater or less 
dcgrec familiar to everyone. With the 
end of the war there bogan a strenu- 
ous competition for, the restricted 
marlvets then available, and a con- 
centration of political energies every- 
where to securo a foot-hold in thc neV 
economic field. Ireland lost four years 
in this matter. From 1919 to*1923 
the country was in one political up- 
heaval after another, and now that 
stable conditions aro restored we find 
that we are considerably behind-hand 
in the race. Ireland is one of the few 
! countries, not itself industrial, in which 
; the immense productive plants CT*eated 
by the war have been able to find a 
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market unimpeded by any serious fiscal 
barrier or by any general inability to 
buy. Our industries and mahutactnres 
have survived the last four years to 
íinddhat thcir home market is íiooded 
by competitors able to use those years 
fo improve aiul develop their business 
and to obtain a start which the native 
hianufacturcr, unaided, has litllc hope 
ot* eatching* up. The position is so 
abnormal as to requirc remedies of an 
abnormal kind. 

It is when we come to devise reme- 
dies tiiat such a lieport as the one we 
are now considerijig is of unmistak- 
able value. Tlie possible remedies are 
not many; the lieport warns us as to 
some of the objections and diftieiilties 
involved in the most obvious oL’ them. 
Lt. has not. been sufíiciently recognised 
that all manufacturers secking pro- 
tection for their iudustries had full 
and ample opportunity to argue 
theij* propcísais belore (he 
s o'clock. Committee. and that tln* 
Committee’s conclusions are 
very larg(*ly colourc*d by the kind of 
case that those most directlv con- 
cerncd rnade to it. Taking economie 
(‘onsiderations only into account, \ fiuir 
that Irish industri(*s did not make too 
eonvincing a case to thc Committeo and 
iiothing I have lieard in the eoui*S(* of 
this debate has altered mv viow that 
there is mueh in the wav of efíieiency 
to achieve befon* a sysíem of protoe- 
tion, or any conceivable fiscal device 
could bring about the ideal eonditions 
which the imagination of Deputv 
Sears painted so attractivelv. I fec* 1 
that we should not approach this ques- 
tion as involving primarily the dis- 
eovery of means for preserving exist- 
ing industries, but rather base our 
poliey on such eonceptions as we may 
form of the kind of socml and economie 
life we thinlc best fitted to tlie resources 
of the country and the eapaeities of its 
people. 'The Oovernment does not 
aecept the mere fact that an industry 
exists and is in difficulties as a reason 
for protecting it. 

We must bc satisfied that an industry 
seeking protection is an industry 
adapted to the country, that it is one 
which with reasonable application and 
intelligence we can develop economi- 
callv, and that there is a real prospect 


, of the initial cost which the rest of the 
commumty would have to bear being 
returned to it in full measure in the 
futurc. Modern industry and modorn 
business are matters very mueh more 
complex and technical now than they 
were ten years ago. We liere havc had 
little opportunity of learning or undcr- 
standing the rapid technical, scientiíic 
and íinancial developments of rccent 
yeai*s. We are out. of the main stream. 
We must, therefore, have as one object 
in adjusting our fiscal system tlu* en- 
couragement of those from whom we 
can learn to como to this countrv and 
set us an example. We cannot ask thc 
agricultural or any other scction of the 
community to pay the cost of protect- 
ing industries for which the comitry 
may liave no natural fitness or of main- 
taining an indnstry whicli takes no 
pains to or is incapable of meeting the 
r(*quir(*iiients of cfficiency. I recognise 
fully that wc cannot roasonably com- 
plain of our ínainiíacturcrs or Inisiness 
rnen not possessing tln* kuowledge or 
experience oL‘ captains of industry ” 
in Durope or America. Thov th*servc 
all credit for having kept things going 
under eireumstauccs of gi*(*at dil’íiculty. 
1 >u 1 if tlu* coinmunity is to acce]>t obli- 
! gations with a view to assisting llie in- 
• dustrial sid(* of our aclivitics Ihe indus- 
trial side, on its part, niust satisfv us 
that every other means of maldng in- 
dustry efficient has been eonscicntiouslv 
j applied. 

| Opinions may differ, ‘ and differ 
j widely, as to how to determine wliat ac- 
j tivities of a manufacturing kind aro 
best suited to the Saorstát. lt. must be 
largely a niatter of opinion, and I doubt 
whether many of us forming a judg- 
ment can elairn the qualitieations of an 
expert. I am not certain that. in the 
future it may not be fouud that this 
I country ean develop prosperous manu- 
■ factures of commodities to which at pre- 
sent we give little or no attcntion, and 
if wc eneouragc industrial and nianu- 
faeturing enterpriscs to regard An 
1 Saorstát as a country with possibilities 
where energy and effieiency will havt 
reasonablp protection, I think we shall 
find more than a few people ready to 
make discoveries for us. 

In the meantime, a rough guide as to 
thc direction in which manufactures in 
this country might develop will be 



643 Fiscal Committee's DAIL KJRKANN. Beport. 644 


[Mr. McGrath.] 

found in the list of its principal im- 
ports. If the inhabitants of the country 
regularly consume particular commodi- 
ties in large quantities, manufacturers 
of such commodities at homc would 
have at least one essential element of 
efficient produetion under moc^ern con- 
ditions—a large and stable home de- 
mand. If, moreover, it appears that in- 
cluded in such commodities are a num- 
ber for which this country itself pro- 
duces the raw materials, I think we 
could feel some confidence in selecting 
such commodities for a fiscal experi- 
ment. 

It would have to be admitted that 
in the beginning the cost of these com- 
modities to the consumer would rise. 
The increase in price might in some 
cases be small, while in other cases it 
would inevitably be large. The eosi 
of living in the limited sense of the 
cost of the particular commodities on 
whieh the official cost of living figure 
is based, might not be directly affected. 
Nevertheless, what I might call the 
general cost of existence, must rise to 
some extent on the hypothesis that we 
started by protecting commodities of 
whieh the home consumption was large. 
This prospect might not, however, 
cause undue apprehension. We are 
agreed, I think, that the cost of living 
in this country under present condi- 
tions is capable of considerablc reduc- 
tion, though we may not be agreed as 
to how best that result is to be 
obtained. It is undeniably true that 
in many cases the present level of retaii 
priccs offers scope for reduction with- 
out any serious hardship to retailers | 
and distributors. Moreover, I think it 
is recognised that it may be possible 
to devise a limited system of protective 
dutics which will not injuriously affect 
the overhead charges of our main in- 
dustry, agriculture, and which can be 
modified, and perhaps extended, ac- 
cording as measures for the relief and 
development of that industry begin to 
show substantial results. We have 
resources which, if the brains and 
encrgy of the country are seriously 
devoted to this economic questiors 
provide us with ample reserves to meet 
contingenpies. But the brains and 
energy must be applied to their work 


by all sections in the country if we are 

, find a true economic baíance. 

I have said that some rise in price 
is unavoidable at the outset of a pro- 
tective system. Deputies have endea- 
voured to prove that prices and the 
cost of living in protected countries 
are generally lower than in the frec 
trade countries. They have not wholly 
convinced mc. liut there is no inhe- 
rent reason why with careful discri- 
mination any rise in priees for this 
cause should be unduly prolonged. If 
we adopted a system of tarilfs on com- 
rnodities of which there was a large 
home consumption, it should follow 
that sueh tarilfs would open a wide 
field at home for eompetitive manufac- 
ture. The larger the dernand for thc 
commodity protected, the greater the 
initial effect on prices; but, also, the 
larger thc competitive field. It would, 
however, be a field in which growths 
such as trusts or monopolies would 
have to be strictlv supervised. 

I do not know that I ean add much 
more to this debate. This is a matter 
in which we.need to procecd with great 
caution and deliberation, but I think 
it was due to the Dáil that I should 
express, first, the opinion of the 
Government that our industrial limb 
needs development, and, secondly, that 
special measures are necessary for that 
purpose. A fiscal revolution, however, 
we do not contemplate, nor do we 
believe that it is the true destiny of 
this country to become a coneentrated 
indústrial rcgion. Between now and 
the time the Budget is presented, we 
will examine with all possible care the 
various directions in which changcs 
would be rnade without undue preju- 
dice to any section of the community. 
Whether the changes we have to pro- 
pose will be few or many, I am not in 
a position to prophesy; but I believe 
that on examination we shall íirid that 
we must proceed slowly in the matter, 
that what we do must be largely of an 
cxperimental nature, and if it is shewn 
to us that any of our proposals involvo 
dangers greater than their probable 
advantages wewill be willing to modify 
or withdraw them. 

An important matter which has been 
mentioned more than once is the possi- 
bility of shifting duties from one set of 
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commodities to another, with a view to 
avoiding disturbances in the cost of 
I living. This we will carefully examine; 
I but I am bound to say that the Minister 
j for Finance, who has the responsibility 
| of providing on a rcasonably certain 
basis for the revenue of the country, 
cannot bc expected to gamble too rashly 
on changes which offer him a less cer- 
tain prospect, and which, if they have 
a genuinely protective eífect, will to 
that extent deprive him of revenue. 
Nor must it be forgotten that an im- 
t portant element in this question is the 
j possibility of collecting with reasonable 
; economy and without undue inconveni- 
ence, whatever duties it were decided to 
» adopt. Thc Minister for Finance must 
pay close attention, closer attention 
than, I fcar, is paid by many Indus- 
trialists and manufacturers, to his 
“ Costs of Produetion. ,, The external 
trade of this country, and particularlv 
the import trade, is carried on through 
so many channels and often in such 
small quantities as to make the collec- 
tion of duties a difficult and an expen- 
sive task. The criticisms wc have heard 
during the debate as to the absence of 
any adequate trade statistics can be at- 
tributed Avholly to this cause. Such 
statistics wdll soon bc available; but it 
has proved an immense undertaking 
when our trade had first been 
thoroughly analysed, to provide the 
staff, machinery and organisation nc- 
cessary for the detailed preparation of 
statistics, and, Avhile the adoption of 
new duties would not neeessarily in- 
volve additional expense for this pur- 
pose, it must involve a large expense in 
staff for customs work. The Cfovern- 
ment is prepared to accept Deputy Mil- 
ro^’smotion. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE 

took the chair at this stage. 

Mr. MILROT: I suppose that I will 
get an opportunity of commenting upon 
the criticism that has been hurled at 
my head. It is rathcr late now, but if 
the Dáil is prepared I do not mind 
going on for another two and a half 
hours. I think, however, that it would 
be in accordance with the feeling of the 
Dáil, owing to tl^e interest attaching to 
this matter, if we adjourned the debate 
for a week or so until I have time to 

Vol. 6. 


read the Government statement and the 
othcr comments, when I can make my 
reply to my critics. I suggest an ad- 
journment for a week, or until some day 
when the Government have no pressing 
business on hands. 

Mr. O HIGGINS: I agree. I will 
move the adjournment of the Dáil. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN OOMHAIRLE: 

To what date is this debate to be 
adjourned? 

Mr. MILROY: I suggest that ít be 
left to those who have the arranging 
of the Orders of the Day. I suppose 
they will let me know when it is com- 
ing on. 

AN LEAS CHEANN-COMHAIRLE: 

Very well, the debate is aceordingly 
adjourned. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I now move: 
“ That the Dáil adjourn until 3 o’clock 
to-morrow. 

QUESTION ON ADJOUBNMENT. 

RIGHT OF PUBLIC MEETING. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I ”avc notice that I 
desired to eall attention to thc notice 
which appeared in this morning’s 
papers over the signature of the Mini- 
stov for llome Affairs respecting an 
announcement that a public meeting 
was to be held to-day at the railings, 
Rildare Street, and prohibiting the 
holding of that meeting under certain 
terms. The sequel, perhaps, explains 
the advertisement. It is known, I sup- 
pose, t o Deputies generally that the 
publie services of the policc, military, 
naval or fire brigade forces arc avail- 
able for surprise demonstrations to 
show what can be done with such 
forees. It now appears that the pur- 
pose of this notice was to show on short 
notice that thc new Dublin Metropoli- 
tan Police can be gathered together 
to prove the qualit.y of the men 
rccruited in the last few months, and 
the ability of the new Commissioner of 
Police. That may have been very 
satisfactory to the Minister. It waa 
very amusing to the Deputies who wer« 
eoming here. I had not the pleasnre 
of participating in the exhibition, hnt 
I was told that there was a remarltable 

sl 
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show o£ physical capacity and valiant 
bearing in the streets adjacent to this 
building. If that were the reason of 
the insertion of this notice I have no 
doubt that the Minister is well pleased 
with his experience. To me it appeared 
earlier in the day that it was a remark- 
able thing that the Minister for Home 
Affairs should issuc a notice of this 
kind over his name to deal with what 
to an ordinary person, with eyes or 
ears, was a mere exhibition of an eccen- 
tric. An announcement was marle that 
a meeting was to be held in Rildare St. 
at 3 o ’cloch, an announcement at which 
everybody smiled, and which every- 
body knew was the mere exhibition of 
one who desired to show himself as an 
enthusiast in a particular cause. The 
Minister took it seriously and ap- 
parently he thought it was necessary 
to have a demonstration in íorce to 
prevent any gathering of people in the 
ueighbourhood of this house on the 
pretence or assumption that thcre was 
a danger to the publie peace. It was 
no doubt very desirable to prevent a 
public meeting at, thc entrance to the 
legislative chambers. I quite agree, but 
a rcmedy was in the hands of the Com- 
missioner of Police without the Mini- i 
stcr for Home Affairs coming to his ! 
rescue, and if he was not capable of 
dealing with a matter of that írind. hc 
is not fit for his job. It should have 
been a small matter to disperse a few 
eople, and move them on and let them 
old their meeting out of the line of 
traffic, but what did thc Minister do? 
This is the most serious part of what 
I have to say, and is my real reason 
for raising the matter. 

Cirizens are guaranteed under the 1 
Constitution the right of public rneet- 
ing and lawful assembly. That pre- 
supposes some reasonable regard for 
public convenience, but that right of 
public meeting could have been granted 
and reasonable regard to pubíic con- 
venience still safeguarded, by mere 
police action without any display of 
force or the assumption that therc was 
going to be a riot or an attack on 
Parliament House by an armed body 
of Protectionists, with Deputy Milroy 
at their head. The notice which the 
Minister for Home Affairs signed, not 


only ordered that the public meeting 
shall not be held in Ejldare Street 
opposite Leinster House, but shall not 
be held anywhere within 500 yards 
radius of Kildare Street. It prohibits 
any assembly for the purpose of hold 
ing any meeting, procession, or de 
monstration—not cven in a house or 
building, nowhere for fear of a breach 
of the public peace. If there was any 
fear of a breaeh of the public peace, 
surely the same fear would be occa- 
sioned by a meeting 501 yards away. 
It was apparently the intcntion to 
safeguard the convenience of members 
of the Dáil, and to do that, to crack 
that little nut, the Minister deemed it 
necessary to introduce the steain ham- 
mer. It is really preposterous that 
such an exhibition should be made for 
such a trifling threat. My desire is 
to utter a warning that the rights of 
public meeting within decency, within 
rcasonablc convenience of the other 
members of the public must be safe- 
guarded, and should not be interfered 
with by an order from the Minister 
foL* Ilome Affairs. A slight police 
opcration of this lrind should be left to 
the discretion of the police in the 
locality, and the Minister ought not 
feel it necessary to give ponderous 
directions to police officers to bring all 
the forces into operation to prcvent 
any possible gathering. I thought it 
was neccssary to raise tliis matter in 
this way. I do not want to pretend 
that the safety of the nation is at stake 
or even that thc Minister has designs 
on the right of public meeting; but I 
want to say that this is another straw 
which shows thc necessity for very 
strict vigilance upon the rights of 
citizens under the Oonstitution. 

Mr. DARRELL PIGGIS: I desirc 
briefly to add my word to what Deputy 
Johnson has said. I came down Moles- 
worth Street towards 2 o’clock to-day, 
and saw a most wonderful display. 
Policemen were drawn up acros^ the 
whole stréet, shoulder to shoulder, 
while certain citizcns, consisting mostly 
of smali boys, were gaáing in wonder 
and awe at this extraordinary display. 
I did not realise. imtil I recalled to tay 
memory, the striking motice which the 
Minister for Home Affairs put in the 
papers this morning, the cause of this 
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display, and theri I wondcred whether 
I should feel n)ore sorry for Deputies 
and Senators coming to their work in 
this plaee, or for the poor constables. 

I think that the result of the Minister’s 
action is to make both thc National 
Assembly and the D.M.P. utterly ridi- 
culous in the cycs of eitizéns. That 
is thc first result which he has achieved, 
and I hardly think it was the result 
which he desired to achievc. I met two 
Senators who had just come down 
Kildarc Street, and we exchangcd 
notes as to what had occurred at the 
Stephen’s Green end, and they told me 
that they had seen an equal display 
there. Apparently thc whole place was 
in prison, and the police were preparcd 
to hold the streets valiantly against ail 
comers. There is, however, a more 
important rnatter, to which Deputy 
Johnson has reíerred, namcly, the 
constitutional right. 

I will read Article 9, whieh embodies 
that right because it is quite clear anu . 
explicit. It says:—“ The right. of free j 
expression of opinion as well as thc 
right to assemble peaceably anrl with- 
out arrns, and to form associations or | 
unions is guaranteed for purposes not | 
opposed to public morality. Laws j 
regulating the manner in which Ihe ; 
right of forming association aml the : 
right of free asscmbly may bc exercised j 
shall contain no political, religious or j 
class distinction . 99 The Attorney- j 
íleneral will rcmcmber ccrtain discus- 
sions with regard to that particular 
Article. It says quite clcarly that if 
there be any law regulating this mat- 
ter, the right to hold public assembly 
shall be freely exercisable by citizens 
of the Irish Free State. I think it de- 
sirable that some laws of the nature 
foreseen, in this Articlc should be intro- j 
duced, but until there are suca laws j 
citizens have the right which should 
be exerciscd freely. If it be undesir- 
able that there should be public meet- 
ings held in Rildare Street, I, as one of 
those who reside in that street, will be 
very glad, but it should be embodied 
in the law, and I suggest therc are 
other streets that might be brought 
within the cognizance of the Minister. 
There is a placq> called College Green 
where I remember a large meeting was 
held during an afternoon, and evening. 


by a polLieal party that entirely held 
up the traffic of the city of Dublin in 
those parts, because a political party 
was anxious to secure votes in an 
election. 

Now, if it was right to hold a meet- 
ing in College Green, and to hold up 
all traffic in College Green for the con- 
venience of one Party, then it is equally 
right for another Party to hold a pub- 
lic meeting in another street for its 
own conveiiience. 

Mr. McCARTHY : Wliy did not you 
hold one? 

Mr. DARRELL PiaGIS: I did not 

hold one. Let the matter be regulatcd; 
let there bc law; let there be plaees 
laid down where public meetings may 
be held, and apart from whieh places 
public mcetings may not be held. 
When we have that, then let the rcgula- 
tions be exercised within them, but 
until such laws are made the fact 
reniains that the Constitution has 
bestowed certain rights which are 
freely exercisablc by citizens. There 
is this constitutional matter, and therc 
is also tho other matter. The eon- 
slitutional matter is the more import- 
ant, but the other has its importance, 
too, because I do not believe that, in 
spite of the brave display that they 
madc, and the rnagnificent physique 
that eaeh of them had, that the 
members of the Dublin Metropolitan 
Policc to-day were altogether very 
proud of the show in which they were 
eompclled to take a part. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: As to whethcr the 
proposal to hold this mceting at the 
Ivildare Street railings was or was not 
the cxhibition of an eccentric, I leave 
Deputy Johnson to argue with citizen 
Olivcr «T. O’Connor. The notice sum- 
moning the mecting called for attend- 
ance from North, South, East and 
West, and promised speciai facilities. 
Now, clearly had the meeting been held 
it would have established a precedent. 
I consider it highly undesirable that 
such a prccedent should be created. 
Deputy Johnson suggests that there 
was no need for a notice, there was no 
need to tell the citizens that theré was 
any objection to the holding of this 
meeting; that the police should deal 
with them when and if they assembled. 
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I want to put a case. Jlad no notice 
been issued, had people reallv 
assembled in large numbers, had tlie 
police then come along and suggested 
a move, had that suggestion not been 
unanimously accepted by the crowd, 
• had the police to use any degree of 
force whatsoever, I would have no 
more eloquent or emphatic critic in tho 
Dáil than Deputy Johnson. 

I owe, perhaps, an apology to 
Deputy Figgis for having subjected 
him to the wondering gaze of small 
boys, and having so far encroached on 
his well-known shrinking modesty, but 
. Deputy Figgis’s patriotism will, I am 
sure, stand the strain; it was in the 
interests of the State. TTe spcaks of 
the guarantces in the Oonstitution. 
Does Deputy Figgis or I)eputy John- 
son, or any other Deputy, suggest that 
the Constitution guarantees tlie 
absolute right of meeting anywhere at 
any time? Does he suggest, for in- 
stance,’ that under that Articíe of the 
Constitution mcctings could be held 


daily or hourly in Grafton Street, or 
any other place? There is no absolute 
right of public meeting. Perhaps the 
matter is best summed up in this state- 
ment by a judge in the hearing of a 
ease:— 

“ There is, no doubt, that the 
people of this country have a perfect 
right to meet for the purpose of 
stating what are, or even what they 
consider to be, their grievances. 
That right they have always had r 
and I trust always will have, but in 
order to transmit that right unim- 
paired to posterity it is necessary 
that it should, be regulated by law 
and restrained by ‘reason. ,, 

A Bill is in course of preparation 
dealing with this whole matter of pub- 
lic meetings. In the meantime, I can 
only hope that the exercise of what- 
ever right exists will be restrained by 
reason, pcnding its being regulated by 
law. 

The Dáil adjourned at 8.30 p.m. to 
3 oVloek on Thursday, 24th January. 
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DÉARDAOIN, 24adh DANAIR, 1924. 
( Thursday, January, 1924.) 


Do chuaidh an Ccann Comhairle i 
geeannas ar a 3 oVloeh. 

CEISTEANNA—QUESTIONS. 
ORAL ANSWERS. 


ENNISCRONE (MAYO) PRE-TRUCE 
CLAIM. 

AILFRID 0 BROIN asked the Minis- 
ter tor Finanee if he will eause in- 
quiries to be made into the clairn of 
Mr. Martin Mark Tolan, Enniserone, 
Rallina, Co. Mayo, for loss sustained 
throuí>h foreible sale of motor ears and 
interferenee with his business by Hritish 
Forces. 

MINISTER for FINANCE (Mr. E. 
Blythe) : The elaim in this ease should 
be made against the British fíovern- 
nient. It will, no doubt, be dealt with 
by the War Compensation Tribunal 
when such a body is set up. 

Mr. BAXTER: Arising out of that 
reply, can the Minister give us any idea 
when this tribunal will l>e set up, or can 
he say what is being donc in the mat- 
ter? 

Mr. BLYTHE: I hopc to be able to 
make a statement very soon about it, 
possibly wdthin two or three weeks. 
Negotiations are still going on and have 
been taking place within the last threc 
or four wéeks. 

ATHY SOLDIER S UNEMPLOY- 
MENT BENEFIT. 

AODH 0 CULACHAIN asked the 
Minister for Industry and Commerce if 
he is aware that Wm. Olirien, of But- 
ler’s Lane, Athy, Co. Rildare, who at- 
tested on the 7th August, 1922, and was 
diseharged on the 22nd May, 1923 (Un- 
employment Insurance Book 364), has 


been signing thc Unemployment Regis- 
ter for three months, and that although 
rcp( k ated applications have been made 
to the Department and the Minister for 
Defence, he has not received unemploy- 
ment benefit; to ask whcther, as this 
man and his family are destitute, in- 
structions will be given to expedite 
payment. 

MINISTER for INDUSTRY and 
COMMERCE (Mr. J. McOrath) : The 

faets regarding the Army service of 
William Bryan, of Butler\s Lane, Athy, 
appear to be as stated in this question. 
After his releasc from the army, he 
claimed and reeeived unemployment in- 
surance benefit for 15 weeks in the 
benefit year ending 17th October last. 
When he claimed benefit in the second 
bencfit year, which commenced on thc 
J 8th Oetober, it was found that this 
case fell under the disqualifieation im- 
posed by Sub-sec. 4 of Scction 8 of the 
U.l. Act, 1920. Mr. Bryan was dis- 
charged beforc the passing of the U.I. 
Aet, 1923, and had not elaimed contri- 
butions in respect of his army serviee, 
which werc necessary to keep him in 
insurance. The Ministry, therefore, 
had to investigate his right to sueh eon- 
tributions. It was found that he satis- 
fied the necessary conditions, and ac- 
cordingly payment of all the benefit to 
which hc is entitlcd was authorised and 
the authority to pay sent to Athy local 
office on Tuesday last* In the circum- 
stanccs thc delay in establishing his 
right to have eontributions paid in re- 
spect of his army service could not have 
becn avoided. 

ACCESS TO NATIONAL LIBRARY. 

Mr. CONNOR HOGAN aslced the 
Minister for Agriculture if easy access 
to the National Library will forthwith 
be made availablo to members of the 
Oircachtas. 

Mr. BLYTHE (for the Minister foi 
Agriculture) : This matter is at present 
undcr consideration, and I hope to be 
in a position to make a definite state- 
ment at an earlv date. 

BALLINRUAN (CLARE) SUB. P.O. 

Mr. CONNOR HOGAN asked the 
Postmaster-General w r hether it m at prq- 
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sent intended to close Ballinruan Sub- 
Post Office (Ennis), and whether, in 
view of the large district. and the num- 
ber of persons served by the Sub-office, 
this decision will be reconsidered. 

POSTMASTER - GENERAL (Mr. 
Walsh) : 1 am having enquiry made as 
regards thc question of closing Ballin- 
ruan Sub-Post Office (Ennis), and will 
communieate with the Deputy when a 
deeision has been arrived at. 

DEPENDENTS’ ALLOWANOE 
(LIMERICR). 

P. K. 0 hOGÁIN asked the Minister 
for Dcfenee whether he is aware that 
the mother of Volunteer William Mul- 
queen, No. 27192, B. Company, 39th 
Infantry Battalion, Charleville, has re- 
ceived no dependents’ allowanec since 
he joined the Army on October 13th, 
1922, at Limeriek, and whether he will 
takc steps to have the matter inquired 
into. 

MINISTER FOR DEFENCE (Gene- 

ral Mulcahy): Mrs. Mulqueen’s elaim 
for Dependants’ Allowance was dis- 
allowed after due investigation on the 
ground that. the amount contributed by 
her son William to his home over and 
above the cost of his own maintenance, 
if any, therein for a reasonable period 
prior to enlistment, was Jess than the ^ 
minimum required bv regulations, | 
namely, 12s. per weck, beforc an allow- 
anee may be issued. 

KILDARE ARMY ACCOUNT. 

AODH 0 CULACHAIN asked the 
Minister for Defence if he is aware 
that a sum of £7 has been deducted by 
the Claims Adjudication Committee on 
the 22nd November, 1923, from the 
sum of £84 certified correct by Captain 
Flanagan, O.C. Rildare Barracks, as 
due to P. Higginbottom, Rildare, and 
if he will stat.e the reasons for this de- 
duction. 

General MULCAHY : Mr. Higgin- 
bottom’s claim was settled on thebasis 
of allowing him the same weekly wage 
as had been allowed him by the De- 
partment by which he was employed 
prior to his being taken over by the 


army. On this basis, his elaim con- 
tained an overcharge of £7 which was 
disallowed. 

PAYMENT OF NEWBRIDGE 
SOLDIER. 

AODH 0 CULACHAIN asked the 
Minister for Defence if he is aware 
that Private Michael Russell, of Bore- 
hard, Newbridgc, Co. Kildare, Army 
No. 12309, attested 24th April, 1922, 
and was diseharged 29th November, 
1923, has not received Army pay for 
the first three weeks of his serviee 
after attestation, although repeated 
applications have been made for same 
and whether, as it can be certified by 
thc O.C. Naas Barracks that Russeíl 
was on duty at Punehestown Races, 
1922, furthcr inquiries will be made 
witb a view t.o payment. 

General MULCAHY: Mr. Russell ap- 
plied for arrears of pay on tlie 7th ult. 
Thc prcscribed form was sent to him 
on the samc date but has not been re- 
turned sincc. A further copy of the 
form was issued to him yesterday. 

WRITTEN ANSWERS. 

TULLAMORE CLAIM AGAINST 
MILITARY. 

Mr. P. J. EGAN asked the Minister 
for Defence if Jie will state when it is 
proposed to pay the claiin of Mr. John 
Digan, Tullamore, from whom the 
Military Authoritics commandeered a 
house from the 9th August. 1922, to the 
30th March, 1923, for which the Gov- 
ernment Assesor fixed the rent. at £60 
per annum, exclusive of dilapidation 
during occupation, and whether he is 
aware that Mr. Digan, acting on the 
written authority of the Battalion 
Quartermaster, Portlaoighise, put the 
house in repair when the Military left, 
and furnished the contractors’ bill and 
engineer’s spccification to the Secre- 
t.ary of Office of Public Works, to ask 
if payment will be expedited. 

General MULCAHY: The Commis- 
sioners of Public Works are respon- 
sible for dealing with claims of the 
kind. They hope, I understand, to be 
in a position to settle Mr. Digan's 
claim at an early date* 
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DAMAGE TO FURNITURE (TULLA- 
MORE). 

Mr. P. J. EGAN asked the Minister 
for Defence when it is proposed to pay 
the claim of Mr. W. S. Corry, Ulster 
Bank, Tullamore, in respect of damage 
donc to his furniture during the occu- 
pation of the Bank’s premises by mili- 
tary, this claim being outstanding 
since July, 1922, and communication in 
respect of same having been reccived 
from the Commissioners of Public 
Works on 25th October, 1923. 

General MULCAHY : A claim made 
by Mr. Corry, Ulstcr Bank, Fcrbane, 
was forwarded to the Coinmissioners of 
Public Works, who are responsible for 
dealing with claims of the kind. They 
are, I understand, expediting a settle- 
ment. 

MILITARY OCCUPATION OF MOY- 
ELTA HOTEL, (DUBLIN). 

AILFRID 0 BROIN askcd the Minis- 
tcr for Defence whether he is aware 
that military occupied for some wccks 
the prcmises of Mrs. Sadlier, Moy- 
Elta Hotel, Amicns Street, Dublin; 
whcther she secured foodstuffs and 
other goods in local shops for their up- 
keep, and whether he has received a 
claim from Mrs. Sadlier in rcspect of 
Ihe loss she sustained during thc period 
of occupation, and if paymcnt of same 
will be cxpeditcd. 

General MULCAHY: A claim in rc- 
spect of loss to business and damagc to 
propcrty duc to military oecupation of 
her prcmises, has bcen receivcd from 
Mrs. Sadlier. It is under eonsideration 
by thf? Commissioncrs of Public Works, 
who are responsible for dealing with 
claims of this kind. 

BALLYBOUGHLIN (CLARA) 
ESTATE. 

Mr. P. J. EGAN asked the Minister 
for Agriculture Miat steps, if any, have 
been taken by the Estates Commis- 
sioners in connection witTi the petition 
aiready lodged regarding the property 
of the late Marlc Brown, Ballyboughlin, 
Clara, containing about forty-nine 
acres, at Bolart. 

Mr. HOGAN: The Land Commission 
are making inquiries into this matter. 


, UNTENANTED GRAZING LANDS 
(OFFALY). 

Mr. P. J. EGAN : asked the Minister 
for Agriculture what steps, if any, 
have been taken by the Estates Com- 
misioners regarding the untenanted 
grazing lands at Tully, Oífaly, contain- 
ing 265 acres, 2 roods and 24 perches, 
at present in thc oecupation of Michael 
FIynn, Tubber, and which have been 
the objeet of continued agitation since 
1905. 

Mr. HOGAN: Proceedings have not 
bccn institutcd for the sale to the Land 
(\mimission of thc lands of Tully, 
stated to be owned by Mr. Ml. Flynn, 
Tubber, and thc Land Commission are 
not at prescnt in a position to say 
whether they will be required for the 
relief of eongestion. 

QUESTION ON ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. WHITE: I beg to give notice 
that on the adjournmcnt this evening 
I intend to raise thc question of the 
prcvailing distress in Tiroonaill, and 
to draw the attention of the Minister 
responslble to same. 

HOUSING (BUILDING FACILITIES) 
BILL, 1924—SECOND STAGE. 

The PRESIDENT: I do not know 
i wliether therc is an agreemcnt that I 
; should takc up this Bill now. I believe 
the notice is a day or two short, and 
; I undertook not to prcss for thc neces- 
sary suspcnsion of the Standing Orders 
to take thosc Bills unless there was 
unanimous consent. You were not in 
the Chair when I gave that undertak- 
ing, and it is for that reason that I 
wish to make the matter clear to you 
| now. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : The po- 

sition is that an order was made to put 
this Bill on the Orders of the Day for 
to-day. The question of consent now 
is another matter. 

Mr. JOHNSON : T have notificd you 
that I objected to proceeding with the 
Bill on the Second Reading without the 
ordinary notice. Members received 
this Bill yesterday morning. It is an 
important Bill, and it requires con* 
sideration; the time has not allowed 
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that consideration which it deserves. 
Apart from that, I want to make my 
position clear. It is that when Stand- 
ing Orders respecting Legislative mea- 
sures have been adopted, after careful 
eonsideration, I believe it is absolutely 
nejcessary that those Standing Orders 
should be complied with. It was with 
a view to insisting that compliance with 
the Standing Ordcrs should be the 
mode of procedure that I notified you 
that I objected to taking the Second 
Reading of this Bill without the four 
days’ notice which the Standing Orders 
require. I recognise, however, that the 
Dáil did order that the Second Reading 
was to be taken to-day, and that that 
creates some difficulty; but I would 
suggest to the President that while we 
should comply with the Order, and the 
Dáil take the motion for Second Read- 
ing, and reeeive his statement on the 
matter, then we should adjourn the 
discussion to allow members to have 
time to eonsider the proposals in the 
Bill beforc proceeding with the Second 
Reading debatc. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : That 
proposal is quitc feasible. That is to 
say that the motion should l>e moved 
and seconded, and that the adjourn- 
mcnt of the debate should then be 
moved to some more suitable dav. I 
do not know what day Deputy Jolmson 
has in his mind. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I will be satisfied 
with to-morrow, if that is satisfactory 
to the Leader of the Dáil. 

• The PRESIDENT: I beg to move the 
Second Reading of the Housing (Build- 
ing Facilities) Bill, 1924. It is, perhaps, 
the third occasion upon which I have 
addrcssed myself to this subject, and a 
good deal of explanation has already 
been given by me regarding the main 
points of the main clauses of the Bill. 
On the last day some qucstion arose 
regarding the use of Irish manufae- 
tured materials. I think particular 
stress was laid on the manufacture of 
briclcs. My previous recollection of the 
number of bricks that a house of, say, 
five rooms would absorb was something 
iri the nature of 20,000. But on inquíry 
I got the information on the last day 
that anything from 3,000 to 5,000 


bricks would be required for a house 
of three or four rooms. On investiga- 
tion my information is that that figure 
is not correct, and that one might 
assume that thc average numbcr of 
bricks that would be required for the 
3,000 houses proposed under the Bill, 
granted that brick was used to the 
same extent that it had been used in 
the city of Dublin, would be something 
like 17,000 bricks per house, and that 
the total number of bricks required for 
the entire scheme would be in the neigh- 
bourhood of 50,000,000 bricks. I think 
that is a sufficient answer to those who 
made certain representations regarding 
the eondition of brickworks throughout 
the country. 

If the scheme be found possible to 
work, if the terms proposed in thc Bill 
are accepted and acceptable, it is, on 
the face of it, a sound business proposi- 
tion for brick-manufacturing companies 
throughout the country to get busy, so 
as to have the necessary material avail- 
able for the construction of those 
houses. Up to this, most of the work 
in urban distriets, and, in fact, in rural 
districts also, of providing liouscs for 
persons for whom it is iiitended that 
these three thousand houses should be 
built, has been done l)y local authori- 
ties, either by rural district councils, 
urban district councils, or county 
l)orough councils. There is a departure 
in this proposal inasmuch as you are 
bringing in a diffcrent order in tliis Bill 
to provide housing accommodation. lt 
is, I think, generally admitted as the 
very essence of this particular problem, 
that the provision of housing accom- 
modation is the most uneconomic ser- 
vice we have got, and that every effort 
must be made to climinate any charges 
pressing on prospective tenants or pur- 
chascrs of the particular class of house 
proposed under the Bill. 

We, having examined the problem 
in all its phases, have come to the con- 
elusion that apart from any culpabil- 
ity there might possibly be attached to 
local authorities in providing housing 
accommodation, it would be impossible 
for them, in thc nature of the case, to 
avoid the expense inseparable from the 
administration of the service by the 
local authorities. I think, on one or 
two former occasions, I dealt at some 
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length with that particular subject. 
There is the question of the collection 
of rents, the small sums involved, the 
difficulty of collection, the question of 
repairs, the hundred and one other ex- 
pe.nses inseparable from the adminis- 
tration of a service such as this, whieh 
make it impossible for a local author- 
ity to administer the service without 
cnormous expense. I recollect, shortly 
after my appointment as Minister for 
Local Government, having considercd 
the question of labourcrs , cottages. 
Previously I had had some slight ex- 
perience of the matter and I found 
in one area where the R.D.C. had con- 
structed 1,400 dwellings, that it would 
have saved the R.D.C. £12 per annum 
if it had made an absolute prcsent of 
those dwellings to their occupicrs and 
would have made a saving, in addition 
to that, in office expenses or eharges 
for officials 9 servicc in conncction with 
those cottages. I made refercnoe also 
to the fact that local authorities are 
oecasionally subject to pressure for the 
inclusion of certain items in the con- 
struction of those houses which, I 
think, at present they can be searcely 
said to be able to bear. 

In the City of Dublin representa- 
tions in respect of the provision of one 
dass of material as against another im- 
posed what amountcd to a rent of 2/- 
a week on the houses. If we start out 
with the premise that we rcquire a low 
rent, obviously you cannot achieve 
that. purpose if any additional expense 
would have to be ineurred in provid- 
ing the houses. ln comparing the sums 
which it is proposed to grant in re- 
spect of three, four and five-roomed 
houses, I think it will be found we are 
more generous in respect of the subsi- 
dies in each case than has been the 
case in other places which are very 
near this country. In respect to the 
proposal to leave the levy only a per- 
centage—5 per eent. I think in thc first 
year—of the rptes on these houses, it 
will be found we are associating in a 
remarkable manner local authorities 
with the provision of these houses. 

There may be difficulty in the matter 
of providing building material. The 
Government has no desire to enter into 
competition, or to interfere in any way 
with ordinary business transactions 
through the country, but we cannot 


shut our eyes to the fact that the cost 
of building materials is a considerable 
item in the provision of these houses. 
We have made calculations, and have 
estimated the amount of material that 
will be required in each case, arid if, 
on examination, it is found that the 
charges made in respect of building 
materials are prohibitive, then it will 
be for the Government—and provision 
is niade in the Bill for a Ministerof the 
State to intervene—to correct any evil 
teudencies of that particular descrip- 
tion. I said on the First Reading that 
this íiuestion of housing was a very 
important and complex one, and that 
it had not yet received anything in the 
nature of either a royal or a repub- 
íican or a demoeratic or any otlier sort 
of solution, and I do not know that 
therc is any such soit of solution. I 
think it is a ease in which various at- 
tempts will be made, year after year, of 
seeing how far there can be an improve- 
ment upon the prcvious year's work, 
and of endeavouring, with the gcneral 
I help of all sections of the community, 

I to contribute soincthing towards the 
solution of this problem. There is no 
use in saying that the sums which we 
propose to provide under this Bill are 
I not sufficient. I do think, having 
' regard to the amount of monev that is 
involvcd in each particular case, that 
the subsidy is a considerable one, and 
that it is a real earnest of our attempt, 
taking into consideration the size of our 
purse, to deal with this problem; and, 
even if it w r cre a thing that our revcnue 
and expcnditure bore a much more 
I favourable outlook than they do, I do 
not think it would be advisable that *we 
I should set a standard of a heavier sub- 
sidy than wliat is proposed in this case. 
It would mark too great a diftVrcnce 
I betw^een value on the one hand and 
payment on the other. 

It may be that in the course of the 
discussions on this particular Bill refer- 
ences may be made to some suggestions, 
one of whieh íirst appeared in the Press, 
and another of which, I think, Deputy 
Johnsón fathered some years ago; an<J 
that. was the formation of a special 
Housing Committee or a special Hous- 
ing Authority, and a greater, if this be 
the right term to use, standardisation 
of the provision of essential building 
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materials for these houses. At any 
rate, this is a start which may be made 
now at the most opportunc time in the 
year. 

We have been told for some years 
that we had not utilised private enter- 
prise as muoh as we might have. This 
is an opportunity at any ratc for pri- 
vate enterprise to show T how T much 
bettcr it can do than local authorities 
have done. I will admit that we have 
not given private enterprise the same 
great oppoi*tunities as tlie local authori- 
ties have had during the last twelve or 
eighteen months, but I think it will be 
conceded, even by those cngaged in 
private enterprisc, that the last twelve 
or eighteen months did not lcnd them- 
selves to a serious considcration of this 
particular problem. The other point 
that may possibly arise is a letter 
which, 1 think, Alderman Hadden of 
Wcxford sent to the Prcss, dcaling with 
the borrowúng of moncv by local au- 
thorities over a period of years. I am 
having that suggestion examincd, but 
on the face of it I would say this, that 
it brings back all those expenses to 
which I have already reícrred, and that 
it does not call for the effoit which is 
called for under this Bill. This pur- 
chase of premises by persons able to 
purchase them makes it, as it w r ere, too 
easy for the eream of the pcoplc who 
are looking for this class of house cap- 
able and able to spend the amount of 
money that w t c have put dow T n for this 
particular class of housc here. In con- 
sidering the housing ])robJcm onc must. 
bear in mind that with these subsidies 
and with these great helps that w r e are 
giving, that those for whom we arc sup- 
plying these houses must themselves i 
bear the maxiinum amount thcy are 
capable of bearing. 

I have evidence within the last couple 
of years that thcre are people very well 
able to pay very much more than they 
are actually paying for houses that arc 
provided out of public funds. I do not 
know that there is any section in the 
Dáil or in the community which stands 
for a policy of that sort. I came across 
one case which, I think, I mentioncd on 
the last day, in which something like 
£17 came in every week into a family 
exchequer. These people bid for a house 


provided by a local authority up to one- 
third of its cost, and offered £2 for ad- 
mission to the house, whereas other 
families having only a quarter of the 
amount in some cases were prepared to 
put down as mueh as £50 to be allowed 
into this house. If the idea be that 
people want the provision of tbese 
houscs at thc maximum cost to the 
State or the local authority, and at the 
minimum cost to themsclvcs, I say that 
w r e are not being met in cases of that 
kind with the sympathetic gesture, if I 
may say so, that w r e are making in these 
cases. I beg to move the Second Read- 
ing of thc Bill. 

MINISTER for DEFENCE (General 
Mulcahy) : I second. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I bcg to move that 
the debate be adjourned until to- 
morrow. 

Question — li That the debatc on the 
motion bc adjourned until to-morrow 
—put and agreed to. 

ACCOMMODATION FOR THE 
OIREACHTAS. 

The following motion stood in the 
namc of the President in the Ordcrs of 
thc Day:— 

De bhri gur gá gan a tliuille moille 
féachaint chun árus ceart do sholá- 
thar don Oireachtas. 

; Agus de bhri go ndineann sc eeataí 
don phuiblíocht agus go gcuircann sé 
saothrú talamliaíochta agus saothrú 
eolaíochta chun deiridh áitreabh 
Chumann Ríoga Bhaile Atha Cliath 
agus an Mhúséum Náisiúnta do bheith 
3 sealbhú ag an Oireachtas agus cosc a 
bheith le cuairteoirí chun an Mhú- 
séum Náisiúnta dá dheascaibh sin. 
Ar an abhar san beartuitear agus 
tathar a bheartu leis seo— 

(1) Go ndéanfar gan a thuille 
moille féachaint chun foirgintí an 
Ospidéil Ríoga i gCill Mhaighneann 
do chur ar fáil mar árus sealadach 
don Oireachtas agus na foirgintí ina 
bhfuil an tOireachtas fé láthair do 
chur arís chun a n-úsáide bunaidh. 

(2) Go gceapfar Coiste de bhaill 
den Oireachtas chun fiosrú dhéanamh 
agus tuairisc a thabhairt do dhá 



565 Accommodation for 24 Jaitoary, 1924 . the Oireachias. 566 


Thigh an Oireachtais ar ionaid 
oiriúnacha a bheadh le fáil i gcóir 
buanáruis don Oireachtas. 

(3) Go vótálfar agus go vótáltar 
leis seo baochas Dháil Eireann do 
Chumann Bíoga Bhaile Atha Cliath 
i dtaobh na saoráidí a thug an 
Cumarm don Oireachtas. 

(4) Go gcuirfar teachtaireacht go 
dtí Seanad Eireann á iarraidh ortha 
an rún so do bhreithniú chó luath is 
bheidh san caothúil dóibh. 

Whereas, it is necessary to take 
immediate steps for thc provision of 
adequate accommodation for the 
Oireachtas. 

And whereas, the occupation of the 
premises of the lloyal Dublin Society 
and of the National Muscum and the 
consequcnt restrictions on visitors to 
the latter institution is a eause of in- 
convenience to the public and of loss 
to agricultural and scicntiíic develop- 
mcnt. Be it therefore and it is hereby 
resolved— 

(1) That immediate stcps be taken 
to have the buildings of the Royal 
Hospital, Eilmainham, made available 
for the temporary accommodation of 
the Oireachtas and the buildings at 
present occupied restored to their 
original purposes. 

(2) That a Committee of members 
of the Oireachtas be appointed to 
enquirc and report to both Houses of 
the Oircachtas as to suitable and 
available sites for the perrnanent 
housing of the Oireachtas. 

(3) That the thanks of Dáil 
Eireann be and are hereby voted to 
the Royal Dublin Society for the 
facilities which have been placed at 
the disposal of thc Oireachtas by the 
Society. 

(4) That a message be sent to 
Seanad Eireann requesting that this 
resolution be considered by them at 
their earliest convenience. 

The following amendment in the 
name of Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS was 
tabled:— 

To omit all words after the íirst 
paragraph, and to substitute the fol- 
lowing words:— 

“ Be it, therefore, and is hereby, 
resolved: 

“ (1) That a Committee consist- 


ing of ten Members to be nominated 
by the Committee of Selection, be 
appointed to enquire and report to 
both Houses of the Oireachtas as to 
(a) the temporary accommodation of 
the Oireachtas pending its permanent 
housing, and (b) the permanent 
housing of the Oireachtas. 

(2) That Seanad Eireann be re- 
quested to appoint an equal number 
of Members of the Seanad to serve 
í on such Committee, and that a mes- 

I sage be sent to Seanad Eireann ac- 

cordingly. ’ y 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: In con- 
sidering the amendment which has been 
circulated in the name of T)eputy Dar- 
rell Figgis, and in amending the draft 
of that amendment, we discovered a 
flaw in paragraph (2) of the Presi- 
| dent’s motion, and that paragraph, I 
| think, would have to be framed to read, 

: “ That a Committee be appointed to in- 
; quire and report as to suitable and 
available sites for the permanent hous- 
ing of the Oireachtas. ,, 

We are concerned here with the ap- 
i pointment of a Committee of Deputies r 
not a Committee of Members of both 
- ITouses. And I think it would be neces- 
J sary to add at the end of paragraph (4) 
i words to the effeet “ That a liko Com- 
! inittee be appointed by the Seanad to 
; join a Committee of the Dáil. M That 
; brings the motion and the amendment 
I into conformity. I think the President 
I agrecs to that. 

i 

| The PRESIDENT: Yes: In moving 
the Resolution in its amended form, I 
havc to say that it may be an ease to 
, 00 ^ 111 ^ 08 ’ minds to know that we are 
} putting it forward for the free vote of 
j the Ilouse. As far as the Government 
is concerned, thc Government Whips 
are .withdrawn. Tn considering this 
question, we want the free and unfet- 
tered decision of the House, and as I 
notice Deputy Figgis ^wears an enig- 
matical smile, I may as well say it is 
not through pressure from the Party I 
have the honour to represent that this 
concession is made. It is in order that 
neither now nor at any other time can 
it be said that any influence, direct or 
indirect, has been brought to bear upon 
any' member of the Dáil in deciding this 
matter. In putting forward this Re- 
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solution, I think it is right that I should 
state, at the very beginning, that we 
are here in occupation of premises 
which do not belong to us. We are 
here in the first place as gucsts, and in 
thc second place vcry much like squat- 
ters, because, I suppose, as time goes on 
our claim to remain here gets a little 
stronger. We are very inuch indebted 
to the Royal Dublin Society for their 
gencrosity, for their eourtesy, their 
great help, the great assistancc that 
they have, at all times, given us in 
malung our stay here as comfortable as 
possible, and for their readiness in 
meeting us on almost every oecasion 
that we have had to make reprcsenta- 
tions to them for still more hospi- 
tality. I should say that our occupa- 
tion of these premises has, to a very 
large extent, interfercd with the work 
of the Society. It was, perhaps, some 
nine months aftcr wc came here first 
that we had representations from them 
to that effeet, and I then gave an un- 
dertaldng that I would bring the mat- 
ter bcfore the Oireachtas, and have it 
definitely settlcd as to whether we 
could not. decide upon acquiring some 
other premises which would cnable us 
to discharge the business of the State 
in ii proper and workmanlike manncr. 

A Committee was appointed by the 
Dáil and the Seanad last July, and I 
think their rcport might be said to con- 
sisr of two complaints—first, that they 
had not timc in whieh to register their 
complaints sufficiently strongly, and 
the other, that the Coinmittee was di- 
vided amongst itself upon the question 
of tempoi:ary and permanent accommo- 
dation, and upon the fact that they did 
not like to leave here and did not lilce 
to go to Xilmainliam. And they were 
determined that they would not come 
to a definite conclusion upon the'sub- 
ject. I will admit that the time al- 
lotted to the eonsideration of the sub- 
ject was very short, but these are days 
wh3n quick decisions must be arrived 
at, and postponing the considerations 
of qnestions does not solve them, and 
very often does not lend much to their 
ultiraate solution. 

I do not think it is necessary for ine 
to refer, at this stage, to the xact that 
we hear people now talking of senti- 


ment who would perhaps scorn to be 
accused of such a thing as sentiment 
a short time ago. But any sentimental 
regard that there may be for fixing 
the housing of the Oireachtas in a par- 
ticular place is not prejudiced by this 
motion. We have got to direct our 
minds to the fact that whether we de- 
cide upon ultimately taking over what 
is known as the old Irish Ilouses of 
Parliament or not, that our ultimate 
occupation or our entering into occu- 
pation of those premises must be set 
down—if we were to decide here and 
now that was going to be done—as not 
possible sooner than March, 1931, 
seven years hence. That is the infor- 
mation at my disposal and I believe 
that. that information was at the dis- 
posal of the Committee considering 
this matter. What we are concerned 
with in this Resolution is: what is the 
best aceommodation that can be pro- 
vided for the Oireachtas between this 
and that period. I will conccrn my- 
self with tlie time it would take to 
make the Royal Hospital fit for the 
occupation of Parliament, the cost of 
it and the accommodation that would 
be afforded. During the last week or 
so, Deputies may have read in the 
Press three advertisements giving no- 
tiee of certain Bills that were to be in- 
troduced under the title of Privatc 
Bills. Now í’or that particular service 
we have got at the moment no accom- 
modation whatever, and it will be 
necessary, if wc are to consider Pri- 
vate Bill legislation, to allow a consider- 
ablc amount of space to deal with it. 
We will require a much larger Commit- 
tee Room and Examiner's Room and 
othcr apartments inseparable from and 
ineidental to the consideration of such 
matters. The total available space in 
these premises represents something 
like 32,000 square feet, so it is limited. 
Even if we decided to remain here, a 
considerable amount of additional 
building would have to be done or pro- 
vision of extra accommodation would 
be essential. We have examined the 
Royal Hospital from that aspect and 
after providing for the room in which 
the Dáil would meet and the room in 
which the Seanad would meet, there 
is available something like 48,000 sq. 
feet. In the case of the old Irish 
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IIousc of Commons, .after accommoda- | 
tion had been provided for the Dáil 
and the Seanad, the accommodation 
available would be approximateiy 
38,000 sq. feet, so that in this matter 
the Royal Hospital bears a rather fav- 
ourable comparison either with what 
is hoped by a great many people shall 
be our ultimate home or what we have 
here, or any of the suggested alterna- 
tive sites put before us. 

The time that it- would take to ad- 
apt the Royal Hospital to the needs of 
the Oireachtas would be twelve months 
from the date of the start. If it was 
decided to start in June, you would 
have the building ready by June 12 
months. If we were ready to start 
now, it would be ready in 12 months. 
Apart from the Dáil and the Seanad 
Chambers, there would be 95 other 
rooms in Ihe Royal Jíospital with the 
every other accommodation that is re- 
quired in an institution of that sort 
and therc is also provision for a lib- 
rary within the quadrangle. 

The total cost in the case of the 
Royal llospital is estimated to be 
£45,000, so that if it were intended to 
remain there for a period of, say, tcii 
years, the cost would run into approxi- 
inately £4,500 a year. In the case of 
the Bank, or the old House of Parlia- 
ment, it is estimated that the period, 
as I have already stated, would be 
seven years, and that the estimate 
would be somewhere in the neighbour- 
hood of £1,000,000. I would like to 
say this. I have kept rathcr cpiiet on 
this subject, although there have been 
many rumours that- I was personally 
interested, or that my friends were per- 
sonally interested in the Royal Hos- 
pital. There is a tribe in this country 
known as speculators, and they have 
not been idle for thc last couple of 
years. I do not know but that a good 
deal of the opposition to this particular 
Kilmainham site has been on the part of 
these speculators. I am certainly not 
keen upon putting money into these 
people’s pockets. I have heard of one 
case where a premises was bought for 
£4,000, which brought in £3,000 in rent 
for a year. I suppose if we were to ac- 
quire that place as an annexe to the 
future House of Parliament the claim 
would be in the neighbourhood of 
£20,000. I am just as anxious to clip 


the wings of people who are absolutely 
indiíferent to our economic necessities. 
at the moment as I am to deal with 
those who are standing in the way of 
the provision of cheap housing accom- 
modation for the people. That is a mat- 
ter that cannot be left out of considcra- 
tion in considering this particular prob- 
lem. Reccntly the Mcdical Officcr of 
Ilealth for the City of Dublin gave an 
intcrview to the Press, and he placed 
beyond all doubt- the fact that the 
housing accommodation of the work- 
ing classes in this city is deplorable. 
We are faeed within the next few 
years with the reconstruction of 
many destroyed business premises ini 
the <;ity, and other premises in the* 
country, owing to what has tran- 
spired during the last two or three 
years. That will require a considerable 
effort on t-he part of the building trades 
in this city, and I do not think it is 
an opportune time for large Govern- 
ment expenditurc of money to provide 
suitablc aecommodation. I do think 
that if it be the intention ultimately to 
take the old ITouse and the old site, we 
ought not to contemplate any Iarge* 
building schemes until after some in- 
road has been made upon thc housing 
problem in the city. I think that those 
who have made a study of it will ad- 
mit that even if it were possible to have 
a concentration of the building trades 
upon the housing problem in t-he city 
that they would not make an appre- 
ciable reduction in the number of 
houses required for the next five years, 
taking into consideration the fact, that 
you cannot arrest the reconstruction of 
O'Connell Street and other places dur- 
ing the next few years. One must, as 
far as it is possible, from the Govern- 
ment angle. limit the amount that we 
would do in that respect. We have 
kept that in mind when considering the 
rclative cost of the Royal Hospital with 
the other institution. 

I was trying to find the report of 
an interview we had with thc Royal 
Dublin Society, in which certain repre- 
sentations were put to us in rcgard to 
the work they were doing and to what 
extcntf their work was interfered with 
by our occupation of these premises. 
Tt was mcntioned at that interview that 
the Royal Dublin Society was respon- 
sible for the initiation of quite a num- 
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ber of institutions in this country. Tbey 
gave a íist,-1 should say, of about 
twelve, and they dealt very strongly 
with the fact that that work was seri- 
ously interfered with. 

I would like to say just one or two 
things in conclusion. The first is in con- 
nection with Privatc Bi 11 legislation. 
We have got notice of three Bills, and 
in these cases therc will be, I expect, 
junior and senior counsel on behalf of 
the promoters. Possibly there will be 
nine legal gentlemen engaged in the 
first ease that will come before us. I 
expect that there will be a number of 
witnesses, technical experts and other 
people of that sort, and that, generally 
speaking, something in the naturc of a 
miniature court will bc required if the 
business is to be done properly and in a 
workmanlike manner. We have not got 
that accommodation at the present mo- 
mcnt. The other thing is that our oc- 
cupation of the premises here has, to 
a very large extent, interfered with the 
enjoyment by the public of popular 
institutions—thc Muscum, Art Gallery, 
and the Library. Dr. Joly stated:— 

“ Twelve institutions, now going 
concerns of the grcatest value to the 
country, have originated under the 
Royal Dublin Society. They arc: the 
Botanic Gardens, the National Lib- 
rarv, the National Muscum, the Col- 
lege of Science, the Radium Institute, 
the Geological Survey, the Ordnance 
Survey, the Veterinary College, the 
Metropolitan School of Art, the Agri- 
cultural Society at Ballsbridge, the 
Art and Industries Exhibition at 
Ballsbridge, and the Fishery Depart- 
ment of Jreland. ,, 

Tlie principal case that was put by 
Dr. Joly was the Radium Institute, and | 
I think we gave him some assurance on 
that point. The dual occupation of 
premises such as this does not lend 
itself to the proper treatment of a sub- 
ject of that sort. In putting forward 
this proposal for the temporary accom- 
modation of the Oireachtas, it is put 
forward in good faith, on the under- 
standing that it is temporary accom- 
modation, and that we are not now in 
a position to spend huge sums of monev 
upon housing even the first institution 


of the country in surroundings that 
would be fit for such housing. We are 
calling upon the people of this country 
for perhaps the maximum amount of 
taxation that the people can bear. We 
are limiting Government expenditure in 
every possible way, and we are impress- 
ing upon everybody the necessity for 
economy. We believe that in this par- 
ticular case provision can be made for 
suitable housing for the next ten years 
at a minimum cost, and that it does not 
prejudice and will not prejudice the 
ultimate decision as to where the 
eventual housing of the Oireachtas has 
got to be. 

Mr. BLYTHE: I second the motion. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: In moving 
the Amendment to this motion, I would 
like to join with t.lie President in stat- 
ing from my own personal point of 
view what I am sure every Deputy will 
agree with entirely—that every mcm- 
ber of each Housc of the Oireaehtas is 
deeply indebted to the Royal Dublin 
Society for the courtesy with which 
they havc placed these premises at our 
disposal—premises in which we have 
done work that, I bclieve, has been of 
certain importance, and where we have 
bcen eminentlv comfortable. One ap- 
preeiates to the fuli the desire of the 
Royal Dublin Society that they shouhl 
resumc occupation of these premises, 
which they lent to us, not merely for 
their own purposes, but that they 
might be able to continue in these 
premises the good work they have done 
in the past, and whieh they wish to 
continuc in the future. So far, we are 
in agreement. But my amendment is 
moved definitely so as to enable the 
Dáil not to go into many of the 'ques- 
tions that the President dealt. with in 
his original substantive motion. The 
rights and wrongs as to whether this 
House should remove even temporarily 
to Rilmainham, depends very largely 
on whether or not there is an effective 
alternative. I mysclf believe that 
there is not only one, but more than one 
effeetive alternative. I will not go into 
the alternatives at the moment. There 
may be others who will be speaking 
later to this Amendment who will deaí 
with them more fully. I only wish the 
Dáil to recognise that Kilmainham is 




573 Accommodation for 24 January, 1924. the Oireachtas. 574 


not the only alternative to our con- 
tinuance here. But even if it were the 
only alternative, it is still worth con- 
sidering whether we should or should 
not continue here, and whether the 
Boyal Dublin Society could not be 
givcn provision other than would bc 
given to it by our relinquishing these 
premises. That is to say, there is not 
only one question of altcrnative. It is 
not the only altcmative this Dáil has to 
consider as to where it will be, but 
there is also the question of the alter- 
native that might bc suggested by the 
Royal Dublin Society, which is also 
worth eonsidcration. I believc these 
matters would bc bctter discussed—be- 
causc they involvc such close attention 
to detail—by a Committec appointed 
by this Dail, rather than by the whole 
Dfiil. I bclieve that if that Committee 
wcro to eonsider the matter, go into all 
these alternatives, investigate thcir 
possibilities, and report upon thosc pos- 
sibilities to thc Dfiil, then the Dáil 
would be in a bettcr position to exa- 
mine thc whole matter than it can be 
witliout having before it—as it is ad- 
mitted the Dáil has not before it—the 
consideration of any other alternative 
than Kilmainham. The President, in 
his speech, with his usual acumen, has 
put before us only Leinster Ffousc or 
Kilmainham. The„President has not 
dealt with the question of the per- 
manent housing of thc Oireachtas. ITe 
has stated that that should be con- 
sidered by a Committee. If the per- 
inanent housing of the Oireaehtas is a 
matter that should be investigated by a 
Committee becausc a Committce is 
more competent to handle a detailed 
qucstion of that kind, then I suggest 
the detailed question of a similar kind 
—the intcrim housing of the Oireachtas 
—would also, for the very same 
reasons, be better investigated by a 
Committee than by the entire Dáil. 
Not that the matter will be takcn out 
of the hands of the Dáil, but that the 
Committee, having given attention to 
all the details, will be able to report 
back to the Dáil and be able to put it 3 
investigations under more than one 
head, so^ that this Dáil will be able to | 
judge with a fuller display of material 
before it than it has got at present. 

There are one or two points in the 


President’s motion that I would like 
to draw attention to. My 
U o'cloch. amendment, as will be seen. 

rules some of them out. I 
particularly desire to rule out the 
second paragraph of the President’s 
resolution: 

“ And whereas the occupation of 
the premiscs of the Royal Dublin 
Socicty and of the National Museum 
and thc consequent restrictions on 
visitors to the latter institution is a 
cause of inconvenicnce to the public 
and of loss to agricultural and scien- 
tific development. ’ y 

I would like to attend briefly to a 
sentence in that paragraph, and I will 
endeavour to do so with studious fair- 
ness. Take the sentence: . . . the 

oceupation of the premises of the Royal 
Dublin Societv and of the National 

Museum. 99 Nothing is said there 

as to the occupation of the College of 
Science, which is also a matter of very 
considerable importance. Why do I 
refer to the College of Science? For 
this reason, that the premises adjacent 
to this building, including the College 
of Science, have been talcen as Govern- 
ment. buildings. The greater portion 
of thc College of Science has been 
talcen over as administrative offices 
for Government, Executive work, and 
it will be admitted by everybody 
that it is desirable that the Parliament 
Houses of the country should be some- 
where near the Executive and Adminis- 
trative Offices that flow upon the legis- 
lative work done in Parliament. 

There is another sentence of this 
paragraph I desire to call attention to. 
It says: “ A consequent restriction on 
visitors to the latter institution 99 —the 
latter institution being the National 
Museum. I fail entirely to appreciate 
why our oecupation of Leinstcr House 
—and I am not going outside the para- 
graph in my argurnent at the momcnt— 
should cause any restriction on visitors 
to another building that is adjacent, if 
it is desired that visitors should go 
there, and we should have the whole of 
Leinster House. In other words, we 
all come*as far as the gates of Rildare 
Street. The publie can come as far as 
the gates of Rildare Street. If. there- 
fore, we were to consider the door of 
Leinster House as our entrance, the 
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[Mr. Darrell Figgis.] 
public, if it came to the door, would be 
in exactly the same position as the pub- 
lic is now, with no greater incon- 
venience to Deputies, if we were to take 
over the whole of Leinster House. 
My point is that the ease is not proved. 
The President has referred to certain 
Private Bill legislation that will be 
coming before the Dáil. Those who are 
familiar with the proeedurc of Private 
Bill legislation know that before any 
Private Bill is allowed to be eonsidered 
by the Oireaehtas it will be neeessary 
to prove its preamble, and I suggest, 
taking that merely as an illustration, 
that the preamble of this Resolution is 
not proved. In any case it does pre- 
judge the question. The President 
knows that. He has admitted it, and 
his speech recommending his own Reso- 
lution was *a very remarkable speeeh. 

Ile was arguing in favour of the 
Oireaehtas going for a period of time 
to Kilmainham, and I think Deputies 
will agree with me that I do not mis- 
eonstrue that spceeh if I were to say 
that the tenour of it was: The medi- 
eine is not. very pleasing to you, but 
there is nothing else for you to do but 
to swalloAv it. ,> He never pleaded in 
favour of Kilmainham; his argument 
was not that it, was a desirable plaee 
for us to be in, but there was no other 
recommendation to be put before the 
Dáil. I suggest this is a matter that 
should be investigated by a Committee 
of the Dáil. I am not now going into 
the question whether the Oireachtas 
should or should not permanently be 
housed afterwards in thc old Parlia- 
ment House in College (íreen. The 
Presidcnt states that. that should be left 
to a Committee, and I agree that that 
should be so. I am merely saying that 
seeing a Committee is to be created 
for that purpose, that Committee is the 
best body to investigate the other 
question, which is cognate to it, and 
that is the housing of the Oireaehtas 
until it, takes its permanent quarters 
wherever they should be. This I do 
desire to say: There is a very strong 
sentimental feeling that we should go 
to the old House in College Oreen. 
That has to be recognised; but there is 
quite distinct and separate from that 
an equally strong personal and 
sentimental feeling that we should 


not go to Kilmainham, and 1 think 
that is sound. Deputy Wilson 
smiles. He remembers Rilmainham 
has in the past meant other things,' 
some of them painful to the memories 
of individuals, but, still, apart alto- 
gether from that, Kilmainham would 
be putting this Parliament, even for a 
very short period of time, outside of 
easy aecess from the centre of the city. 

I earnestly urge Deputies to consider 
that, point. I think it, is very desir- 
able that the Parliament of the Free 
State should be somewhere right inthe 
very centre of the capital of that 
Statc. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Is not 

the Deputy going into the merits of 
the, main question? 

Mr. O'CONNELL: He said he wa» 
not,. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGOIS: I am. 

Professor MAGENNIS: He is wan- 
dering around Kilmainham. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: Perhaps 
you will be suffieiently tolerant, to let 
me wind that up? I have urged that 
we should not go to Kilmainham for 
the reason that, it would take us from 
the centre of the city. Now 1 come 
to my amendment, and l say that in 
view of the fact tllat Kilmainham is so 
vexed a question, a Committee ought 
to be appointed to report whether 
there are or are not any eífective alter- 
natives to it. I am sorry the President 
should have referrcd to a question 
that, I am sure, in thc íeelíng of every 
Deputy, he might have left without re- 
ference. That is that, there were any 
motives in his mind other than the one 
motive which we attribute to him, to 
find the best place for this Oireachtas 
find the best place for this Oire- 
achtas to go to. Tliat motive 
is common to us all. There will 
be always speculators, and I hope 
there will be some contrivance by which 
their pitch will be queered. I am 
urging a committee should be appointed 
to go into this question and to go fully 
into the matter of alternatives, to 
examine costs and estimates in regard 
to those alternatives, and to put up 
framed conclusions and lay them before 
the Dáil. I am sure we will find much 
greater satisfaction will be achieved by 
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that means. If as a result of the ap- 
pointment of the committee, that com- 
mittce should report that we go to Kil- 
mainham, there would be greater satis- 
faction in proceeding in that manner 
than in proceeding in the manner now 
suggested to us in this Resolution, and 
that is that we should now decide this 
question out of hand; without respect 
to any particulars, without the provi- 
sion of any formulated alternative, we 
are asked tliat we should now decide 
straight away upon Kilmainham; so 
f let it be. 

1 I urge that that is an undesirable 
course to adopt. I ask the Dáil to con- 
l sider thc matter carefúlly and to agree 
j with me that the best course to adopt, 
and so avoid precipitating a conclusion 
now,*is to let a Committee be appointed. 
I would prefcr that as far as possible 
t-hat would be the Committee that met 
last July. That Committee did go into 
this matter, and I think I am right in 
saying that whatever differences the 
Committee had, I believe the majority 
were of opinion that wherever the 
Oireachtas went or whatever it did or 
did not do, Rilmainham was not suit- 
able. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : It sounds 
like the main question again, Deputy 
Figgis. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: No, sir. I 
suggcst- 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : I rulc 
that it is the main question. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: I suggest 
if a Committee came to that conclusion, 
that the right thing to do is- 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : I was 

Chairman of this Committee, and 
l)eputy Figgis is now telling us what 
thc Committee decided. The Commit- 
tee made no such decision? as a matter 
of fact. In any event, the question now 
is, whether instead of deciding the mat- 
ter by motion, we should submit it to 
a Committee, and arguments should be 
directed towards proving that referring 
the matter to a Committee would be 
better than coming to a dccision on the 
raain motion now. If, on an amendment, 
we enter into the merits of it, such as 
would. naturally arise when the main 
question is before us, it would surely| 
he out of order. 

Vol. 6. 


Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: I bow to 

your ruling. The only point is that I 
think it is desirable that the Committee 
I am now urging should establish some 
kind of continuity with the work of the 
earlier Committee. There should be as 
many members of the new Committee 
as possible taken from the last Commit- 
tee. I urge, therefore, that *a Commit- 
tee be appointed to investigatc this mat- 
ter and report to the Dáil. I am very 
glad the President has given the assur- 
ance that there will be a free vote of 
the Dáil. I remember the President, the 
Minister for Education, and the Minis- 
ter for Home Affairs on several occa- 
sions told us that every vote in the Dáil 
was a free vote. I am sure they all are, 
but I would like to think that in this 
matter there will be a special kind of 
a free vote. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: A freer vote. 

Captain REDMOND: I beg to second 
the amendment. I take it that, with 
your lcavc, the only matter that we can 
discuss upon this amendmcnt is whether 
a Committee is to be set up to consider 
thc question of the temporary accom- 
modation of the Oireachtas, and also 
its permanent accommodation. As re- 
gards the latter, of course, there is no- 
thing to say, beeause the President him- 
self, in his motion, has made a similar 
proposal; and as regards the former, I 
do desire to support Deputy Figgis in 
his contention that it would be morc 
advisable for us to proceed to bring 
about even our temporary accommoda- 
tion, after full consideration in Com- 
mittee, than by means of a snatch vote 
taken in the Dáil. There are many al- 
ternatives to the one proposed by the 
President. I do not think that the Pre- 
sident has made any case whatever on 
the question that it is either Leinster 
Ilouse or ICilrnainham, and for that 
rcason alone, I think it would be un- 
wise on our part to take such an im- 
portant decision as this is, even in re- 
gard to our temporary accommodation, 
involving, as it will, according to the 
President, an expenditure of some 
£45,000, on a temporary measure, with- 
out having the matter fully investi- 
gatcd and gone into by a small Commit- 
tee of the Dáil, perhaps with the assis- 
tance of the Seanad. I cannot under- 

t. 1 
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stand whether there is any particular 
reason why we should not continue 
where we are. 

I presume that each Deputy, as he 
rises to his feet to-day—if any more are 
going to speak—will re-echo the words 
of the Presidcnt and pass a most cor- 
dial vote of thanks to the Royal Dublin 
Society for the accoramodation that 
they hav<í given us herc. The Presi- 
dent has not informed us that very 
pressing measures or appeals have been 
made by that Society to him for us to 
take our exit from this place. There 
does not seera to mc to be very much 
interference. There is ccrtainly none 
with the Library, as far as the Dáil is 
concerned, and very little with any of 
the twelve matters which the Prcsident 
mentioned were within the purview of 
the Royal Dublin Society. I think that, 
as Deputy Figgis has said, the alterna- 
tive accommodation of the Society itself 
raight very well be a mattcr to be con- 
sidcred by this Committee. The So- 
ciety has at its disposal the premises 
belonging to it at Ballsbridge. I do not 
know whether it would be possible for 
them to adapt those premises for their 
immediate and temporary purposes. 
Certainly, before we are to take a de- 
cision here to-day, I think we should be 
told whether it is proposed to remove 
the Govcrnment Offices from the Col- 
lege of Science, which they now occupy, 
up to Xilmainham, or not. If that was 
the intention of the Government, of 
course, it would put a different com- 
plexion on the matter. I think if we 
are interfering with anything by our 
presence here, we are interfering more 
with the College of Science than with 
anything else. If it would not be the 
President’s proposal to remove the Gov- 
Ornment Offices out to líilmainham then 
we would find ourselvevS out at Kilmain- 
ham, and no matter how many square 
feet we might be occupying, we would 
be a good many feet away from the 
principal Government Offices. That is, 
however, getting on to the main ques- 
tion as to the desirability of Kilmain- 
ham at all, which I, for one, having 
duly considered, absolutely reject. 
Therefore, I think that it is a most 
rcasonable proposal that has been made 
here this aftemoon by Deputy Figgis, 
and I hope that now the Government 
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Party, having been unfettered and un- 
chained, that they will record their 
votes individually, according as they 
themselves desire. 

On the question of deciding now 
about going to Kilmainham, all I can 
say is this, that from my knowledge of 
the past, Kilmainham was a very easy 
place to gct into, but a very difficult 
place to get out of. I also believe that 
in this particular sense, not in the 
sense in which that phrase might have 
been used in thc days gone by, that if 
we went to Kilmainham even to occupy 
it as temporary premises and spent 
£45,000 there, and that is the estimate, 
mind you, of what we would have to 
spend, it would not be so easy in the 
future to remove frotn there to the 
place that we all hopc, and that every 
Irishman throughout the world has 
hopcd, we will one day oecupy—our 
old Parliamont in Collegc Green. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: The 

amendment is now before the Dáil. 

Professor THRIFT: I do not want 
the mcmbers of the Dáil to bc under 
any misapprehension whatever as to 
the serious effect on the work of the 
Royal Dublin Socicty that our occupa- 
tion of these premises has. There is no 
doubt but it has seriously interfered 
with the work of the Itoyal Dublin So- 
ciety in many of its branches. It inter- 
feres with the work they do in thc mat- 
ter of seientific lectures and their en- 
couragement. of music, and also in the 
accommodation that they give possibly 
for visitors in the Reading Room. It 
interferes and hampers their work 
more seriously. It interfcres with 
their membership, and in that respect, 
docs them serious harm. While I would 
be as empl^tic as anyone in stressing 
that point, I would like to support this 
suggestion of threshing out thoroughly 
the question as to whcthcr we are rcally 
faced or not with the occupation of 
these premises and the withdrawal to 
a place—the word for which was used 
in such an ambiguous sense by those who 
have spoken before me—Kilmainham. I 
am not going into that question at all, 
but I do think that we are to consider 
it our duty to set these prcmises free 
for the Royal Dublin Society in order 
that they may carry on their work un- 
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hampered. We all know that they 
could not carry it on if required to 
withdraw to Ballsbridge or some other 
place likc that. While we ought to 
give them cvery opportunity of resum- 
ing their placc here, after due notice, I 
think we should not come to the con- 
clusion to dcpart to a place which will 
bc unsuitable for the work of the Dáil. 
I refer to the suggestion of going to 
the hospital premises at Kilmainham . 

I do not think we can really in this 
Dáil properly consider whether we are 
faced with this amendment as an alter- 
native or not but it scems to me it is a 
quite reasonable course for us to ask 
for a Committee, qualified to go into 
this matter, to go into it thoroughly 
and with a reasonable timc at their 
disposal for so doing so as to make a 
report to us upon the matter. It may 
be argued that we have already had a 
Committee to consider the question 
and we got no result from it. My re- 
collection of thc last Committee is that 
they were requircd to report within a 
very limited time and that they did 
not get any rcal or propcr chance of 
mating a proper report. I think it is 
a reasonable thing to ask for a Com- 
mittee to go into this whole qucstion 
in full detail, and for this reason I 
support the suggestion to sct up the 
Committee. 

Mr. WOLFE : I am one of those 
who hold very distinct views on tliis 
matter of the housing of the Oireach- 
tas. I should have preferred to have 
spoken direct on the Prcsident ’s 
motion. I am rather ignorant of Par- 
liamentary procedure, but it seems to 
me now that one must spcak upon the 
amendment and accordingly I will try 
to *deal with the amendment as - it 
occurs to me. Of course we join forces 
with Dcputy Figgis, naturally all of 
us, in thanking the Eoyal Dublin 
Society for the hospitality thcy have 
given to the Oireachtas during the 
time we have been here, and I am 
sure that they will, if necessary, con- 
tinue that hospitality. One of thc 
strongest points the President made 
for going to Rilmainham was the 
smallness of the eost compared with 
the taking over of the old House. in 
College Green at once. Well, I think 
it is possible to be too economical. 
There are some things that it does 


not pay to be economical in, to that 
degrce. If you are going against the 
sentiment of the Irish people through- 
out the world, I think it would be 
paying too much for economy. Now 
there is no doubt that the Irish 
throughout the whole world are look- 
ing to us to have our Parliament i n 
College Green. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Deputy 

Wolfe is going into the main ques- 
tion now. The Deputy can discuss 
that on the main question if thc main 
qucstion .comes up again. If this 
Amendment is carried, it sends the 
question of sclecting both temporary 
and permanent accommodation to a 
Committee, and the amended Motion, 
therefore, would como bcfore the Dáil 
as a substantive Motion, and would 
not include any question of whether 
we were going or staying. If, on the 
other hand, this Amendment is de- 
feated, and if it is therefore resolved 
that there be no Committee, the 
question proposed by the President 
will again be before the Dáil, and then 
the question of Kilmainham or tlie 
alternatives can be discussed here, so 
that the Deputy would lose nothing by 
waiting. 

Mr. JOHNSON: On a point of order 
and procedure and convenience, it 
oecurs to me that thc amcndment should 
be taken as an alternative Resolution 
so as to allow the whole question pro 
and con to bc discussed. Otherwise we 
will have to decide the question for or 
against. If we decide against referring 
the question to a Committee we shall 
then bc discussing the motion, which 
includes the setting up of a Committee, 
and a decision if it was against the 
motion would not in any manner indi- 
cate the minds of some members of the 
Dáil, because the motion is in four 
paragraphs, some of which are agreed 
to, and there is only one paragraph 
that is not agreed. My suggestion is 
that it would be more convenient to 
consider the amendment as an alterna- 
tive Re^plution and that the whole ques- 
tion. including all alternat.ives, ^might 
be discussed in the one debate. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: If we 

proposed to set up, as this amendment 
does, a Commitee to go into the merits 
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of certain proposals, it seems to me 
wrong that we should ourselves, be- 
fore setting up this Committee, go into 
the merits of thc proposals. 

Mr. JOHNSON : My point is not that 
of going into the merits of other pro- 
posals but going into the demerits of 
one particular píace—Rilmainham. 

Professor O’SULLIVAN: If the Com- 
mittee's proposal is adopted will we not 
have an opportunity of discussing this 
whole matter again when the Com- 
mittee presents its report—if it ever 
does? 

AN OEANN COMHAIRLE : That I 
take it is obvious. If a Committee is 
appointed it will have to take into con- 
sideration the whole question, and will 
have to report. When the Committce 
reports the whole question will be up 
again. I am afraid Deputy Johnson’s 
suggestion of allowing people to go 
into the demerits of Rilmainham with- 
out allowing them to go into the rnerits 
of any other plaee is not practical. 

I think the real diíference between the j 
motion and the amendment is that the 
amendment proposes to set up a Com- 
mittee to go into the whole question of 
both permanent and temporary accom- 
modation, and the Deputy therefore, 
for example, would be quite in order 
in suggesting that there are a great 
many alternatives, and hc would bc in 
order in mentioning them. If there arc 
8 or 9 or 10 or 20 alternatives these 
would be the subject of discussion by 
that Committee; but it would not be 
in order to go into the merits of each 
of these proposals now or the demerits 
of the proposal about Eilmainham. 
Deputy Wolfe, I take it, is postponing 
his speech for thc main question. 

Mr. WOLPE: Yes. 

Mr. SHAW : I do not know if I would 
be in order in suggesting that possibly 
the President might agree to the ae- 
ceptance of the amendment, for thc 
present, at all events, because there are 
a great many Deputies here, including 
myself, who have never seen these pre- 
mises, and I feel that without seeing 
the premises I would not be in a posi- 
t ;, >n to votc. 


MINISTER for PINANCE (Mr. 

Blythe) : I think it might be a good 
thing to adjoum the whole matter for, 
say, a week, in order that the people 
who havc not seen thc premises men- 
tioned in the motion may have an op- 
portunitv of doing so. I think there 
would be uo use really iti appointing 
a Committee to go into the question of 
temporary accommodation, because I 
think it would be as hard to come to 
a deeision on the question of temporary 
accommodation as on the question of 
peimancnt accommodation. I do nol; 
believe myself, and I was on the prc- 
vious Committee, that the appointment 
of a Committee will earry us any fur- 
ther, or that we could get anything 
like an agreed or an imanimous report. 
It would simply beeome a matter again 
of the Dáil itself voting on the ques- 
tion, and there would really be nothing 
morc to enable us to form a judgment 
than might be gained by simply look- 
ing at the premises. I think the 
speeches that have already been made 
in support of Deputy Figgis’s amend- 
mcnt arc quite sufficient to indicate 
that a Committee, or, in fact, any body 
on a Committee, is likely to go into 
this matter with an open mind, and 
I do not thinlc that any Committee that 
is to deal with this question of tempo- 
rary accommodation will earry us any 
further. 

It was impossible to keep Deputies 
off the main question, and no Com- 
mittee is going to discuss anything, I 
thinlc, except the question ot' perma- 
nent accommodation, and I fear it will 
bc unablc to decide in regard to tem- 
porary accommodation until it has 
made up its mind in regard to permá- 
nent aceommodation. You will .find 
that people are always afraid that any 
decision in regard to temporary ac- 
commodation might prejudice ttie 
question of permanent accommodation. 

I think if wc simply eome to some sort 
of decision here on this question of 
Kilmainham, we will then put any 
Committee that may be appointed in 
a position to deal with its own proper 
work; but if we do not get this ques- 
tion of Kilmainham, which has been 
raised, out of the way before we 
appoint the Committee, I think we are 
simply letting ourselves in for a waste 
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of time. I would suggest to the Dáil 
myself that, even although it might be 
desirable to postpone the matter for a 
week so that Deputies will be in a 
position to decide this question of Kil- 
mainham, we should not appoint a 
Committee which perhaps would waste 
months, and then come back with two 
reports, and perhaps with a majority 
report and a couple of minority j 
reports. If there are a number of 
Deputies who have not seen Eilmain- 
ham, and I think there arc quite a num- 
ber, 1 would suggest to them that they 
should see these premises. They at 
least know where the premises are. 

Mr. A. BYRNE: Is the Minister in i 
order in discussing thc merits of Kil- | 
mainham now? j 

Mr. BLYTHE: I am not diseussing j 

the merits of Rilmainham. 

i 

Mr. BYRNE : I thiiilt you are. j 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : The 

Minister is not discussing the merits of 
Kilmainham. * 

Mr. BLYTHE: Perhaps I may bc 
wrong in this, but I think the ques- 
tion of temporary accommodation is 
t.he real test in the mat.ter. I btdieve 
it really will be found to resolve itself 
into a choice between Kilmainham and 
this building. Thcre may be other 
places, but if Rilmainham were to be 
rejeeted, for instance, we could still 
consid n r the other plac.es. If there is 
a disposition to aceept Eilmainham, 
the people who think of other places 
can put them up here when the main 
question is being discussed, and there 
can then be a further adjournment on, 
say, any one of them. I do not 
believe, however, that any of the 
other places will be seriously put up. 
Deputies know this place, and they 
know Kilmainham, and I thinlc if we 
were to adjourn t.his mattcr for a 
week Deputies, who have not seen 
Kilmainham, could go there and see it 
in the meantime, and they could then 
come here and vote on this motion. 

If they reject. Kilmainham we can j 
either remain here or look further 
around, and if they are inclined to 
accept Kilmainham, they can consider 
these other places. In any case what- 
ever they do they would be able to 


appoint a Committee to consider the 
pcrmanent housing of the Oireachtas, 
and they could then allow the Com- 
mitt(?e to go about its own business, 
and not be thinking all the time of, 
shall I say, manceuvring for position. 

I am now getting near the main 
question, but there are people who 
think that if we went to Kilmainham 
the accommodation would be so 
good there that we would never come 
out of it, and they are determined 
that we will not go there, even tem- 
porarily, because they are so much in 
favour of the College Grecn premises. 
There are all sorts of cross-currents, 
and I feel that any Committee deal- 
ing with the question of permanent 
accommodation will not be able to do 
it.s worlc until the question of tem- 
porary accommodation has been got 
out of the way 

Mr. O’CONNELL: The Ministcr for 
Finance has stated what is a fact, 
that it is hard to come to a decision 
on this matter. I find 1 it extremely 
hard to coine to a decision so far as I 
am coneerned myself, as to how I 
should vote on this matter. I mean 
I find it hard to vote for the Presi- 
dcnt’s motion, impossible indeed, and 
for that reason I support the amend- 
mcnt, and I do not think I would be 
in anything of a better position to de- 
cide if I were to go and see Kilmain- 
ham. As a matter óf fact I have 
never seen it, either the inside or out- 
side of it. The Minister has sug- 
gested, in short, that we could see Kil- 
mainham and then vote. A Committee 
was appointed on a previous occasion, 
but we got no facts from that Com- 
mittee, and I think the reason was, as 
Deputy Thrift suggested, that there 
was no time for the Committee to con- 
sider the matter. It is not absolutely 
nccessary, as the Minister would seem 
to imply, that we should get a unani- 
mous report from the Oommittee, or 
in fact anything in the nature of a re- 
port or a recommendation, but what 
we do \vant are facts with regard to 
other possible places. I do not know 
whether or not therc are other 
possible places. I never heard, as a 
matter of fact, of any places but 
three. There may be others, but the 
only information I had with regard to 
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[Mr. O’Connell.] . 

these three is the information which 
was briefly stated by the President 
here. Now, I suggest that Deputy 
Figgis’ amendment will meet the posi- 
tion fully so far as a great many De- 
puties in the Dáil are eonccrned, who 
have an open mind on the matter. 1 
have a pcrfectly open mind on this 
question. I am not opposed to Kil- 
mainham or opposed to any place in 
particular, but I am prepared to vote 
for the place which is iriost suitable in 
all the circumstances. I do not want 
to vote in a hurry for any particular 
place, as I am asked to do, and there- 
fore I strongly support Deputy Figgis 1 
amcndment. With all due respect to 
the Minister for Finance, I would say 
that his suggestion to have an ad- 
journment for, say, a week, to enable 
some of us who have not seen Kilmain- 
ham, to go there, would not bring us 
any further. Some of us may not 
have the time or the opportunity to 
go and see Kilmainham, and without 
seeing it, I do not think we could 
have all the facts such as could be put 
before us by a Committee. I am not 
in favour of one place more than 
another, except such as might be 
bascd upon facts ascertained, and put 
before Deputies. Then the Dáil could 
freely and openly and fully come to 
a fair decision on the whole question. 

Mr. HUGHES: I rise for the purpose 
of giving my support to what the Minis- 
ter for Finance has proposed, because I 
believe that in doing so I would be 
giving a ji opportunity to every Deputy 
to see for himself the exact position 
with regard to Kilmainham as against 
this or any other place. I am not 
wedded at the moment to Kilmainham 
or to any other place. I have seen Kil- 
mainham myself on a former occasion, 
and I think it would be well if other 
Deputies saw it, because then they 
would be in a position to form an 
opinion for themselves. 

Mr. A. BYRNE: And other places as 
well. 

Mr. HUGHES : There is one thing, at 
any rate, that, some of us know; it is 
that we cannot carry on here indefi- 
nitely in the position in which we are. 
We know that the space is limited and 
that if this question is shelved by re- 


ferring it to a Committee we will be 
stopping on here and not doing our 
business in a proper manner. If this 
question is adjourned for a week I am 
sure provision can bc made by the 
Ministry for Deputics to go out on .a 
particular day and see the site. If 
they then decide that the place is not 
suitable as a temporary home for the 
Parliament it will be very easy to firid 
out whether we can have this place 
until we build a permanent home. I am 
against the shelving of the proposition 
by putting it on to a Committce for the 
reason I have stated—that we wánt the 
accommodation and we want it imme- 
diatcly. I ask the Dáil to agrce to the 
proposition of the Minister for Finance 
and let us see for ourselves whether or 
not the place is suitablc. 

Professor O’SULLIVAN: I feel really 
that neither the mover of the amend- 
ment nor the Minister for Finance has 
cleared up the difficulties. I can under- 
stand the objection of the Minister for 
Finance to the appointmcnt of a Com- 
mittcc when no time is spccified as to 
when the Committee will send in a re- 
port on this question. I am one of 
those who havc not seen Kilmainham. 
I think an opportunity should be given 
to see it. There I am in agreement 
with the Minister, but I do not think 
that a mere extemal or interaal walk 
around Kilmainham will be quite suffi- 
cicnt to clear our minds or to instruct 
us as to the accommodation that is 
wanted. I think that even if the Com- 
mittee is appointed, the membei’s ought 
to go. The members should be made to 
understand exactly the actual suit- 
ability of the premises and not the 
mere foot space. I do feel if the Com- 
mittee is appointed that there is a 
danger of the whole question being 
shelved. If a Committee is appointed 
a definite limit should be fixed for their 
report. An intimation should eome 
from the members that- they will be 
ready to report within a fortnight or 
three weeks. 

Mr. GOREY: With regard to the 
suggestion of the Minister for Finance, 
that we should go and see Rilmainham 
on some day that he will probably ar- 
range, and see nowhere else, I think it 
is absolutely unreasonable. We are 
not áll Dublin people, and we do not 



589 Accommodation for 24 January, 1924 . the Oireachtas. 590 


know some of the sites that are sug- 
gested. I have seen Kilmainham once, 
and only once. Its surroundings and 
the approaches to it I have seen once 
or twice. I have a per£ectly open mind 
on the question, even with the ap- 
proaches to Kilmainham. If it is the 
best alternative outside this building, 
I am prepared to have it, but there are 
other alte'rnative sites, and until the 
Dáil or the Committee have an oppor- 
tunity of seeing, not alone Kilmain- 
ham, but the other alternative sites, I 
think it is not fair to ask the Dáil to 
come to a decision. The Minister for 
Finance said that if we got there we 
might get so fond of the place that we 
would never leave it. The only time I 
went there I did not fall in love with 
the air nor the atmosphere of the road 
I went, and I do not think there is any 
possibility of my getting so fond of it 
that I would not leave it. 

Professor MAGENNIS : You are a 

teetotaller. 

Mr. GOREY : I do not think it is fair 
for us to see Rilmainham alone. I will 
come to Deputy Magennis afterwards. 
We who come from the provinces do not 
know Dublin very well, and I do not 
think it is fair that wc should be asked 
to come to a decision without having a 
report from a Committee or without 
visiting the alternative sites suggested. 
If we are to go to Rilmainham, let us 
have an appointed day. There is no 
use in Deputies going there in dribs and 
drabs. Let us have, as in the case of 
the Land Act, “ an appointed day.” 
What is the objection to a Committee 
bcing set up and giving a report here, 
whether it is a majority report or a 
minority report? Can there be any ob- 
jection to a Committee investigating 
the alternative sites? 

Mr. BLYTHE: Will you fix a time 
limit? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE r I may 

point out that if it were decided to ap- 
point a Committee, the motion setting 
up the Committee would certainly 
have to fix a time in which the Com- 
mittee would repórt to the Dáil. That 
is in the Standing Orders. 

Mr. G0REY: Agreed. Reference has 
been made to a previous Committee in 


the previous Dáil that examined this 
site. One reason that that Committee 
did not make a report was that the 
time was too short. Another reason 
was that the members who were ap- 
pointed on that Committee, or at least 
the majority representing the Dáil, did 
not attend the meetings, and they had 
to be adjourned because there was no 
quorum. Deputy Magennis, Deputy 
Johnson and myself were three mem- 
bers on that Committee representing 
the Dáil. I think we were in constant 
attendance. We found thc other mem- 
bers of the Committce were not iií con- 
stant attendance. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I am sorry I was not 
in eonstant attendance. 

Mr. GOREY: The discussion on this 
question in thc last Dáil is on the re- 
eords, and I say it frankly that the 
Committee had not an opportunity of 
coming to a decision. It did not get 
a chance of coming to a decision. I 
stated in the last Dáil, and I repeat 
the statement now, with as much con- 
fidence as I did then, that I do not 
think it was intended that we should 
come to a decision outside a certain 
site. The only full meeting we had 
really was the last meeting of the Com- 
mittce. We had to report the day 
after. The attendance of the members 
then enabled us to come to the decision 
that we could do nothjng. 

With regard to speculators and 
vested interests there are rumours. 

I Everybody living in Dublin, and people 
visiting Dublin, know that around Col- 
lege Green vested interests have grown 
up. There are also rumours that 
around Xilmainham they have grown 
up. I undcrstand that speculators have 
also been busy there. I never at- 
tach much importance to these things 
until they are proved. But if you 
mention speculators and vested interests 
in one place there is no reason in shut* 
ting your eyes to the fact that there 
are rumours about other places also. 
The majority of Deputies, as I have 
said bere, do not know Dublin, and «do 
not know these altemative sites, and it 
is absolutely unfair to ask the Dáil to 
come to a decision without knowing 
something about Kilmainham and the 
altemative sites, and deciding on the 
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[Mr. Gorey.] 

merits of the case. I have an open 
mind, on this question, and I will cer- 
tainly vote on what is to my mind the 
best site in the circumstances. I do 
not care where it is. 

Deputy Figgis says the majority of 
the last Committee had decided against 
Kilmainham. The question was not 
put to the Committee to decidc for or 
against. I know some members of tho 
Committee who, it struck me, had 
biassed views with regard to Kilmain- 
ham. # But the opinion of that Com- 
mittee was never tested. What the 
view of that Committee would be 
neither Deputy Figgis nor anybody 
else could take upon himself to say. It 
is absolutely unfair to assert that they 
had come to a decision either for or 
against. 

With regard to the occupation of 
these premises, I as well as every other 
member of the Dáil, and on behalf of 
the Party representing Agriculture, 
that I speak for here, agree that the 
thanks of the Dáil ought to be voted to 
the Royal Dublin Society for the kind- 
ness and courtesy with which they 
treated us. That, perhaps, comes fit- 
tingly from me, representing the same 
branch of Irish life—agriculture— 
with which the Society is connected. I 
do claim that the appointment. of this 
Committee is the only fair and reason- 
able way to explore all the possibilities. 
There is no use in saying: “ Go to 
Kilmainham and nowhere else and then 
vote.” If we are going to Kilmainham, 
we ought to go to the other places also, 
and then make up our minds and vote. 
Let us do this thing fairly and 
squarely. We do not want to be led 
like a colt in winkers up to Kilmain- 
ham, and I think the people of the 
country do not want to be led like a 
puppy on a strap. There are other 
sites in Dublin. We have heard of 
those sites. There are more sites avail- 
able to-day than there were twelve 
months ago, and I think the least we 
can do is to examine those sites. If the 
whole Dáil is too unwieldy to make 
examination of those sites, then the best 
thing to do is to delegate it to a com- 
mittee. If you do not like a committee, 
let the whole Dáil have an examination 
of the sites. 


592 

Mr. GOOD: It appears to me we have 
lost sight, to some extent, of the prto- 
posals that are before the Dáil at the 
moment. There are two proposals em- 
bodied in the Amendment. One is that 
a Committee should be appointed for 
the purpose of expressing its views as 
to what is to be the future abode of 
this House. The other is the appoint- 
ment of a Committee for the purpose 
of considering what is to be the abode 
of this House in the interregnum. 
Those are the two proposals embodied 
in the Amendment. That Amendm^nt 
only differs from the original Resolu- 
tion in one of the proposals. The 
original Resolution agrees that the 
question of permanent accommodation 
should be referred to a Committee, so 
that I think the question before us at 
the moment is as to whether the tem- 
porary housing should also be referred 
to a committee. The attitude taken up 
by the Minister for Finance, when he 
recommended the members to go to Kil- 
mainham, was that there were only two 
propositions before the House—the 
question of Kilmainham or this build- 
ing. On this point I beg to differ with 
the Minister for Finance. 

We are not limited at all to two pro- 
posals in connection with the temporary 
accommodation of this House. Let me 
give you one possible alternative. We 
have a fine plaee here in front, known 
as Leinster Lawn. There would be no 
difficulty whatever in erecting tem- 
porary accommodation to house the 
Dáil and the Seanad there. That is 
only one proposition that occurs to me 
at the moment. I am sure when we get 
the Committee together there will be a 
number of other practical propositions 
to be put before them. I hold it is not 
fair to say that the alternative before 
the Dáil at the moment is between Kil- 
mainham and the present accommoda- 
tion. I agree with what has been said 
by previous speakers, that we have re- 
ceived every kindness and courtesy 
from the Royal Dublin Society, and ‘it 
would be, I think, unfair that we 
should trespass unnecessarily on the 
kindness and courtesy which has been 
extended to us. It is quite possible, as 
one of the altcrnatives, to hand back 
these premises to the Royal Dublin 
Society and allow them to carry on 
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that magnificent work that they have 
carried on in the city and country for 
a great number of years, and also for 
us to have premises to house the Dáil 
and Seanad in the vicinity of the 
Govemmcnt oflfices. 

Let me draw attention to a fact 
which has not had, I think, attention 
directed to it so far in the discussion— 
that is, that there is no proposal, as I 
understand it, to transfer the Govem- 
ment offices to Rilmainham. You will 
notice in the original proposition that 
there is no proposal to hand back the 
College of Science; therefore, I take it 
the oflice^ at present occupied by the 
Govemment in the College of Science 
will be retained, and the officials will 
remain there. The proposal before us 
is, that while they remain there, the 
Dáil and Seanad should be transferred 
to Kilmainham. With all respect, I do 
not. think it is a vcry practical propo- 
sition. It appears to me that no 
matter from what point of view you 
regard it, this is a question that should 
be carefully inquired into, and all the 
alternatives considered. When we have 
all the alternatives reported upon by 
this Committee, I take it that it will 
be the duty of every Deputy here to 
examine them and to come to a decision 
as to what is the best course for us to 
adopt in connection with the 
housing of the Dáil and 
Seanad in the interregnum. 
As a business man, it appears to me 
that this is a proposition that ought to 
be explored by a Committee, and that 
we should have their rcport before us 
and consider it very carefully before 
we come to any decision. Therefore, I 
will be most happy to support the 
amendment as proposed by Deputy 
Figgis. 

Mr. 0’D0HERTY : Might I oflfer a 
view diflfering both from the Resolution 
and the Amendment? It does not mat- 
ter a fig to me whether the Oireachtas 
is accommodated here o§ out at Kil- 
mainham. It matters a great deal to 
the country, which desires to see the 
Oireachtas at the old Parliament House 
in College Greén. -We have our Parlia- 
ment restored. The Minister says that 
it would cost £1,200,000 to establish it 
there. I think that is the correct 
figure. But what is that to us? This 


is an ideal upon whieh the heart of the 
nation is set. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: I think 

the general sense of the House has 
ruled the Deputy out of order wdthout 
my intervention. 

Mr. O DOHERTY : May I not. cod- 
clude my remarks? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: The con- 
eluding remarks must be relevant to 
the amendment. 

•• 

Mr. 0'DOHERTY: I think I may be 
allowed to say that thc proposal to re- 
move our loeation to Kilmainham is 
I absolutely stupid so far as the arrange- 
ments are concerned, and I want to 
oppose that. I will not occupy the time 
of the Dáil any further. 

Mr. BLYTHE : Before the motion is 
put, I think perhaps that it would be 
well that something should be said 
about the date on whieh the Committee 
is expected to report, because if it is 
going to report moderately quickly, it 
simply means an adjoumment of the 
question. If a time limit of one month 
w T ere put on I for one would not be in- 
elined to oppose it, but unless some 
limit is put on, that would ensure that 
we could deal with this important ques- 
tion in a reasonable time, it would not 
be satisfact.ory. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS : So far as I 

am concemed I do not imagine that the 
Committee which would now be set up 
would be allowed to fix its own terms. 
I understand that the usual practice is 
to fix a term when the Committee 
should have to report. I do not think 
there could be anyone better fitted to 
judge the time at which the Committee 
would report than yourself. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: I am 

afraid that I am particularly pre- 
judiced in this matter of fixing the 
timc when thc Committee should re- 
port. There was some mention about 
attendances at the last Committee 
meeting. I was prcsent at every 
meeting of the first Committee ap- 
pointed- 

Mr. GOREY: Question. 
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AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Per- 
haps I am wrong, but I think I was 
present at every meeting of the Com- 
mittee. 

Professor MAOENNIS: Except two. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : I think 
at any rate I must refuse to state when 
this Committee should report. It is 
quité clear, if the procedure set out 
in the Amendment is followed, that 
the Committee of Selection would 
make a report to us. We would fix the 
date at which the Committee would 
have to report to the Dáil. The point 
•of issue is how long the Committee 
should have to deliberatc. I could 
not undertake to decide the date. 

Captain REDMOND: I presume, in 
regard to the second portion of Para- 
graph 1, namely, the question of the 
permanent housing of the Oireachtas, 
it is not suggested that therc should 
he a time limit for that? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: No. 

Mr. DARRELL PIOGIS: In regard 
to thc first (a) the decision in respect 
of thc temporary accommodation of 
the Oireachtas, there should be a limit 
of time, but that limit of time should 
be conditioned by the number of alter- 
natives that might be put before the 
Committee. I have three in my mind 
that I would like to submit to thc 
Committce, and, therefore, we ouglit 
not to fix too short a time. I would 
suggest that the Committec of Selec- 
tion might consider the mat.ter. I 
would myself be of opinion that six 
weeks would be a fully adequate time. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Nothing 
less than six weeks would be of any use. 

Mr. BEAMISH: I fully agree with 
Deputy Good. I think the mistake 
that had been previously made was 
due to the fact that the Committee was 
unwieldy. The smaller the Commit- 
tee the quicker and the more rapidly 
the work is carried out. If you take 
a greater care in the choice of a 
reasonably sensible Committee, repre- 
'senting every section in the Dáil, not 
numerically as strong as on the pre- 
vious occasion, you would come to a 
far quicker and wiser decision. If we 
oould manage to do that, I quite agree 
with Deputy Good the right way to 
discuss this question altogether is not 


to adopt one plan or another plan, 
and it would come rather quicker to 
the Dáil if wc appoint a Committee of 
practical mcn carefully chosen, and a 
Committee as few in number as pos- 
sible, so that it would not lose so much 
time. The Dáil would far preíer this to 
rushing it too quickly and coming to an 
unwise dccision.. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : The 

numbcr in thc Amendmcnt is 10. De- 
puty Beamish appears to be inclined 
to exclude the Ceann Comhairle, all 
the Ministers, and all thc leaders of 
parties. Then we might h^ve a sen- 
sible committee. Does Deputy Figgis 
stand for the number 10? 

Mr. DARRELL FIGOIS: I put down 
10 because that was the number of 
the earlier Committcc, but I think five 
would be adequatc. Say five from the 
Dáil and five from the Scanad. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: The 

Amcndment is altered by leave, and 
thc Committee is now to consist of five 
members of thc Dáil. As Deputy 
Good very properly suggested, the 
real matter under discussion was 
whether wc would appoint a Commit- 
tee to go into the question of tempor- 
ary accommodation for the Oireachtas 
or not. The Amcndment of Deputy 
Figgis proposes to appoint a Commit- 
tee to go into both temporary and per- 
manent accommodation. It strikes 
me that it might be possible to get the 
decision as to temporary accommoda- 
tion more rapidly from a Committee 
appointed for that purpose than from 
the Committec appointed for both 
purposes. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: Therefore, I 
vvould suggest the deletion of para- 
graph A. 

Mr. GOREY : I suggest that the Com- 
mittee be eomposed of five members 
from An Dáil and five from An Seanad, 
with the Ceann Comhairle as Chairman. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : I think 
that will do. The question of the Chair- 
manship of the Joint Committee is a 
difficult one. This is the amendment 
now:— 

“ To omit all words after the first 

paragraph, and to substitute the fol- 

lowin| words: ‘ Be it therefore, and 
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it is hereby resolved that a Commit- 
tee consisting of five members, to be 
nominated by the Committee of Selec- 
tion be appointed to inquire into and 
report as to the temporary accom- 
modation of the Oireachtas pending 
its permanent housing; that the 
Seanad be requcsted to appoint an 
equal number of membcrs of thc 
Seanad to scrve on such Committee, 
and that a message be sent to the 
Seanad accordingly; that the Com- 
mittee report to the Dáil not latcr 
than six wecks from the date of its 
first meeting. ,, 

This will give you a Joint Committee 
of ten in all. The permanent housing of 
the Oireachtas is excluded from the 
terms of refercnce. 

Mr. GOREY : Is thc question of the 
quorum a mattcr for the Committee 
itself or is it for the Dáil to fix the 
quorum? I do not want to have the 
mattor as it was the last time when the 
quorum was fixed too high and we werc 
unable to get a quorum. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : The Com- 
mittec itself will decide that. 

Professor O’SULLIVAN: Will it be 
still possible to arrange for all the 
members of the Dáil to go up to Kil- 
mainham and see the place, because, 
after all, the decision will rest with thc 
Dáil ? 

Amendment put and agrced to. 
Motion, as amended, read as a sub- 
stantive motion. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I ask leave to pro- 
pose a further amendment to this sub- 
stantive motion, and I do it because I 
want to ask the Dáil to express its mind 
on the matter with a little more clarity 
and perhaps with a little more speed 
than would arisc from the reference to 
this Committee. The proposal is to omit 
all after the first word, to embody the 
thanks of the Dáil to the Royal Dublin 
Society, to indicate the necessity for 
taking steps to provide adequate ac- 
commodation for the Oireachtas, and to 
resolve “ that the Executive be re- 
quested to open negotiations with the 
Royal Dublin dociety for the leasing or 
purchase of Leinster House for housing 
the Oireachtas, and to provide alterna- 
tive accommodation for the Royal Dub- 
lin Society. M 
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AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : This is 
an amendment to the motion as it now 
stands, which suggests the appointment 
of a Committee to eonsider the question, 
of temporary accommodation. Is not 
this furthcr amendment a proposal for 
tcmporary accommodation? 

Mr. JOHNSON: It is a proposal for 
accommodation, and the question of 
temporary or pcrmanent accommoda- 
tion will arise when the Dáil proceeds 
with its expcrience. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : There is 
a certain difficulty in this. Unless I am 
convinced to the contrary it seems to 
me that the proposal alrcady carried is 
to submit the question of temporary 
accommodation to a Committee, whcre- 
as this amendment which is now sought 
to be proposed is to decide a question 
which has been rcferrcd to a Commit- 
tee. Unless Deputy Johnson can solve 
that problem for me, I am afraid that 
amcndment is out of order. 

Mr. GOREY : On a point of order, as 
the possibility that Deputy Johnson 
has suggested was in my mind when 
supporting thc proposal for a Commit- 
tee, I wish to say that the whole matter 
would be explored by the Committce. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: That was 

thc view I was taking myself. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I quite understand. 
My desire was to let the Committee at 
least havc the mind of the Dáil ex- 
prcssed in speeches if not by a vote. 
As we have not had the opportunity 
in the óourse of the discussion so far to 
express our minds because o*£ the rul- 
ing you gave on Deputy Figgis > amend- 
ment, it seemed to me to be necessary 
that the Dáil should express itself as 
to the desirability of retaining those 
premises for quite a prolonged period. 
If vou rule that that is out. of order. 
now that I have expressed my own 
mind, I do not mind. 

Mr. DARRELL PIGGIS: You did it 

very well. 

AN* CEANN COMHAIRLE : The 

amendment is out of order. 

Mr. WILSON: Before you put the 
motion, the amendment states that this 
Committee is to report back to the 
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[Mr. Wilson.] 

Dáil. What will happen if it is 
reported to the Seanad and they do 
not agree? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : It would 
not be for me to give an opinion on 
that. 

4 Motion—“ Whereas it is necessary 
to take immediate steps for the pro- 
vision of adequate accommodation for 
the Oireachtas, be it therefore and it is 
hcreby resolved—that a Committeo 
consisting of íive members to be 
nominated by the Committee of Selec- 
tion be appointed to enquire and report 
as to the temporary accommodation of 
the Oireachtas pending its permancnt 
housing; that the Seanad be requested 
to appoint an equal number of 
members of the Seanad to serve on 
such Committee, and that a message be 
sent to the Seanad accordingly; tha< 
the Committee report to the Dáil nor 
íater than six weeks from the datc of [ 
its first, meeting ”—put and agreed to. 

THE ADJOURNMENT. 

DISTRESS IN TIRCONAILL. 

Mr. WHITE: I regret it is my duty 
to bring under the notice of the Dáií, 
and thc responsible Ministers, the 
appalling condition of affairs in 
Tirconaill. I am perfectly surc every 
Deputy is well acquainted with the 
distress prevailing there because they 
have read the articles which have ap- 
peared in the “ Independent ” within 
the last few weeks. Those articles 
refer to the most congested areas in the 1 
West of the county, and in the area I 
come from there are two or three dis- 
tricts in which the inhabitants are 
suffering from acute distress at thc 
moment. They have no potatoes, the 
turf is very bad in quality and unfit 
to be burned, and they have no money I 
to buy coal. That has arisen from a 
variety of causes, the very wet season 
being one, lecause they did not get an 
opportunity of getting their potatoes 
or turf in. Then the migratory popula- 
tion has absolutely failed to get em- 
ployment in Scotland and other places 
where they used to get employment 
and bring money home. 

My object in bringing forward this 


motion is for the purpose of giving the 
responsible Minister an opportunity of 
letting us hear what is proposed to 
meet the acute condition of affairs in 
Tirconaill. I do not intend to occupy 
your time to any great extent. I con- 
sider it is my duty to bring this matter 
forward, and to see that it is met iit 
some sort of an adequate manner. I 
am not an advocate of charitable doles. 
I do not belicve in doles, because my 
opinion is they are demoralising. My 
suggestion to the Ministcr for Local 
tíovernment is that money should be 
provided for productive employment, 
such as reclamation, drainage, the mak- 
ing and improving of roads, and in that 
way find work for those unfortunate 
people who are affected by the semi- 
famine. I am afraid if something is 
not done the word “ semi ” will be 
dropped out, and it will be absolutely 
a whole famine. 

Therc is another matter. As I am 
on this subjeet, I cannot acquit the 
Ministcr for Fisheries from blame, 
because all along the coastline a very 
great amount of distress prevails, and 
if proper protective measures had 
been taken, a large number of those 
people would not be in distress. but 
would be in a position to earn a reason- 
able livelihood by fishing. But what 
has happened? Forcign trawlers have 
stolen their fish and deprived the 
pcople of the means of earning their 
liv(‘Jihood and pursuing the avocations 
that they and their íorefathers fol- 
lowed, with the result that at present 
the whole fishing population is in a 
state of absolute starvation. These men 
want no charity; they want work„ and 
I think the Minister has not displayed 
the agility he should display in pro- 
tecting the fisheries along the coast- 
line. The Department he represents is 
costing the Saorstát a very consider- 
able sum of mone.v, and, so far as we 
are Cv)ncerned in Doncgal or Tirconaill, 
we are getting very Jittle return for 
the money the Department is costing. 
The Minister told us—but I am in some 
doubt about it—that there were patrol 
boats along the coastline. Of course. 
I do not doubt the statement, but what 
happens is: the patrol boats come out 
in the morning from Lough Swilly and 
make a rpund of thc district as far as 
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Lough Foyle, and they get back to 
Lough Swilly in time for the crew to 
buy the evening paper. 

There is a sum of £13,000 which has 
not been spent. The County Council 
of Tirconaill blamed the Local Govern- 
ment Ministry, and the Local Govern- 
ment Ministry blamed the County 
Council of Tirconaill, and betwecn 
them they hold up the £13,000 grant, 
which I believe ought to be spent on 
a road scheme. This matter should be 
cleared up by the Local Government 
Ministry at once. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE 

at this stage took the Chair. 

Mr. WHITE: Another matter I sug- 
gested to the Ministcr for Agriculture 
on two or three oecasions is that since 
the beginning of October he should 
have stopped the exportation of pota- 
toes and oats until the secd time and 
until the seed is in the ground, instead 
of allowing them to be sent away and 
then trying to replace them by im- 
portcd seed. It is a bad policy to allow 
the food out, and then to be bringine 
it back again. A precedent for that 
prohibition was created in 1917, when 
the export of potatoes was prevented 
except on a permit. This Order which 
was enforced in 1917 should be en- 
foreed now, when things are worse, 
and probably, so far as Donegal is 
eoncerned, the distress is grcater now 
—at any rate, in some parts of it—than 
it wa^s in 1879. In my opinion, al- 
though it is a drastic step to advocate 
the stopping of the export of potatoes 
or oats or butter frorn districts in the 
county, I think it should be stopped 
for the prosent at any rate. Last week‘ 

I understood that large quantities of 
potatoes were shipped from areas in 
Donegal, and were sent to Scotland. 
Then we have Scotch potatoes being 
bought by the officials of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture and sent back to 
Donegal. 

Mr. JOHNSON : Is that the Farmers > i 
Union's policyí 

Mr. WHITE : Tt is a policy to meet 
the existing conditions of famine. I do 
not know whose policy you would de- 
scribe it as. I do not intend to deal 
with the matter any further now. I 
simply place the facts before the re- 


sponsible Mmister, and I would like to 
hear what proposals he has to make in 
reply in order to meet the acute dis- 
tress in Tirconaill. 

Mr. McFADDEN : Although I do not 
agree with all the remedies put forward 
by Deputy Whitc, I do agree with him 
that there is a lot of poverty on the 
West Coast—not only in Donegal but 
all over other parts of Ireland as well. 
I cannot agree either in saying that the 
present Ministers for Agriculture and 
for Fisheries have not moved. I 
suppose they have moved as much 
as circumstances permit them, but 
I hope that they will move a little 
faster in the futurc and see 
that no famine or semi-famine takes 
plaee in these poverty-stricken places 
that Deputy White and I represent. 
Our people are a proud people. They 
hate to have their sores and wounds 
exposed to the world. If Providence 
has placed them in an unfortunate posi- 
tion they do not want the whole world 
to know about them. They think they 
would eome to a wrong conclusion, 
perhaps, as to the cause of the poverty 
in Donegal. In old days, when our re- 
presentatives had to go to a foreign 
Parliament and beg for them, they no 
doubt used to tell a pathetic story and 
to circulate a great many stories that 
were not true. The present condition 
does not allow that. This is an excep- 
tional year, as Deputy White has said, 
and the people are in' great distress. 
But they are not begging. They look 
upon themselvcs as part and parcel of 
the Saorstát, and think that the Saor- 
stát should do what is right and proper 
in relieving that distress—not by 
doles but by advancing money for worfcs 
that will contribute to the national 
wealth in the future. I hope the Minis- 
ter will take notice of the fact that 
distress prevails on the West Coast of 
Donegal and in a good many other 
places. 

MINISTER for LOCAL GOVERN 
MENT (Mr. Burke) : This question of 
distress in Tirconaill has been before 
my notice for some considerable time. 
Unfortunately I am not in a position at 
the moment to deal with it as fully as 
I would like. I heard conflicting re- 
ports from that part of the country t 
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I Mr. Hurlte.] ting people to leave their native homes, 

and I scnt down there an inspector but under the recent Land Act it 
specially to see how the conditions should be possible to make arrange- 


there were, and to let me know what 
were the best means of dealing with the 
situation. This question oí distress is 
one that has to be dealt with in a com- 
prchensive way. Unfortunately distress 
throughout the country owing to the 
great extent of thc activities against 
the Government during the last 18 
nionths, is not confined to any parti- 
cular class or to any particular area. 
You have distress in Tirconaill, in Dub- 
lin, and in the families of working 
men throughout the country, you have 
distress or hunger written on the faces 
oí many people who might have been 
considered well-to-do some time ago. It 
is all part of the price we have to pay 
for the expensive luxury of civil war. 
The question of relieving distress that 
has been brought about by economic 
causes is always a diíficult one to deal 
with, because there is always the datiger 
that in relieving distress of that kind 
you may be relieving it in an unintelli- 
gent way, or in a way that avíII yield no 
economic retum, and that you will in- 
crease the numbcr of people to whom 
you will have to distribute help. Our 
i*esources for the relief of distress are 
very limited, and we have to be verv 
caut.ious, in calling on these resources. 
that wc do not increase the seriousness 
of the problem. 

At the present moment our principal 
care must be to see that whatever 
money we provide for the relicf of dis- 
tress is reproductive and that it will 
be economically hclpful. It is with that 
object in view that we have made such 
large sums available for the recon- 
ditioning of the roads and the rebuild- 
ing of houses, the two principal eco- 
nomic needs of the Saorstát at the mo- 
ment. The question of distress in Tir- 
conaill is a recurring one, and, of 
course, the main reason for that dis- 
tress is that the people are living there 
on uneconomic holdings and under un- 
economic conditions. That problem has 
been accentuated this year, and the 
only way the problem can be finally 
dealt with, I believe, is to get these 
people out, or at least a sufficiently 
large number of them to leave econo- 
pic hóldings to the remainder. Therc 
is a great difficulty in Ireland in get- 


ments to put them on economic hold- 
| ings. The problem is further accen- 
tuated this year owing to a combina^ 
tion of circumstances. There is, I be- 
lieve, a partial failure of the potato 
crop, but I do not think it is as serious 
as some Deputies imagine. I think the 
reason Why they consider the potato 
crop so bad this year is because they 
contrast it with the crop of last year, 
which is supposed to have been the best 
potato crop the country produced dur- 
ing the last twenty years. There has, 
howevcr, been a failure to some extent 
in the potato crop, and the Minister for 
Agriculture is taking steps to deal with 
that problem by providing seed immune 
to diseasc. 

Another cause of distress is the dis- 
appearanee of the various industries 
which flourished up to some time ago, 
such as sprigging, and various little 
cottage industries of that kind. These 
are problems that we are not prepared 
to deal with at the momcnt. There is 
| also, I understand, a partial failure in 
J the turf supply owing to the wet 
weather. The people living up in that 
part of the country have found it im- 
possible to draw the turf out of the 
bogs, and the result is that they are in 
a bad way for firing. There is another* 
matter which has also helped to place 
the people of the district in a bad way. 
The migratory labourers found‘it im- 
possiblc to get work in Scotland f this 
ycar, so that a number of circum- 
stances have combined to put these 
. people into a very unfortunate position. 
As I say, at the moment I am not pre- 
pared to outline any scheme for special 
relief. They will have their ordinary 
portion of the road fund allocated to 
them, and I might also state that there 
are several grants that have been only 
partially availed of in Tirconaill, and 
when these grants are used up we will 
be in a position to see what further re- 
lief can be extended. 

In reply t,o Deputy Whitc, I might 
state for him the condition of these 
partially expended grants. Early in 
1922 the Provisional Govemment 
allocated a sum of £11,000 to thc 
County Council of Tirconaill for the 
relief of unemployment. The money 
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was to be spent on road improvement 
and other constructive work, and 
schemes thercfore were duly approved. 
Although this was a grant to relieve 
unemployment, only £2,844 had been 
expended up to the 31st March last, 
and the sum of £2,114 between that 
date and the end of November last, thus 
leaving a balance in the hands of the 
Council of over £6,000. 

In August, 1922, a special grant of 
£20,000, known as the Dáil Eelief of 
Distress Gránt, was allotted to Tir- 
conaill, and a scherne of road work was 
formulated and handed to the Coun- 
cil by an Engineering Inspector of the 
Ministry. The only condition placed 
upon the Council was that they should 
reorganise on an up-to-date l)asis thoir 
Roads Department so as to ensure the 
efficient supervision of the expenditure 
of the grant, and the keeping of pro- 
per records. Owing to failure to get on 
with the works, the grant was reduced 
to £15,000, of which £10,000 has been 
paid; this sum was to be paid in two 
instalments of £5,000 each, the second 
instalment being only paid owing to the 
delays of the Council a few months ago. 
Even then it was necessary to warn 
the Council that the remaining £5,000 
would only be paid on the conditions 
originally laid down, as the Council had 
failed to carry them out. 

British Government Grants for Road 
Work.—In April, 1919, grants amount- 
ing to £12,300 were made to the Ooun- 
cil, and up to the 31st March, 1922, the 
balances outstanding amounted to 
£8,416, indicating that the progress of 
the works in the period of 3 years was 
slow. Claims for paymcnt were, how- 
ever, since received and had to be held 
up owing to the unccrtainty conccrn- 
ing these grants, but £1,240 was paid 
out of the balance on the lOth inst. 

£100,000 Trunk Road Grant.—On the 
19th September, 1923, the County 
Council were offered a grant of £3,960 
for the improvement of trunk roads. 
The County Council did not definitely 
approve of the proposals of their sur- 
veyors until the 13th November, al- 
though apparently the matter was # to 
have come before them at their meeting 
in the previous month. So far a sum 
of £900 has been paid out of this grant, 


some of which is to meet estimated pay- 
ments up to the lst March next. 

Mr. JOHNSON : Will the Minister say 
whether these unexpended balances are 
still available for the County Council? 

Mr. BURKE : They are. 

Mr. WHITE : I would be glad if tlie 
Minister would let me have, later on, a 
, copy of the statement he has read out. 

Mr. BURKE: I will have a copy of 
the statement furnished to the Dcputy. 
That is thc position of affairs at the 
present time, and I am not in a position 
now to malce any further statement 
until I get a report from the inspcctor 
that I sent to the district. Probably the 
Minister for Fisherics will deal with the 
other problems that have been raiscd. 

Major SPROULE MYLES: The 

Minister has given us a fund of infor- 
mation on the question of distress in 
Tirconaill. I am not in agreement witli 
some of thc statemcnts he has made 
about the delinquency of thc Co. Coun- 
cil of Tirconaill. Some of us have con- 
sistently attended these County Council 
meetings month after month, coveriug 
long distanccs on each occasion to do 
so. This qucstion of the holding back 
of the alleged unexpended balances and 
the statcment that has been made in 
referencc to them is, to my mind, very 
misleading to the Dáil and to the publie, 
beeause the idea given to the public is 
that the County Council of Tirconaill 
is not carrying out its duties. That is a 
view that I for a moment will not allow 
to go unchallcngcd. The whole qucs- 
tion of these unexpcndcd balances is a 
matter of a tussle on red tape between 
the County CounciPs officials and the 
Local Government Department. It was 
going on all last year. I am not in a 
position, because the matter has been 
sprung on me at short notice, to go into 
the full facts and figures, but, roughly, 
the situation is, as far as I am aware, 
that a sum amounting to several 
thousands was allotted to us a year 
ago. Certain conditions were attached 
to thát grant. Suddenly, and without 
any warning, the Local Government De- 
partment said that any money that was 
not expended on the lst May would be 
called in again. I maintain that the 
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County Councirs officials got no notice 
of the termination of that grant, or that 
it should be expended by a certain date. 
We have in Tirconaill one of the ablest 
county surveyors there is, I suppose, in 
Ireland, a man who has been in our ser- 
vice for a quarter of a century at least. 
And that man worked out his scheme in 
a proper manner. He has been held up 
by various things. He has been held 
up, to my mind, by the delay of the 
Local Government Department in send- 
ing forward this money. The fact re- 
mains that there is a balance apparently 
due to that Council. The county sur- 
veyor has his schemes, but he has no 
money to spend on them. There is an- 
other pcint that kept back this thing. 
This money was allotted to the county 
for road improvements. Each 01 tlie 
surveyors put forward his plan. Tbe 
Local Government Department sent 
their own engineer who put for- 
ward a different sei of plans. The 
Council were rather between tlie devil 
and the deep sea. On the one hand, if 
they carried out their own plans they 
would not get the money. Eventually 
they tried to carry out the Local Gov- 
ernment Department’s plans. Mean- 
time the Local Government Department 
stated that they had not expended the 
money before a certain date, as speci- 
fied, and withheld the balance. That 
is the position of Donegal County 
Council. 

I assure the Minister for Local Gov- 
ernment that it was not any slackness 
on the part of the Donegal County 
Council that was responsible. You 
might call it a misunderstanding if you 
like, but it is not our fault or our want 
of encrgy in pushing forward the work 
on our roads that has been the cause of 
the holding up of that balance. 

AIBE UM IASGACH (Fionán 0 
Loingsigh) : An ceád rud ba mhaith 
liom a rádh nach bhfuil gádh le iarrtas 
mar seo. Ma tá gádh leis i d-Tír Conaill 
tá gádh leis in gach áird de J n tír. Ma 
tá gádh leis i dTír Conaill, tá gádh leis i 
gConndae Múigheo, i gConndae na 
Gáillimhe i gConndáe an Chláir agus 
i gConndae Ciarruíghe, agus mar sin de. 

I think that one has to discount to a 
great extent a grood deal of the argu- 


ment or dope—whatever one likes to 
call it—that is put up on oceasions like 
this, with regard to distress. One must 
really realise that a good deal of it is 
stunt business. 

Mr. WHITE: No. 

Mr. LYNCH: I say, sir, yes. 

Mr. WHITE: So far as I am con- 
cerned, it is not a stunt. Every state- 
ment I have made is backed up by 
facts. 

Mr. LYNCH: I have not said the De- 
puty has made a stunt. 

Mr. GOREY: On a point of order, 
A Leas-Chinn Chomhairle, is the word 
* ‘ stunt 9 9 parliamentary, or is it in the 
dictionary of the Dáil, or the diction- 
ary of any language? 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

It would be as well if it were not used. 

Mr. LYNCH: Thc Deputy referred 
to the fishery districts, which are 
supposed to be in frightful distress. 
The particular place in distress is, I 
believe, Gweedore, and as a matter of 
actual fact, our reports from there are 
to this effeet: “ There is an evident 
lack of energy amongst the crews, not- 
ably in the Gweedore district, where, 
from reports recently to hand, it is 
stated that valuable boats íitted with 
costly motor-engines have been allowed 
by the crews to remain water-logged, 
involving costly repairs to remedy the 
damage caused by neglect. M 

These boats have, either by the Minis- 
try of Fisheries, or most likely by their 
predecessors, been provided at a big 
cost on loan to these people. These per- 
sons have got these boats, and because 
they felt that, after all, it was not their 
concern, they could let these boats “ go 
be hanged. ,, 

Mr. WHITE: There is no fish for 
them when they go out in the boats. 
The trawlers have the fish all stolen. 

Mr. LYNCH : I will talk about that, 
too. We have taken measnres, as íar 
as was in our power, with regard to the 
protection of fisheries outside the coast 
irom the poaehing tTawler. The fact 
is that there are boats lying up. 
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Mr. WHITE: What is the good of 
boats if there are no fish? 

Mr. LYNCH : The fact is that some of 
the very people who are complaining 
are the persons who are preventing the 
patrol boats from being effeetive, be- 
cause they are in the pay of the poach- 
ing trawlers; they are getting cheap 
coal and cheap Scotch whiskey, I be- 
lieve, and other things, and these are 
the people that complain that the Minis- 
try of Msheries is at fault. They or 
their friends around give the game 
away when the patrol boat is coming 
along. 

I do not think there was anything the 
Deputy said which it is necessary for 
me to answer. If he thinks that because 
I have inherited, as it were, the fishery 
functions of the C.D.B., I also inheri- 
ted their more or less charitable func- 
tions, he is making a mistake. I am 
now, as a Minister in charge of a De- 
partment, responsible to the Dáil for 
every penny which is spent, and I can- 
not spend money in the same way as 
thc C.D.B. spent it. I have got to ac- 
count for every penny to the Minister 


for Finance first, and afterwards to the 
Dáil. I am in an entirely different posi- 
tion from the C.D.B. They had an 
Endowment Fund, which they could 
spend more or less as they liked, so 
long as they had vouchers. They were 
not responsible to a Minister for Fin- 
ancc. I am. I am not an inheritor of 
that particular function of the C.D.B. 
I am an inheritor of their fishery func- 
tions, so far as fishery administration 
and fishcry development are concerned. 
But that is all. I am in sympathy with 
the Deputy in promoting anything in 
an arca like Donegal, but the same 
thing applies to Mayo, Galway, Kerry 
and part of Cork. I am in entire agree- 
ment with him that something must be 
done to get those people who have no 
other means of livelihood, and even 
part-time fishermen, at least something 
to livc on. So far as that is concemed, 
I am in entire agreement with him, and 
I am constantly putting up to Finance 
suggestions to further that opinion of 
j mine. 

The Dáil adjourned at 5.55 p.m. until 
Friday, 25th January, at 12 noon. 
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OCJCUPATION OF TEACHER S 

DAIL EIREANN. HOUSE (00. OLAEE). 


DÉ hAOINE, 25adh EANAIR, 1924. 

( Friday, 25 th January, 1924.) 

Do chuaidh an Ceann Comhairle i 
geeannas ar a 12 o’clock. 


OEISTEANNA—QUESTIONS. 
ORAL ANSWERS. 


COLLEGE OF SOIENCE BUILDINGS 

Mr. CONNOR HOGAN asked the 
President to what further use the 
Government proposes to put the build- 
ings of the College of Science. 

The PRESIDENT : I am not in a 

position to add anything to the answer 
which was given by the Minister for 
Finance to the Deputy on the 15th 
November last. The College of Science 
is one of the buildings, in addition to 
the National Mnseum, National Lib- 
rary and National Gallery, that are 
complicated by our occupation of 
Leinster House. 

PATMENT OF DECREE. 

SEAN 0 LAIDHIN asked the Minis- 
ter^ for Finance if he is aware that a 
claim for £102 4s 6d was lodged by Mr. 
T. Leonard, 4 Main Street, Athlone, 
for clothing and household eífects de- 
stroyéd at Ballywilliam Station, Co. 
Longford, on the 6th April, 1922, and 
that the amount granted to abovc 
claimant by the Co. Court Judge at 
Longford Quarter Sessions on 31st 
October, 1923, was £70 with £1 5s costs, 
and to ask that payment be expedited. 

MINISTEB for FINANCE (Mr. E. 
Blythe): I have received the Judge's 
report in this case, and am taking steps 
to have it eonsidered and dealt with at 
an early date. 


PADRAIG 0 hOGAIN (An Clár) 

asked the Minister for Finance if a 
claim for compensation was received 
from Mr. Michael Scanlan, N.T., Clon- 
boley House, Connolly, Co. Clare, in re- 
spect of loss sustained by him owing to 
the occupation of his house by military 
from March 3rd, 1923, to 17th June, 
1923, and whether compensation has 
been assessed and, if so, whether he 
will givc the different headings under 
which the calculations were made. 

Mr. BLYTHE: A claim has been re- 
ceived from Mr. Michael Scanlan, 
National Teaeher, for compensation in 
respect of the military occupation of his 
premises at Connolly, Co. Clare. On 
investigation it was found to be exces- 
| sive and to contain items for conse- 
• quential loss which are not admissible, 
and compensation has been assessed on 
the following basis:—Rent, £18 15s Od; 
damage to premises and effects, £60. 

CLARE RETURNING OFFICEBS’ 
EXPENSES. 

PADRAIG O hOGAIN (An Clár) 

asked the Minister for Finance if he. 
will expedite the payment of expenses 
due to Returning Officers, Clerks, etc., 
in Clare for services rendered dur- 
the the last Parliamentary election. 

Mr. BLYTHE: Advances amounting 
to £325 have been issued to the Return- 
ing Officer and a further advance is 
being made of £1,200 to enable him to 
meet fees to Presiding Officers, Poll 
Clerks, and other fixed expenses readily 
ascertainable in accordance with the 
authorised seale. It is hoped to deal 
with the remaining portion of his 
claim in the near future. 

PICTUBE HOUSE FOB FILM 
OENSOR. 

Mr. ALFBED BYBNE asked the 
Minister for Home Affairs if he will 
state the conditions under which the 
Gpvernment occupy the Dame Street 
Pieture House, whiclí is about to 
be used for Film Censoring, if he wiU 
state the rent to be paid for the pre- 
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mises, and if he will take steps to find 
out the price paid for the premises by 
. : the present landlords. 

j! MINISTER for HOME APPAIRS 
í\ (Mr. K. O’Higgins) : An arrangement 
! | has been made with the owners of the 
■ |Dame Street Picture House under 
iwhich they will provide cverything 
jwhich the Censor requires for the pur- 
jpose of censoring íilms including pre- 
jmises, necessary labour, operating in- 
*struments and light, and payment will 
íbe made at the rate of lOs per 1,000 feet 
|shown. This matter has already been 
[fully discussed with the Kinematograph 
lRenters , Society. It is not eonsidered 
necessary to ascertain the price paid 
for the premises by the prcsent owners. 

Mr. A. BYRNE: I would ask the 
Minister to say is he aware whether in 
addition to the money that has been 
paid for the films if any rent is being 
paid for the oecupation of the premises? 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I think not. 

POTATO EXPORTS FROM 
TIRCONAILL. 

SEAN DE FAOITE asked the Minis- 
ter for Agriculture if he has considered 
Ithe advisability of prohibiting the ex- 
jport of potatoes and oats from Tir- 
^conaill in vicw of the acute distress at 
present prevailing in congested areas 
in that county; if he is aware that 
potatoes are at present bcing bought 
up rapidly at high prices in the tillage 
districts of East and North Tirconaill 
for cxport through the Port of Derry, 
and if he will state at what price of- 
ficials of his Department are at present 
buying potatoes in Tyrone for seed 
supplies in Tirconaill. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS (replying for the 
Minister for Agriculture) : It would be 
inadvisable to stop export of potatoes 
from any one particular place. Farmers 
in the tillage districts of North and 
East Tirconaill, in common with far- 
mers in other parts of the country, have 
established an export trade, especially 
in potatoes of which they grow annu- 
ally an area considerably in excess of 
that required for their own use. 

To prevent these men from market- 


ing their produce in the ordinary course 
(with a view to enabling small farmers 
in the areas in which there is a shortage 
to obtain supplies of potatoes on better 
conditions than it is now open to them 
to procure such supplies) would con- 
stitute so grave an interferencc with 
trade conditions as to render it impos- 
sible of justification. If it be decided 
that special sehemes of seed supplies 
for the congested areas in Tirconaill 
are to be adopted, it will be open to 
the authorities responsible for the 
working of such schemes to procure 
the necessary supplies either in East 
Tirconaill or elsewhere as market prices 
render most prudent. In no circum- 
stances ean it be expected that the 
prices to be paid for such potatoes can 
be less than that at which the growers 
are able to dispose of them in the open 
rnarket. 

The potatoes at present being pur- 
chased by the Department in Tyrone 
and adjoining counties are of special 
varieties immune from Black Scab, and 
are being purchased for supply on 
special terms to small farmers in cer- 
tain areas in Tirconaill in which Black 
Scab disease has appeared. It would 
not be possible to procure in the 
county the quantities of these potatoes 
required for this purpose. All the 
available supplies of immune varieties 
in the county are being bought under 
this scheme. When puíchases were 
begun sonxe weeks ago the price paid 
for these potatoes was £6 to £6 lOs. per 
ton, but prices are hardening steadily, 
and those now being paid range up to 
£7 lOs and £8 per ton, and vary almost 
froin day to day. 

Mr. WHITE: Arising out of that 
answer, is the Minister aware that in 
the year 1917 thc export of potatoes 
and oats was prohibited? 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I do not know 
whether the responsible Minister is 
aware of that or not. 

Mr. WHITE: Further, arising out of 
that question, does the Minister con- 
sider it a prudent course to allow pota- 
toes and oats to be exported when they 
are absolutely necessary for seed and 
food purposes in Tirconaillí 
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Mr. O’HIGGINS: I would ask the 
Deputy to understand the position. The 
Minister for Agriculture asked me to 
read this rcply. He is not present, 
and I can only ask the Deputy to put 
down for hirn any further question 
bearing on the matter. 

Mr. WHITE : Thank you. 

LAND PURCHASE ARREARS IN 
GALWAY. 

SEAMUS MAC COSGAIR asked the 
Minister for Agriculturc if he is aware 
that the Irish Land Commission has in- 
formed the Galway County Council 
that the total net arrears drawn from 
the Guarantee Fund in respect of Land 
Purchase Arrears, including arrears in 
respect of advances made under the 
Labourers Acts in thc County of Gal- 
way, amounted on the 31st January, 
1923, to £37,494 19s 7d, that of this sum 
£23,297 43. lld. had been rccovered up to 
the 12th Ma.y, 1923, leaving a sum of 
£14,197 14s. 8d. outstanding, of which 
£501 7s 9d has been declared uncollect- 
able; whether he can state the amount 
of arrears that have been paid since the 
12th May, 1923, what steps were taken 
to recover the amount as described as 
uncollectable, and whether the County 
Council has been furnished with a iist 
of the defaulters who owe this sum of 
£501 7s 9d. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS (replying for Mini- 
ster for AgTÍculture) : The Land Com- 
mission furnished to the County Coun- 
cil of Galway on the 25th May last the 
figures given in the first part of the 
question. These figures were up to 
and including the November-Dccember 
1922 Gale. Allowing for the payments 
since received and includingthe arrears 
of the succeeding May-June 1923 Gale, 
the arrears up to and including that 
gale were £15,130 on the 31st ultimo. 
These arrears are being recovered by 
legal proceedings, and have since been 
reduced by the sums recovered by State 
Solicitor. 

The sum referred to in the conclud- 
ing part of the question represents old 
arrears ‘which the Land Commission 
failed to recover on the disposal of de- 
ffculters’ holdings to new purchasers 
who only became liable for the annui- 


ties as from date of their acquiring the 
lands. 

Mr. COSGRAVE: Will the Minister 
! state whether the County Council has 
been furnished with a list of the de- 
faulters who owe this £501 7s. 9d.? 

Mr. 0 ’HIGGINS : I will ask the Mini- 
ster that question, and perhaps he will 
write to the Deputy on the subject. 

1 EX-SOLDIER’S UNEMPLOYMENT 
i BENEFIT. 

AODH 0 CULACHAIN asked the 
Minister for Industry and Commerce 
if he is aware that John Byrne, of 
Crockanure, Xildare, Army Book 
54468, Unemployment Insurance Book 
No. 11062 (Dublin Office), attested 
27th September, 1922, was diseharged 
lOth October, 1923, has received only 
34 days’ unemployment beneíit, and 
has becn informed that his beneíit was 
exhausted, although he had about 36 
stainps to his credit when he joined the 
Army, and whether this case *will be 
fully investigated with a view to im- 
mediate payment, and also to avoid, as 
far as possible, such delays in future? 

MINISTER for INDUSTRY AND 
COMMERCE (Mr. J. McGrath) : John 

Byrne, Dublin, 11062, lodged a claim 
for Unemployment Benefit at Rildare 
Branch Employment Office on October 
llth, 1923, and a further claim (neces- 
sitated by the inception of the Second 
Benefit Year) on October 18th, 1923. 
He was paid benefit in respect of 37 
contributions, being 25 contributions 
previously paid in respect of his insur- 
able employment, and 12 contributions 
paid under Section 7 of the Unemploy- 
ifient Insurance Act, 1923, in respect cf 
his service with the National Army. 

No further benefit is due to Mr. 
Byrne, who, not being satisfied with the 
allowance of benefit made to him, has 
exercised his right to have his claim 
considered by the Court of Referees 
established under the Insurance Acts, 
and has lodged an appeal. 

CLAIM FOR UNEMPLOYMENT 
BENEFIT. 

AODH O CULACHAIN asked the 
Minister for Industry and Commerce 
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if he is aware that Brnest Swanton, of 
Crockanure, Rildare, Unemployment 
Insurance Book 1676 (Newbridge), at- 
tested 21st July, 1922, and was dis- 
eharged 7th November, 1923, has not 
yet received Unemployment Benefit, al- 
though he has been signing the Unem- 
ployment Register since he was dis- 
charged and has about one hundred 
stamps to his credit, and whether pay- 
ment 'will be expedited? 

Mr. McGRATH: Mr. Ernest Swan 
ton lodged a claim for Unemployment 
Benefit at Kildare Branch Employment 
Office on November 13th. His account 
with the Unemployment Fund showed 
that the requirements of Sub-section 4 
of Section 8 of the National Insurancc 
Act, 1920, were not satisfied, no contri- 
butions having been paid in respect of 
him during the Insurance Year 1922- 
1923. 

Mr. Swanton then claimed that he 
was cntitled to have payment made of 
contributions under Section 7 of the 
Act of 1923 in respect of his period of 
service with the National Army, and 
this was agreed to by the Ministry of 
Defence. His claim to Unemployment 
Benefit was accordingly allowed, and 
authority for payment was transmitted 
to the Branch Employment Office at 
Xildare on Tuesday last. 

TIRCONAILL MENTAL HOSPITAL. 

SEAN DE FAOITE asked the Minis- 
ster for Local Government if, in view 
of that part of the Report of the In- 
quiry into the administration of the in- 
stitution held on 9th October last, deal- 
ing with the calling in of outside as- 
sistance, it is intended to sanction pay- 
ment of £70 to the Engineer of the Tir- 
conaill Mental Hospital for outside as- 
sistance obtained in adjustment and 
repair of the washing machine in the 
Hospital, and which was approved of 
at meeting of the Mental Hospital Com- 
mittee held at Letterkenny on the 14th 
instant? 

MINISTER for LOCAL GOVERN- 
MENT (Mr. Burke) : The sanction of 
the Minister for Local Government is 
not required by law before payments 
in connection with repairs in a mental 
hospital are made. The Committee of 
the Tirconaill Mental Hospital appear 


to have had s<fme doubt as to their lia- 
bility for a sum of £7 Is. 3d. charged 
by a contractor in respect of a fitter’s 
time, who was employed without a pro- 
per order in repairing a laundry 
machine. The Committee were satisfied 
that Ihe work could not be carried out 
by any of their employees, and have 
censured the officer who engaged out- 
side assistance without their explicit 
authority. 

Mr. WHITE: Arising out of that 
question, I will read, for the informa- 
tion of the Minister, the following ex- 
traet- 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: The De 

puty cannot read an extract for the in- 
formation of the Minister. 

TIRCONAILL MENTAL HOSPITAL 
SUPERANNUATIONS. 

SEAN DE FAOITE asked the Minis- 
ter for Loeal Government if he is 
aware that at a meeting of the Tireon- 
aill Mental Hospital Committee held at 
Letterkenny on 14th instant, that Dr. 
Moore, late R.M. Superintendent, and 
Miss Alexander, retired Matron, were 
granted their full retiring allowances, 
viz., £545 8s. ld. and £80* 2s. 4d., re- 
spectively, and whether it is intended 
to sanction those pensions in view of 
Ihe finding of the recent inquiry held 
into the administration of the Hospital 
on 9th October last and the present 
high rates and acute distress existing 
in the county? 

Mr. BUREE: The pensions of officers 
in Mental Hospitals are regulated by 
the Asylum Officers’ Superannuation 
Act, 1909. The sanction of the Mini- 
ster for Local Govcrnment is not re- 
quired for such pensions. I have no 
reason to think that the pensions 
granted to Dr. Moore and Miss Alexan- 
der have not been calculated strictly 
in accordance with the provisions of 
the Act. 

TIRCONAILL MENTAL HOSPITAL. 

SEAN DE FAOITE asked the Minis- 
ter for Xocal Government if Dr. Mar- 
tin was appointed Resident Medical 
Superintendent of Tirconaill Mental 
Hospital at a meeting of the Committee 
held on 16th inst. at Letterkenny, and 
if, in view of the report of the Inspec- 
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[Scán de Faoite.] 

tor of Mental Hospitalft, after the en- 
quiry held on the 9th October last, into 
the management and administration of 
this institution, he will consider giving 
sanction for a probationary period of 
twelve months for this appointmcnt, 
and whether he will keep nnder strict 
surveillance the administration and ex- 
penditure of this Hospital for that 
period; further, if he will consider the 
advisability of making a substantial re- 
duction in the salary and allowanees 
fixed for the Resident Medieal Superin- 
tendent in the present circumstanecs 
of exorbitant rates and aeute distress 
prevailing in Tirconaill? 

Mr. BURKE: Dr. Martin, formerly 
Assistant Medical Officer, has been ap- 
pointed Resident Medieal Superinten- 
dent of Tirconaill Mental Hospital by 
the Gommittee of Management. The 
application of the Committeo for 
sanction to the appointment has been 
received, and before any decision is 
reached full consideration will be given 
to the Deputy’s suggestion of making 
the appointment probationary. The In- 
speetor of Mental Hospitals has been 
instructed to give particular attention 
to the administration of this mental 
hospital. The Committee have fixed 
the salary for the post of Re- 
sident Medical Superintendent at £700 
per annum, which has been approved as 
reasonable, having regard to the re- 
sponsibilitics of the principal adminis- 
trative officer and the qualifications re- 
quired. The allowances attached to the 
post have been reduced and revalued. 

AS7LUM OFFICERS’ SUPERAN- 
NUATION. 

TOMAS 0 CONAILL asked the 
Minister for Local Qovernment whether 
his Department has received represen- 
tations from the Irish Mental Hospital 
Workers > Union with reference to pro- 
posed amendments to the Asylum 
Officers > Superannuation Act, 1909, and 
whether in view of those representa- 
tions it is intended to introduce at an 
early date such an amending Bill as 
will meet the views put forward by the 
Union. 

Mr. BUREE: Representations have 
been received from the Irish Mental 


Hospital Workers’ Union with regard 
to the proposed amendment of the 
Asylum Officers’ Superannuation Act, 
1909. No decision has yet been taken 
with regard to an amending Act, but I 
hope it will be found possible to deal 
with the matter when the more pres- 
sing questions in eonnection with local 
administration are disposed of. 

COUNTY COUNCIL AUDITS AND 
RATES. 

Mr. DARRELL FIOGIS asked the 
Minister for Local Government if he 
will state (a) up to what. period the 
Loeal Qovernment Audit has been com- 
pleted, county by county; and (b) 
what were the ratcs struck in each 
county respcctively for each of the fol- 
lowing financial years: — 1914-15, 
1919-20, 1921-22, and 1922-23. 

Mr. BURKE : The dates to which the 
Accounts of the several County Coun- 
cils have been audited are as noted at 
the end of this reply. 

It is not elear whether the Deputy 
desires information as to the dates of 
Audit of the very numerous smaller 
local authorities throughout the coun- 
try. This information would take a 
little time to prepare, and I shall be 
pleased to supply it to the Deputy later 
if he wishes. 

As regards thc second part of the 
question, a return is being prepared of 
the rates in eaeh county for the years 
referred to, and I shall furnish it as 
soon as possible to the Deputy. 


Carlow . 

. 30-9-19 

Meath ... 

31-3-21 

Cavan . 

. 30-9-18 

Monaghan 30-9-21 

Clare 

. 31-9-20 

Offaly ... 

30-9-21 

Cork . 

. 30-3-21 

Roscom- 

• 

Dublin . 

. 30-9-19 

mon ... 

30-9-22 

Galway . 

. 30-9-22 

Sligo 

31-3-21 

Kerry . 

. 31-3-20 

Tipperary 


Kildare . 

. 31-3-21 

N.R. ... 

31-3-22 

Kilkenny 31-3-22 

Tirconaill 

30-3-23 

Leitrim .. 

. 31-3-22 

Tipperary 


Limerick 31-3-22 

S.R. ... 

31-3-21 

Longford 30-9-20 

Waterford 30-9-22 

Louth .. 

. 30-3-21 

Westm’th 

30-9-20 

Leix 

. 31-3-22 

Wexford 

31-3-23 

Mayo 

. 30-9-22 

Wicklow 

30-9-” t 


Mr. DARRELL PIOOIS: May I say 

in elucidation of this question that I 
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have put, that I have assumed in say- 
ing county by county that I was refer- 
ring to the County Council. 

AN ATHLONE OLAIM POR WORK 
DONE. 

SEAN 0 LAIDHIN asked the Mini- 
ster for Defence if he will expedite pay- 
ment of the sum of £5 14s. 6d. due by 
the Military Authorities to Mr. Joseph 
Faller, King’s Street, Athlone, for 
work done in Custume Barraeks, Ath- 
lone, in repairing typewriters and time- 
pieces from February 14th, 1923, to 
October 28th, 1923? 

MINISTER for DEFENCE (General 
Mulcahy) : Mr. Faller’s account will be 
settled at a very early date. 

TULLA MERCHANT’S ACCOUNT. 

PADRAIG 0 hOGAIN (An Clár) 

asked the Minister for Defence if he 
will expedite the payment of the bal- 
ance of £51 2s. 5d. due to Mr. Denis 
McKenna, merchant, Tulla? 

General MULCAHY: There is no re- 
cord at Headquarters of any outstand- 
ing balance being due to Mr. McKenna. 
If particulars are furnished to the 
Chief Claims Officer, Portobello Bar- 
racks, the matter will have immediáte 
attention. 

DETENTION OP CO. GALWAY 
MAN. 

TOMAS 0 CONAILL asked the Mini- 
ster for Defence whether Jack Flan- 
nery, of Ballyard, Bullaun, Lougnrea, 
Co. Galway, who was arrested on May 
30th, 1922, is still detained, and 
whether, in view of the fact that he is 
the only support of his mother, it is 
proposed to have him released? 

General MULCAHY: Enquiries are 
being made in the case of Mr. Flannery 
and a commumcation will be sent to 
the Deputy. 

CLAIM FOR COMMANDEERED 
MOTOR. 

Mr. P. J. EGAN (for Mr. Patrick W. 

Shaw) asked the Minister for Defence 


if the claim of Michael MeMunn, 
Stoneyford, Mullingar, for £810 for 
motor car commandeered by the mili- 
tary will be paid, as the applicant is 
being seriously embarrassed by the loss 
sustained? 

General MULCAHY : Mr. McMunn’s 
claim is at present under consideration, 
and a decision is being expedited. 

LONGFORD COMMANDEERED 
MOTOR. 

Mr. PATRICH McEENNA asked the 
Minister for Defence if he has received 
a claim from Mr. P. Breaden, Dublin 
Street, Longford, for £242 lOs, the 
amount due for private motor car com- 
mandeered by the Military Authorities 
in Longford on the lst February, 1923, 
and also for hire of a lorry comman- 
deered by the Military Authorities on 
two occasions—viz., lst July, 1922, and 
21 st October, 1923, and also for articles 
missing from the lorry when returned; 
and whether in view of the fact that Mr. 
Breaden has made repeated application 
for the ainount due and supplied the 
necessary particulars, including the re- 
ceipt for the amount he paid for the 
private motor car, his claim will be 
paid without further delay. 

1 General MULCAHY : The claim has 
been received, and negotiations with 
Mr. Breaden are being carried on 
Delay in settlement is due to his refusal 
to accept the car in its present condi- 
tion. The consideration of the claim 
will be expedited. 

COMPENSATION TO FISHERMEN. 

RISTEARD MAC FHEORAIS asked 
the Minister for Defence if he is yet 
in a position to state when compensa- 
tion will be paid to fishermen and 
bargemen working on the River Slaney, 
whose activities were interfered with 
by Military during the recent hostili- 
ties. 

General MULCAHY: I regret I am 
not in a position to say when these 
claims will be decided. Consideration of 
the cases is, however, being expedited. 
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DEPENDENTS’ ALLOWANCE. 

SEAN 0 LAIDHIN asked the Minis- 
ter for Defence if he will expedite 
payment of the sum of £5 4s. 6d. owing 
to Vol. Edward Fox, 6 St. Anthony's 
Cottages, Mullingar, who attested on 
the 12th September, 1922. and was de- 
mobilised 14th October, 1923, in respect 
of dependents , allowance withheld 
from his wife. 

Oeneral MULCAHY: A cheque for 
the amount has now been issued. 

P.O. ENGINEER S CLAIM. 

Mr. ALFRED BYRNE asked the 
Postmaster-General whether the claim 
submitted to the Chairman of the 
Douglas Commission by the Post Office 
Engineering Department has been con- 
sidered, and, if so, when will the find- 
ings be issued, and when the full report 
of the Commission will be available. 

POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. J. J. 
Walsh) : A report on thc Engineering 
Classes has not yet been received from 
the Postal Commission. I cannot say 
when the final report, if any, of the 
Commission will be made. 

A CURRAGH PRISONER. 

Mr. PATRICE W. SHAW asked the 
Minister for Defence if it is possible 
to release Patrick Connell, No. 2002, 
Hut No. 8, Harepark Camp, The Cur- 
ragh. 

General MULCAHY: Mr. Connell is 
serving a sentence of two years’ hard 
labour imposed by a Military tribunal. 

A WITNESS’S EXPENSES. 

Mr. PATRICX J. EGAN asked the 
Minister for Home Affairs when it is 
proposed to pay expenses to Mr. W. S. 
Corry, Ulster Bank, Tullamore, who 
was summoned as a State witness in 
the case of The State v. John O’Dowd, 
at the District Court, Buttevant, in 
August or September, 1923, and at 
Mallow Quarter Sessions in October, 
1923, the local State Solicitor not hav- 
ing paid Mr. Corrjr’s expenses? 


EIREANN. Bill , 1924 —First Stage. 624 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: Enquiries have 
been made as to thc delay in dealing 
with this witness’s claim, and a reply 
will be made as soon as the information 
is received. 

DEPENDENT’S ALLOWANCE. 

1 PADRAIG 0 hOGAIN (An Clár) 

asked the Ministcr for Defenee if he 
will expedite the payment of depen- 
dent ’s allowance due in regard to 
Volunteer Bernard Cronin, who attes- 
ted at Ennis on July 22nd, 1922, and 
was discharged on July 3rd, 1923, after 
347 days ’ service ? 

General MULCAHY: The claim for 
dependents’ allowance was rejected on 
the grounds that there is not sufficient 
evidence to show that the contribution 
made by Volunteer Cronin towards his 
mother’s home for a reasonable period 
prior to enlistment amounted to the 
minimum required by the regulations, 
I2s. per week, before an allowance may 
bc issued. 

PURCHASE OP TALBOT MOSTYN 
ESTATE. • 

Mr. PATRICR McXENNA asked thc 
Minister for Agrieulture if he will state 
whether, having regard to the fact that 
the tenants on the Talbot Mostyn Es- 
tate, Co. Westmeath, were not informed 
that the vendor was not agreeable to 
sell at the estimated price, and that, 
consequently, they did not apply to 
have third term rents fixed, the estate 
will become purchaseablc under the 
provisions of Section 22 (3) of the 
Land Aet, 1923, and whether the rent 
will be taken as that at which the ten- 
ánts have been paying interest for the 
past fifteen years ? 

MINISTER for AGRICULTURE 

(Mr. P. Hogan) : Inquiries are being 
made in the Irish Land Commission re- 
garding this matter, and a written 
reply will be handed to the Deputy 
next week. 

FIREARMS (TEMPORARY PRO- 
VISIONS) BILL, 1924—(PIRST 
STAGE). 

MINISTER for HOME AFFAIRS 

(Mr. O’Higgins): I ask leavc of 
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the Dáil to have this temporary Bill 
printed and circulated. The position is 
that the Public Safety Act, which is at 
present in force, expires on the 31st of 
this month, and the provisions in it 
which give power to control the use, im- 
portation and sale of firearms and am- 
munition require to be renewed. A 
Bill consolidating and improving thc 
laws bearing on this subject is at pre- 
.sent the subject of inter-Departmental 
discussion and conference, and it will 
take some time to prepare. In the 
meantime it is necessary to make tem- 
porary provision to deal with the con- 
trol of firearms and explosives, and it 
is with that object that I am introduc- 
ing this temporary Bill. 

Motion put and agreed to. 

Bill read a Pirst Time. Second Stage 
ordered for Thursday next. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The PRESIDENT: Might i ask that 
the Order Paper should receive some 
consideration from Deputies? If it 
were agreeable I suggest that we 
should take No. 4 íirst and that we 
take the Housing (Building Faeili- 
ties) Bill after it. If Deputy Figgis 
would agree to postpone his motion 
and also Deputy Hogan the motion 
in his name until next week, we 
will undertake to aíford time for their 
consideration. I make this suggestion 
so that we may deal with the Housing 
Bill to-day and have the next Stage 
for this day week. If that were agreed 
generally I think it would facilitate 
business. 

Mr. DARRELL FIQGIS: I am en- 

tirely agreeable. 

Mr. CONNOR HOGAN: This infor- 
mation that I require is for the purpose 
of a sworn inquiry to be held in Co. 
Clare on the 19tfc February. I should 
like very much to have this information 
made available, and I do not see why 
the Minister should oppose the return. 
Can the President say what day it will 
betakenup? 

The PRESIDENT: I should say we 
will take it on Wednesday. 


Mr. HOGAN : Definitely. 

The PRESIDENT: Yes. 

Mr. HOGAN : Then I will agree. 

PRIVATE BUSINESS. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I beg to move the 
motion standing in my name— 

That copies of the Report of the 
Committee on the Oireachtas Staft' 99 
(now on the tablc) be circulated to 
members, together with a statement 
showing— 

(1) The scale of wages and salaries 
now in operation, aiul 

(2) The eash value to the various 
officers referred to in the report of 
the proposed sealc when the bonus, 
at present rates, is added. 

1 Motion put and agreed to. 

HOUSING (BUILDING FACILITIES) 
BILL, 1924—(SECOND STAGE 
RESUMED). 

Question again proposcd: “ That this 
Bill be read a Second Tirae. M 

Mr. JOHNSON: I regret that, not- 
withstanding the added day, it has not 
bccn possible for me to examine this 
Bill with the eare that so important a 
project would require. Nevertheless, 
I find in it many matters that call for 
comment. I am not going to oppose 
the Second Reading, inásmuch as the 
Minister has faith that it will result in 
the building of houscs. As he has more 
opportunities of knowing what are the 
possibilities in this matter, I should bc 
glad to facilitate him in achieving that 
object. I am one of those who believc 
that every ncw house that is built does, 
to however small an extent, help to 
relieve the present congestion. There- 
fore, if houses are built, I am not going 
to be too careful as to the means taken 
to aehieve that end. But I feel that 
this Bill is not going to do very much 
in that direction, and I am sorry, after 
all the expectations that were aroused 
by the J?resident\s promises, that we 
have so unpromising a proposition put 
to us as the Bill, w T hich is the Govern- 
ment’s attempt to solve the housing 
problem. I note, by the way, that the 
Bill is introduced by thc President. 
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[Mr. Johnson.] 

One might have thought that . it was 
within the province of the Minister for 
Loeal Govemment to introduce such a 
Bill. But I can quite understand his 
hesitancy. I imagine that he had not 
the hardihood to come to the Dáil to 
promote or to back the Bill, perhaps 
not even to support the Bill, in \dew 
of the attitude he is taking in regard 
to the payment of the people who may 
be expected to be occupiers of the 
houses which will be built undcr the 
scheme. I might eome to that later. 

I would have liked to have heard 
from the President some estimates of 
what the weekly charge upon the occu 
pier would be for the various classes 
of houses to be built under the Bill. 
We have in Schedule (Part 1). certain 
figures as the maximum rent on weekly 
letting. I take these figures to be the 
indication of what is likely to be 
charged to tenants of houses built 
under the Bill, and what will, in fact, 
be the charge upon the occupiers of 
the majority of the houses which will 
be built under the scheme. What do 
we find? We find that the house of 
five rooms is estimated to be worth a 
weekly rent of 13s. 10d., and I think 
we may fairly assume that it is in- 
tended 13s. lOd. per week shall be 
charged to the occupier. The five- 
roomed house is presumably £he house 
for the larger towns. That is one end 
# of the scale. But we take the other 
’ end! of the scale: the three-roomed 
house built in places where sewers and 
water mains are not available, and the 
weekly rcnt anticipated for such p 
house is 7s. 4$d. I ask the Minister 
for Local Government has he any 
anticipation óf being able to extract 
rent of 7s. 4^d. from a workman occu- 
pying a three-roomed house in thc 
country, or a small town, whom he is 
employing at 25s. to 30s. per week? 

I am wrong in saying that he is em- 
ploying; I should say whose wages 
will not be allowed to be above 25s. to 
30s. weekly under an Order he issued. 

I said on the earlier Stage that there 
was an obvious contradiction in the 
statement of the President in intro- 
ducing the Bill. I went on to say that 
he was looking for lower wages for 
the workers generally, lower weekly ' 


earnings, and at the same time produc- 
ing schemes which inevitably meant an 
increase in the charge for rent on these 
earnings. This rent, bear in mind, is 
irrespective of rates, and as the yeara 
go by the weekly charges will increase 
by virtue of the gradual increase in 
the rates to be paid. It may be said 
that more stress should be laid on the 
word maximum, and that in fact there 
may be rents charged for these houses 
below that maximum. I have made 
sonie calculations, as well as I conld, 
with the information available since 8 
o’cloch last night, and I cannot see 
the possibility of going below lls. 6d. 
for the larger house and 5s. for the 
smaller house. 

If that is a fair estimate of the mini- 
mum, under the best possible circum- 
stanees, assuming that the State has 
| paid its subsidy, and the local autho- 
rity has paid out an equal subsidy y 
and, in addition to the subsidies, the 
local authorities have lent the maxi- 
mum sum under the scheme, then I am 
afraid the chances of any large number 
of houses being built under this Bill 
are not very rosy. It may be said, and 
I admit at onee that there is some pos- 
sibility that congestion may be relieved 
to the extent of,perhaps, 3,000 houses 
in the year, even though the occupiers 
of these houses are not those mostly in 
need of them, but the better-off work- 
man may be the occupier, and the very 
fact that a new house has been built 
helps to relieve the pressure on the 
least-able-to-pay workmen. That is 
something to the good, I admit, but it 
should be realised that this is not a Bill 
that is going to go very far in helping 
to re-house the poorer classes in the 
country. My feeling in this matter is 
that the Ministry have failed to rise to 
the oceasion, and are doing what I will 
admit is quite a generous act regarding 
finance, but doing it in a mean, petti- 
fogging way, and rather nibbling at a 
big problem and not facing it as it 
ought to be faced. 

It has been made public that the pro- 
blem before the country is to provide 
60,000 houses, that there is at this time 
a shortage of not less than 60,000 
houses, that there is steadily increasing 
deterioration and decay of those which 
at present exist, that that deterioration 
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will increase and make the 60,000 quite 
a minimum of the numbers that have to 
be built to satisfy the housing needs of 
the country. Admittedly that is a very 
big and difificult problem to solve, but 
when we speak of 60,000 houses in the 
Saorstát it is a problem of 25,000 in 
the city of Dublin, or perhaps I would 
prefer to say a problem of re-housing 
the inhabitants of 25,000 houses in or 
around the city of Dublin. I would not 
like to think that thc new 25,000 houses 
that will have to be built are all to be 
built inside the city boundary. I do 
not think a problem of that magnitude 
or of that urgency ought to be, or is 
adequately dealt with by the methods 
proposed in this Bill. Ministers are 
very careful, hesitating, doubtful, but 
it is hoped by theni that they will in- 
terest private persons to apply for 
loans to the State; that they will con- 
form to certain plans; receive loans 
from the State, and that the local 
authorities will come forward freely 
with an equal subsidy, and also help 
house building by loans chargeable on 
the rates. 

Really, from all we have heard from 
the Minister himself and from Depu- 
ties, have we any reasonable grounds 
for expeeting that thc loeal authorities 
will be willing to grant these subsidies 
and make these loans within the next 
twelve months? I would like to know 
the grounds of the President’s opti- 
mism in that respeet. The Bill fails in 
other respects. There is nothing in the 
Bill to ensure that houses will be built 
where they are most needed. There is 
the Department ’s, or, shall 1 say, the 
Minister’s veto, but. that is all. Again 
he may reply that no matter where 
they are built they will help to relieve 
congestion. I admit it, but, again, it 
is not doing very much to satisfy the 
demand for working-class houses. But 
there appears also to be an intention 
to remove any control which local 
authorities may have in the past in- 
tended over the layout of sites: that 
where something in the nature of a 
town plan was decided on by a local 
authority, it is now suggested that all 
those decisions shall be set aside, and 
that anyone will be allowed to build a 
house anywhere, in any fashion, sub- 
ject to the final decision as to the 


design of the house by the Minister for 
Loeal Government. I think that is a 
defect, and 1 think that there ought to 
be, in the minds of Ministers, some 
general plans and that the policy of 
laissez faire in house-building should 
not be allowed to continue. 

The Minister has laid some stress in 
his speech—but not much in the Bill— 
upon the provision which allows the 
Minister to purchase, manufacture and 
sell materials for house-building. Thcre 
is, perhaps, a redeeming feature in 
that section, but, again, it is too timid 
and is only included in the Bill as 
something that may have to be applied 
if the public docs not rise to the occa- 
sion. If the Minister would assure the 
Dáil that he is now ready to enter into 
this project, and if thcre is not a suffi- 
cient response to the requirements of 
the case within one month, say, after 
the passing of the Bill, that he is then 
ready to cnter into thc business of 
supplying materials, one might think 
that it had some real purpose behind 
it; but, inasmuch as there is no assur- 
ance of that kind, not much sign that 
that is the intention, that the BiU is 
only a one-year Bill, and that the clause 
only deals with local cases, local excess 
charges for materials, I think we can 
not take too much notice of that clause 
as being a serious intention to tackle 
tlie proWcm with resolution. 

Unfortunately the trouble in regard 
to excessive prices for building rnate- 
rials is not a local trouble at all. It is 
not because a merchant in Athlone, or 
in Galway, or in Waterford charges too 
much for materials as compared with 
prices in other towns comparable. The 
trouble, unfortunately, is that it is a 
general cxcess of charges for building 
materials because of tho fact that the 
controllers are very largely outside the 
jurisdiction of the Minister, and there- 
fore that he is not able to deal effec- 
tively with overcharging for building 
máterials, for he is only going to deal 
with it in a local manner. What is re- 
quired is an authority capable of deal- 
ing with building materials in a whole- 
sale way. In his speech on the Second 
Reading the Minister referred to pro- 
positions that had been put forward bjr 
the Labour Party as to the manner in 
which this housing problem should be 



331 Housing (Building Facilities) DAIL EIREANN. Bill, mt—Second Stage. 


[Mr. Johnson.] 

dealt with, and I have not yet seen any 
criticism of the Labour Party’s pro- 
posals in this matter to make me alter 
my opinion that the housing problem 
will have to be solved eventually, and 
can only be solved eventually by some 
such plan as we have proposed. 

We think that the problem of provid- 
ing houscs for thousands of people that 
urgently require them is only likely to 
be solved, is only likely to bc ap- 
proached with a view to solution, if wo 
think of it as we would think of a 
national emergency where the country 
is in danger. Hcar in mind whcn you 
think that 60,000 houses are requircd 
now, and that by the ordinary pro- 
eesses it is estimated that you will only 
build about 3,000 houses in the year, 
you have, thcrcby, a twenty ycars’ 
periód beforc you arc going to solve 
the prcsent housing problem, and whcn 
you produce schemes which may, pos- 
sibly, with the utmost success that one 
can imagine, build 3,000 houses within 
the year, as is proposed undcr this 
scheme, you are proposing a twenty 
ycars’ waiting period before you have 
your present. shortage of houses made 
up. I think that this problcm ought 
to be solvcd on bigger lincs with a more 
generous regard for the intcrcsts and 
a bigger faith in the capacitv of the 
country. w 

We have suggested that there should 
be set up a national housing authority, 
representing thc Governmcnt through 
its Chairman, the building trades on 
the operativc side, the architccts and 
the builders, and possibly the builders’ 
providers, a small committee repre- 
senting these elcmcnts, and give them 
instruction to build houses and powers 
to see that they are built. Such an 
authority would havc, I think, to get 
powers to purchase for a ten years’ \ 
programme; to go to Norway for tim- | 
ber wholesale; to take eontrol, if neces- 
sary, of building plant in the country; 
if necessary to call upon all those en- 
gaged in the trade on the material side 
to place their plant at the disposal of 
the authority for the purpose of build- 
ing houses; to treat the matter as a 
Commander-in-Chief of an army would 
treat a case of national defence; and, 
organise, on the operative side, every 


i man from the architect down to the 
builders’ labourer. I think that 
housing authority would require to 
see to the organisation of every 
man engaged in the business, as 
I say, from the architect down to the 
building trade employer, to the buil- 
ders' labourcr, and the boy that wets 
the tea. 

25,000 people, nominally, are accre- 
dited to the building and constructional 
trades in the Saorstát. Half of them, 
probably, are engaged in repair work, 
but 1 believe that if it were the inten- 
tion, on the material side and on thc 
labour side, to mobilise all the effectives 
for house building, 15,000 mcn might 
be found available. It scems to me that 
wc should proceed on the assumption 
that we have 15,000 men, their éx- 
pcrienec and their ability, and we 
want to use them for housc build- 
ing. How best. are we going to 
usc them? There is the task for the 
Chief of Staff. 1 would not be afraid, 
not for one moment, if it wcre proposed 
to organisc an army of housc builders 
and to set them to that task, giving 
them a five years’ period of scrvice. I’ 
have said scveral times in the Dáil, and 
I say again, that if you can say to a 
man, “ Ilere we guarantee you, given 
good conduct, and ordinary, reasonable 
eonduct in your work, five years or ten 
years’ continuous employment, * ’ then 
you can go to those men and say,, 

Give us of your best, rcmove any pos- 
sible obstruction there may be owing 
to the necessities that have faced you 
in the past to prevent the evils arising 
out of unemploymcnt in your trade; 
here you are guaranteed employment 
for five years or ten years; the need is 
there, it cannot be remedied within five 
or ten years, give us of your labour and 
we will guarantee you employment. ” 
Then I say you can talk to men, and 
ask them to suggest means and ways 
of increasing the supply of houses in 
the best possible fashion. 

But when you come with a scheme of 
this kind, which contemplates a large 
number of employees, building one, two 
or three or a thousand houses within 
a year, *wdthout any knowledgé that 
at the end of a year’s time when the 
winter comes there will not be one, 
two, three or four weeks’ unemploy- 
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ment, and that we do not know what 
is going to happen next year; with a 
prospect of that kind men would be 
foolish to lay down their weapons of 
defenee which were found 

1 o’doch. necessary in the past. Bear 
in mind that those practices 
and rules regarding demarcation, and 
the like, which give so much occasion 
for dispute, have all arisen because of 
the need for defencc against encroach- 
ment upon one trade or another, be- 
cause of the fear of unemployment. I 
want you to remove that fear, and say 
to these 15,000 men, “ We guarantee 
you a five years' or a ten years* job 
in one plaee or another at house build- 
ing, ” and then you can appeal to them, 
to their bcst instincts and thcir highest 
interests, to build houses in the best 
possible way. 

I think there is no sign in the Bill 
of a real appreciation of the needs, and 
that the Bill does not reflect the con- 
sciousness that is in the minds of 
Ministers that that need cxists. We 
know that they are as anxious as we 
arc about it, but that they have feared 
to do the bold thing, and they produce 
a Bill which will not go any distancc 
in laying thc foundations even for a 
so^ution of the problem. You may get 
a thousand or two thousand houses 
within a year, and I doubt even 
whether you will get. that number. 
There are too many conditions and too 
many hesitancies. The fact that you 
are engaged in driving down wages is 
going to make it difficult to get any 
body to respond to a proposition of 
this kind. For a man to tie himselx 
to a house rent of 14s. a vreek until 
1926, and then have the prospect of a 
removal of the Rent Restrictions Act 
so that rents will go still further— 
that does not. harmonise with thc 
prospect which the Minister holds out 
that the same man will have to be con- 
tent with a very much smaller wage. 
I shall be interested to hear what tfie 
Minister for Local Government has to 
say when he reads Part I. of the 
Schedule, and how r he will explain the 
prospect of paying from 7s. to 12s. a 
week in small country towns out of a 
wage of from 25s. to 35s. a week, and 
keep a family. I am sorry that the 
Bill has failed to fulfil, or go any way 


towards fulfilling, the expectations that 
the Ministerial statement seemed to- 
foreshadow. Nevcrtheless, they may 
have evidence that there is a large 
numbcr of people—shall I say three 
thousand people—waiting to live in 
houses on these terms. If he can, 
under this Bill, ensurc that 3,000 houses 
will be built, nobody will be more 
pleased than I. 

Mr. P. DOYLE: There are a few 
, points I would wish to put to the Pre- 
j sident. The first question l would 
like to ask him is whether he will in- 
elude within the scope of the Bill a 
clause to compel owners of derelict 
sites to build on such sites whcre pos- 
| siblc, or give the loeal authorities such 
powers. I think it is well recognised 
that in urban districts—particularly in 
Dublin and some other cities—there 
arc a considerable arnount of derelict 
sites which are a scrious menace to 
health and evervthing else, owing to 
the difficulty in forcing owners to put 
them in proper repair and to insist that 
they are kcpt in a proper state. It 
would, as well as beitig of considerable 
advantage in the way of providing 
houses, help to a large extent towards 
the clcanliness of the streets. I also 
desire to know if it would be advisable 
to include a elause regarding the pro- 
vision of two-room houses with certain 
conditions. 

The sc.heme adopted by the Dublin 
Corporation in which they included 
four or five-room houses was, I think, 
a good one. At the time of that deci- 
sion they had also an idea that by a 
system of migratory tenants they would 
be able to transfer people who were not 
in a position to pay high rents. Rents 
are extrcmely high. I find in one in- 
stance—which may form an ilustration 
of what I want to come to—that in one 
of the areas in whieh the Dublin Cor- 
poration are worldng—namely, Don- 
ne]]y’s Orchard—there ai*e 2,080 appli- 
cants for 85 houses, and on searching 
up these applieations and finding out 
tfie people who are prepared to follow 
up tfieir applications by accepting 
houses—if given to them—that about 
400 of these applicants would not, on 
any consideration, undertake to pay 
the rents. The deplorable conditions 
under which the poorer class are living ■ 
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in the city are well known to every- 
body, and I do not think it is necessary 
to remind the President of them owing 
to his knowledge of such conditions. I 
believe his judgment will prove right in 
dealing witli them. I think that some 
4)pportunity ought to be given where it 
is possible to provide two-room houses. 

1 should also like to ask, if under the 
Act, private owners must submit their 
plans to local authorities for approval, 

Mr. GOOD: We have listened to a 
very interesting speech on the subject 
of housing from Deputy Johnson, but 
I cannot say that it has been at all help- 
ful to those who are anxious to provide 
houses for the very many in need of 
them. He has given a most in- 
teresting discourse on many economic 
questions in connection with the build- 
ing industry. He has referred on this 
occasion, as on many others, to one of 
the difficulties in connection with out- 
put—that is the question of prevailing 
unemployment. He has said that the 
cause of that is the want of a guarantee 
on the part of employers to give these 
workmen constant employment for a 
period of something like fifteen years. 

If he were, or had been, in the building 
business for even three months, I am 
quite satisfied we would never have had | 
that suggestion from Deputy Johnson. 
Anybody engaged in that business 
knows that it is a most variable one. It i 
depends greatly on the eonditions of 
trade in the city, because building in 
many cases is a luxury—whether you 
take it as regards private individuals 
or the extension of factories and shops 
—and it largely depends on the condi- 
tion of t-rade. When trade is good 
building as a rule is good, and when it 
is bad building is bad. These principles 
will, I think, be generally agreed to. 
How is an employer in the building 
trade under such circumstances going 
to guarantee employment ? 

In one particular year there may be 
a large amount of money to bc expen- 
ded on works of construction, and em- 
ploymeiit will be good. but in the next 
year, or even in the next six months, 
employment may be bad, and how is 
any individual so situated in the trade 
going to guarantee employment? It is 


all very interesting for these Deputies 
to put forward propositions, which may 
seem attractive to those who do not un- 
derstand the problem, but let some man 
who does understand it tell us how it is 
going to work out. I have been en- 
gaged in the trade for many years, 
and to me, and many more like me, 
such information would be most inter- 
esting. Let me say, however, that 
though I do not hold that this Bill does 
all that we would like to see it do, I 
would like to see on the part of labour, 
which is going to benefit more than any 
other section of the community from 
the improvement and development of 
housing, some greater desire than has 
yet been shown to help to solve this 
problem. It is of little use in saying 
you cannot do this thing and cannot 
do the other thing. That is a destruc- 
tive mood. We should be told what we 
can do, and how far labour is prepared 
to go, for its part is a big one in this 
problem. 

I have pointed out, on more than one 
occasion, in this Dáil that 50 per cent. 
of the cost of building is on labour. 
Consequently labour can do more to 
provide houses than any other section 
of the community. It is up to them 
seriously to consider what they can do 
to help those who are anxious to deal 
with the difficulty of providing houses. 
In this Bill that has been put íorward 
by the President, I am afraid that he, 
like Deputy Johnson and some others, 
assumed that the getting of houses is 
an easy problem. I think that is the 
wrong spirit in which to look at this 
matter. It has been admitted generally 
that housing is an uneconomic proposal 
at the moment, and any uneconomic 
proposal is always difficult to deal with. 
One of the difficulties of the moment in 
this Bill is that after the Oovernment 
has done praetically all it can do, it 
has only got a move on housing. There 
are limitations to what the Government 
and the local authorities can do. They 
can only do a certain portion and then 
leave it to others to carry out the rest, 
but, as the President pointed out,‘ he 
hoped this Bill, which showed an ear- 
nest desire on behalf of the Govem- 
ment to do what they could towards 
providing houses, would be met by an 
equal eífort on the part of other sec- 
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tions engaged in that industry to try 
and provide those houses. 

It is in that spirit that one would 
like to approach this measure. I am 
quite satisfied that unless it is ap- 
proached in that spirit this Bill will 
make very little impression on this 
difficult problem. I cannot say that I 
like a great deal that is in this Bill. 
The President talked, on yesterday 
afternoon, about the question of the 
amount of bricks that are likely to be 
absorbed on the housing scheme, and 
said that possibly the estimate given 
on the first occasion was very much 
short of what it would be. As one who 
has some tec'hnical knowledge in this 
matter, I am more inclined to agree 
with the President in his first than in 
his second estimate. Possibly the Pre- 
sident has in mind what cannot be 
accomplished without adding a consi- 
derable burden to this scheme: that is, 
that the houses will have to be built 
with bricks. It would be exceedingly 
unwise to confine the building of houses 
to any particular material under this 
Bill. If concrete is cheaper in any area 
let the houses be built with that mate- 
rial. If stone is eheaper in that area 
let the houses be built with that, and 
so on; but let us get the houses at the 
cheapest possible figure in whatever is 
the cheapest material. If you take that 
as your basis, the first estimate would 
be found better than the second one. 

Tn connection with the» local 
authority with which I happen to be 
identified, it is erecting something like 
sixty houses. I am glad to say they 
are small houses, because that is the 
right line on which to go. There is 
not a single brick used on those sixty 
houses. Not far from where those 
houses arc being erected, a number of 
houses have been erected for ex-ser- 
vicemen under another scheme, and no 
brick was used in them. Therefore, we 
have 120, odd, houses in which not a 
brick was used, b^cause other material 
was cheaper. As well as aLlowing these 
builders under this schem* to build the 
houses of whatever material happens 
to be the cheapest at the moment, pro- 
vided it is suitable material, we must 
also go a little further in this Bill. It 
has not gone in other directións as far 
as I would like it. In many cases, rules 
and regulations of local authorities 


cause great expense in erection of 
houses that might be avoidcd. When 
you are buildiug one or two houses it 
does not make a lot of difference, but 
when building a lot of houses it in- 
creases the difficulty. 

I would like to see some clause 
empowering the local authority to 
withdraw in some cases these stringent 
regulations. Of course, any with- 
drawal of that ldnd would have to 
have the full approval of the Ministry, 
and such a clause would have to be 
inserted in the Bill to give the local 
authority that power. Furthermore, if 
houses are to be obtained at the rates 
mentioned in this Bill, we must recol- 
lect that the figures here are very in- 
teresting figures. A three-room house 
under this scheme is to be produced 
at the maximura of £290, that is, in- 
cluding the grant. £240 is the maxi- 
mum price it is to be sold at. The 
three-room house must be produced on 
less than £290, and that must include 
the profit for the man who produced 
it. If houses are to be produced at 
these interesting figures, every effort 
would have to be made by those en- 
gaged in the industry, and conse- 
quently it would be necessary that the 
local authority would have the powers 
I mention. Tt may, I think, be taken 
for granted, that. the local authority 
will have to provide the sites, road- 
ways, sewers, water-mains, and the 
other rcquisites of that kind in connec- 
tion with housing. 

I do not think it is proposed that these 
figures here—at least I hope not—in- 
clude these costs, because I may say 
that it is impossible for these figures to 
include such items, and these items are 
not usually included in what is known 
as builders , estimates. 

Now, another item, in connection 
with this Bill, which has been possibly 
overlooked by the President, in his de- 
sire to get these houses built quickly, 
is the question of time. It is expected 
that these houses, and, in fact, it is 
necessary under the Bill, should be 
producea in twelve months. To my 
mind, that is impossible in connection 
with this scheme. In the first place, 
this scheme implies a certain amount of 
negotiation between the private in- 
terests and the builders, or between the 
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builder and the owner, and certain 
negotiations must take plaee between 
the private individual and the local 
authorities. Anybody with any experi- 
ence of local authorities knows that 
they do not move quickly. These nego- 
tiations will t.ake a little time. It is 
also the experience of loeai authorities 
at the moment that even to acquire 
sites compulsorily it, takes approxi- 
mately six months, sometimes more and 
sometimes less, but that is the approxi- 
mate time. So that the sites w’ould not 
be available for the builder to put a 
house on for at least six months. The 
local authority would have to lay down 
roadways, pathways and drains, and 
until that work is accomplished, and 
only then, would it be possible for the 
buildcr to cnter upon the site, so that 
I am satisfied, taking these circum- 
stances into account, that the time 
given, namely, twelve months, is im- 
possible, and that jwill have to be re- 
eonsidered. 

There are a great many other items 
that I would like to dcal w'ith, but we 
will have an opportunity of going into 
them in Committee, and it is not neces- 
sary to take up the time of the Dáil now' 
with them on Second Reading. But 
there is an important principle em- 
bodied in the Bill, which was never em- 
bodied in a Housing Bill previously, 
and that is the provision of money for 
the purpose of repairing houses. I 
think that is a very desirable and neces- 
sary provision, but I think it does 
not go far enough. If these small 
houses have fallen into dilapidation I 
admit that it is a good and sound 
policy to spend money putting them 
into a state of repair. But taking a 
city like Dublin—owing to the move- 
ment of the population and other 
changes w r hich have taken place—w r e 
have in our square and other older por- 
tions of Dublin a great many íine 
houses, untenanted in many cases at 
the moment, and in other cases let in 
tenements. Now I think this scheme 
. for the repair of houses might go a 
little further and apply to the adapta- 
tion of houses, because I think that 
many of these very fine houses might 
be adapted for the purpose of being 
occupied by those other people who are 


so badly housed at the moment. It 
would bc an awful pity that any scheme 
should be brought into our city that 
w r ould have for its object the leaving 
aside, the passing over, and letting go 
derelict of these houses, and I think we 
ought to consider that portion of the 
city*s interest in connection with what 
might be called a city scheme and apply 
monies for improving and adapting 
these houses to the new requirements. 
I think it would bc well-spent money, 
and in the interests of the city I think 
it would be very usefully-spent money. 

There is anothcr clause in conncction 
w r ith the Bill that I must candidly con- 
fess 1 do not like. That is Clause S r 
which deals w r ith the right of the 
Covernment to go into the premises of 
any supplier of building material, 
make an enquiry, and fix the rates if 
they are satisfied that the rates at 
| w'hlch this material is sold are higher 
' than they should be, to fix the rates 
for the future, or compel him to sell 
under a penalty. That, to my mind, is 
a most drastie and far-rcaehing clause. 
I am not aware that such a clause has 
ever appeared in any Ilousing Act pre- 
viously, and I am not aware, further, 
that there has ever been evidencc any- 
where, and I have yet to learn if there 
has been, of any profiteering in connec- 
tion with building materíal. Now, this 
clause, in the absence of any prima 
facie evidenee of profiteering, gives 
power to the Government to come in 
and fix priecs. We are anxious in this 
Free Statc to cncourage the develop- 
ment of industry, both in the building 
trade and in a grcat many other de- 
partments of trade and commerce. 
Does anybody think for a rnoment that 
those connected with the manufacture 
of some of the items in connection wit-h 
building material are going to start 
industries in this country, in the face 
of a clause of this kind, giving the 
Government power to w r alk in and fix 
the rates at which they are going to 
sell their products? Does anyone, for 
a moment, imagine that capitalists—I 
suppose they would be called that by 
some of our friends of the Labour 
Benches—are going to start any indus- 
try in this country under such condi- 
tions ? I think, even if Deputies in the 
Labour benches were considering as to 
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whether they would buy shares in some 
of these companies knowing this clause 
was in this particular Act, they would 
hesitate about investing in a Company 
supplying building material.—I am 
quite satisíied they would. Therefore, 
while this clause may be put in ,with 
the object of achieving some temporary 
bcnefit, let us look at this question 
from the bigger point of view. What j 
rcsult is a clause of this kind likely to j 
have in the development of industry in 
this country? I think people who are 
eonsidering invcsting money in this 
eountry will say if the Cíovernment 
puts*in such a proposal in connection I 
with housing and building material, the | 
Govcrnment will not hesitate to apply 
the same clause to other departments 
of cornmercc. In sueh circumstances, 
what is going to be thc ultimate etfect 
of that upon the development of trade 
and eommerce and industry in the Fre 
State? Let us have evidence of profit- j 
teering bcforc the accusation is made. ' 
I have been connected with this indus- 
try for ycars. I have had a great deal 
to do with it on the other side and on | 
this sidc, and I have yet. to get evidence 
of profiteering in the building trade, 
and I say in all fairness, that evidence 
of that kind is absolutely necessary be- 
fore a clause of this sort is broirght for- 
ward in connection with an industry in 
which an allegation of that kind never 
was made. I leave that clause with 
the observations that I have made at i 
the moment. j 

I come now to the Schedule. I do 
not know whether I have misunder- 
stood the Schedule, but I certainly can- 
not follow it at the moment, and I will 
not t.ake up the time of the Dáil in 
dealing with it now, because this again 
is a matter that can be elucidated in 
Committce. Tn part one of the Sche- 
dule where sewcrs and water mains 
are not available, the houses are to be 
sold at a figure of £240. Where sewers 
and water mains are available, the 
houses are to cost £30 more. I do not 
follow that. One would imagine that 
thc houses ought to be less where 
seAvers and water mains are available. 
However, as I say, as far as I am con- 
cerned, I think these figures should not 
inelude either sewers or water mains. 
These ought to be put in by the local 
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authorities, and the figures here stated 
are merely to apply to houses and the 
construction of houses and, of course, 
to the small connections that might be 
necessary. Now, thesc are the few 
points that I want to refer to at the 
moment. On the larger question of 
housing, we have been asking why 
houses are not being built, and the 
simple answer is that houses are too 
expensive to build. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Will the Deputy say 
why they were not built pre-warf 

Mr. GOOD: Iíouses were built to a 
much greater extent in prc-war days 
than they havc ever been since. 
We have had housing campaigns 
and intensive eampaigns on the other 
side, and we never approached yet to 
the nuniber of houses that were built 
in pre-war days, and it may further 
be of interest to l)eput.y Johnson to 
know that the local authorities and the 
municipalities on thc other side have 
been harnessing up, if one may use the 
simile, in the production of houses for 
some years past. State funds have 
been available for that particular pur- 
pose but, notwithstanding this, the 
efforts in the direction that is outlined, 
they have not obtained in any one year 
as many houses as were produced by 
private enterprise in pre-war days, and 
as will be produced by private enter- 
prise. I am quite satisfied that is true 
because I think private enterprise is 
the only solution. The question has 
been raised as to whether people who 
can only build two or three houses 
were to coine in under this scheme. I 
think this scheme ought to be framed 
so as to encourage everybody anxious 
to build, to do so. It is only by 
interesting the many that we will ever 
get this problem dealt with, but that 
brings me to the real point and the 
big point and that is the difficulty—I 
do not carc from what point of view 
you face it—the difficulty in connec- 
tion with housing and the cost of hous- 
ing, and I say again the high cost of 
housing in Ireland is brought about by 
high wages. The cost of materials is 
increased by the wages that have to 
be paid in the production of materials 
so that a reduction in the cost of wages 

x 1 
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will mean a proportionate reduction in 
the cost of material, and a reduction in 
the cost of wages will mean a material 
reduction in the cost of housing, so 
that I say to Deputy Johnson, and the 
Labour Party, that they have more to 
do with the number of houses that will 
be put up under this scheme or under 
any other scheme than any other sec- 
tion of the community. 

Mr. SEAN LYONS: This Bill, to my 
mind, is one that is going to do a cer- 
tain amount of good to men like 
Dcputy Good and his class. If the 
workers of the Saorstát were to' offer 
to be what I supposc would be called 
genuine patriots, and work for nothing 
and get the houses built without any 
cost for labour, I wonder would he and 
his class be content with a reasonable 
rent for these houses. I do not think 
they would. There is one clause here 
concerning reconstruction that I want 
to touch upon for a few moments. | 
That is paragraph (f) of section 3— | 
“ In the case of the reconstruction of | 
an existing house, that existing house 
shall have been in a ruinous or defee- 
tive condition at the passing of this I 
Act and shall, before the rcconstruction I 
is begun, be certified by an appointed 
offlcer to ]>e capable of reconstruction 
as a house fulfilling the foregoing con- 
ditions. ,> 

I wonder would the landlord—I am 
speaking now for the country, more or 
less, and I do not intend to touch upon 
the city landlords at all—who is 
assisted in doing this reconstruction 
be allowed to charge the 10 pcr cent. 
on thc rent allowed under the repair 
sections in previous Acts. In the 
country many small contractors are 
also landlords, and if they get this 
grant of 25 per cent., or 30 per 
cent.. . or 40 pcr cent. for recon- 
struction will they be allowcd then 
to charge an increased percentage 
on the rent? If the contractors are 
also house owners and they get a 
grant for the purpose of reconstruction 
# of houses will they be entitled to in- 
crease the rents by 10 per cent. for 
repairs which thcy carry out as they 
have such a privilege under the Rent 
Restriction Act. Every Deputy who 
has spoken touched upon Part 1 of the 


Schedule, and some Deputies talked 
about building a three-roomed house 
for £240, and a four-roomed house for 
£320, and a five-roomed house for 
£400. There is nothing to indicate in 
any portion of the schedule the aetual 
amount for which these houses will be 
built, and the amount of profit which 
thc buildcr will sccure upon the trans- 
action. Presumably, the £240 house 
can be built for £150. A house such as 
I referred to eould be built in any 
eountry town or district for £150, and 
the person who would get thc grant 
would be making £100 profit. What I 
want to know is this, that in houses of 
that ldnd will the tenant, wheii he 
comes into occupation, gct any benefit 
by a reduction in his rent? 

For reconstruction the minimum 
grant is £33; it gocs up to £66 13s. 4d. 
in the city. If the amount of money 
allocated for that purpose—£50,000— 
was trebled it would mean the housing 
of a large number of people more 
quickly than if new houses were built. 
In many instances the tenants paid 
their rents and rates promptly; their 
houses, through bad landlordism, were 
allowed to get into such a state of dis- 
ordcr that they are an eyesore. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE 

took the chair at this stage. 

Mr. LYONS: In nearly every street 
houses are decaying because the land- 
lords will not spcnd any mouey in re- 
pairs. Under this Bill it might be 
possible tc get them to repair those 
houses so as to make them fit for habi- 
tation. 

Deputy Johnson mentioned, and 
rightly so, that a three-roomed house at 
a rent of 7/4£ per week in the country 
is a very poor house for a worker and 
his family. 

In connection with the work to be 
done under the different councils 
throughout the Saorstát, especially in 
the portion of the Saorstát I represent, 
for the purposes of relieving unemploy- 
ment, the wages specified are 30/-* per 
week. I would like the President to 
follow me, and I think I will be able to 
show that the rent specified in the 
schedule of the Bill might be reduced 
by at Least 200 per cent.- 

The PRESIDENT : Does the Deputy 
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mean, in that case, that we should pre- 
sent the gentleman who is getting a 
house with £1 5s. per week along with 
the house? 

Mr. LYONS: Yes; I suggest you 
should if you are compelling him to 
work for 30/- a week. Take the rent 
of a housc at 7/4£ per week; it leaves 
the man £1 ‘2s. 7Jd. If you allow him 
2/7£ for fucl, he has £1 pcr week left 
for the purpose of feeding himself, his 
wifc and two children. Takc it that 
each of these people eats three meals a 
day, that would be 12 meals per day, or 
84 per week. It would mean that they 
would have about 2£d. each for a meal. 
Takc a five-roomed house. Thc rent 
would bc 12/3 J per week. In the case 
of a man who had 30/- a week, 17/8Í 
would be left, after paying thc rent. 
Allowing 2/8J for fuel, the amount left 
would be 15/- to íeed four children and 
two adults, Avhich is, I hold, the size of 
the average worhers' family. Take it 
that each member of this family eats 
three meals per day, it would mcan 18 
rneals per day, or 126 meals per week. 
That would leave something about ljd. 
a meal for each person. There is no- 
thing left for clothing, education, or 
any little luxuries that might be neces- 
sary for a worker. That is whv I sug- 
gested that this rent should be reduccd 
by 200 per cent., in order to give the 
worker something to live on, and so that 
he could rear his family in a proper 
manner. If you invited a Deputy to a 
meal that would cost. IJd., I would like 
to know what he would say. I wonder 
what class of form he would be in for 
an all-night sitting after such a meal. 

I would like to bring to the notice 
of the President, and the Minister for 
Local Government, that there are a 
large number of workhouses idle 
throughout the country. They are going 
to ruin through want of habitation. If 
those houses were reconstructed they 
would provide housing for numerous 
families who at the present time are 
living under very deplorable conditions, 
and it would go a long way towards 
easing the housing problems in manv 
towns. 

At thc present time, in the towns of 
Athlone and Mullingar, 12 or 13 dwel- 
linghouses are being built, under a re- 
«ent grant. by the local Councils* The 


houses are not completely finished yet, 
but there are over 200 applicants for 
these 12 or 13 houses. If the work- 
house in Athlone could be reconstructed 
to scrvc as dwellings, it would house at 
least 50 families. The samc thing ap- 
plies to the town of Granard, where a 
beautiíul building could be put into a 
state of repair, at an outlay of a few 
hundred pounds, to house the people of 
the locality, who arc living under very 
poor conditions. 

I hope the Government will not think 
scriously of the suggestion made by, I 
think, Dcputy Doyle, regarding the 
crcction of two-roomcd houses. Does 
thc Deputy mean that because a family 
j is poor it is to be housed under condi- 
J tions that are altogether inadequate? 

1 hopc the Deputies, if that suggestion 
comes forward by way of amendment 
on the next reading of the Bill, will 
vote against it. 1 would like to see the 
Deputy, if hc is married, living with his 
wife and six or seven of a family in a 
two-roomed house. 

The President mentioned, on the Pirst 
Reading, that a particular family Avith 
£17 per week eoming in to them, were 
unablc to give any portion of the pur- 
chase money of their house—£50 I think 
he mentioncd was the key money— 
while a faniily with about a quarter of 
that income was able either to purchase 
or to give the instalment required. The 
former must bc spendthrifts and the 
latter must be living under very econo- 
mie conditions. I wornler would the 
forrner have a large family and the 

latter none at all. If the 

2 o f clock. worker\s wages were in one 

case £17 and in the other 
case £3 10s., probably in the former 
casc there would be a family of 12 or 13 
and in the other case there would be no 
children. TTnder existing. conditions, 
the man with the smaller salary could 
save more money, and I would not, call 
the man with thc big salary a spend- 
thrift. 

There is another point I would wish 
to make. There is nothing in this Bill 
that would in any way encourage the 
tenant who may be the first to go into 
occupation to look after the house in a 
proper manner or in the manner he 
should if the house were some time to 
become bis own property. 
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It matters little what Deputies may 
say about high wages or about ásking 
labour to make saerifiees. The workers 
of Ireland are harder hit to-day than 
they were in 1910. Tlxc reduetion in 
the cost of living is only paper talk. It 
has never become a reality. We hear 
a great deal about the worker wlio is 
not able to afford to pay his rent and 
rates being evicted. Ií the worker got 
an opportunity of carning a good wage, 
you would find that there would be no 
honester citizcn in the Saorstát. When 
you give him 30/- a weck and ask him 
to pay 12/4^ in rent out of that, how is 
that man to have any energy or will- 
power, and how is he to eultivate his 
own brain or educate his children? I 
quite agree that wages should come 
down as soon as the cost of living eomes 
down—or at least a short time after- 
wards. I do not agree with Deputy 
Good that the lack of development in 
Irish industry is due to high wages. If 
a man had £1 4s. per week in 1910, he 
has £2 2s. now. That is 18/- more. One 
of these three-room houses could be 
built in 1910 at from £75 to £85. The 
present cost we find is £230. If thc em- 
ployer was paying out in 1910 £5,000 
in wages per annum, I challenge contra- 
diction that that man is paying any 
more now—perhaps not even half as 
much. 

I have had experience of a certain 
County Council where the estimátes for 
the maintenance of roads amountcd to 
£36,000. At that time the wages in the 
county were 30s. a week. Since then 
the wages have been increased to 45s. 
a week, and yet the present estimate 
for the up-keep of the roads is £36,000. 
There is a lot of red-tapeism and job- 
bery going on, and that should be put 
an end to. When it is, the worker will 
be able to prove that he was not pri- 
marily responsible for the high cost of 
living. The scanty wages that he is re- 
ceiving arc not capable of keeping him- 
self, not to mind his unfortunate wife | 
and family. Now we are asked to pay, 
under this housing schemc, 7s. 4^d. rent 
for a three or four-roomed house, and 
12s. 3£d. for a five-roomed house. On 
the First Reading the President men- t 
tioned that some Councils were seeking 
to have baths provided in the houses. 
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I IFancy, it has been suggested, the idea 
! Jot* baths for workers! We are told 
| jjthat the worker is not entitled to have 
j cleanliness, and that he should get no 
j facilitics, scemingly, for any luxury. 

The PRESIDENT: Oh, yes. 

j Mr. LYONS: Yes, if they can afford 
it on 30s. a week. The worker, it ia 
suggested, must not be allowed a bath- 
room. 1 know that the President and 
the other members of the tíovernment 
j realisc íuliy—perhaps more so than 
any labour advocate in the Saorstát— 
that if bathrooms were provided and if 
general cJeanliness prevailed, it would 
be much better in the interests of the 
nation as a whole. Cleanliness in the 
worker\s home tends to give him heart; 
to see his home clean and tidy, and his: 
chiidren neat and clean, encourages 
him to do better. Ile would put more 
energv into his work, he will do better 
work, and that surely will all bc in the 
intcrcst of the nation. I suggest ear- 
nestly that the worker should get, an 
oppoitunity under this Bill, by means 
oí' an arranged system of paying rcnt y 
of having his house ultimatelv becom- 
ing his own property. There is no use 
in introducing a housing scheme on the 
samc lines as a scheme introduced two 
or three hundred years ago. For hun- 
dreds of years families have occupied 
1 eertain houses, in respect of which rent 
is still being paid. Under the present 
Rent Restriction Act, if an employee 
rents a house from his employer, and 
if he leaves or happens to be dismissed y 
the cmployer has the right to put him 
out irrespective of what period his: 
ancestors may have occupicd the place r 
and for that mattcr they might have 
been living there from St. Patricfc's 
time, the original occupier, perhaps, 
being a friend of St. Patriek\s. When 
St. Patriek came to Ircland it was 
amongst the workers he went, and he 
did not go amongst the aristocrats. 

Mr. MORRISSEY: Possibly there 
was none left. 

Mr. LYONS: A period of 15 years 
should be quite long enough to enable 
a man to become the owner of the 
house he rents. In the fixing of the 
rent for the houses contemplated under 
this Bill, I suggest that it should be 
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made a very low one. Personally, I 
know what 1 myself ean afford to pay, 
and I am sure thc workers I represent 
would be content to pay the same 
amount. For a house with three rooms 
in a town, a reasonable retit would be 
2/- a week; for a house with four 
rooms, the rent should be 3/10; and 
for a housc of five rooms. the retit 
should be fixed at 4/6. 1 am sure 

thosc rents would meet with the ap- 
proval of thc woi*kers. I ean assure 
the President and the Dáil that th(» 
average w r orker in the eountry cannot 
afford to pay the rent asked for under 
this Hill. If the rent sitggested in the 
Bill werc taken off the prcsent semi- 
starvation wmge the workers are re- 
ceiviug, that w r ould clinch the nail that 
goes into thc worlter’s coffin, and would 
wipe him out of existence completely. 

J f thc rents I have suggested were 
brought. forward on the next Reading 
of the Bill, I am sure they would meet 
with approval amongst the workers, 
for whom the houses are meant to be 
erect.ed. Witli such rents the workers 
would be in a better position to rear 
their families, and they would be in a 
bctter position to keep the home and 
to purchase school books for the pur- 
pose of edueating their children. íjet 
me cmphasise that the rent I have men- 
tioned is as much as the average wor- 
ker can afford to pay. If the worker 
realises that at some time the housc is 
to become his ow r n property, there will 
not exist half as many grievances be- 
tween tenant and landlord as we have 
been accustomed to heretofore. If .i 
man gets a house and understands that 
at the cnd of 15 years it. will liccomc 
his propcrty, he will look after it much 
bettcr than if he is merely paying rent 
from wcek to week without having any 
hope of becoming the owner. TTc wil 1 
take more interest in it, and such a 
system would definitely put an end to 
a lot of the unnecessary trouble that 
arises between tenants and landlords 
because of rack rents imposcd upon 
people who cannot afford to pay. 

Mr. A. BTRNE: The remarks that I 
have to make ín regard to this Bill 
would, perhaps, be more suitable for a 
Housing Committee if given in the na- 
turc of evidence in relation to small 
buildings. However. I take this oppor- 


• tunity of congratulating thc President 
| in his sincerc (lcsire to providc houses 
! for thc citizens of the country gener- 
| ally. I find that the Bill does not pro- 
I vidc for thosc who are herded in tene- 
j mcnt houses in Dublin City in deplor- 
j able circumstances. 1 regrct I have to 
corne to the conclusion that thc Bi\\ is 
surrounded with so many restrictions, 
so niany conditions, and so much red 
j tap(‘ in cvery Clause, that it will pre- 
vent the small builder or the private 
individual from coming forward and 
availing of the invitation that is here 
issued by way of a subsidy. I was one 
of the strongest advocates of a solution 
j of thc housing question that recom- 
inended building by private enterprise. 
Private enterprise,, in my opinion, is 
thc only solution. I notice that in one 
Clause there is a time fixed—probably 
12 months after the passing of the Bill 
—in which houses are to be completed. 
I suggest to the President that the 
timc specified is too short. 

No small rnan, with a small capital, 

| wdll venture to build houses under 
| such circumstances. I was one who 
availcd some years ago of the British 
I Government Grant of £260 per house. 
j I think there were only two other per- 
sons in the city of Dublin who availed 
of the opportunity to get that grant of 
! £260 from the British Government. 

I When I tell the Minister that that £260 
1 was granted unconditionally—the onlj 
conditions were that you build a decent 
house—I ask how does he expect that 
with that grant of £260, reduced now 
to £100, and surrounded with condi- 
tions about the sale price of the house 
and rent, that this Bill will eflfectively 
solve the problem? If the house is be- 
ing built by a private speculator, for 
rent purposes, I say it is right that in 
housing subsidies by the Government a 
rent should be fixed, but I cannot 
understand how the Minister hopes to 
induce the small builders who build 
two houses, to compete wdth the 
Masters’ Federation of Builders, for 
whom Deputy Good speaks? How does 
he expect a small builder. to come along 
and aváil of this Bill if he is compelled 
to sell that house at a certaiu price? 
I might give an instancc of a five- 
roomed house being built. Because of 
the particular position—two of seven 
houses in which I was personally 
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interested, two of seven houses which 
I built under this grant were sold for 
£850. Two others almost adjoining 
them, just on account of the position 
in which they were, were sold for £100 
apiece less, just because of the position J 
and not because of the value of the 
house. If it were not for the 
opportunity of being able to build 
those two on a good frontage and 
getting a reasonable price for the two 
higher priced houses the other two 
could not have been built or sold for 
the price at which they were sold. 
Therefore, I would suggest. to the Mini- 
ster that that condition shoultl bé 
reviewed, and that the question of the 
area in which the houses are built, and 
that the question of the cost of the 
land for the purpose of building the 
houses should be taken into considcra- 
tion. I eome now to a point whieh was 
mentioned some time ago. It was 
mentioned soine timc ago that there 
were various building societies in this 
country that would put up certain 
prices and put a certain valuation on 
houses as a result of their experienc(‘. 
Now I think that. those building 
societies who have members paying in 
oti house building polieies should be 
allowed to build houses and get the 
(fovcrnrnent grant. on those houses, 
regardless of the condition of the price 
fixed at £400. Some of those building 
societies. and some of those big in- 
surance socioties who have housing 
policies, will give a certain aniount of 
money towards the purchase of that 
house. But. a £450 house, surrounded 
with these conditions which are hcre, 
will not be regarded as security to the 
societies concerned. I thinlc also, in 
regard to the point put to the Minister 
by Deputy Peadar Doyle, that is t.he 
question of sites in the city of Dublin 
going into decay, and becoming a 
matter of ruins, the owners, although 
there is no power vested in any local 
authority, should be compelled either 
to clear the sites or to build on the 
sites. I think when a site or building 
is condemned by the local authority 
that the original owner should get a 
certain amount of time to clear the site 
and to rebuild or hand ovcr the site at 
a proper valuation to the Council, or to 


| any other person, for the purpose of 
building. I say that, because, un- 
fortunately, we have too many of these 
derelict sites in the city of Dublin. 

Now, I come to the point raised by 
Deputy Good, and that is the point in 
which he spoke to the Minister and 
rnade an cffort to induce him to with- 
draw that clause dealing with the pro- 
viding of matcrials. I hope the Minis- 
tcr will not withdraw that clausc. I 
hope the Ministor will see that when a 
grant is given to provide money for 
the purpose of the building of houses 
tliat he will sec the the buildcrs , pro- 
viders will not inimediately put up by 
15 per cent. to 20 per cent. the price of 
the goods they have for sale. Because I 
will state here, and I will give Deputy 
Good an instance of it if he requires it r 
tliat amongst. the builders , providers 
there was profiteering. The moment the 
British Government gave a £260 grant, 
every class of goods required for the 
building of houses went up at onee 20 
per cent. The builders , providers stated 
that they might as well have their 
whack out of it. as anybody else. All 
the money should not. go into wages. I 
want to say that I ani speaking from 
experience. I went to a buildcrs , pro- 
viders in the City of Dublin to purchase 
a eertain class of small pftrlour fire 
gratc. They quoted me £12 lOs. for a 
fire grate that was £3 in prc-war days. 
The builder who accompanied me said: 
“ We will go over and interview so-and- 
so, who arc builders , providers and ask 
for their priees for the same class of 
gr , ate. ,, The salesman in the firm who 
was showing us this grate said: “ You 
need not go over, bccause if t.hey are 
known to sell this fire-gratc at a cheaper 
pricc than the price fixed in England 
they will not be supplied with any 
more grates. M 

That applied also where baths had 
to be put into the houses. In pre-war 
days thc baths were sold for £3, but the 
price charged to us was £12 17s. We 
could not get a bath of the same class 
at a lower price, because the price ap- 
pcared to be a standard one with every 
builders > provider in the city of Dub- 
Iin. If Deputy Good wishes to have 
proof of that statcment, I can give it 
to him, and I can tell him that these 
classes of goods were four times, and in 
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one or two cases, five times, the prices 
they were in pre-war days. The 
builders , providers got a handsome in- 
creased profit on their goods as a re- 
sult of the Government grant. The 
same efforts may be made under this 
Bill by builders > providers to put up 
the eost of their goods by 12 per cent. 
or 15 per cent. I hope that, while I am 
not in favour of going in and examin- 
ing the books of any tradcr in the 
country—beeause I think that is a 
rather drastie step to take—still I hope 
the Minister may be able to find out the 
eost of the manufacture of these goods 
in Ircland or in England, and also what 
profit the retailer is demanding in Dub- 
lin. If the Ministcr is able to do that, 
he will be able to do a good deal for, 
say, the small man who proposes to 
buiíd 20 or 30 small houses. He may bc 
able to put that small man in the posi- 
tion of saying that he will order the 
goods either wholesale from the 
builders , providers or from the manu- 
facturer, and that amount of money so 
saved ean be put into the house and not 
into a middleman’s pocket. 1 say the 
curse of this country is that we have 
too many middlemen. 

I come now to Part 1. of the 
Schedule, in which I observc therc are 
three note* I see that in Note No. 1 
it is stated that where the erection or 
reeonstruetion of a house is not com- 
plcted within tw^elve months from the 
passing of this Act, and that the time 
for such completion has to bc extended, 
the grant made will be reduced by one- 
tenth for ev***y month bcyond thc ex- 
piration of the date and the actual com- 
pletion, whether it be the erection or 
the reconstruction of a house. I say it 
is too harsh to stop one-tenth of the 
grant regardless of asking the builder 
whether he has any reasonable expla- 
nation to offer as to why the delay took 
place. I think it would be unfair to 
fine him by a reduction of one-tenth of 
the grant for not having the house com- 
pleted within the specified time. I 
could give an instance that I know óf 
where a condition very like that was 
imposed under a. grant given by the 
British Govemment. I personally had 
to delay for six or seven months over 
the time allowed for the erection of 
houses, and if I were fined this one- 


tenth on the total grant given, it would 
have meant a considerable loss to me 
on the building of six or seven houses, 
but I was able to satisfy the Minister 
and also to satisfy the Minister^s 
Secretary, who is at present in the 
House, that there was a reasonable ex- 
planation for the delay. I was able to 
givc him a reasonable explanation that 
thc eause of the delay was not mine, 
and that my desire was to build thi. 
houses up to time. When we got to 
the roofing of the houses the military 
promptly came along and fired on the 
man who was doing the slating. They 
fired from Mountjoy, and the result was 
tbat I liad to take the slater off the 
house until more normal conditions ob- 
tained to enable me to continue the 
roofing. If this note in the Schedule 
that I am refcrring to is strictly en- 
iorecd it will mean that a reasonable 
explanation such as I am now giving 
would not be accepted. 

I hope that the Minister will make 
somc effort to deal with the class, that 
unfortunate class that I have already 
mentioned, which is herded in tene- 
ments under conditions which any 
country in the world would be ashamed 
of. I know of cases where there are 
sixteen, seventeen, and even eighteen 
families in one house, in which there is 
also only one lavatory. The only water 
supply is situated down in the yard, 
so that a pcrson living on the top floor, 
if he wants water, has to go down and 
climb back. again a house that is five 
storeys high. That is a great hardship 
on people who have to go down these 
dark stairs and drag up water for 
washing purposes. I think the day is 
coming when w r e will have to make a 
serious cffort to house that class of 
person. 

The present Bill is intendcd to assist 
a very deserving class who, through 
their energy or their efforts, and 
through having good employment, will 
be able to purchase a house and pay a 
good rent for it. I am satisfied that the 
Bill will do some good, but I am sorry 
that it is surrounded with so many con- 
ditions, and that the Government did 
not do the big thing. They are giving 
the Corporation of Dublin £500 towards 
the building of a five-roomed house, that 
is to say, a house that will cost about 
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£800. That is to say, the Government 
is providing two-thirds of the cost. I 
am sorry that the Govcrnment did not 
come along and say that they would 
give £40 per room to any person build- 
ing a house in the city of Dublin, 
whether it was a four, five, or six- 
roomed liouse. That would enable 
peoph* to build a good class of house, 
and would encourage thc small man to 
go in for building. The provision of 
such liouses would also enable a eertain 
class of person to move out of what are 
commonly called now flats, in which, 
say, an unfortunate clerk with a salary 
of £4 lOs. a week, has to pay 30/- a 
week for two rooms. I am satisíied 
that that class of person is being pro- 
vided for in this Bill, and that when 
provision is made for that class it will 
make room for others. I think it is time 
that the councils through the country 
should be aided by the Government and 
through this Bill to make provision for 
the tenement class. Even the Dublin 
Corporation, of which I am a member, 
are not at present providing for what 
are commonly known as the working 
classes. The Corporation have built 
houses for which they charge a rent of 
15/- a week on a house purchase schemc. 
There are many hundreds, and perhaps 
thousands, in the city of Dublin willing 
to pay a rent of 15/-, and I should say 
there are t^eble thc number who are 
able to pay a rent of 10/- a week. But 
neither the Corporation, nor the Gov- 
emment under this Bilí, is providing 
for the 10/- a week rent payer. I hope 
that the Government will consider the 
suggestions that I have made, and that 
something will be done to provide 
houses for tenement dwellers. I now 
come to the last paragraph in the Sche- 
dule. It is one that I heartily approve 
of. I am satisfied that the Government } 
have made great strides and have given 
great encouragement to small builders 
and to others, who are in a position to 
do so, to build their own houses. I sup- 
port the Bill, and I would ask the Minis- 
ter to consider the points I have made. 

Mr. OOBET: My object in rising in 
connection with this Bill is to draw at- 
tention not to what it contains, but to 
what it omits. There is only one Sec- 
tion in the Biil—Section 6,1 think it is 


—which comes anyway near the idea 
that I have in mind, and even that Sec- 
tion does not comc near enough to the 
mark as regards the class of people I 
speak for. Houses have been provided 
under various housing schemes by 
rural district councils in every rural 
district in Ireland, and the result is— 
I am speaking now for my own county, 
Kilkenny — that practieally every 
labourer is provided with a labourer’s 
cottage. In many cases labourers oc- 
cupying small portions of land from an 
acre to four or five acres, because of 
their ownership of this land, were ex- 
cluded from thc benefits of every Act 
passed up to now, except on the con- 
dition that they handed over the land 
they oceupied to the local authority. I 
bclieve that in a few cases, where they 
handed over the land and sold their 
right in it to the local authority, that 
houses were built for them, but it was 
only in these cases that the people I 
am referring to could have benefited 
under previous Acts. In my own county 
this aspect of the housing difiSculty is 
not very aeute, but there are other 
counties in Ireland, particularly in the 
wcst, where labourers and small farmers 
cngaged in agriculture havc failed to 
reap any bonefit from previous Acts. I 
do not think that Section 6 in this Bill 
includes the class of people that I speak 
of. If that is not so, I will be very glad 
to be corrected by the Minister, and 
no one would be more glad than I 
would if I have made a wrong assump- 
tion. 

The class of house occupied by the 
small farmer and the labourer who have 
been deprived of the benofits of pre- 
vious Acts is of a much worse descrip- 
tion than anything that has been de- 
scribed here by Deputy Byrne or by 
any Deputy who has spoken on this 
Bill. This statement of minc can be 
borne out by Deputy O’Connell, or by 
any of the Deputies who come from the 
West, from Kerry, or even from some 
of the midland counties. Por some time 
past the Board of Works has discon- 
tinued advancing loans to small people 
to enable them to build houses, and the 
reason for the refusal of the Board of 
Works was because of thc absence of 
security for any advances given. Even* 
if the Board of Works were function- 
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ing thc majority ot‘ these small people 
would not be able to givc the security 
which would enable them to gct ad- 
vances for building. There is no class 
of people in the community who suífer 
from such bad housing conditions as 
the class that I am now speaking of. 1 
have travclled through Galvvay and 
through Kerry, and anyone who has 
seen these thatched mud hovels in 
which the vast majority of the people 
live must be struck by thc inhuman con- 
ditions under which they exist. I make 
the assertion here that houses can be 
built in thc country at lcss than flfty 
per cent. o£ what they would cost in the 
eity of Dublin or in most of the towns. 

I know what I am talking about, and I 
make that assertion in all sincerity. The 
houses that have been built in the rural 
districts oí‘ the country are a standing 
proof of my assertion. If the houses 
were built on a loan system under 
propcr supervision, according to plan 
and specification, with the familics of 
the peoplc providing the labour, it 
would cost very littlc, indeed, to give 
t.hese people decent houscs, and a very 
small annuit.y in payment of the 
amount expended on the building would 
have to be charged either by the Board 
of Works or otherwise for these hold- 
ings. Now that the nation as a whole 
is contributing this £300,000, one sec- 
tion of the nation deserves as much con- 
sideration as the other. The nation is 
eontributing this £300,000, and the 
nation as a whole, and the people for 
whom I spcak ought, not as a matter 
of favour but as a matter of right, get 
their share. Is that asking too much? 
Are they asking anything out, of their 
turn? I want the Minister to remem- 
ber that these people never got any- 
thing from the State, they have had to 
eke out an existence, but they had also 
to contribute their share to the cost of 
the nation, and they got nothing at all 
in retum—no facilities—and they have 
been excluded from everything under 
the Acts passed in this country. We 
ask for facilities whereby money may 
be made available for these people to 
be expended under proper supervision 
and direction and under approved 
plans. That can be easily arranged. 
We can see the way and we will have 
the will to come to a better method and 
plan of supervision whereby the State 


will get full value for its money. We 
do not ask for grants or dolcs, but 
simply £or ari advance to enable the 
peof)le lo mect the difficulties they are 
in. Anybody who knows anything 
about building knows the cost of pro- 
about building knows that the cost of 
procuring material and attendance on 
tradesmon building houses can easily 
be got over in the rural areas. It is 
Iargely the technical part of the 
Jabour and material that needs to be 
prooured. You will have all this 
labour, and eoupled with the labour you 
will have, as I said before, as great an 
interest and as great, if not a greater, 
right on the part of those people for 
such assistance than any other section 
oí* the community. I think I can 
promise vou, from my cxperience of the 
countrv and my experience of the build- 
ing of houses in the rural areas, that 
every offort will be made by the rural 
population in this matter; that they 
will, so to speak, put their backs into 
it. You will have their very full and 
most loyal co-operation. 

Now, with regard to the 12 months 
limit, I think that the experience of 
public bodies, as most Deputies must 
be aware, where contracts for housing 
scliemes for labourers cottages in rural 
areas have bcen given, shows that that 
period must be extended. There is no 
use t,alking about a 12 months limit at 
all! There are many preliminaries to 
be gone through, and things will have 
to be done of necessity, and all these 
cannot be done within 12 months from 
the passing of the Act. The President 
had better think of making the period 
two years instead of 12 months. 

I say, as one who has had practical 
experience of schemes of this kind, and 
as one who has lived amongst the peoplc 
all my life, that in the absence of 
an assurance by the Ministry or those 
advising them, I think my con- 
tention is right that the possessor 
of an acre or two, three, five or ten 
acres of land is absolutely excluded 
from the operations of this Bill. I 
will be yery glad to be corrected if 
I am wrong, and I will ask on 
the Committee Stage that some clear 
provision be made in the Bill whereby 
these people will get facilities which are 
promised to the rest of the community. 
I dp not expect to be told that this 
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class of people will be excluded from 
the provisions of the Bill, and if they 
are, I expect that some Bill will be in- 
troduced in the immediate íuture to 
deal with the question as it affects 
them. In some of the areas that I know, 
very little has been done to provide 
housing for the actual labourer who 
has no land, and in other areas of the 
country liothing at all has been done. 
Travelling through these arcas, by car 
or otherwise, you see very little either 
in the midlands or in the west of 
labourers cottages that you see in the 
eounties that I know of. In others you 
do not see them at all; in fact, they are 
remarkable by their absence. 

I suggest that either the labourers 
were not there or that the district 
councils did not do their duty, which is 
impossible to imagine. Or, perhaps, 
men were cxcluded from the provisions 
of the Acts through having small 
pieces of land. I ask the Minister to 
devote as much attention to this aspect 
of the case as he has very generously 
devoted to the other. 

Mr. ALTON: I on1y want to stress 
the point that has been incidentally 
mentioned by Deputy Good, and I 
think it is one to whieh Deputy Byrnc 
referred. To me, as to every member 
of the Dáil, this Bill is a very wclcome 
one. In the opinion of any person who 
has a first-hand. acquaintance with the 
conditions under which the poorest of 
our fellow citizens live in Dublin this 
Bill will do more to ameliorate the 
social evils from which tho eity suffers 
than any Bill that has bcon introduced 
so far in this House. It will not do as 
much, certainly, as wc would like it to 
do. I do not know how many dwelling 
houses are needed in Dublin to-day. I 
do know that twelve yeat*s ago it was 
estimated that we wanted 18,000 addi- 
tional working class houses. I should 
say that the number desired to-day, in 
spite of the eiforts of the Dublin Cor- 
poration, is about the same. I ain 
speaking about Dublin, being the only 
city with which 1 have a first-hand 
acquaintance. I should think that this 
Bill is the first step in the direction of 
ameliorating the social conditions of 
our poorest fellow citizens. I would 
like to remark, incidentally, that this 
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j question of congestion is one that 
should be considered not merely in 
connection with housing but with the 
whole question of the increase of 
population. If the population increases 
naturally, as Deputy Lyons. pointed 
out, it also increases artificially by im- 
migration. The very richest eountries 
in recent years have taken measures to 
control immigration into their capital 
cities. I would suggest that the 
Ministry should consider this question 
seriously, if they have not done so, for 
no doubt the migrants into Dnblin, 
within the last five years, have been 
very numerous. 

This Bill will provide a certain 
number of dwelling houses, but I do 
not think it will providc the houses 
that are desired for thc very poorest 
class of workcrs in Dublin. The rents, 
1 think, are too high. I agree with 
Deputy Byrne in that. As far as I 
understand thc Bill—perhaps I am 
wrong—I do not think that the benefits 
that accrue to those who reeonstruct 
houses cover the tenement holder. For 
a number of years, cven supposing this 
Bill is re-enacted for the ncxt íifty 
years, we will havc a large percentage 
of our working population living in 
tmements. I know from practical 
experience that somcthing could be 
done to make the tenements more 
habitable and morc human. At pre- 
sent the eonditions oí' life that some of 
the tenemcnt owners foree upon their 
tenants are almost unspeakable. The 
drudgery, for instance, of fctching 
water from the basement or yard up to 
thc top of one of these old houses in 
Dublin is very considerable. The unlit 
condition of the staircases, the broken 
bannisters, the plaster, layers for all 
sorts of vermin, could bc attended to. 
A littlc moncy could put the tcnement 
houses into. some reasonable state of 
repair and make them much more 
habitable. I earnestly suggest to the 
President that if the Bill does not con- 
template in the houses to be recon- 
structed the tenements of our cities, 
that he should take measures to word 
the clause so that it would. I have 
little more to say, except that I was 
wondering in this connection whether 
under section 4, sub-clause (1) “ a 
person ” includes a corporation, such 
as societies in Dublin that are trying to 
reconstruct tenements. 
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Mr. CORISH: As one deeply inter- 
ested in housing, to some extent I think 
the Government deserves to be con- 
gratulated upon taking this step. At 
the same time, like Deputy Johnson and 
some ot-her speakers, I am inclined to 
think that they have not gone very far 
in trying to solve this huge problem. 
In the first instance, to my mind, tliere 
should have been some discrimination 
as between the city of Dublin and the 
country areas. A man may be able to 
pay a rent in Dublin that could not be 
expected to be paid in a country area. 

I do not suggest for a moment that the 
average worker in the country could 
pay the sum suggested herc, that is ( 
13/10 # per week. 1 cannot understand | 
why the Government do not allow the j 
local authorities to takc part in this 
scheme, because, after all, the local 
authorities reprcsent the people in thc 
different areas, and they know the 
necds of the people. 

Thc Prcsident has suggested here, on 
inore than one oceasion, that the reason 
that prompted him to take this matter 
out of the hands of the local authori- 
ties was that the houses would cost too 
much money if thcy were built under 
their jurisdiction. I do not know whe- 
ther that argument is corrcct or not. 1 
do not believe it is correct, beeause I do 
not see why the local authorities, whose 
members represent thc people, would 
squander money to the extent suggested 
by the President. The only inferencc 
to be drawn from the Presidcnt’s state- 
ment is that the money would be squan- 
dcred. I have yet to learn that any 
private builder will take as much in- 
terest in the working classes as a local 
authority. I do not think thc President 
is going to accomplish what he proposes 
to set himself to do under this Act, by 
handing over the building of houses 
entirely to private builders. This, to 
my mind, is an invitation to private 
péople to becomé speculators, without 
due regard to the fact that these houses 
are wanted for the housing of the work- 
ing classes. All over the country to- 
day there is a need for houses. In every 
town and parish in Ireland there is a 
need for housing. The Government, as 
I said at the beginning, have taken 
notice -of that need, but not to the ex- 


tent that the position warrants it 
should be taken notice of. 

I am wondering what is to become 
of towns where the local authorities. 
have acquired a certaiu amount of land 
under a Town Planning Scheme. In 
the principal town of my constituency 
we have acquired during the past two* 
ycars a plot of about ten acres. The 
local council have set that out with a 
view to providing houses for the work- 
ing elasscs. They paid a good amount 
of monev for that land, and are ready 
at thc momcnt to erect houses, which* 
should be within the reach of the work- 
ing classes. It is rather a set-back to* 
them that the Government do not in< 
this Bill propose to advance money to’ 
local authorities to enable them to build’ 
houses. 

Dealing with the rents under the 
Schedule, thc (lovernment suggest that 
tht* maximum rcnt to be charged for a 
flvc-room house should be 13s. lOd. per* 
week. Kvcrybody knows that when the 
Government suggest that the maximum 
rent of a house is to be 13s. 10d., it is 
going to ])e 13s. lOd. That is going to* 
be the maximum and the minimum. I 
arn wondering how the Govemment 
makcs its ealculation. How does it 
arrive at 13s. lOd. pcr week? If you 
eapitali.se thc moncy, you cannot, to mv 
mind, arrivc at the figure suggested in 
the Schedule. I am, as I said beforc, 
of opinion that local authorities should 
he allowed to participatc in the benefits 
—if vou call thcm so—of this Act, that 
wc should revert to the old system of 
borrowing money for a long term. 
After all, if there was justification for 
borrowing money for a long term of 
years in prc-w T ar days, a better case 
can be made for it now, when it is 
absolutely impossible to build houses at 
an eeonomic rent. Alderman Hadden 
of Wexford, in a letter to the papers, 
suggestéd a system whereby a five-room 
house could be let at 8s. 6d. per week. 
To my mind that is a sufficiently high 
rent to charge any w T orking-man at the 
moment. He suggests that local au- 
t.horitiefr or public utility societies 
should be allowed to take advantage of 
this Act, and that some arrangement 
should be made by the Government to- 
enable them to borrow money for fifty 
years on the annuity principle. If the 
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<}overnment are prepared to accept 
that, whoever builds will be in a posi- 
tion to let these houses at the sum of 
8s. 6d. per week. Although that rent 
would be rather high in some areas, it 
is, I suppose, as much as we could 
^expect under present conditions in this 
eountry. 

I understand it is suggested that the 
Ave-room house could be líuilt for £500. 
The Government are prepared to give 
twenty per cent. of that—£100. The 
other £400 has to be found betwccn the 
builder and the local authority. Thc 
Bill distinct1y statos that the local au- 
thorit.y “ may give a eertain amount 
■of money. The point is: will all local 
authorities be prepared to advance this 
money? In other words, are they pre- 
pared to pay the piper it! thej r are not 
allowed to call the tune. I am rather 
doubtful of some local authorities being 
prepared to advance this money to pri- 
vate people to buiid houses. Supposing 
they do, and borrow the money for 
fifteen years on the annuity principle, 
and supposing that the man who is 
going to build the houses has to borrow 
the remainder of the money on the 
annuity principle—because, after all, 
there are very few builders in small 
towns who would be prepared to sink 
their own capital in a project of this 
aort at present—on my calculation, if 
the money has to be borrowed for 
fifteen years on the annuity principle, 
the five-room house is going to cost 18s. 
per week. I think if t.he President goes 
into the figurcs he will find that is cor- 
rect. 

If the benefits of the Act are made 
available to local authorities and they 
are enabled to borrow on the terms 
suggested by Alderman Hadden, or 
even for a shorter number of years, 
these houses will be brought more with- 
in the reach of the working man in the 
country areas. If the local authorities 
were allowed to take advantage of the 
benefits of the Act and borrow money 
for thirty years on the annuity prin- 
ciple, they could let these houses at 10/- 
per week, and if they borrow for 
twenty years they could let them at 
12/6 per week. The difference in years, 
may appear very small, but all those 
things count with the working man. 


What I would like to know, at this 
stage, is, if there is an area where a 
private speculator is not prepared, or is 
not in a position, to takc advantage of 
this Act, what. is going to happen in 
that area? Are the pcople of that area 
to be kept outside the scope of this Bill, 
simply because there is nobody in t.he 
ai*ea with sufficient public spirit to 
corne forward and build houses for the 
working classes. I think that is a point 
tho President should throw some light 
upon. Ac.cording to l)eputy Good’s 
statemcnt- 

Mr. MORRISSEY: A Leas-Chinn 
Chomhairle, I would like to point out 
that you have not a Ilouse. 

• 

Mr. A. BYRNE: Before you come to 
a decision, A Leas-Chinn 
s o’cloch. Chomhairlc, might I draw 
attention to the fact that 
some time ago I think we entered into 
an agreement that on Fridays before 
three o'cloch nobody would draw atten- 
tion to the fact that there was not a 
nuorum. Wc come here at twelve, we 
hav(‘ to get lunch, and I am satisfied 
that there is a quorum either outside 
or down in the luncheon room. If that 
is not the agrcemcnt, then I think the 
matter ought to be considered by the 
Standing Orders Committee with a 
view to having it arranged for the 
future. 

Mr. MORRISSEY : I might point out 
to Deputy Byrnc that it. is after threc 
o Vloch now, and that very seldom dur- 
ing the course of this debate has 
therc been a House. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

Some Deputies havc just come in and 
there is a House now. 

Mr. CORISH: I think I would be 
right in drawing the inference from 
the statement made by Deputy Good 
that. he is of opinion that this five- 
room house could be built for £500. 

Mr. GOOD : With the co-operation of 
all parties. 

Mr. OORISH: I agree. If I remem- 
ber aright, this same house about two 
years ago cost on an average about 
£750. Deputy Good says this can be 
done by the co-operation of all parties. 
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I takc it that he means by that staté- 
mont that we should have a reduction 
in wages. Deputy (íood suggests, on 
the one hand—I think I am right in as- 
suming that that is what he means— 
that there should be a reduetion in 
wages. 

I am in a position to know that at 
the present moment the master-builders 
o£ Dublin are seeking to bring about a 
reduction of 4d. an hour in their em- 
ployees’ wages, and an increase in 
hours. The suggested reduction wouid 
be something bctween ten and eleven 
per cent., and the reduction in the cost 
of this particular housc is thirty-three 
one-third per cent. I am beginning to 
wonder, and every Deputy should start 
wondcring, who were the profiteers? 

Mr.GOOD: What about an increase 
in output? 

Mr. tíORISH: It would not comc to 
that. Deputy Good takes cxception to 
Clause 8, in which the Government sug- 
gest that they shouldcontrol theprice of 
material. lt is all very weli for Deputy 
Good to leeture labour about their re- 
sponsibility in this matter, but does he 
suggest that he is going to give us an 
cntirely unselfish view himself? Is he 
not prompted by hhs interest in the 
building trade in this matter? Person- 
ally I believe he is, and it would be 
only natural to expect that. There is 
profiteering in the building trades in 
some areas. I am not in a position to 
speak for Dublin, but I do know, and 
I challenge contradiction on the matter, 
that there is absolute profiteering going 
on in the County Wexford. I do know 
that it is cheaper for a builder in Wex- 
ford to buy material in Waterford, and 
have it railed to Wexford, than it 
would be to buy it from a local pro- 
vider. This is an instance in which 
t-he Govemment could step in and stop 
profiteering. Deputy Good suggests 
that there should be co-operation, but 
the only co-operation he appears to be 
interested in is a reduction of the 
wages of the workcrs. The moment 
the Govemment comes along and sug- 
gests that material should be controlled, 
he says: “ Hands off; the Bill is not as 
'good as I expected it would be. M That 
is the position in a nutshell. We are 
asked to co-operate regardless of con- 


sequences* but the moment there is a 
suggestion of examining the case for 
the other side the Government are told 
to take their hands off. The method 
of living, the wages, and the position 
oí the worker are as an open book be- 
fore the whole State, but we are not to 
know to what extent, if any, there is 
profiteering in the building industry. 

Deputy Good suggests that there is 
no profiteering. Then why, in 
Heaven’s name, should he object to the 
Government examining his positicn to 
find out w r hether or not there is profi- 
teering. Ií* there is not, the peoplc in 
vvhosc interest he speaks are not going. 
to suffer from Governmcnt action. I 
havc not verv mueh more to say in this 
connection. A lot of discussion has 
taken place in eonneetion with the 
matter, and I would again urge upon 
the President the neeessity for having 
the benefits of this Bill made applicable 
to loeal authorities, and have the Bill 
taken advantage of by local authorities. 

I do not see that there is anything to 
fcar if he takes that particular action. 

I could understand his reluctance if 
1 the Government beforehand had not 
fixcd a maximum price for which the 
particular class of house could be built; 
but if he fixes a maximum which is. 
I thirty-thrce and one-third at least 
' below the price of the same house built 
within the last two or three years, I do* 
not think the local authority can go far 
wrong. I do not wonder ‘at the people 
in the country not paying their rates,. 
because, from the head of the Govem- 
ment down, we are hearing nothing but 
criticism of the local bodies from one 
year s end to another. I for one would 
not expect people to pay their rateR to 
local authorities that are abused for 
doing nothing, but who are doing the 
best, in their opinion, for the people 
| they represent. 

Prof. THRIFT: I wish to make a 
verv brief contribution to this discus- 
sion. I welconie this Bill. I think it 
will do good, but, I doubt if it will do 
very much to relieve the tenement 
difficulty * in Dublin or improve the 
wretched conditions under which . so 
many people live in tenements. I think 
it may be possible to exteud the opera- 
tion of the Building Committee so as 
to increase to some extent the effort 
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to meet with that difficulty. I have in 
mind societies that are more or less— 
in fact almost entirely—philanthropic 
in their nature and their object is to 
.ameliorate those eonditions that I have 
referred to. There are such societies 
in Dublin. I havc been personally con- 
ne,cted with one for many years, and I 
know the extreme diffieulty experienccd 
in keeping’ tenement houses habitable 
undcr present eonditions, except on a 
purely philanthropic basis. The Public 
Utility Societies in England did come 
under the henefits of an Act in 1919, 
and those benefits were extended to 
Irish Public Utility Societies; but 
naturally the inereased benefits under 
the 1923 Act did not apply to Ireland, 
and I merely rise to draw the attcntion 
<of the Government to these Publie 
Utility Societies, and the advantage of 
• encouraging their formation and work 
with a view to seeing whether it is 
possible to bring their action under the 
seope of this Hill. 

The PRESIDENT : This Bill appears 
to me to resemble the little stranger 
that everybody is willing to welcome 1 
but nobody considers is going to be of 
much use to anybody. Having listencd 
to the whole of thc debate, I do not 
know that anybody would be impressed 
with the fact that it was going to be 
anv use at all. Evervbody seemed 
satisfied that we had gone too far in 
one direction, not gone far enough in 
another, and although we were making 
a great gesture of generosity, we were 
making no real attempt whatevcr to 
deal with this problem. If I deal with 
the last speaker first, Dcputy Thrift, I 
should say there is nothing in the Bill 
'that I can see that would prevent Pub- 
lic Utility Societies from utilising it to 
the fullest possible extent. While deal- 
ing with the question of Publie Utility 
Societies and philanthropic bodies 
generally, I think it would be only 
right and fair that I should register 
my.very keen appreciation of the work 
which some of these bodies have done 
in the city of Dublin. The Artizans 
Dwellings Company, during many 
yéars, have performed a great public 
service at a very fair price to their 
tenants, ánd have left themselves, I 
think, a very fáir margin of profit, but 


; nothing unreasonable. Their businesss 
I was well managed and they performcd 
| great publie service to the city of Dub- 
lin. I only wish that by means of this 
Bill, or any other Bill, wc could again 
persuade any such bodies to take up 
work onee more whero they left off at 
a time when building costs became 
rather high, and when they did not 
sccm to think they would be justified in 
proeecding with their work. 

In addition, there was the Housing 
Assoeiation known as the Housing of 
the Very Poor, with whieh Sir Lambert 
()rmsby, a distinguished man, was con- 
nected. Then the Railway Companies, 
the Tramway Company, Guinness’s, 
Watkins , and some other names were 
also associated with housing schemes. 
I saw a list of these names in the evi- 
dence before the Departmental Com- 
mittee whieh inquired into housing in 
the city of Dublin ten years ago. I wish 
to say that it will be desirable, if we 
are to make any progress with this pro- 
blcm, that bodies such as these should 
again busy themselves with this ques- 
tion, and endeavour to give some assist- 
ance now that it is much more needed 
than when the Artisans’ l)wellings , 
Company íirst started its work some- 
where about 45 years ago. 

I would likc, also, to correct the im- 
pression, which is lcít in my mind by 
Deputy Corish, that we were criticising 
local authorities. If we w r erc criticising 
them we were not belittling them. I 
wish to point out tliat they were neces- 
sarily handicappcd by reason of the 
charges whieh were inseparable from 
their conduct of public affairs. I ex- 
plained, at some length, that the ordi- 
nary man in business would not have 
the expenses which a local authority 
could not possibly escape in dealing 
with this problem. And I said that it 
is, to some extent, a waste to have 
them dealing with it. I take it that 
it is realised now not alone in this 
sphere but in every other sphere 
of Government and business in 
this country, that there is no ad- 
vantage in having waste. We must 
cUt out any unnecessary service which 
does not give fair value for the money 
invested in it. Only to that extent did' 

I evcr criticise local authorities. I 
criticised them to the extent that it 
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could not be reasonably antieipated 
that their administration of any such 
serviee as housing eould be anything 
eisc but expensive. 

Deputy Lyons seemed to say to us: 
“ How is this going to solve the pro- 
blem, and how are agricultural labourei*s 
or road workei*s going to pay this rental 
that you are proposing to charge in this 
schedule of this Bill.’ 5 I would like to 
put another question to him, and it is: 
4i How are we going to borrow at the 
same rate at which money was bor- 
rowed during the years when the 
labourers eottages were built from one 
end of the country to the other, when 
building costs were much smaller and 
the general expenses in the administra- 
tion of the serviees were much less? M 
The actual result was not a busincss 
proposition. Bven with those advan- 
tages, the rents were not, I suppose, 
collected to a greater extent than 80 
per cent. or 90 per cent. If questions 
are going to be put to us by Deputics, 
questions which liave no real useful pur- 
pose, then eriticism of this part of the 
housing problem lends itseíf to a re- 
turn of questions on our part to people 
to know how this is to be done. It is 
not by endeavouring to score off each 
other that this probíem can be solved. 
I do not see how it is possiblc to asso- 
ciate local authorities with this par- 
ticular Bill. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE at this 
stage resumed the ehair. 

The PRESIDENT: We did associate 
local authorities for the last two vears 
In connection with the provision of 
housing, and I must say when I first 
approached the Provisional Govern- 
ment with an application for £1,000,000 
for housing, I did so, confident that 
therc would be a real earnest attempt 
made at using that. money within 
twelve months. Now, at the end of 
two years, or almost two years, it is 
regrettable to haVe to confess that only 
about 700 houses have been completed ; 
1,000 are in process of being built, and 
300 have not yet been commenced. 
That was during a period when we 
offered £500 for every house that was 
constructed. I would like Deputies to 
take notice that there was a real 
jnaximum effort on our part and we 


were actually paying people for the 
love of all the neccssary issues in- 
voived, to take up this thing, and after 
two years we could only boast of 700 
houses being completed. There is no 
real purpose achieved in saying ‘ ‘ only 
the local authorities can solve this 
problem. M There is no discriminating 
betwe(»n the city of Dublin and either 
Wexford or Kilkenny. Every tenant 
farmer in Kilkenny who wishes to build 
a house will get the benefit of this 
| scheme, and cvery part of the country 
has the same advantage. That would 
not solve thc housing problem if it 
were to be confined to tcnant farmers. 
But they have rights and we eannot 
take them from them under this Biil. 
j Thoy have rights, every one of t.hem. 
It is not possible to deal with the 
people who suffer most in the city of 
Dublin undcr this Bill. We made no 
pretence at any time that. it would be 
so. This Bill will serve a useful pur- 
pose if it shakes the extrao7*dinary 
prices that. are prevailing in thc pro- 
vísíoji of houses. That is what we 
rriean to bring down. We are not 
benefiting the man who could afford to 
build houses at. £700 or £800. He can 
complain that we are doing not.hing for 
him, and that he is paying twice or 
j three times as much as he did pay 10 
j vears ago. We say—“ You will suffe^ 
very severely, but. you can only grin 
and bear it, until we approach the time 
when we can get value.for money in 
the building of houses.” We are not 
helping the people underneath—I think 
it was Jack London who called them 
“ The Submerged Tenth.” We have 
never made any pretence that wc eould 
do it. It is too big a problem at the 
moment, and v/e must endeavour to get 
to a time when there will be better 
value received, both for the monies of 
the local authorities, and the national 
monies, before we can deal with that. 
matter. The times have gone against. 
us in attempting to deal with matters 
of that sort. Wc are now at a timc 
when public monev is at five pcr cont. 
or over it, and when prices are twice. 
as much*as they were. We must hope 
that the price of money will eome down, 
and that the pricc of materials will 
come down, and that the cost of the 
provision of houses will be a lesser 
bufden. 
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I do draw attent.ion to this fact that 
for two years we have been endeavour- 
ing to make a scheme successfal which 
took no account of the cxtravagancc of 
building; and there is the result that 
after two years you liave only 700 
houses íinished, 1,000 in course of erec- 
tion, and 300 not begun yet. I have 
stated that we are not in a position at 
present to deal with the tenements, and 
that the real purpose of this Bill ís to 
shake that, uneconomic cost, or to shake 
what might be termed the uneconomies 
of .building at the present momcnt. 
Now we pvopose to dc that by bringing 
home to everybody concerned the 
trouble of tliis thing. We admit we 
cannot touch a man beyond £500, we 
can give him no relief. We admit we 
cannot louch the man below £240. Wc 
can give him no rclief. But that middle 
order that is there, capable of spcnding 
anywhere from £340 to £400 or £450— 
that man has to realise now what liis 
duty is to himself, to his family, and tu 
the State, and when it is brought home 
to him that even with Government as- 
sistance he is only able to get this par- 
ticular class of house, he in turn will 
bring it homc to builders, to speculators 
and to all persons engaged in tliis par- 
ticular industry that some reduction 
must be rnade in the casc of these ser- 
vices. 

There is no room in this case then 
for allowing a free market in these 
houses, such as was suggested by 
Deputy Alfred Byrne. There was a free 
market where £260 was paid as a sub- 
sidy, but we cannot afford a free mar- 
ket in this by reason, first, that people 
ought not be allowed to make a profit 
out of what one might call a poverty 
situation, and, secondly, that in bring- 
ing home to all persons concerned that 
a big effort must be made, we cannot 
allow any ground for making the com- 
plaint that any one of the persons con- 
cerned is going to makc undue profit. 
The case was made some years ago that 
one of the difficulties and one of the 
reasons for the enormous increase in, 
the cost of building was the eolossal 
profits the builders were making. I 
was one of those who suggested to the 
Dublin Corporation the idea of having 
a guild to take the matter up. A guild 
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did take the matter up, and the con- 
tract was entered into at the same time r 
and from reeollection I should say that 
the difference between the two in 
favour of the guild was something like 
7 i per cent. I myself made an exami- 
nation of that, and from it I eame ta 
the concliivsion that there were no 
colossal profits, as was alleged in these 
eases. Now it is alleged that some of 
the operatives in this particular work 
are getting colossal profits out of it, to 
tliis extent that the output is not an 
economic output. On the other hand, it 
is claimed by the operatives that the 
cost of the building material is pro- 
hibited. We are keeping an eye on 
them both; we have spoken to one and 
we are going into an examination of 
thc others, and in that. way it is hoped 
tliat some real advantage wlll be 
derived at the end of the period when 
this act expires. 

Deputy Lyons put a question to me 
whether or not the advantage of ten 
per cent. on the rent shall bc allowed 
on the rent where reconstruction takes 
place. I should say, on the face of it, 
it would be unreasonable to ask the 
man to expend £100 on the reconstruc- 
tion of a house of which wc give him 
portion, and that he is not to get any 
extra rcnt to repay him for his expen- 
diturc. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Will the extra per- 
centage on the rent be confined to his 
own expenditure and not to the 
Goveimment assistance given him? 

The PBESIDENT: I would say he 
should not get an extra return upon 
our portion of the contribution. Tt is 
not intended to confine the construction 
of these houses to bricks—they can use 
mortar or concrete or stone—but in my 
estimate of £17,000 it was bricks that 
entered into the consideration, but per- 
haps not so much as Deputy Good sug- 
gests, though if we are to box up the 
estimate that hfe nas in mind—that is 
the one I stated on the last day—there 
is still a large number of bricks re- 
quired, and there is still reason to anti- 
cipate that there will be a big demand 
made upon the brick works, and that 
they can get busy in production. 

Mr. ALPRED BYRNE: There is: 

profiteering there on bricks. 


DAIL EIREANN. 
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The PRESIDENT : I am sorry to 
hear that. 

Mr. GOOD: Can the Deputy prove 
ití The shares can be bought to-day 
at 7s. 

The PRESIDENT: If one takes the 
shares of the Brick Company ancl eon- 
siders them, I.think onc would be in- 
clined to put one\s money 011 Deputy 
Good. The reason \vhy there is a dif- 
ference in the amount allotted for 
houses where there are no water mains 
or sewers is that therc would be less 
plumbing necessitatecl in that dass of 
house as compared with the other. 

The question of derelict sites referred 
to by Deputy Doyle does not come m 
under this question. That would be a 
matter for a Local Government Act. 
I am not partieularly disposed to inake 
subsidies for two-roomed houses, which 
serve no useful purpose except for the 
bachelor or the maid, and while there 
are othcrs in the community to be pro- 
vided for I do not know that it is 
necessary for us to give special con- 
sideration to that class. I was never 
mueh enamoured of two-roomed houses. 
They are better, of course, than one- 
roomed houses. Apart from that, I do 
not think that they are an eeonomic 
proposition as such. That is my re- 
collection of it in the matter when deal- 
ing with the Dublin Corporation, that 
aa between two-roomed houses and 
three-roomed houses one got much 
better value for the monev expended 
on three-roomed houses than on two- 
roomed houses. So I do not think that 
two-roomed houses is a wise proposi- 


tion. There is just one further 
matter that I would like to mention, 
and it is with regard to the plans of 
houses. The Department proposes to 
have available at a small price some- 
thing like thirty different designs of 
houses. They will be in accordance 
with the rcquirements of the Bill, and 
may he adapted to suit the circum- 
stances of the localities in which the 
houses are to be providcd. Great care 
has been taken in the planning of the 
various typcs, resulting in designs being 
made available which conform to the 
highest modern standard of work-class 
dwellings. Thc priee of these plans 
will be modcrate, and they can be ob- 
! tained through the Govemment 
! .Stationery Office, and specifications pro- 
viding for cvery kind of structure, 
whether in brick or concrete, will also 
be available. 

Mr. GOOD: Will thesc designs be 
compulsorv? 

The PRESIDENT: No, but t,hey will 
be available for the parties to facilitate 
them. They will be optional. I think 
that exhausts the criticisms of the Bill, 
and it would be better to leave over 
anv detail matters until we come to the 
Committee stage, and I propose to take 
the Committee stage on this day week. 

Question :—“ That this Bill be now 
read a second time —put and agreed 
to. 

Third Stage (Committee) ordered for 
Friday, lst February. 

The Dáil adjoumed to Wednesday, 

30th January, 1924. 
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DÁIL EIREANN. 

DÉ CÉADAOIN, 30adh BANAIE, 1924. 
(Wednesdaij, ‘SOth January, 1924.) 

Do chuaidh an Ceann Comhairle i 
gccannas ar a 3 o’clock. 


CEISTEANNA—QUESTIONS. 
ORAL ANSWERS. 


REVISION OF MOTOR CAR TAX. I 

Mr. P. J. EGAN (for Seoirse de 
Bhulbh) asked the Minister for Finanee 
if he will eonsider the possihility of rc- 
vising Ihe present method of taxing 
motor cars, whieh presses unduly hard 
on people of limited income and on eom- 
mereial and professional men, and 
whether he could see his way to in- 
crease the t.ax on petrol or plaee a tax 
on original price of car in lieu of the 
present arrangement ? 

MINISTER for PINANCE (Mr. E. 

Bljrthe) : The Government are always 
prepared to consider any practical sug- 
gestion put forward for the reform of 
the system of motor taxation, but no 
new method yet suggested has on con- 
sideration been found superior to the 
existing method. 

Major BRYAN COOPER: Is the 

Minister aware that this method was in 
force for three or four years, and it 
was found practicable! Why is it not 
found practieable now? 

Mr. BLYTHE: It may have been 
found practicable, but is not as good as 
the existing system, in our view. 

Mr. O’OONNELL: What is the stan- 
dard of comparison for goodness? 

Mr. BLYTHE : The existing system 
is the most satisfactory from the point 
of view of collection and administra- 
tion and for faimess of incidence. 

Mr. A. BYRNE: And revenue. 


Major SPROULE MYLES: What is 
the approximate eost of administra- 
tion? 

AN OEANN COMHAIRLE: That is 

a separate question. 

Mr. WILSON : ls the Minister aware 
that great stress is laid on this par- 
ticular point in the country at the 
moment? Could he givq any undertak- 
ing that he will revise the system on 
the next Budget? 

Mr. BLYTHE : l could not. I have 
given very careful consideration seve- 
ral times to the matter. 

ILL-TREATMENT OP CATTLE. 

Mr. J. T. NOLAN aslced thc Minister 
for Ilome Affaii’s if he will consider 
the advisal)ility of having a (Járda Síoe- 
hána on duty at railway stations on 
cattle fair days to see that cattle are 
not abused, or beaten, during the load- 
ing process, as when cattle are slaugh- 
tered soon afterwards the meat shows 
signs of the strokes, and a good deal of 
the meat. thereby damaged has to be 
destroycd ? 

MINISTER for HOME AFFAIRS 

(Mr. K. O’Higgins): The import- 

anee of preventing as far as possible 
any cruelty to animals at fairs and 
markets, raihvay stations and shipping 
places has not been overlooked. Speciaí 
instructions were issued to the Oárda 
Síochána on the 18th April, 1923, set- 
ting out their duties undor the Protec- 
tion of Animals Act, 191], and no com- 
plaints have been received as to the 
manner in which thc Gárda have per- 
formed their duties. 

'The concluding portions of the De- 
puty ’s question contain matter to which 
farmers and dealers might well pay at- 
tention. 

Mr. NOLAN: Does the Minister 
agree there ought to be protection both 
from a human and a commercial point 
of view? 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I quite agree there 
ought to be protection given. 

DAIL EIREANN COURT DECREES. 

TOMAS 0 CONAILL asked the MinÍ- 
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ster for Home Attairs whether he is 
aware that there is a large number o£ 
persons to whom orders or decrees were 
granted by the Dáil Eireann Land 
Settlement Commission Court for dam- 
ages on account of trespass by unau- 
thorised parties who took possession of 
their lands; whether such persons are 
cntitled under the Dáil Eireann Courts 
(Winding Up) Act, 1923, to have these 
decrees enforced or executed, and, if 
not, what steps have bcen taken or it 
is intended to take in order to grant 
relief to such persons? 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: In reply to this 
(juestion, I have to refer the Deputy to 
an answer given by me on 12th July 
last in reply to a question aslced by 
Deputy Seoirse (íabhain Ui Dhubh- 
thaigh. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: The 

answer referred to was outside this 
particular Dáil, and I think it. should be 
repeated. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: The answer was: It 
is not considered nccessary to include * 
in the proposed Dáil Courts Bill any 
provision for the enforcement of de- 
crees of the Land Settlement Commis- 
sion Court. All such decrees are 
cmvered by assignment, with the excep- 
tion of a few which are being enquired 
into individually by the Minister for 
Agriculture. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: Has there been 
any result from the inquiries since that 
time? 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I think you should 
ask the Minister for Agriculture that 
question. 

SEIZURE OF STOCK NEAR 
ATHLONE 

Mr. R. WILSON (for Mr. P. 
McKenna) ^ asked the Minister for 
Home Affairs if his inquiries are com- 
pleted. regarding the seizure of stock 
belonging to Thomas Costello, Cross- 
wood, Athlone, from the lands of Lord 
Castlemaine, Moydr'um, Athlone, under 
the Public Safety (Emergency Powers) 
Act, 1923, and if he will state how soon 
Mr. Costello may expect a settlement of 
his case. 


Mr. O’HIGGINS: The question of the 
compensation of Mr. Thomas Costello, 
Crosswood, Athlone, in respect of stock 
seized by the military in February last, 
is still under consideration. It is ex- 
pected that a decision will be reached 
on the clairn at an early date. 

MOTOR TAXATION—SUGGESTED 
APPOINTMENT OF COMMITTEE. 

Mr. A. BYRNE asked the Minister 
for Local Grovernment whether he has 
received a copy of resolutions passed 
by the Irish Motor Agents’ Association 
in regard to the necessity for a reform 
of the system of motor taxation; 
whether the resolutions have been con- 
sidered by the Government; whether he 
propos es to adopt the suggestion for 
the appointment of a Committee to 
examine the subject, and, if so, whether 
he has yet come to a decision as to the 
names of the persons who are to form 
the Committee. 

MINISTER for LOCAL GOVERN- 
MENT (Mr. J. Burke) : Thc resolu- 
tions referred to have been received 
and a reply was sent on the 25th 
instant to the Motor Agents’ Associa- 
tion, As regards the latter portion of 
the question I would refer the Deputy 
to tlie replv of the Minister for Fin- 
ancc to a similar question to-day. 

Mr. BYRNE : May I ask whether the 
Ministcr for Loeal Government or the 
Minister for Finance intends at any 
time to give eonsideration to the repre- 
sentations made? 

Mr. BURKE: The Advisory Board 
would be pleased to receive any recom- 
mendations at any time. 

Mr. BYRNE: Is the Minister aware 
that recommendations have been 
brought before the Minister for Local 
Government and the Finance Depart- 
ment for some 12 months, and nothing 
further has been done? 

Mr. BURKE : I think we have given a 
very full answer to that question 
already.» 

HOURS OF DUTY AT TIPPERARY 
P.O. 

DOMHNALL 0 MUTRGHEASA 

asked the Postmaster-General whether 
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| Domnhall 0 Muirghcusa.] 
it is a fact that in the Post Offiee at 
Tipperary, women elerks, including 
somc of 19 years of age, are required 
to be on duty as earlv as 6.45 a.m., 
or, in the alternative, to remain on 
duty as late as 11.45 p.m., and, if so, 
whether he will arrange to have the 
duties altered to hours more suitable 
for women officers. 

POSTMASTER - GENERAL (Mr. 
Walsh) : Women clerks do not usually 
attend íiefore 8.0 a.m. nor after 8.0 
p.m., but occasionally they may be re- 
quired to give attendanees outside 
these limits. The arrangement by 
which the attendance of a female officer 
at Tipperary before 8.0 a.m. is neces- 
sary is of a temporary nature only. 
The female staff at that officc are not 
kept on duty after 8.0 p.m. 

Mr. MORRISSEY : I am informed 
that t-his is the regular eustom, and 
that they have to start at 6.45 a.m. 
That is not occasional, but it is the 
rcgular custom. 

Major GOOPER: Will the Postmas- 
ter-General state whether the Post 
Office exists for the beneíit of the pub- 
lic or the public for the benefit of the 
Post Office? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: That is 
a separate question, I think, and would 
require notice. 

Mr. CORISH: And would probably 
want to be addressed to Deputy 
Morrissey. 

PROMOTION OF SORTINO CLERHS 
AND TELEGRAPHISTS. 

TOMAS 0 CONAILL asked the 
Postmaster-General if he will state 
what are the outlets of promotion 
available to Sorting Clerks and Tele- 
graphists, and what has been done by 
his Department to relieve the stagna- 
tion of promotion that has been such 
a cause of discontent in the Postal and 
Telegraph Service. 

Mr. WALSH: Under the previous 
Administration the main avenue of 


promotion availablc to the Sorting 
Clerk and Telegraphist Grade was to 
the Overscor grade, and thence to the 
Assistant Superinteiidont, Superinten- 
dent, and Postmaster grades. This 
avtuiue is still maintaiued, and while 
the average pumber of promotions, by 
means of it, was 22 per annum, it has 
averaged 34 por annum since the 
advent of the Irish Administration. 

In addition to this, however, we have 
recruited the Headquarters Clerical 
Grades wholly from the Sorting Clerk 
and Telegraphist Grade, and have 
filled from the Sorting Clerk and Tele- 
graphist Gradc every vacancy on the 
Clerical Grade which has oceurred 
sinee the change of Government. The 
total number of Clerical Officers on 
the Headquarters Clerical Establish- 
ment is 259, and of this number 120 
are officers whom w o have promoted 
from the Sorting Clerk and T'elegra- 
phist Grade, of whom 67 have been 
definitely appointed as Clericals, and 
53 will })e appointed’as soon as their 
probationary period oxpires. 

We have also been instrumental in 
the promotion of Sorting Clerks and 
Telegraphists to clerical vacancies in 
other Government Departments, and 
38 have been so promoted. 

That is to say, the present Adminis- 
tration has opened up an avenue of 
promotion for this class and in less 
than two years has provided for 158 
officers an outlet which had been pre- 
viously altogether boyond their reach. 

I may add that under the reorganisa- 
tion scheme there will be a certain 
number of redundant Post Office As- 
sistants, and that I propose, subject to 
the concurrence of the Ministry of 
Finance, to fill all future vacancies^ on 
the Headquarters Clerical Establish- 
ments from the Post Office Assistants 
Grade, until such time as the redundant 
officers have been absorbed, subject, of 
course, to a supply of suitable officers 
being available from that grade. 

I assure the Deputy that I am wholly 
in favour of improving the outlets for 
the Post Office main grades. The fact 
that in less than two years we have 
promoted to the Clerical Grade more 
Sorting Clerks and Telegraphists than 
the British Administration did in its 
whole existence here, speaks for itself. 
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IMPERIAL ECONOMIC CON- 
FERENCE REPORT. 

Mr. WILSON (for Mr. P. McEenna) 

asked the Minister for External Affairs 
if he would cireulate amongst Depu- 
ties the report of thc proceedings of 
the Imperial Eeonomie Confcrence held 
some time ago in London, at which re- 
presentatives of the Irish Free State 
attended? 

MINISTER for EXTERNAL 
AFFAIRS (Mr. D. Fitzgerald) : Copies 
of the Report of the proeeedings of the 
Imperial Eeonomie Conferenec are not 
available for eireulation amongst De- 
puties. The Report is a British Go- 
vernment pulílieation, and ean be pur- 
ehased from anv bookseller at the price 
of 5/- neL Arrangements are being 
made by the Clerk of the Dáil to have 
two eopies of the Report plaeed in thc 
Deputies’ Room for eonsultation. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Does the Minister 1 
know that there are reports of the pro- 
ceedings of this Conference available i 
in the British Dominions? | 

Mr. FITZGERALD: I am aware of 
that, and, as I said here, eopies are 
placed, or are being placed, in the De- 
puties’ Room for eonsultation. 

Bdr. JOHNSON: Will they be avail- 
able for printing in this eountry, and, 
if so, will they be printcd by the Sta- 
tionery Office or will they be left to 
private enterprise? 

Mr. FITZGERALD : It secms hardly 
neecssary to publish this verv big book 
in full, a great deal of which is not in- 
teresting to people in this country. 
These publications are left in the De- 
puties > Room. Later on we will pub- 
lish such portions of it as really affect 
us. 

Mr. JOHNSON: That is the point I 
wish to draw at^ention to. When are 
we likely to receive from the Minister 
sueh information as he thinks would be 
appropriate to this country? 

Mr. FITZGERALD: I have not, as 
far as the Imperial Conference is con- 
cerned, received a detailed report my- 
self. Most of the recommendations 
that were brought forward both in the 


Eeonomie Conference and the Impcrial 
Conference are only of an advisory 
nature, and any matter that we wish 
to adhere to will be brought before 
this Dáil, and it will be for the Dáil to 
sanetion it beforehand. 

COMMANDEERED MOTOR CAR 
(TEMPLEMORE). 

DOMHNALL 0 MUIRGHEASA 

asked the Minister for Defence if he 
will state when it is intended to pay 
compensation to Mrs. Connors, Bar- 
nanc, Templemore, Co. Tipperary, for a 
motor car which was commandeered by 
the military on the 22nd July, 1922. 

MINISTER for DEFENCE (General 

Mulcahy): It is regrctted that it is not 
yet possible to say whethcr compensa- 
tion will be paid to Mrs. Connors, 
whose elaim is still under consideration. 

Mr. MORRISSEY: Arising out of 
that answer, is the Minister aware that 
the car was seized by the sheriff in 
order to pay for the repairing of it, and 
thc repairs had to be carried out as a 
result of the ear being seized by the 
military? Mrs. O’Connor is unable to 
pay for the repairs because she did not 
receive compensation from the Arniy 
people. Is he aware of that? 

General MULCAHY : I am not a\vare 
of those circumstances. 

LONGFORD MOTOR OWNER S 
CLAIM. 

Mr. WILSON (for Mr. P. McRenna) 

asked the Minister for Defence if hc has 
reeeived a claim from Wm. Adair, 20 
St. MeFs Road, Longford, for a four- 
ton lorry which was commandeered by 
the Military Authorities on the lst 
July. 1922, and which is now lying in 
Tiongford Barracks in a wrecked and 
useless conditon; and also if he is 
aware that after this lorry was taken 
from him, Adair joined the Mechanical 
Transport Section of the Army in July, 
1922, and served up to May 19th. 1923, 
when htf was placed under arrest by the 
Military, and after some time handed 
over to tho Civil authorities, and 
charged with furnishing a false receipt 
to the Claims Department, of which 
charge he was acquitted at Longford 



683 


Questions . 


DAIL EIREANN. 


MVritten Answers. 


684 


[Mr. Wilson.] 

Quarter Sessions, and to ask whether 
as this man is the father of nine young 
children, and has no means to resume 
his business, this claim will be attended 
to forthwith. 

Qeneral MULCAHY : Mr. Adair’s 
claim is still under investigation; it is 
hoped that a decision will shortly be 
given on it. 

CLOGHEEN (TIPPERARY) ARMY 
ACCOUNT. 

MICHEAL 0 hlFEARNAIN asked 
the Minister for Defencc if he will state 
why the balanee of an aeeount due to 
Mr. Thomas Ahearn, Vietualler, Clog- 
heen, Co. Tipperary, on aeeount of sup- 
plies to the Military, amounting to 
£276 7s. 4d., for whieh a soeond aeeount 
was furnished to the Qnartermaster- 
General on the 12th December last, has 
not been paid? 

General MULCAHY : The delay, 
which is regrettcd, in paying Mr. 
Ahearn is due to the difficu1ty of pb- 
taining eertifieation of his aeeount. 
Settlement is being expedited. 

DEPENDENT’S ALLOWANCE 
(NAAS). 

Mr. E6AN (for Seoirse de Bhulbh) 

asked th(» Minister for Defence whether 
hc is aware that Privatc Desmond, 40th 
Brigade, Curi'agh Reserve, and now of 
Jigginstown, Naas, joined the Army in 
July, 1922, aml Avas demobilised on 
September 9th, .1923, and whether dur- 
ing the first month of her husbaiuCs 
serviee, Mrs. Desmond only reeeived a 
fortnight separation allowanee, and 
during the last month she received 
nothing at all, and wdiether the Minister 
will eause cnquiries to be made into 
this elaim? 

General MULCAHY: Mr. Desmond 
attested on thc 28th July, 1922, and 
proceeded on dcmobilisation leave on 
the 9th August, 1923. llis wúfe was 
paid dependent’s allowance in respect 
of this period. A cheque has now been 
issued to cover the period from the 9th 
August to the 6th September, the date 
of his actual discharge from the Army. 


NAAS MILITARY ACCOUNT. 

Mr. EGAN (for Seoirse de Bhulbh) 

asked the Minister for Defence if he is 
aware that the bill for hire and repair 
of cars owing to Sergeant Whelan, 
Military Barracks, Naas, from April, 
1922, and duly certified by a respon- 
sible officer, has not yct been paid, and 
whether he will see that a settlenient is 
effected? 

General MULCAHY : The only claim 
that appears to have bcen received 
from Sergeant Whelan is one for 
18s. 6d. in respeet of hirage of cars 
during the month of March, 1921. 
Pending a general dceision on the ques- 
tion of pre-Truce claims, it is not pos- 
sible to eonsidcr Sergeant Whelan's 
claim. 

WRITTEN ANSWERS. 

GLENAMADDY (GALWAY) 
INCIDENT. 

TOMAS 0 CONAILL asked the 
Minister for Defence if h(» lias received 
a elaim from Mr. M. J. Geraghty, of 
Glenamaddy, Co. Galway, for compen- 
sation for motor parts and also for 
cash to the amount of £27 15s., alleged 
to have been taken by Military on the 
22nd August, 1922; if he can say 
whcther the elaim has been iuvestigated 
and if compensation will be paid. 

General MULCAHY : The claim has 
been investigated. It is denied that 
any money was takcn by troops, but 
parts of a Ford car were removed in 
order to prevcnt the use of the car. 
Arms, ammunition aud Irregular cor- 
respondence were found at the time, 
and Mr. Geraghty vvas arrcsted. In 
the circumstanees his elaim cannot be 
entertained. 

RETURN OF SEIZED GUN. 

TOMAS 0 CONAILL asked the 
Minister for Defence whether an appli- 
cation has been made to him by Mr. 
M. Clavin, of Station House, Ballymoe, 
Co. Roscommon, for the return of a 
gun seized by the British Authorities, 
and whether in view of the fact that 
it has been intimated to Mr. Clavin 
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that the gun cannot be. traced, it is 
proposed to pay compensation to the 
applicant. 

General MULCAHY: Further en- I 
quiries are being made with a view to ' 
tracing Mr. ClaviiCs gun, and the 
result will be communicated to the 
Deputy in due course. 

The matter of compensation will be 
one for consideration only when it has 
been definitely established that the gun 
cannot be found. 

PROFICIENCY PAY OF ARMY 
TAILOR. 

DOMHNALL 0 MUIRGHEASA 

asked the Minister for Defence if he 
will state what profieiency pay a tailor 
worlíing at his trade in the Army and 
holding the rank of Sergeant during 
the years 1922-23, was entitled to. 

General MULCAHY: The rate was 
2s. per day up to the 8th Oetober last, 
after whieli it was liable 1o deduction 
in cortain eases. 

PRIVATE NOTICE QUESTION. 

BOUNDARY CONFERENCE. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I desire to ask the 
President if he has any statement to 
make to Ihe Dáil with respect to the 
proposal to ineet the British Prime 
Minister and the Premier of Northern 
Ireland in London on Friday? 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: The President, who 
is absent in the Seanad, asked me to 
deal with this question. It will be re- 
membered that the late British Oovern- 
ment had decided to call a Conference, 
and a date was fixed provisionally for 
the 15th Deeember. Political condi- 
tions in England became somewhat 
chaotic in December, and the Confer- 
ence did not meet. The new British 
Government, immediately on taking 
office, informed *us that their policy 
in this particular matter does not 
differ from the policy of their prede- 
cessors, and they w r rote suggesting 
that the Conference meet on Friday, 
lst February. We have accepted that 
invitation on the same basis as our 
acceptance of the invitation from Mr. 
Baldwin. 


Major BRYAN COOPER: Will the 

Minister represent to the President the 
desirability of making announeements 
on this subject first of all to the Dáil 
and not at a party meeting? 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: In that connection 
I would say that the President’s an- 
nouncement yesterday can only be 
technically rcgarded as an announce- 
ment to a party convention. It was 
an announeement through the medium 
of that gathering, to the people, and it 
was eonsidered advisable, in view of 
thc unrest, anxiety, and irritation that 
has been occasioned by the delay in 
this matter, to acquaint the people of 
the development at the earliest possible 
moment. It was verv far from being 
the intention of the President in any 
way to slight the Dáil collectively or 
any individual Deputy. 

PUBLIC SAFETY (POWERS OF 
ARREST AND DETENTION) TEM- 
PORARY BILL, 1923—FROM THE 
SEANAD. 

MINISTER for HOME AFFAIRS 

(Mr. O’Higgins): 1 intend to ask the 
Dáil to accept the following amend- 
ment, which was insertod in the Seanad. 
1 propose, then, that we should read 
thc amendment a second time, and that 
the Dáil should then go into Committee 
on it. 

Before Section 3 to insert a new 
Seetion as follows:— 

In any ease where a responsible 
Officer of the Military Forces of 
Saorstát Eireann lias reasonable 
ground for anticipating that it will 
be necessary to enter a dwelling- 
house for the purpose of effecting an 
arrest, to be made by him under this 
Act, it shall be the duty of such 
Officer, whercver reasonably practic- 
ablc, to arrange that an Offieer of 
thc Dublin Metropolitan Police or 
the Gárda Síochána is present at 
such ^entry, and the Minister for 
Defence and the Minister for Home 
Affairs shall make such arrange- 
ments as may be necessary or desir- 
able for this pllrpose. ,, 

Amendment read a second time. 
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DAIL IN COMMITTEE. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : I have 
received notice from Deputy Johnson 
of an amendment to Amendment 1, to 
delete the words “ wherever reason- 
ably practicable . 9 * 

Mr. JOHNSON : The amendment sent 
down from the Seanad, and to which 
we are asked to agree, is to insert this 
new Sub-section. The words, “where- 
ever reasonably practicable, ,, which oc- 
cur in it, seem to me so loose, and ren- 
der the new Section so loose, as to 
make the new Section of no value what- 
ever as a protection. “ Where the re- 

sponsible ofRcer.has reason- 

able ground for anticipating that it will 
be necessarv to enter a dwelling- 
house. ,> Surely, where there is reason- 
ab!e grcuind for anticipating that such 
a conrse would be necessary, it would 
bc praciicable to call for a police officer 
to be present., but when we, having 
spoken about having reasonable ground 
for anticvating, then put in the words, 
“ wherever reasonably practicable, ,, 
we inust 3«k ourselves who is to judge 
of the reasonable practicability, and 
immediatelv it will be seen that these 
three words simply nullify the whole 
effeet of the ainendment. 

T tliink it is very desirable that the 
section should be embodied in the Bill, 
but if the section is to be an effective 
one, it ought to ensure that the military 
will not be free to enter a dwelling- 
house without being accompanied by a 
police officer. And the new scction, if 
the amendment I am moving is ac- 
cepted, deleting these words “wherever 
reasonably practieabl e ,' 1 would give 
some assurance, at. least, that the inten- 
tion was to ensure that a policeman 
would be present when the military 
were going to enter a house. But if we 
leave these words in wherever 
reasonably practicable, ,, we simply 
nullifv the effect of the new section, 
because it may be that the soldier him- 
selí will say it was not reasonably prac- 
ticable, and if there is any doubt in the 
mind of the citizens, it can only be de- 
cided by going through a long process 
of law. If these words remain in, the 
effect will be that the responsible officer 
who, in given circumstances may be a 
private soldier, will be empowered to 


enter into a dwelling-house to.rn.ake an 
arrest and he will be the judge of 
whether it was reasonably practicable 
to ask a police officer to come with him. 
I think that ought to be avoided if 
possible. I think the new section would 
be a protection for the citizens if these 
three words were deleted, and the re- 
sponsible officer is quite well guarded 
when he is asked to ensure that an 
officer of the police should accompany 
him when he has reasonable ground for 
anticipating that it will be necessary to 
enter into a dwelling-house. The anti- 
eipation must be there before he breaks 
the law. The new section only deals 
with cases which are prepared before- 
hand, and if there is any preparation 
for entering a dwelling-house to make 
an arrest, surely it is not unreasonable 
to insist that the police officer should 
accompany the soldiers. I do not think 
that the case would be so strong for the 
deletion of these three words if we had 
not defined the responsible officer as 
being a private soldier who had got 
authority from a superior officer, but 
taking that dcfinition into account I 
would urge the Dáil to agree to the 
deletion of these three words from the 
new Section, which would then be a 
real protection to the eitizens against 
the irresponsible action of people who 
are called “ responsible officers, ,> and 
who are defined as being soldiers acting 
under general authority. 

Mr. O HIGGINS: The history of this 
améndment in thc Seanad is that it wao 
put up, in the first instance, without 
these thre^ words. After I had spoken 
to it and recited certain objectious 
which to me seemed obvious, the sug- 
gestion came from ono of Deputy John- 
son’s colleagues in the Seanad that. it 
would be reasonably acceptable if these 
three words were inserted. That was 
subsequently agreed to. after consulta- 
tion with the Minister for Defence. De- 
puty Johnson has spoken much of the 
necessity of protecting the eitizen, and 
Deputies have to ask t.hemselves where- 
in lies the best protection for the citi- 
zen, whether you are to impose restric- 
tions on the military that may render 
their activities and their operations in 
certain districts extremely difficult, or 
simply trust to a responsible spirit and 
a responsible outlook to take all neces- 



689 Public Safety (Powers of Arrest 30 January, 1924. and Detention) Temporary Bill. 690 


saiy precautions. You cannot legis- 
latc really on the basis that you have 
evcn a rough uniformity in tne eondi- 
tions throughout the eountry. Condi- 
tions in Kildare, for instanee, will differ 
very much from conditions in South 
Leitrim or West Corlc, and that ought 
to be realised by Deputies. 

Now talce the words in this amend- 
ment from the Seanad: “ In anv case. 
wherc a rcsponsible offleer of the Mili- 
tary forccs of Saorstát Eireann has 
reasonable grounds for antieipating 
that it will be neccssary to enter a 
dwelling-house for the purpose of 
effecting an errest, ,> and so on, it 
might be said that an offieer going out 
in oharge of a patrol in a particular 
area might always antieipate, and 
should reasonably anticipate, that in 
the eoursc of his duties for the day it 
might be neeessarv to enter some dwel- 
ling-house, and it is suggested that 
evcry dav an officer, going out in 
charge of a patrol in a partieular area 
lilce West í'orlc or South Leitrim, 
should talce with hiiu a member of tho 
Dublin Metropolitan Poliee or of tlu k 
Oivic (tuarcl. Who is to interpret. or 
who is to sav, when an officer has 
reasonable grounds to antieipate 
that it will be neeessarv fnr 
him to entcr a dwelling-house? I sub- 
mit that no one ean reallv say that ex- 
eept the offieer himself. judging the 
eonditions in the area, and judging 
what the nature of his duties in the 
eourse of the day are likely to be. 

The saving elause with the words. 
4Í wherever reasonably praetieable, ,> is 
insertcd simply out of an appreeiation 
of realities. An offieer in eharge of a 
party of troops starting out on a pat- 
rol may have had no real grounds to 
think that it would be neeessary for 
him, in the eourse of that day ’s duty, or 
couple of hours' duty, to enter a house 
at all, but on the way he either sees a 
very much-wanted man entering par- 
ticular premises, or gets very definite 
information that sueh a man has en- 
tered particular premises. The nearest 
Civic Guard Station, let us say, is ten, 
twelve or fifteen miles away. Is he to 
halt his mep on the road and send an 
urgent despatch for the Civic Guard 
officer to come along so that he may 
enter those particular premises? You 


need that saving clause, and you simply 
need it because you are not dealing with 
straight lines, you are not dealing with 
a uniform situation, but with a situa- 
tion that is an essentially patchwork 
one; you eannot draw your straight 
line or put your two-foot rule to it and 
say, the thing shall be done in such a 
way and not in such a way. In South 
Leitrim, and in parts of Corlc, a party 
of troops patrolling might find it neces- 
sary, at any time—on quite short notice, 
they might. íind it necessary, I say, or 
at. ieast highly advisable in a proper 
performance of their duties—to enter a 
dwelling-house, and it might be uttcrlv 
impracticable to secure the attendanee 
of a police officer so that that particu- 
lar visit might be carried out in accord- 
ance with the law as it would be if De- 
puty Johnson’s ainendment to this 
aniendntent were to be aecepted bv the 
! Oireachtas. 

l Mr. JOHNSON: I would point out to 
j the Minister tliat the Bill, as it stands, 
pre-supposes that the responsible offi- 
cer or some of his responsible officers, 
if they happen to be below the rank 
: of Commandant. must, before they 
| make this arr<»st, or before they enter 
! a dwelling-house to inake the arrest, 
j be empouered in a particular case to 
| make such au arrest. Now, if that 
power has been given specifieally, in 
j a particular ease, surely at the time of 
giving that authority it is practicable 
to arrange for a polieeman to enter. 
I subniit that the three words “ wher- 
ever reasonably practieable ” simply 
mean that the soldier will use his own 
diseretion, whether he ealls a police 
| officer to assist him in making the 
arrest, or to be present at the time of 
the arrest. Now. the Minister should 
take it perhaps as a eompliment to the 
Force for whieh he is responsible, that 
we should require that a police officer 
should be present when soldiers are 
doing work which clearly should be 
done by a policeman, and the fact is, 
of course, that from experienee people 
have not confidence that soldiers will 
be so*disereet and so well diseiplined 
as to reírain from entering houses 
when they have that general . power, 
even though there is no justifícation 
for their entering houses. We $re 
I hoping that that stage has passed* and 
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we are hoping that we will never have 
occasion to regret the acts of soldiers 
doing such things as they have done, 
but the. Bill as it stands does give 
authority to troops who may have, by 
general order, been empowered to make 
arrests, because the Section as it stands 
does give them the authority to enter 
dwelling-houses to make thesc arrests. 

I desire that we should ensure that 
these powers are only to be exercised 
when thcre is speeiíic authority given, 
and in such a case it is practicable, I 
suggest, to arrange that a police officer 
should accompany the soldiers when 
entering dwelling-houses. But, I sub- 
mit, jthat if we are to leave in the 
words “ wherever reasonably practie- 
able 99 we lessen that assurance very 
considerably, because we leave the 
judges of praetieability to be the 
people who are going to make the 
arrest, and who may be, according to 
the Bill, a private soldier or private 
soldiers under the direction of a ser- 
geant, or any other officer junior to 
a sergeant. We have enlarged tho 
definitions of the Bill in such a way as 
to make it necessary to provide th'at 
a police officer be present when the 
military are going to make an arn\st. 
I admit that mucli of this argument 
depends on thc reading of the. Bill, 
and particularly of Section 8, which 
defines the case where tlie military 
may use these powers. 

There appears to be a grave mis- 
understanding, judging by tho debates 
which took place in the Seanad, as to 
whether the power is to be given to 
military to make particular arrests of 
particular persons, or whether the Bill 
gives powers to military over parti- 
cular areas. There is a very wide 
divergence of opinion on that, but I 
think the Minister for Defence will 
agree that. his speech on Tuesday, 15th 
January, makes it. quite clear that his 
intention, at any rate, was that this 
power should apply to particular cases, 
that is to say, to particular persons in 
particular areas. In view of the doubt 
in the matter, as between the two 
Ministers, which will have to be re- 
solved, presumably, by a Court, involv- 
ing very considerable expense on the 
community, it is better to minimise the 


evils as far as possible. That is why I 
urged that the responsible officers 
should always, wherever there is anti- 
cipation that an arrest will be neces- 
sary in a dwelling-housc, be accom- 
panied by a policeman. 

MINISTER for DEFENCE (Oeneral 

Mulcahy) : 1 think the Deputy, in a 
previous discussion on this Bill, almost 
complimented the Executive on their 
valiant attempt to bring the Military 
Forces in the eountry back to their 
normal position. 

Mr. JOHNSON: They may do things 
you do not want them to do. 

! Oeneral MULCAHY : I think the 
compliment was not undue. I think I 
j made it plain, when speaking on the 
' matter, that we wanted to avoid plac- 
ing any general administrative area in 
the country in the hands of the Mili- 
tary. The administration of law and 
order in the eountry rests with the 
police. We have the country studded 
with military areas, from the point of 
view of the administration of the 
Army, but, there rnight be ai’eas where 
conditions are such that we might have 
to say the Commandant of a particular 
area and his superior officcrs shall be 
regarded as the “ responsible officer 
for the purpose of certain elauses in 
this particular Bill, and that, in such 
I area that Commandant would be em- 
powered to delegate the powers of “ re- 
sponsible officer ” to a lower officer. 
That would be in the ease of an indivi- 
dual Commandant commanding a par- 
ticular Battalion. You then get to the 
other end of the question, and because 
the administration of law and order is 
in the hands of the police, say in Co. 
Cork, that does not prevent this situa- 
tion arising. People have heard of 
Kealkil and some of these places. A 
responsible military officer or a respon- 
sible police officer might say there is a 
bunch of fellows in Kealkil and they 
should be rounded up. There are men 
there who are carrying arms and who 
are maldng themselves a nuisance to 
the people. The military might not be 
able to satisfy themselves as to whether 
this particular^ person or that parti- 
cular person i» in that, particular group. 
You might, have to send oiit a Military 
Party^ to deal with that particular 
situation. The question might arise as 
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tó whether a Civic Guard should accom- 
pany the party of military who are 
going out on an expedition of that kind. 
I regard it as not unreasonable that 
the responsible Military Officer should 
say: “ The eircumstances we may 
find ourselves up against in this parti- 
cular matter, are such that we should 
not bring with us a member of an un- 
armedforce. M Evenat this particular 
stage of normality in the country there 
are places where a problem \íke that 
might arise, where a party might have 
to enter a dwelling-house. I admit 
that it is an extreme case. I admit that 
the normaíity in the eountry is such 
that you might take it, as a general 
rule, that evcn in sueh cases you could 
bring a member of the Civic Guard with 
you, but in the actual carrying out of 
the work a sinall military party 
might have to enter a house at the same 
time as three other houses were being 
entered. One party might be entering 
a house five hundred yards to the north 
side of Tíealldl, and they might have a 
Civic Guard with them, but at the same 
time another party might have to enter 
a house five hundred yards to the south 
side, and they might not have a Civic 
Guard. We do need—and this is a 
matter that really requires to have par- 
ticular attention drawn to it—the pro- 
tection of the law for the members of 
our Military Forces, who, in the pre- 
sent circumstances, are called upon to 
dcal with very delicate situations. It 
is, perhaps, quite right that membérs of 
the ^ military forees have not said 
“ miss ” or “ ma’am ” or u please, M at 
quite the right moment, in particular 
parts of the counrry, but their duties 
have been very diffieult and, just at the 
present moment, when you want 
to have them absolutely circum- 
scribed by law, their duties arc 
bound to be infinitely more difficult. 
I feel that by leaving in the words that 
are here we give our mi!itary forces, at 
any rate, some protection from the law, 
which. if it were stringently applied 
without this proteetion, in every par- 
tieular ease, would raakc the working 
of the military forces absolutely impos- 
sible, because we are taking up the atti- 
tnde in regard to our military forces 
generally that. they are working in nor- 
mal times and that we impose upon 
them the restrictions of normal times 


in all their work. Having had to per- 
form exceptional duties in exceptional 
cases, we have been having our men 
exceed the law in many parts of the 
eountry, and they could be mado amen- 
able to the law. If a responsible officer 
realises that a certain action is neces- 
I sary, which would redound to the pub- 
I lic good and the public safety. and 
takes action, he takes the responsibility 
of such action. If he does good wo 
praise him, and if he puts his íoot in it 
we say the Army is a terrible institu- 
tion and we must put down this sort of 
I thing. But we are giving our greatest 
possible attcntion to the necessity for 
bringing our military forces out of the 
situation. The fact that this Bill gets 
finished in the Dáil in this particular 
form is a very good earnest of that. I 
would plead for the acceptance of these 
í threc particulai' words, “ wherever 
1 reasonably practicable, M for the simple 
reason that it proteets the military 
I forees in thc discharge of vcry difficult 
and very delicate work. From the legal 
point of view. thcy arc due that protec- 
tion. 

Mr. JOHNSON : Thc Minister, of 
course, has certain desires, and he is 
doing his best to aehieve his wishes in 
j rosrard to thc Army and with regard 
! to the administration of thc law and 
1 the like. He'scems to forget that when 
this Bill becomes an Act. it is not his 
intentions ov desires or wishes that the 
soldi(U*s will be worldng under, apart 
from internal discipline. So far as the 
law is (íoncerned. it will be the Act as 
i ?t will then stand. In aeting, the officer 
| will not plead the speeches of the Alini- 
stcr in the Dáil. If he can show, hav- 
imr committed a eertain act which he 
is being eharged with in v the Tourts. 
that it was not, reasonably practicable 
to get a police officer, and that he is the 
judge of practicability, he might justify 
going anywhere to malce arrests. The 
Minister in reality is pleading for a 
fref hand for the Army. That is what 
it, amounts to, though it is not what his 
intention is. 

So far as arrest and detention for ono 
week is eoncerned, I maintain that the 
Act will empower any police officer 
not below the rank of Superintendent, 
or any person who has authority delc- 
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gated to him, to do anything that the 
Act allows to be done. That is dis- 
puted. If we are to leave the judging 
of practicability to the 
4 o'cloch. officcr concerned or to the i 
persons not being officers. 
not even being sergeants—any persons 
who have been detailed to arrest any 
person or persons—thcn they are free to 
go into any house in such an area if one 
Éeading of thc Bill is to be accepted. 
They are free to go into anv house in 
such an arca and arrest such a person 
without fear of the law. The Minister 
says he wants to protect the Army from 
the law. I commend him to the Mini- 
ster for Justice, and would remind 
them both of the advice given about 
the necessity for enforcing the law. I 
would like this lav\\ now sought to be 
made, to be free frorn doubts, and that 
it should not protect soldiers aeting 
with very loose anthority in a way in 
which soldiers have been known to act 
within the last few months. I think 
one move in that direction would be to 
delcte these three words. 

The Committee divi 


MINISTER for HOME AFFAIRS 

(Mr. O'Higgins) : I have little to add 
beyond this, that Deputy Johnson puts 
one extreme view and says, “ This 
amendment, as it stands, means a free 
hand for the Army. M If we are going 
to say extreme things and quote ex- 
treme eases at one another, let me say 
that Deputy Johnson’s alternative is 
that if any soldicr in any set of cir- 
cumstances in Leitrim or West Cork, 
or anywhere else, enters a house in 
search of a wanted man, without hav- 
ing along with him an offieer of the 
Civic Gruard or Dublin Metropolitan 
Police, that soldier is liable to action 
for burglary. That is an utterly ab- 
surd position—an utterly unsound 
position. The Deputy or Senator who 
would put that forward would be 
thinking and talking with the minimum 
of advertence to the realities of the 
situation. I ask tlie Dáil to reject 
unanimously and enthusiastically De- 
puty JohnsoiPs amendment. 

Question put. 
d:—Tá, 12; Níl, 46. 


Tá. 

Pádraig F. Baxter. i 

Connor Hogan. 

Séamus MacCosgair. 

Tomás Mac Eoin. 

Risteárd Mac Fheórais. 

Pádraig Mac Fhlannchadha. 

Níl. 

Earnán de Blaghd. i 

Séamus Breathnach. 

Próinsias Bulfin. 

Séamus de Búrca. 

John Conlon. 

Bryan R. Cooper. 

Maighréad Ní Choileáin Bean Uí 
Dhrisceóil. 

P. J. Egan. 

Osmond Grattan Esmonde. 

H. J. Finlay. 

Desmond Fitzgerald. 

John Hennigan. 

Tomás Mac Artúir. 

Domhnall Mac Cárthaigh. 

Maolmhuire Mac Eochadha. 

Pádraig Mac Fadáin. 

Patrick McGilligan. 

Seán Mac Giolla 'n Ríogh. 

Risteárd Mac Liam. 

Seoirse Mac Niocaill, 

Pádraig S. Mag Ualghairg. 

James Sproule Myles. 

Martin M. Nally. 

Amendment deelared 


Tomás de Nógla. 

Tomás 0 Conaill. 

Aodh O Cúlacháin. 

Liam O Daimhín. 
Domhnall 0 Muirgheasa. 
Tadhg P. O Murchadha. 


John T. Nolan. 

Peadar O hAodha. 
Criostóir 0 Broin. 

Seán 0 Bruadair. 

Próinsias O Cathail. 
Conchubhair O Conghaile. 
Eoghan 0 Dochartaigh. 
Séamus N. O Dóláin. 
Tadhg S. O Donnabháin. 
Eamonn S. O Dúgáin. 
Donchadh S. O Guaire. 
Aindriú O Laimhín. 
Séamus O Leadáin. 

Fionán 0 Loingsigh. 
Thomas 0*Mahony. 
Pádraig 0 Máille. 
Risteárd 0 Maolchatha. 
Séamus 0 Murchadha. 
Pádraig K. 0 hOgáin. 
Seán M. O Súilleabháin. 
Caoimhghín 0 hUigín. 
Seán Príomhdhail. 

Liam Thrift. 

lost. 


Qucstion—“ That the Committee agree with the Seanad amendment ”— 
put and agreed to. 
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‘Amendment 2 from the Seanad: ín 
Seetion 8, page 4, line 51, to delete the 
words “ Ministry of ” and to substi- 
tute therefor the words Minister 
for. M 

Motion made and (áuestion—“ That 
the Committee agree with this amend- 
ment ”—put and agreed to. 

DAIL RESUMES. 

Agreement with the Seanad amend- 
ments reported. 

Question : w That the Dáil agree with 
thc Committec in its report, M put and 
agreed to. 

Mcssago ordered to bc sent to the 
Seanad aeeordingly. 

PUBLIC SAFETY (POWERS OF 
ARREST AND DETENTION) 
TEMPORARY BILL, 1923. 

EMEROENCY RESOLUTION. 

Mr. O’HIGOINS: I beg to move the 
following motion standing in my 
name:— 

“ That this House herebv deelares 
that the Bill passed by this Housc 
and entitled:— 

4 An Act to make provision for 
the arrcst and detention of certain 
persons during a limited period and 
for othcr matters connceted with the 
preservation of public safety and the 
protcetion of person and property/ 
and whereof thc short title is thc 

44 Public Safcty (Powers of Ar- 
rest and Dctention) Tcmporarv Bill, 
1923, * 

is necessary for thc iminediate preser- 
vation of the public peace.' ’ 

The effect of that. resolution being 
passed will be to bring into immediate 
operation this Act which has been 
passed by both Houses of the Oireach- 
tas, and the necessit.y for that is that 
the Public Safety Act which we passed 
last year expires on the Ist Pebruarv; 
and if this Act did not come into 
operation immediately, we would have 
no legal power to hold prisoners other 
than persons sentenced or remanded 
for trial. I think it will be obvious to 
Deputies that it is necessary that this 
Act which has been just passed should 
come into immediate effect. 


Mr. BLYTHE: I sccond that. 

Mr. JOHNSON : I intcnd opposing 
the motion. I do not. think that the 
casc madc by the Minister in his short 
statcrncnt. warrants the Dáil in dcpart- 
ing from the usual proccdurc sct down 
in the Coustitution, on the ground that 
this is an urgent.ly ncccssary rcquii*c- 
ment. The Bill, or Act, as it will 
be in a fcw hours, I suppose, is intcnded 
to givc power of arrest and dctcntion 
to certain pcoplc for thc prcscrvation 
of thc public safety and the protcction 
of personal property. The argumcnts 
that havc becn uscd in favour of tliis 
Bill havc bcen illustrated by refcrmice 
to bank robbers, highway men, ban- 
dits, thugs and the likc; that thcrc are 
mcn who may be arrested in thc futurc, 
and that there are men at present 
undcr arrcst Avho arc known to havc 
cornmittcd crimes of thc kind indi* 
catcd, but against whom it is not pos- 
siblc to bring specific cvidence of guilt 
to warrant a Court of Justicc finding 
them guilty and imprisoning thcm. 
Thcrc have been, admittedly, large 
numbers of mcn releascd from prison 
within recent weeks and months wlio 
are known to have been, or who are 
alleged at. lcast, to have been guilty of 
crimes for which other pcople arc de- 
tained. The Bill does not confinc thc 
powcrs of detention to thugs and ban- 
dits and bank robbers. Even wcrc that 
so, I would say that the nccessity for 
this motion is not apparent in view of 
the fact that the law is strong cnough 
to deal with any such cases without 
' these special powers. Thc reason for 
j this motion, of course, is, that it will 
enable the Minister to kecp in prison 
such a number, say, 1,800 men, wlio are 
at present in his charge, but whom.it 
has not been found possible or desir- 
able to bring and charge in the courts. 

Mr. O’HIOOINS: No, 1.300 

Mr. JOHNSON: Yes, I beg your par- 
don, 1,300. The Minister has to make 
a case before his motion should be 
accepted and show that it woula be 
a danger to the public safety to allow 
these 1,300 people who are not and 
who have not been charged, ana 
against whom it is difficult to found 
a charg- or prove a charge before the 
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court—that the release of these 1,300 
would be a danger to the public safety. 
I cannot find eonsisteney between that 
attitude and the action for which we 
are all thankful, that has led to the 
releast* of several thousands. But there 
is more than the thug, and the bandit, 
and the bank robber to be considered 
in this matter. 

Mr. O HIGGINS: Hear, hear. 

Mr. JOHNSON: There are more 
people besides the thugs, and the ban- 
dits, and the bank robbers detained by 
the Minister. Notwithstanding thc 
fact that the Bill has been justified in 
the main by the Minister by the illus- 
tration of bank robbers and bandits, 
I am going to put a question again, 
and that question is: why does he 
detain men like Eamon de Valera and 
Austin Stack, when he releases other 
men just as innocent or just as guilty 
as those men? If there is justification 
for detaining thcm over an ensuing 
seven days, and over the twelve months 
for which this Bill is intcnded to 
apply, will he give us any reason why 
they should not be detained intermin- 
ably? And will he say that he has not 
in his possession evidence on which 
either of those men could be convicted 
of an oífence? 

He will say, as he has said in other 
language, that it is not politic to 
charge these men before a court. I 
agree, but it is more impolitic to detain 
them without a charge, and it is ob- 
vious, in such cases, that they are being 
detained because they are believed to 
be powerful political opponents of the 
Government. The Minister’s case is 
that they are dangerous inasmuch as 
they are likely to foment opposition, 
even violent opposition, against the 
Governmént of the Saorstát. Have 
you, I ask, not powers under the law to 
deal with any subsequent offences, and 
will they be less liable in twelve 
months ’ time, after being detained for 
tweJve mónths, or will they be less 
liable in three months time, after being 
detained for three months, to rouse 
enmity against the Saorstát? Is it not 
rather a fact that, with every day’s de- 
tention, you are embittering the feel- 
ings of those who are against the Saor- 


stát, and that you are weakening in 
fact respect for the law by detaining 
men who are detained because they are 
political opponents. It is clear they 
are not detained because they are 
violators of the law; it is clear they are 
not detained because there is not suffi- 
cient evidence available to bring them 
beíore a court. They are clearly being 
detained beeause they are opponents of 
the established form of Government, 
and they have been detained for some 
months, during which period they have 
not bcen able to take part in operations 
intended to overthrow the established 
form of Government. Therefore, it 
cannot be said that they are being de- 
tained because of any act, any specific 
act, diífering in degree or in in- 
tensity to similar acts committed by 
thousands of men who have been 
released. If this motion is not passed, 
the eífect will be that the Bill cannot 
be legally operative for seven days, and 
that then all the powers that are re- 
qufred to preserve the peace and the 
public safety, to protect person and 
property, ‘ which the Minister believes 
are necessary as embodied will be avail- 
able, but they will deal with future 
oífences. The only purpose of this 
motion is to ensure that people will be 
detained for oifenees or a suspicion of 
having been guilty of offences, or on a 
suspicion that they may in future be 
guilty of offences, but not for offences 
against the law or against the public 
safety which may be committed after 
the Bill becomes operative. 

I believe it would be beneficial for 
thc State that this Bill should not be 
operative for seven days, and that 
those who have been detained and who 
will not be charged, should be released, 
and that the risk of releasing thugs, 
bandits, and bank robbers, ought to be 
taken, and that those who are not 
either thugs, bandits, or bank robbers 
should have an opportunity to join in 
enforcing that respect for the law, and 
that prevention of crime which the 
Minister so sincerely and eamestly 
desires to become the common practice 
and the ideal of the people. I hope the 
Dáil will not pass this motion, and that 
they will^ express themselves in this 
way as being desirous that the political 
prisoners now únder arrest be pe- 
leased forthwith. 



701 Public Safety (Powers of Arrest 30 Janvaky, 1924. and Detentwn ) Temporary 'Bill. 702 


MINISTER for DEFENCE (Oeneral 
Mulca,hy) : There are 300 prisoners in 
custody who have been sentenced by 
Military ('íourts, w-hose eases will l)e re- 
viewed by the Judftes set up to do that 
revision. under the Indemnity Aet. 
Therc then rernain 1.049 eases of per- 
sons held in eustodv in a manner that 
Deputy Johnson wonld objeet to. They 
are made up as follows:—There are 379 
persojis who ar»» definitely re»arded by 
the military authorities as dangerous 
persons, and as having: been !argely in- 
strumental in stirrinp up the armed ae- 
tivities that there have been against the 
Government. There are 300 eases in 
which eivil proceedings are pending. 
The evidenee in these eases is only 
being got together, and it will take 
some more time to eompletc the putting 
together of that evidenee. Thcre are 
113 eascs that have becn rcferred by 
the military authoritics to the eivil au- 
tliorities with a view to allowing the 
eivil authorities as the responsiblc pcr- 
sons in the dift'erent distriets to say 
whether thesc pcrsons should be kept 
in custody or not, and therc are 257 
'eascs whieh are under invcstigation. 
You also have the fact—it is perhaps 
not expedient that figures would be 
quoted in the matter, but there are de- 
finite figures—of persons organising in 
‘different parts of thc country to be 
available to use arrns against the Go- 
vernment, and of persons who are actu- 
ally on full time on military work pre- 
paring to take up arms against the 
Government. Thei’e arc also figures 
quotable as to the quantities of arms 
tliat are dumped to be at thc disposal 
of such persons. The Govornment is 
asked by Deputy Johnson, in eircum- 
stances sueh as these, to throw* out 
these r 1,049 persons of varying degrees 
of criminality into a situation such as 
that without having given eaeh of these 
particular persons the full seasoned 
thouglit that their own particular cases 
and the gcneral^ circumstanees of the 
eountry would d'emand. 

I do not think that we should put 
ourselves in the position that these 
persons would have to be thrown free 
into the country in its present condi- 
tion. A decision of that kind would 
have only one effect, and that would 
he to weaken respect for the law that 


I thc Deputy wants to avoid. and wants 
us to avoid by simply throwing out 
these prisoners. That is the position in 
whieh we are asked simplv to eut shori 
j and to put oursclves in thc position that 
thc jails will be absolutcly clearcd with 
j the exeoption of those «nen who are dc 
finitcly sentenced. I think it is not a 
reasonable way to disehargc our rcspon- 
sibility to thc Government, and I doub* 
if, in his hcart, Deputy Johnson is 
I really eonvinecd that it would be a 
I reasonablc way of dcaling with the 
I matter. 

| Mr. O ’MAHONY: Thc proposal of 
I Dcputy Johnson amounts to this: that 
he would serap this mcasurc, but I 
would rcmind him that there are more 
people than the thug and thc bandit 
to be eonsidered. Tf his proposal were 
earried the most important faetor in 
thc Frec State—the eitizcn—is not 
going to get the protection the 
Government is in bounden duty eom- 
I pelled to give him; the protection it is 
j willing to extend to tlie thug and the 
bandit. The bona fides of the Govern- 
! ment as rcgards the desire to release 
all eases of prisoners in which it is felt 
that release may bc effected without 
endangering the publie safcty is evi- 
denced in the fact that within thc last 
eouplc of weeks 500 of thc prisoners 
have been released. But a fortnight 
ago when diseussing this Bill in the 
Dáil, the number interned was over 
1,800. To-day we have the figures of 
the Minister for Home Affairs that the 
number is redueed to 1,349—a reduc- 
tion in two or three weeks of 500 in 
number. That reduction has followed 
upon a reduction of 7,500 prcviously. 
so that the bona fides of the Govern- 
ment in respcct of cases in which they 
should excreise their clemency towards 
the prisoners cannot be doubted. The 
Deputv said that some had been 
either detaincd or released were 
i guilty or as innocent as Mr. de 
| Valera. Well, I am sure that in all 
sueh cases the Government considered 
the personnel of the persons released 
the power they possessed for future 
mischief and further trouble, and they 
also considered in relation to the case 
the previous record of the individuals, 
and, taking both these considerations 
into account, they felt that they could 
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[Mr. 0’Mahony.] 

sate]y dischargv their duty to the 
public by rclcasing in some cases as 
they have rclcased. The suggostion 
that prisoners are detained because 
they are powerful political opponcnts 
against the Oovernment is one that I 
need not discuss. Any Executive 
Oovernment that would bc guilty of 
such a criine against the community 
a,s holding in detention a large body 
of inen simply bccause of the fact that 
they may be active and powerful poli- 
tical opponents in the accrcdited sense 
that you recognise a man as a power- 
ful political opponcnt—a man who op- 
poses you on the ground of policy— 
I say that any Executive G-overnment 
would not be deserving of the confi- 
dence of the people who would be 
guilty of such a crimc against thc 
<íitizens as that. These ínen were dc- 
tained bccause they were powcrful 
political opponents when you measure 
their power by the gun or the revolver. 
It is because not of thc propaganda 
from the political point of view, not of 
the legitirnate agitation against the 
Saorstát, that these men are held 
in prison, but because they have 
threatened life, in some cases taken 
life, looted property, and have been 
guiíty of crimes in the name of liberty. 
God help us! If that represents liberty 
then patriotism is a titlc that most 
people would shun being identified 
with. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Are they the only 
<ones? 

Mr. O’MAHONV : If the Deputy will 
supply information as regards others, 
I am sure the Government will consider 
it. I think the Minister for Defence 
exactly hit the situation as regards the 
Deputy’s attitude. I am sure he does 
not desire, honestly desire, that these 
men should be released, but the sug- 
gestion that he makes is that if this Bill 
be not passed and if the proposal of 
the Minister for Home Affairs be de- 
feated, we will then have the ordinary 
powers of the law to fall back upon 
to deal with future crimes. If people 
have been guilty of crimes in the past, 
and if the Government are satisfied, 
and if the Minister is satisfied, that 
he would have to detain the number 
•only that are so guilty, then it is a duty 


the Govcrnment owe to the citizens, 
and which they owe to the State, to 
j continue to detain them until théy feel 
I that the circumstances of the times 
i warrant their release. It is true that 
normal peaceful conditions do not pre- 
vail in this country. Day after day 
for sorne time past you have had re- 
currenees of crimes of the thug and 
the bandit. *You have had robberies, 
and robbcrics associated with murder, 
and you have in the country a certain 
elemcnt who are not going to give any 
help to the authorities in detecting 
such cases. Some of them, through a 
concealed form of friendship with the 
j people identified with these crimes, 
and in thousands of other cases through 
moral cowardiec, have íailcd to come 
forward to assist the authoritics in 
the detection of such crimes. In the 
circumstaiices, I feel it would be abso- 
lutely dangerous if the powcrs that the 
Minisfer seeks were denied him by 
this House, and the House would be 
failing in its duty to the country. 
In these circumstances I hope, and I 
have no doubts at all, that the good 
sense of the House will be represented 
in the vote tliey will give if there is a 
division in respcct of this amendment 
moved by Deputy Johnson. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: The Minister for 
Home Affairs asks tliat this resolution 
should l)e passed by the Dáil, because, 
in his opinion—and it is set out in thc 
resolution—it is necessary for the im- 
j mediate preservation of the public 
! peace. These are the grounds on which 
the resolution claims support. Beyond 
the very short statement that it was his 
opinion that sueh was the case, the 
Minister put forward no argument 
whatsoever. I think it was due to the 
Dáil, if they were asked to support this 
resolution, that he should show very 
much more clcarly than he attempted 
to do that the public peace would be 
endangered, and seriously endangered, 
if these men were released, and ii 
would and should be necessary to be 
very serious, indeed, when the consti- 
tutional rights of citizens would be in- 
terfered with, as it. is proposed to in- 
terfere with them in this case. You 
would imagine from Deputy 
0’Mahony’s speech that all the really 
'’angerous people were selected and 
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kept in. There are no more of them 
left now, except those who are ready 
to foment civil strife. Anybody who 
knows the facts knows that that is not 
the case. The Minister for Defence, in 
his statement, did not attempt to an- 
swer the point made by Deputy John- 
son, which is a very important point in 
this connection. He did not attempt to 
show why men who are known to be 
leaders, and who bavc been prominen* 
in the movemcnt for the past year or 
so, have been released, while others, 
youn8* fellows—nonentities in the 
movement, you might say—have been 
detaijied. The whole question fincs it* 
self down to the 379 men whom thc 
Minister for Defence described as dan- 
gerous, because I take it that in the 
other cases in which civil proceedings 
arc pendirig or that have been refcrred 
to the civií authority, or in cases thac 
are under investigation. assuming that 
the men were relcased in the morning. 
the Ministry is in a position to makc out 
a prima facie case against them for 
trial. Within the last. threc months 
seven or eight thousand men all over 
the country havc been released. For 
that step, a bold step, I admit, credit is 
due ancl has been given to the Execu- 
tive l)y Deputy Johnson and others. 
That stcp has justified itself. The pub- 
lic peaee of the country has not suffered 
as a result of it, and surcly il eannou 
be said that it. is going to suffer bccause 
of the release of a few hundred morc. 
We liave had in the meantimc instancei 
of grave crimes committed, but it has 
not beeu shown in anv case that thcse* 
crimes have been committed by re- 
leased prisoncrs. Thcrc is one aspect 
that has a very important bearing on 
this question. There are numbers of 
men interned in Northern prisons by 
thr Northern Gov^rnment. Appeals 
have been made from time to timc for 
their release, but surely no such appeaí 
can properly or justly be made by those 
who have sympathy with those men, in 
view of the fact that here in the Frce 
State we are doing the verv same 
thing—in fact, to a. greater extent than 
it has been done in Ihe Northern area 
by the Northern Qovernment. I thinlc 
that is a matter that ought to appeal to 
the Ministry and the Government in 
considei’ing this question. 

Mr. BAXTER: The MinAster for 
6 . 


Home Affairs, in moving his resolution, 
said very little by way of argument 
why the House should pass it. I sup- 
pose the Minister for Homc Affairs is 
satisfied that he can occupy his seat, 
and that tho Dáil will pass this resolu- 
tion, that it is not necessary for him to 
advanee argument in favour of the 
resolution. On tho other hand, 1 am se 
satisficd that the Dáil is going to ae- 
commodate the Minister that I am 
going to say very little against his reso- 
lution, becausc I can understand that 
arguments from that point of view are 
not acceptable. Tho Minister for Do- 
fence made thc only argumcnt that has 
been made. The argument he makes is 
that in some districts things are not 
just what thcy ought to be, that some 
of these prisoners and other people are 
maintaining some form of organisation. 
He has given the Dáil to understand 
that things are not just satisfactory. 
TTe says it is not advisable to give 
further information, but I would like 
further information on that point. A s 
far as my knowledge goes, and any 
knowledge that I can gain from Depu- 
ties from other parts of the country, I 
do not know of anything that is taking 
place in any part of the country that 
would warrant the passing of this Bill. 
There is not, at least to my knowlcdge, 
any danger Avhatever that, the relens- 
ing of these prisoners would have an 
injurious effeet. I eannot be satisfied 
that it. Avill have any injurious elfeet. I 
have met prisoners who have come 
home, and I saw no dísposition on the 
part of these men to play any part in 
further eivil strife. I arn satisfíed that 
the same thing applies to those who arc 
being detained. 

There is just one other point that 1 
want to draw thc attention o'f the 
Minister for Dcfence to. Serious com- 
plaints are being made, and havc been 
made, about, the treatment of some pri- 
soners in his charge, and serious com- 
plaints have been made to me of tl e 
treatment of prisoners in hospitals, and 
of the detention of such prisoners in 
hospitals. I cannot see for the life of 
me, and I^wonder if thc Minister for 
Defence himself can sce, what is the 
danger to the public peace that mákes 
him detain in prison or in hospit&ls 
men who are not in good health, men 
who have been operated on more tha* 

zt 
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[Mr. Baxter.] j 

once. I do not think that these men j 
are likely to be a danger to the public 
peace. I would like if the Minister 
would tell us. I will probably be ask- 
ing the Minister on some other occasion 
ihow many of these pcople he has in his 
feharge. I would like to ask the Minis- 
ter if it is his intention to continue 
nnder this Bill to detain prisoners in 
the hospitals, when if they were out 
they could be no danger to the public 
peaee. 

General MUL0AHY : On a point of 
explanation, we are entitled, firstly, to 
know from persons who say they can 
speak with knowledge outside, whether 
the men outside the jails and the men 
inside thc jails, by the help of the arms 
they have outside, are not prepared in 
a praetical way to challcnge the prin- 
cíple of “ one Government, one Army, M 
f n íhís country. We are entitled to 
know that. We cannot move in the 
dark. We take our actions in broad 
daylight, knowing that practical ar- 
rangemcnts are being pnade in that 
directíon. In the second place, a 
rolume of complaint against the Army 
Medical Service, taking up special 
eases, has been circulatcd from certain 
ipiarters recently. I knew that it was 
practicatly an insult to our Medical 
Service to ask them to annotate these 
eomplaints for me. But I have had 
them annotated, and I will circulate 
eopies of these complaints, annotated 
the Medical Service, to any Deputy 
vho so desires. 

The Army Medical Service has had 
a great deal of work thrown upon it, 
and its work will stand the most inti- 
mate investigation by anybody who 
wants to know what is at the bottom 
of these complaints. There are men in 
hospítal at the prescnt moment and 
<hey are being treated by the Army 
Meaícal Service in a manner in whicíi 
they would not be treated in many of 
fhe public hospitals in Dublin. Opera- 
tions have been carried out on wounded 
Irregulars that could only be carried 
out in very few hospitals in Dublin. 
Any of the wounded prisoners who 
have been in our hands—and I have 
aeen a. number of them personally-r- 
wíll 'tell anybody who looks for the 
fcrtrth from them, that they have got 


care at the hands of the Army Medical 
Scrvice that they could not hope to 
get elsewhere. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: Deputy O’Connell 
and Deputy Baxter complained that L 
put forward no arguments in suppor* 
of the Motion. I realty intended that 
as a delicate complinumt to Depiities. 
I regret very rnueh it has been misun- 
derstood. I took it that the motion 
would need very iittle arguuient, that 
Deputies, hnowing the conditions in 
thc country and knowing the general 
line of policy of the Govcrnment, would 
agree that it- was undesirable that there 
should be a wholesale and immediate 
releasc of those persons who are still 
in eustody by reason of the revolt of 
the last two years. Apparently, we are 
not unanimous on that point. Deputy 
O’Connell, Deputy Johnson and De- 
puty Baxter think that it would be wise 
and politic and expedient to release all 
these persons immediately and “ hang 
the consequenees , 9 9 so to speak. That 
is a point of view, I admit, but it is a 
point of view that is not. widely shared 
by the plain, decent people of the coun- 
try, to whom our responsibility lies. 
Certain people came together and 
combined to press’ the button for a 
crime-wave unprecedcnted in the his- 
tory of this eountry. Thal crime-wav^ 
has not entirely subsidcd. Before it has 
entirely subsided, we are to fling out 
again on the eountry thc people who 
pressed the button. That is the propo- 
sal. “ Trust to lock, hang the conse* 
quences!” '' Be idealists; be bleating 
optimists; stake all on the ingrained 
decency and generosity of these men. 
Show that you are broadrninded and 
magnanimous and humanitarian, and 
you may rely on an instant response.” 

Mr. JOHNSON: Or invoke the law. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: Thcse men, when 
they had the country, as they believed, 
at their mercy, showed no broad or 
generous or magnanimous spirit, 
showed no respect for the rights of 
their neighbours and their fellow-eiti- 
zens, whcther those neighbours agreed 
or disagreed vrith them on máttefs of 
doctrinaire politics. They simply went 
for the country’s neck and the country 
and the counfcrsr's Government ímve 
not refcumed $hát ‘in kind «nd 'have not 
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treated them cruelly or unfairly. Who 
will £ay that a couple of weeks or a 
couple of months or a year’s detention 
in a comfortable condition with spring 
beds in Gormanstown, or Hare Park, 
or elsewhere was in any real sense of 
the word punishment for their oftence? 
It was not puuishment. lt was 
deterrent detention. There has been 
no punishment. While we appreciate 
very fully the moral havoc and the 
material havoc these men wrought in 
the country, while we appreciate very 
fully the extent to which they put back 
the clock of progress for the country, 
there is no desire for punishment and 
there is no vindictivo spirit. It is 
simply a matter of doing our plain 
duty and acting up to our plain respon- 
sibilities to the pcople of the country 
in affording them that protection which 
is the primary and elementary duty of 
a Government to afford. We cannot 
take clianees, and we are not entitled 
to take chances, or do any vague, hap- 


hazard thing. We simply propose by 
considering each case on its merits in a 
careful way, to do the best we can. 
Simply because of the expiry of a par- 
ticular Act on a particular date, we 
should not be forced to hurl out again 
on the country those men who, in the 
past, have been rcsponsible for so much 
crime and so much havoc. When the 
State—which is still rceling 
5 o f clock . and staggering from the on- 
slaught made upon it—has 
recoveréd, when it fcels the ground 
firm under its feet, when it feels fully 
able to deal with any set of circum- 
stances that may arise, then one can 
consider the releasc of those men—even 
thc rclcase of those who were the prime 
movers and prime instigators of the 
criminal conspiracy of the last two 
years. Then, and not till then, would 
we be justified in considering the 
matter. 

Question put. 


Thc Dáil divided.—Tá, 45; Níl, 10. 


Earnán de Blaghd. 

Séamus de Búrca. 

John Conlon. 

Bryan R. Cooper. 

Maighréad Ní Choileáin Bean Uí 
Dhrisceóil. 

P. J. Egan. 

Osmond Grattan Esmonde. 

H. J. Finlay. 

Desmond Fitzgerald. 

John Hennigan. 

Tomás Mac Artúir. 

Domhnall Mac Cárthaigh. 

Pádraig Mac Fadáin. 

Patrick McGilligan. 

Seán Mac Giolla *n Ríogh. 

Risteárd Mac Liam. 

Seoirse Mac Niocaill. 

Pádraig S. Mag Ualghairg. 

James Sproule Myles. 

Martin 3VI. Nally. 

John T. Nolan. 

Criostóir O Broin. 


Tá. 

I Seán 0 Bruadair. 

[ Próinsias O Cathail. 

Eoghan O Dochartaigh. 

| Séamus N. O Dóláin. 

} Tadhg O Donnabháin. 

Donchadh S. O Guaire. 
Aindriú 0 Laimhín. 
Séamus O Leadáin. 
Fionán O Loingsigh. 
Thomas 0*Mahony. 
Risteárd O Maolchatha. 
Séamus O Murchadha. 
Pádraig K. 0 hOgáin. 
Seán M. 0 Súilleabháin. 
Caoimhghín O hUigín. 
Seán Príomhdhail. 

Liam Thrift. 

Sir James Craig. 

Connor Hogan. 

Liam Mac Siogháird. 
Liam Mag Aonghusa. 
i Mícheál O hAonghusa. 

I Peadar S. O Dubhghaill. 


Pádraig F. Baxter. 

Séamus Mac Cosgair. 

Tomás Mac Eoin. 

Risteárd Mac Fheórais. 
Pádraig Mac Fhlannchadha. 


Níl. 

Tomás de Nógla. 

Tomás 0 Conaill. 

Aodh 0 Cúlacháin. 

Liam *0 Daimhín. 

Tadhg P. O Murchadha. 


Motion declared carried. 
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DAIL EIREANN LOANS AND 
FUNDS BILL, 1923—FIFTH STAGE. 

Mr. BLYTHE : I movc that this Bill 
do now pass. 

Question: “ That the Bill do now 
pass ”—pnt and agreed to. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

An Ceann Comhairle is issuing his cer- 
tificatc that this Bill is a Money Jiill 
for thc purposes of Artiele 35 of the 
Constitution. 

COURT OFFICERS (TEMPORARY 

APPOINTMENTS) BILL, 1923— 
REPORT STAOE. 

Mr. KEVIN O’HIGGINS: I move 
that this Bill be reeeived for íinal con- 
sidcration. 

Mr. WILSON: On the last day when 
this Bill was under discussion the 
Ministej* was not in attendance. I 
wantcd to rnake sure that the informa- 
tion I received already was correct. Is 
it a fact that these Civil Bill Officers 
are non-pensionable officers, and is it 
required to make provision íor these if 
they are deprived of their position by 
reason of this Bill 4 / A deputation of 
them waited on me, and 1 wanted to 
put their casc before the Minister. They 
say they are entitled under the Treaty 
to a pension if they arc deprived of 
office. Thc Minister saiu tliey were not 
pensionable officcrs. 

Mr. GOREY : A deputation of process 
servers. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: My informatio?i is 
that therc is no nccessity to mcntion 
these offieers in the Bill, and that they 
are non-pensionable. 

Question: That the Bill be received 
for íinal consideration ”—put and 
agreed to. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: This Bill passed its 
Second and Third Readings without 
discussion or amendmcnt. There was 
no amendment on the C.ommittee Stage 
and no amendment on the Report 
Stage, and if the Deputies agree I will 
take the fifth Stage now. Equally, if 
any Deputy dissents I will give proper 
notice. 


Question: “ That the Bill be taken 
through its remaining stage now yy — 
put and agreed to. 

Standing Orders accordingly sus- 
pended. 

Question: That the Bill do now 

pass yy —put and agreed to. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (COLLEC- 
TION OP RATES) BILL, 1923— 
COMMITTEE STAGE. 
MINISTER for LOCAL GOVERN- 
MENT (Mr. Burke) : I beg leave to 
move that we go into Gommittee to qon- 
vsider the Local Government (Collec- 
tion of Ratcs) Bill, 1923. 

Agreed. 

DAIL IN COMMITTEE. 

SECTION I. 

Where any person (in this Act 
called thc 11 defaulter ”) has not paid 
a rate or part of a rate to which this 
section applies and which is due and 
payable by hirn, it shall bc thc duty 
of the secretarv or cleidc of the local 
authority by which such rate was 
made, if and when instrueted so to 
do by an inspcctor of the Minister, 
to communicate to the Minister in the 
prescribed form aiul manner the 
name, residence, and place of busi- 
ness (if anyT of the dcfaulter, the 
amount due by him in respect of the 
rate aforesaid, and thc situation and 
description of thc propcrty in respect 
of which the said rate is payable (in 
this Act refcrred to as the ratcable 
property), and thereupon it shall be 
lawful for thc Mimster, it* and when 
he shall think proper, to issuo to the 
under-sheriíf of the county in which 
the rateable propei‘ty is situate or to 
the under-sheriff of any county in 
which the defaulter resides or has a 
place of business, a warrant in the 
prescribed form certifying the name 
of the defaulter, the amount due by 
him as aforesaid, and, as the case 
may require, the residence or place 
of business of the defaulter or the 
vsituation and dcscription of the rate- 
able property, and authorising such 
under-sheriíf to levy in accordance 
with the provisions of this Act thc 
amount aforcsaid. 

Mr. CONNOR HOGAN : I beg to 

move the amendment standing in my 
name, which reads as follows:— 
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To delete sub-section (1) and to 
substitute therefor as follows:— 

“ It shall be the duty of the Secre- 
tary or Clerk of any local authority 
by which a rate has been made if 
and when instructed to do so by an 
inspector of the Ministry of Local 
Oovernment to furnish in the pre- 
scribed form and manner, to the 
Minister for Local Cíovernment, the 
name of any pcrson (in this Act 
called the defaulter) who has not 
paid such rate or part of sueh rate 
due and payablc by him, and to 
which this section applies, togethcr 
with thc amount duc by the de- 
íaulter in respcct of the rate afore- 
said and the situation and descrip- 
tion of the property in respect of 
which thc said rate has l)een assessed 
(in this Act referred to as the rate- 
able property) and thereupon it shall 
]>e lawful for the Minister if and 
when he shall think proper to issue 
to the Under-Sheriff of the County iti 
wliich the ratealde property is 
situate, a warrant in the preseribed 
l'orm certifyino- the name of the de- 
faulter, the amount due by him as 
aforesaid and the situation and de- 
scription of the rateable propertv in 
respect of which the vatv is recovi»r- 
able, and authorising such Under- 
Sheriff to levy in aecordance with 
the provisions of this Act thc amount 
due aforesaid, provided however 
that. no pcrson shall be deemed a de- 
faulter within the meaning’ of this 
Act who has paid a ratc for any 
period between 30th September, 
1920, and 30th September, 1922, in 
respect of any property situated 
within the area of such loeal autho- 
rity to any pcrson actinj? or purport- 
ing to act with authority as collec- 
tors to the local authority afore- 
said.’ ’ 

This section departs radically from 
the first scction of the Bill introduced 
by the Minister for Local Government. 
In that section the Minister had power 
to send a certificatc of liability on any 
ratepayer to the Under-Sheriff of any 
county in which the' defaulter resides 
or has a place of business. That was 
one portion. But I hold that such a 
procedure is altogether wrong. Ratcs 
have been assessed, and the principlc 


governing the assessment of rates has 
been that the property was liable more 
than the individual. It had a local and 
not a mere pcrsonal effect. Under this 
Bill as introduced there is a radieal de- 
parture. The Minister at all times had 
power to go down on lands and places. 
There is nothing novel in it. As such 
we are not objecting. But why go into 
other lands or into any other pro- 
pcrty of thc defaulter? There are 
various reasons why a man may be a 
dofaulter, some of them even honour- 
able reasons. 

As a matter of fact, in law and prac- 
lice, thc premises which heretofore had 
been liable for the rates are not any 
other property held by the defaulter. 
At the present time, and seeing the 
enormous amount of poverty there is, 
the hardship is vcry grcat. Supposing 
a man had land in Clare and lives in 
Dublin, and that he has been deprived 
of the use of this land in Clare through 
uo fault o+* liis. is it right that his 
business in Dublin should be held liable 
for the rates on the farm in the County 
Clare, that he has not bccn able to use? 
There is a eonstitutional objection also. 
The land is there, and it was there for 
the past three years, when the rates 
could have been levied by distress, if 
n(»eossary. But that was not done. The 
defaulter in this case is not so much to 
blame as the County CounciU they 
eould have gone and iss.ucd a distress 
warrant, at the right time, .and season, 
if the ratcs that were due on such a 
farm had not been paid. The deduc- 
lion should now only be made from the 
eompensation which is being‘allowed to 
pcrsons who suffered injury to their 
nroperty. It is for the Minister for 
Finance to deduct from the compen- 
sation the amounts that would pay 
these rates, and to forward them to the 
Seeretaries of the Local Authorities. 
Now, the second portion of the amend- 
ment is: “ Provided, however, that no 
person shall be deemed a defaulter 
within the meaning of the Act who has 
paid a rate for any period bctween the 
30th September, 1920, and the 30th Sep- 
tember, 1922, in respect of any pro- 
T)erty situated within the area of such 
local authority to any person acting or 
purporting to act with authority as col- 
lectors to the local authoritv afore- 
said.” That is really designed to safe- 
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[Mr. Connor Hogan.] 
guard persons who paid unauthorised 
collectors who acted or purported to 
act under the Black and Tan regime. 
Under the provisions of the scction of 
the Bill introduced by the Minister 
there is no safeguard whatever to any- 
body who paid his rates under these 
circumstances. I can speak with au- 
thority on this matter, because I paid 
rates to one of those unauthorised col- 
lectors, yet I am returned as a defaul- 
ter. I can vouch for the payment I 
made, for I have a receipt, but undcr 
the provisions of this measure my re- 
ceipt is invalid. I hold the Minister 
ought to make some such provision 
against these things, and, seeing that 
he has not done so, I must ask the Com- 
mittee to accept this amendment. 

Mr. BURKE: I expoct that Deputy 
Connor Hogan has introduced this 
amendment with speeial reicrcnee to 
conditions in the County Clare. I 
know the eonditions down there are 
pretty bad, and that the farmers and 
other ratepayers are pretty hard hit 
as a result of having to undergo an 
unduly difhcult time during the Anglo- 
Irish war, and as a result of having 
exccptionally high rates. I do not scc 
the point in that part of his amend- 
ment which scems to take it for granted 
that no part of a defaultcr’s propcrty 
should be liable except the rateablc pro- 
perty. Thc* ratcablc property should, 
of eourse, be yrimarily liable, but, as 
soon as a ratepayer becomes a dcfaulter, 
aJÍ his personal property and he him- 
self beeome personally liable. So mueh 
for that part of the amendmcnt. I am 
aware of the faet that we have an 
ánomalous statc of affairs down in the 
County Clare. Some unauthorised 
people have gone around therc and 
have insisted on having rates paid to 
thcm without having any authority at 
all from the County Council. In some 
cases people paid these persons rates | 
knowing that they had no authority to 
collect the rates. In some cases they 
paid them the rates, knowing very well 
that they had no authority to collect. 
Then there are cases of people 
having receipts from persons who acted 
as rate-collectors, and who, in fact, did 
not pay their rates at all. I think 
Deputy Connor Hogan is aware of that 


fact also. On the whole, it is a very 
difficult situation to deal with, and you 
cannot deal with it by laying down any 
hard and fast rules and regulations. 
The way we have decided to deal with 
the matter, and we have done this afte’r 
consultation with the sub-sheriffs from 
other parts of the country, is to give 
the power to act in this matter to the 
Minister and to his inspectors. If we 
left that power to local individuals, 
cases of favouritism or, perhaps, cases 
of prejudice and of victimisation might 
oceur, and for that reason we have 
taken the matter out of the hands of 
the local people and left it to the 
Minister and to his inspectors. I will 
only act on the report of the inspector, 
and I will go carefully into each indi- 
vidual case, and will take cverv possible 
precaution to sec that no victimisation 
occurs. . 

Mr. CONNOR HOGAN: I am afraid 
that the Minister has not convinced me 
with his statement. I have laid it 
j down definitely in mv amendment that 
I no person should be deemed a delaulter 
who has paid rates for any period be- 
twcen the 30th September, 1920, and 
thc 30th September, 1922, in respect of 
any property situated within the area 
ot* the local authoritv to any person 
acting or purporting to act with 
authority as collectors to the local 
authority. I think that that disposes 
of the Minister's contention that par- 
ties have willingly paid rates to un- 
desirable people during the jieriod of 
the irregular campaign. I say the 30th 
September, 1922, and I delimited it, so 
that really the Minister cannot score 
any point on that. I do not want to 
stress the old-established proeedure that 
the rates should only be liable on the 
propeity. After all, is not that in keep- 
ing with the tracíitions of the past? 
And there is something in the nature of 
latent wisdom in it. The Dáil should 
seriously consider whether it is going 
to depart from established precedents 
at the suggestion of the Minister. I 
hope it will not. The Minister is more 
or less legislating for an abnormal 
period which will, we hope, soon pass 
away, and I do not think it advisable 
in the circumstances that we should 
make such a radical departure as he 
proposes. 
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Mr. BUBEE: I think the Deputy 
answered his own points very efifec- 
tively, when he said that I am legislat- 
ing for an abnormal period and when it 
is considered that the provisions of the 
Bill will only apply for a period of 
twelve months. 
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Mr. CONNOR HOGAN : Is not that a 

dangerous precedent to set up? 

Mr. BURKE : You cannot consider 
precedents when you are lcgislating for 
an abnormal period. Precedents only 
apply to normal periods. 

Amendment put. 


Thc Dáil divided.—Tá, 11; Níl, 47. 


Tá. 

Pádraig F. Baxter. | 

John Conlon. I 

Connor Hogan. I 

Séatnus Mac Cosgair. j 

Tomás Mac Eoin. 

Tadhg S. 0 Donnabháin. 

Níl. 

Earnán de Blaghd. 

Séamus de Búrca. 

Máighréad Ní Choileáin Bean Uí 
Dhrisceóil. 

Patrick J. Egan. 

Henry J. Finlay. 

John Good. 

John Hennigan. 

William Hewat. 

Domhnall Mac Cárthaigh. 

Maolmhuire Mac Eochadha. 

Pádraig Mac Fadáin. 

Seán Mac Giolla *n Ríogh. 

Seoirse Mac Niocaill. 

Liam Mac Sioghaird. 

Liam Mag Aonghusa. 

Martin M. Nally. 

Tomás de Nógla. 

John T. Nolan. 

Peadar O hAodha. 

Criostóir O Broin. 

Seán 0 Bruadair. 

Próinsias O Cathail. 

Eoghan 0 Dochartaigh. 


Donchadh S. 0 Guaire. 

Mícheál R. 0 hlfearnáin. 

Pádraig H. 0 hOgáin (Luimneach). 
Risteárd Mac Liam. 

Tomás 0 Conaill. 


Séamus N. 0 Dóláin. 

Peadar S. O Dubhghaill. 
Pádraig 0 Dubhthaigh. 
Fionán O Loingsigh. 

Thomas 0’Mahony. 

Tadhg P. 0 Murchadha. 
Scamus O Murchadha. 

Seán M. 0 Súilleabháin. 
Caoimhghin O hUigín. 

Seán Priomhdhail. 

Liam Thrift. 

Tomás Mac Artúir. 

Risteárd Mac Fheorais. 
Pádraig Mac Fhlannchadha. 
Patrick Mac Gilligan. 
Pádraig S. Mag Ualghairg. 
James Sproule Myles. 
Mícheál 0 hAonghusa. 

Aodh 0 Cúlacháin. 

Liam O Daimhín. 

Domhnall O Muirgheasa. 
Eamon S. 0 Dúgáin. 
Aindriú O Láimhín. 

Séamus 0 Leadáin. 


Amendment declared lost. 


Amendmcnt 2: “ In sub-seetion (2) 
to dclcte the words ‘ Aftcr a warrant 
has been issucd ’ at thc bcginning of 
thr» sub-scction and to substitutc thorc- 
for the words:— 

“ ‘On the expiration of six days J 
elear notict- to thc pcrson liablc for any 
rate made by such local authority to 
whieh this scction applics, a warrant 
shall bc issuable. M 

Mr. CONNOR HOOAN: T movc this 
amendmcnt. The effcct would be that 
a defaulter would have an opportunity, 
seeing he hacl rcceived notice, of going 
to the Under-Sheriff, paying the 
amount, and thereby saving himself a 
good deal of cost, the Under-Sherifif a 
good deal of trouble, and the Adminis- 


tration somc littlc discrcdit. If the 
words are not inscrtcd, or something 
equivalcnt substitutcd, thc defaulter 
bcing unaware of the issuc of the war- 
rant, loses thc right of paying the 
Sheriff bcforc hc visits tho premises in 
rcspect of whieh the default ariscs. 

Mr. BURKE : If thc Deputy will 
look at sub-scction (5) hc will see 
that notico is givcn there in a gencral 
way to dcfaultcrs in the various dis- 
tricts to whieh this Bill ^vill be applic- 
ablo. I think if special notice was 
given in^the way the Deput.y suggests, 
whcn the Under-Sheriff would go there 
to seize, he would find that the cattle 
and horscs and, perhaps, the ducks and 
pigs, would be removed, perhaps, to 
some less accessible point. For that 
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[Mr. Burke.] 
reason I cannot see my way to accepl 
this amendment. 

Amendment pnt and declared lost. 

Mr. CONNOR HOGAN: I beg to 

itove amendment No. 3:— 

To insert immediately before sub- 
sectíon (5) a new sub-section as 
follows 

“ Every such order made by thc 
Minister under the foregoing sub- 
section shall be laid upon the table of 
each House of the Oireachtas as soon 1 
as may be aftcr it is made and if 
either of these houscs shall within 
twenty-one days next. ensuing after 
such Ilouse has sat. pass a rcsolutfon 
annulling such ordcr, such ordcr 
shall then bc annullcd, but no pro- 
eeedings shall lic against any pcrson 
for any act donc prcviously under 
tlie terms of sueh order.” 

That is a necessary eoroilary to sub- 
section (4) (quoted). This, at lcast, 
should not bc contcntious. Orders 
made by the Minister are invariably 
laid beforc the Houscs of thc Oireach- 
tas, and I do not sce why in this in- 
stance similar procedurc should not bc 
followcd. 

Mr. BURKE: There is a ccrtain ele- 
ment of truth in what Deputy Ilogan 
8ays, that orders of this kind are usu- 
ally Iaid on the table of the House, but 
a dístinction has to be made. This is 
purely an administrative matter, and it 
eomes solely under my jurisdiction. If 
I am not to be pcrmitted powers of this 
kind, you might as well do without a 
Miníster for Local Government alto- 
gether and run that Department 
throngh a Committee of the Dáil. There 
ís ín this very Bill provision for laying 
certain Orders on the table of the Dáil, 
but those provisions apply because in 
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that case 1 am vested with more or less 
quasi-legislative powers. In Sub- 
section 3 of Section 7 of the Bill, 
I am empowered to adopt cer- 
tain enactments. For that reason 
my powers are practically quasr- 
legislative. This is purcly an adminis- 
trative matter, and I think it would be 
very unusual, and not in accordance 
with any precedent, to ask me to accede 
to the amendment. For that reason I 
cannot acccpt it. 

Mr. CONNOR HOGAN : The Minister 
surely must have forgotten that both 
Houses of the Oireachtas are in the 
position of being watch-dogs of the 
people’s rights. He speaks about it 
being an administrative matter. That 
very fact, in essence, calls for the pro- 
duetion of his orders and the placing 
of thcm on the table of the House. It 
is really needless to stress the point. It 
would bc wrong and altogether incon- 
sistent with public policy to give the 
Minister a free hand in applying this 
highly contentious measure, which may 
provoke very bitter animosities in the 
country. 

Mr. BURKE: I make hundreds of 
Orders practieally every day, in the 
eoursc of my ordinary administrative 
duties, and it would be a very ridicu- 
lous thing to ask me to lay all those 
Orders on the table of the Ilouse. I 
do not see why I should make any dis- 
tinction in this particular case. The 
Deputy has not advanccd any reason to 
show why I should make a distinction. 

Mr. HOGAN: Would not those Or- 
ders necessarily arise out of an Act of 
Parliament ? 

Mr. BURKE : They all arise in 
6 o’cloch, that way. 

Qucstion put. 


DAIL EIREANN. 


The Committcc dividod,- Tá, 11; Níl, 37. 
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Pádraig F. Baxter. 

John Conlon. 

Connor Hogan. 

Séamus Mac Cosgair. 

Tomás Mac Eoin. 

Pádraig Mac Fhlannchadha. 


30 Janu ahy, 1924. 


Aodh O Cúlacháin. 

Tadhg S. O Donnabháin. 
Donchadh S. O Guaire. 

Mícheál R. O hlfearnáin. 

Pádraig H. 0 hOgáin (Luimneach). 


Earnán de Blaghd. 

Séamus Breathnach. 

Seán Buitléir. 

Séamus de Búrca. 

Louis J. D'Alton. 

Máighréad Ní Choileáin Bean Uí 
Dhrisceóil. 

Patrick J. Egan. 

Henry J. Finlay. 

John Good. 

John Hennigan. 

William Hewat. 

Domhnall Mac Cárthaigh. 
Maolmhuire Mac Eochadha. 
Pádraig Mac Fadáin. 

Seán Mac Giolla 'n Ríogh. 

Seoirse Mac Niocaill. 

Liam Mac Sioghaird. 

Liam Mag Aonghusa. 


Martin M. Nally. 

Tomás de Nógla. 

John T. Nolan. 

Peadar 0 hAodha. 
Criostóir O Broin. 

Seán O Bruadair. 
Próinsias 0 Cathail. 
Eoghan 0 Dochartaigh. 
Séamus N. O Dóláin. 
Peadar S. 0 Dubhghaill. 
Pádraig 0 Dubhthaigh. 
Fionán 0 Loinsigh. 
Thomas 0’Mahony. 
Tadhg P. O Murchadha. 
Séamus O Murchadha. 
Seán M. O'Súilleabháin. 
Caoimhghín O hUigín. 
Seán Príomhdhail. 

Liam Thrift. 


Amondment declared lost. 


Question: That Seetion 1 stand 

part ot! the Bill ”—put and agreed to. 

SECTION 2. 

(1) Immediately upon rcceipt 
from the Minister of a warrant iinder 
this Act, the nnder-sheriff shall pro- 
cecd to levv the sum therein certified 
to bc due by the defaulter by seizing i 
all or any of the goods, animals and í 
other chattels within his bailiwick j 
belonging to thc defaulter named in 
the warrant or to bc found on the 
rateable property mentioned in the 
warrant, and for such purpose thc 
under-sheriff shall have the like 
powers of seizing all goods and chat- 
tels found on the rateable property 
as a rate-collcctor has under his war- 
rant, and shall also have all such 
rights, powers, and duties as are for 
the time being vested in or imposed 
on an under-sherifF by law in relation 
to the execution of a writ of fieri 
facias (so far ás the same are not in- 
consistent with the rights, powers, 
and duties next hereinafter men- 
tioned) and shall also have all the 
rights, powers, and duties conferred 
on him by sub-sections (3) to (13) in- 
clusive of Section 7 of the Finance 
Act, 1923 (No. 21 of 1923), and ac- 
cordingly those sub-sections shall ap- 


ply as if thc references therein to a 
j ecrtificate included references to a 
j warrant issued )>y the minister under 
this Act. 

Mr. CONNOR HOGAN: There is an 
j ainendment to Section 2 standing in my 
! name. Undcr the circumstanecs thepe 
is no use in putting forward this 
amendmcnt, so I withdraw it. It 
reads:— 

In sub-seetion (1), lincs 15 and 16, 
to dclete the words “ within his baili- 
wick, belonging to the defaulter 
nanud in thc warrant or. M 
Amcndnicnt not moved. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I beg to move:— 

In sub-scction (1), line 27, after 
the words and figures “ (No. 21 of 
1923) ” to insert the words “ other 
than the power confcrred by sub-sec- 
tion (6) of the aforesaid section to 
sell at any place outside the terri- 
torial boundaries of Saorstát Eireann 
goods, animals or chattels taken in 
execution. ,, 

The object of this amendment is. to 
prevent* the Sheriff’s oíficer, having 
seized goods in default of rates, from 
taking those goods to Scotland, Eng- 
land, France, China or Pernambuco for 
sale. Unless this amendment is ac- 
cepted, the powers under the Act 
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[Mr. Johnson.] 

would allow the Sherií¥, having seized 
goods, to take them anjrvvhcre, to sc- 
cure a sale, and charge the expenses of 
the transfer to the dcbtor. The rc- 
quirements of the casc, I think, make L 
clear that whcre goods arc seized in 
this country, at this time, or at any 
time in the future, thcre is no need to 
give power to the Sheriíf to take thcm 
outside the jurisdiction of the Frec 
State. I rather expect that the Minis- 
ter will accept this amendment. There- 
fore, I wili not enlarge upon the argu- 
ments at present. 

Mr. BURKE: If Deputy Johnson 
were moving an amendment which cur- 
tailed the sheriff’s power to sell goods 
outside his own hailiwick, I would op- 
pose it very determinedly. Ilowever, 
this only restricts the power to sell out- 
side the territorv of An Saorstát, and 
there does scem to be something in 
favour of that point. I wouhl like to 
consider it if the Dcputy u r ould raise it, 
on the Report stage. I do nnt like to 
decide finally on the matter at this 
stagc. 

Mr. JOHNSON: The amcndment is 
not a sprung amcndment, and I thinlc 
it would be better if the Minister would 
aoííept it, and thcn consider any verbal 
modifications on the Iteport Stage. But 
this amendmcnt has becn handed in for 
several days, and it has had some con- 
sideration I have no doubt. I urge 
that the Minister would accept it. It 
was certainly not the intention, and it 
does not follow in the least from this 
amcndment, that it shouhl confine the 
sale to the bailiwick of the Sheriff. 
This amendment endeavours to restriet 
the salo to somcwlicre within the terri- 
torial boundaries of An Saorstát. 1 
would perhaps remind the Minister of 
the discussion that took place on the 
Finance Bill on this vcry point. I think 
that if Deputy Magennis were herc he 
would be a very hcarty supporter of 
this amendment of mine. He spoke 
very eloquently and vcry convincingl:- 
in its favour the last time it was under 
consideration. The rcasons urged 
against it at that time were, of course, 
the state of the country. If the Minis 7 
ter wants to delay the time to consider 
this very obvious question, he can i 


I hardly be inclined to plead the state of 
the country. Otherwise it is a condem- 
nation of the Oovernment of the last 
six months. I will ask the Minister to 
accept this now, and then if there is 
any verbal change required at a later 
stage, he could produce that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BURKE : The difficulty is that 
it will not be a ease of a verbal change. 
lt will be a question either of accepting 
the principle or not aceepting it. I 
have a diffieulty in doing that at the 
prcscnt moment. The faet is that 
Deputy Johnson moved a similar 
amendment to this, in the last session 
of An Dáil, and I think that amend- 
ment was turned down. And it is pre- 
cisely because I think the eondjtions 
have changed considerably in the Free 
State since then, that I am not. disposed 
to turn that down at present. If this 
Bill had eome up then, I would refusc 
to consider thc amendmcnt, but I 
would like to discuss this amendment 
with the other Ministers before coming 
to a decision on the matter. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I do not. object to 
the Minister for Local Oovernment 
desiring to confcr with other Ministcrs 
on a matter within his Department. 
But the Minister sur*dy is going to 
accept responsibility to the Dáil for a 
Bill he has brought in dealing with his 
own Department and for which the 
Executive Council is not responsible. 
It is quite clear that it is necessary to 
state a case for this amendment. The 
Ministcr is not prepared to accept the 
amendment. In fact he wants to have 
power given to the Sheriff who has 
seized goods in lieu of rates to take 
those goods away to England or Scot- 
land and sell them by auction, and to- 
charge against the debtor all the 
expenses of that sale. 

I say that is a very bad principle.to 
embody in a Bill. It is bad in tlie 
Finance Bill. It is bad in the Enforce- 
ment of Law Bill, and it is ten times 
worse in this Bill. I wonder can the 
Minister for Finance help the Minister 
for Local Government by telling hini 
if there has been a case. since either of 
those two Bills was passed, which 
required that the Sheriff should take 
seized goods over the water, or to the* 
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North of Ireland, to sell them by public 
auction for the purpose of paying the 
rates? I doubt very much that there 
has been a single case of the kind. 
There may have been. I ask Deputies 
to bear in mind what is possible under 
the Bill, and to declare whether or not 
they are in favour of it. An under- 
Sheriff may seize goods and he may 
please himself whether he takes those 
goods to England or Scotland, or the 
North of Ireland, or any other eountry 
undcr thc sun, to sell them, so long as 
he cannot be accused of maliee, and he 
can charge the debtor with the expense 
of transferring the goods. I am mov- 
ing that power should not be conferred 
upon an under-Sheriff, and the Mini- 
ster hesitates to accept that. I would 
ask the Dáil to express its own views 
whether or not those powers should bc 
given to an under-Sheriff. 

Mr. BLYTHE: There is a point to bc 
remembcred in this. Onee we gave the 
Sheriff power to sell outside his haili- 
wick we ought not to prevent him sell- 
ing in a place that might be in the best ! 
interests of the debtor or defaulter. 
For instance, if goods were seized in 
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Donegal, adjacent to Derry City, and 
it was a question of sending the goods 
to Derry or Dublin for sale, it might 
be dehnitely to the advantage of the 
defaulter or the debtor that they 
should be sent to Derry rathcr than 
to Dublin. That. is a point some weight 
might be attached to. In general, we 
can feel the force of the argument, if 
circumstances permit, for confíning the 
power of the Sheriff to sending goods 
to a place solely inside the Saorstát. 
The essential thing is the power to sell 
outside his bailiwick. Once you allow 
thc Sheriff to sell outside his bailiwick, 
there are advantages, perhaps, in giv- 
ing him thc wider discretion. I do not 
know of any case in which goods have 
been sent across the water, or into the 
i Six Counties, sincc either of the Acts 
I mentioned camc into operation. There 
I may have heen such cases, but they 
1 were very few. That rather goes to 
| indicate there is not any great likeli- 
! hood of a person suffering as a result 
of this provision. 

Amendment put. 

The Dáii divided.—Tá, 15; Níl, 39. 


30 January, 1924. 


John Conlon. 

Connor Hogan. 

Séamus Mac Cosgair. 

Tomás Mac Eoin. 

Pádraig Mac Fhlannchadha. 

Aodh O Cúlacháin. 

Tadhg S. O Donnabháin. 

Pádraig H. 0 hOgáin (Luimneach). 


Earnán de Blaghd. 

Séamus Breathnach. 

Séamus de Búrca. 

Louis J. D’Alton. 

Máighréad Ní Choileáin Bean Uí 
Dhrisceóil. 

Patrick J. Egan. 

Henry J. Finlay. 

John Good. 

John Hennigan. 

William Hewat. 

Domhnall Mac Cárthaigh. 
Maolmhuire Mac Eochadha. 
Pádraig Mac Fadáin. 

Seán Mac Giolla 'n Ríogh. 

Seoirse Mac Niocaill. 

Liam Mac Sioghaird. 

Martin M. Naily. 

John T. Nolan. 

Peadar 0 hAodha. 


Tá. 

• Seán Buitléir. 

Risteárd Mac Fheorais. 

! Tomás de Nógla. 

i Tomás O Conaill. 

Liam O Daimhín. 

1 Domhnall O Muirgheasa. 

i Tadhg P. O Murehadha. 


Níl. 

Criostóir 0 Broin. 

Seán O Bruadair. 

Próinsias O Cathail. 
Eoghan 0 Dochartaigh. 
Séamus N. O Dóláin. 
Peadar S. O Dubhghaill. 

| Pádraig 0 Dubhthaigh. 

1 Fionán O Loingsigh. 

Thomas 0’Mahony. 

! Séamus 0 Murchadha. 

j Seán M. O Súilleabháin. 

Seán Príomhdhail. 

Liam Thrift. 

Liam T. Mac Cosgair. 
Patrick Mac Gilligan. 
Pádraig S. Mag Ualghairg. 
Mícheál 0 hAonghusa. 
Aodh O Cinnéide. 

Eamon S. O Dúgáin. 
Aindriu O Láimhín. 


Amendment declared lost. 
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AN CEANN COMHAIRLE at this , 
stage resumed the Chair. 

Mr. DUOOAN : I beg to move amend- 
mcnt No. 6 to delete sub-section (2). 

I move thc deletion of this sub-sec- 
tion which gives priority to warrants 
issued under the section over othcr war- 
rants in the hands of sub-sheriífs. It is 
not intended to press for that priority. 

Mr. JOHNSON: One is in a difficulty 
here. We are asked to judge between 
two allegiances—that due to the Minis- 
ter for Locai Government and that due 
to the Minister for Finance—and any 
other citizen who has got a judgment 
may go hang. But as bctween the 
Minister íor Finance, and the Minister 
for Loeal Government, there may come 
the question as to whether a claim for 
income tax and a seizure for income 
tax due should have priority over a 
seizure for ratcs due. The Minister for 
Local Government desires that rates 
should have a preference, and that what 
is due to the local eouncils should be 
paid first, or at least that the seizure 
and the warrant for scizure on account 
of del)ts duc for rates should have 
priority over a warrant of' seizure for 
debts due for income tax. Apparently 
the Income Tax Department has been 
in conílict with the Local Government 
Department, and the Dáil is now asked 
to eome between thesc two Departments 
of Government and say which they will 
choose to support. That is a difficult 
position to put the Dáil in, and I think 
that Deputy Duggan ought to inform 
us whether he has been able to make 
up the difference bctwccn the two 
Ministei*s. Pcrhaps it is not desirable, 
perhaps it is better that the Minister 
for Finance should come forward and 
make his claim, and that the Minister 
for Loeal Government should make his 
claim. I am inclined, on this 
oceasion, at all events, to stand with 
the Minister for Local Government and 
to urge that the rates should have a 
first claim upon Ihe goods seized under 
these warrants. I think on the whole 
the Minister for Local Government has 
got a prior claim, and I am inclined 
to support the argument that it may 
be an advantage to support the 
Minister for Local Government in his 
original desire if he still desires to h&vo 
precedence óver the Minister for 


Finance. I am quite prepared to re- 
consider the position, but I think it 
would be necessary to have some argu- 
ment addueed in favour of the change. 

Major COOPER: It is evident there 
is one other condition attaching to the 
position of a Minister who is not a 
member of the Executive Council be- 
yond the fact that he is irremovable 
during the lifctime of the Dáil. Once 
he secures Government time for.a Bill 
he can put into that Bill anything he 
likes without eonsulting the Executive 
I Council. We are now in a deadlock, 
' and I suppose the Minister will have to 
try to resolve the difficulty that has 
arisen. Having regard to the case 
that Deputy Johnson has made, I think 
it would be very desirable to have the 
point argued, and that we sliould be 
told why income tax should have pri- 
ority over rates, and vicc versa. Natu- 
rally, until we are told that, I do not 
see how we can very wisely proceed 
with this amendment, or whether the 
1 excuse is that the Minister for Local 
Government has been overruled by the 
Exccutive Council, or whcther the point 
that is dealt with in this amendment 
was overlooked when the Bill was first 
introduced. I think a little more en- 
Jightenment on the issue raised by this 
amendment would be very valuable in- 
deed to the Dáil. 

Mr. BURKE: As Deputy Cooper is 
aw r are, I am after accepting this amcnd- 
ment. I, naturally, as Minister for 
Local Government, endeavoured to 
make this Bill as strong as possible, and 
perhaps for propagandist reasons it was 
as well to let the Bill stand as long as 
possiblc in the form that perhaps might 
be most effeetive for my purpose. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: We will remem- 
ber that. 

Mr. BURKE: However, other con- 
siderations havc to be taken into ac- 
count as well as the consideration 
affecting one particular Department. 
Representations have been made to me 
from various quarters all over the coun- 
try that this provision, if it were left 
Here unamended, might cause a serious 
and undue hardship to people who are 
trying to recover debts for perhaps 
the last twelve months, and even over a 
longex period. As a reshVt oi these 
representations, I agreed with them 
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that it was better withdraw this, and 
not insist on a priority for any kind 
of debt, either for rates, income tax, 
land annuities or any debts of that 
kind. 

Amendment put and agreed to. 

Question: “ That Section 2, as 
amended, stand part of the Bill. n 

Professor THRIFT: 0n the motion 
that the Section, as amendcd, stand 
part of the Bill, I desire to say that 
while I havc not put down any amend- 
ment myself I think this rnotion affords 
me an opportunity to say a word or 
two on the gencral question, and par 
ticularly with a view to get an assur- 
ance froni thc Minister that he does 
not think that the proposed Section 
will solve the real difficultv that exists 
at prescnt with regard to the collcction 
of rates. I am sure thc Minister is 
aware as to how unsatisfactory the 
position is, both bccause of the com- 
plexity and even diversity of the law 
under whieh rates are collccted. I do i 
not think he would contend that the | 
powers given to him under this Bill 
will really solvc the difficulty. I am 
sure he is aware t.hat these difficultie^ j 
exist, partieularly with regard to 
cases where holdings are small and i 
where thcy are held as small weekly 
tenancies, principally from District 
Councils, and in cases wherc the power 
for rccovery of the rates would lapse 
if the rates were not paid by a certain 
date. That provision applies espeeially 
in the case of urban rates, but I under- 
stand the power would not lapse in 
the case of poor ratc. I do not think it 
is necessary for me to elaborate the 
difficulties that prevail, becausc I am 
sure the Minister is aware of them. I 
merely raise the question in order tr 
get an assurance from him that he is 
aware of the fact, and that, perhaps, 
he will introduce a measure to deal 
with the whotething in a general way 
at as early a date as possible. I 
recognise that he could not do it very 
well in a temporary measure of this 
kind, and, therefore, I did not think it 
well to put down any amendment. 

Mr. BURKE : I am aware of the fact 
that Professor Thrift calls my attention 
to. As he admits, this is a Bill to deal 


with a purely urgent situation, and 
there is nothing in it of a permanent 
charaeter. Later on, when we are con- 
sidering the whole question of rates in 
legislation of a permanent form, I will 
take his representation into considera- 
tion. 

Question: “ That the Scction, as 
amended, stand part of the Bill, M put 
and agreed to. 

Sections 3 to 9, inelusive, passed 
without discussion or amendment. 

Title agreed to. 

DAIL RESUMES. 

Bill reported with amendments. 
Ordcred for Fourth Stage, Wednosday, 
6th February. 

SUMMER TIME BILL. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I wish to inform 
the L)áil that it is not proposed to pro- 
cced with the Committee Stagc of the 
Sumrner Time Bill. The Frcnch 
Covernment. have made arrangements 
for the holding of a conference, in the 
hope of arriving at a common date for 
the commencing and ending of Sununer 
Time. Represented at the conference 
thcre will be Belgium aiul llolland, 
Great Britain, and, of course, the 
French Govermnent. In the despatch 
informing us of the proposal to hold 
this conference, we were asked whether 
we would wish to send a representa- 
tive. It is not proposed to send a 
representative, but I think it would be 
advisable to mark time with regard 
to this Bill pending the result of the 
conference. Consequently, I do not 
propose to proceed with the Committee 
Stage. 

Mr. WILSON : Ilaving regard to the 
fact that we are the most westerly 
country, and that this Bill most vitallv 
affects our country—Belgium and 
Ilolland could not legislate for coun- 
tries so westward as we are—I think 
the Ministcr should recomsider the* 
question of sending a representative' 
from Ireland. 

Mr.^ 0 ’HIGGINS : Thcre is no inten- 
tion to allow either Bclgium or 
ITolland, or both, to legislate for this 
country. 

Mr. OOKEY: Considering the- 
different circumstanccs and tbe' 
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|Mr. Gorey.] 

diíferent position gcographically, I sug- 
gest to the Minister that it would be 
advisable to send a representative from 
this country ? and that the Executive 
Council should reconsider their deei- 
sion. 

Mr. O’HIOGINS: The mattcr has 
been considered and the view is that 
the advantage would not justify the 
cost, and, thereforc, we do not propose 
to participate. 

Order for Third Stage of Summer 
Time Bill discharged. 

MINISTERS AND SECRETARIES 
BILL.—REPORT. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : The 

next item on the Orders of the Day is 
the Fourth Stage of the Ministers and 
Secretaries Bill. Is there any respon- 
sible person to say whether it is pro- 
posed to proceed with it? 

Major COOPER : Is it open to report 
progress? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: We are 

not in Committec, but the adjournment 
oi' the Dáil ean be moved. 

Major COOPER: There is no Mini- 
ter, who is a member of the Executive 
Council, present and we are now tak- 
ing Executive Council business. I did 
not raise the matter during the last Bill, 
because the Minister for Local Govern- 
ment was in his place. 

The PRESIDENT entered the 
Chamber at this stage. 

Major COOPER: As the President 
has just entered, I do not intend to 
proceed. 

The PRESIDENT: There are some 
amendments that have not yet been 
completed, and I ask the permission 
of the Dáil to have the Report Stage of 
this Bill adjourned until our next meet- 
ing. 

Order for Report Stage discharged, 
to be taken first day of next weefc's 
sitting. 


CIVIL SERVICE REGULATIONS 
(No. 2) BILL, 1923.—FROM THE 
SEANAD. 

MINISTER for FINANCE (Mr. 

Blythe) : I do not think it would^ be 
worth while taking this in the time 
that is availahle. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : If the 

Minister’s proposals are being opposed, 
he would not get very far before 7 
I o’cloclc 

Mr. BLYTHE : In that case, I move 
that the matter be postponed until thc 
first day on whieh the Dáil meets next 
week. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: May I sug- 
gest, with all deference, that w r hen this 
is brought forward in the next Order 
Paper, that in addition to the motion 
by the Minister for Finance —“ That 
the Dáil do not agree with the Seanad 
in Amendment No. 1 —that the 
amendment might be printed on the 
same Paper as the Minister’s motion. 

Major COOPER: May I further sug- 
gest that as the Seanad made more than 
one amendment the Minister should in- 
dicate what coursc he proposes to take 
with regard to the remaining amend- 
ments? 

Mr. BLYTHE: I propose to suggest 
to the Dáil to agree with the remaining 
amendments. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: My sugges- 
tion simply was that wherever the 
Seanad amendments appear that the 
Minister’s motions, respecting the same, 
should appear on the same Paper, op- 
posite them. It would rather facilitate 
Deputies in following the business un- 
der consideration. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : It has 

been the practice to print amendments, 
when there are a number of them, on a 
separate sheet. If Deputies think it 
would be a better method to put them 
on the Order Paper, that can be done. 
of course. I take it this Order is being 
postponed until the first day of the Sit- 
ting next week. 

Agreed. 
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Beport of Canal and 

PRIVATE BUSINESS. 

Motion by Deputy TOMÁS MAC 
EOIN : 

“ To movo for a Rcturn showing 
(a) thc numbers of persons in re- 
ceipt of old age pensions in the 
Saorstát in the last five years and 
the aggregatc amount of the pen- 
sions in cach vear, and showing for 
the last or any rcc-mt ynar (1)) thc 
numbers of pensioners paid at each 
weekly rate of pension and the 
numbers of those paid at the maxi- 
mum rate who possessed private 
means valued at lOs. and smaller 
amounts weekly. ,> 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: If this 
is an unopposed motion we might take 
it now. 

Mr. BLTTHE : It is not oxaetly un- 1 
opposed. Part of the information can- 
not be got without an enormous amount 1 
of trouble. I will just state the posi- 
tion. I cannot give him the number 
of persons in receipt of old age pen- 
sions in the Saorstát for the last five 
years, because the returns have only 
been kept separate for the last two 
years. I can give him returns for the 
whole of Ireland for a good period. 
Then I can give him the figures for the 
Saorstát in the year ending September 
30th, 1922, and the year ending Sep- 
tember 30th, 1923. I can give him the 
number of persons having the full pen- 
sion, the number having 8s., the num- 
ber 6s., the number 4s., the number 
2s., and the number ls.; but there is 
no record kept as to thc amount of 
means of any person who has lOs. or 
less. The return that comes in simply 
means not exceeding £26 5s. a year, 
or there is nothing available. It would 
mean an examination in each case. If 
we werc doing something like altering 
the schedule where an examination óf 
each case would bc required. it could 
be given, but for the purpose of privatc 
information it would mean that pen- 
sion officers would have to visit each 
individual pensioner and make cnqui- 
ries which would mean an enormous 
amount of trouble and would take 
many months. 

Mr. JOHNSON : My desire is for a . 
retum, in the light of information that 
is already avaiUrtAe. I tmderstood that I 
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such information as was intended to 
be asked for has been published in 
previous years, not perhaps in the 
Saorstát. But when asked íor in the 
Britísh House of Commons in past 
vears, similar information was uvail- 
able. I tliink thc information which the 
Minister has indicated as being avail- 
able would qiiitc satisfy my require- 
ments. 

Mr. BLYTHE : I can give most of 
the information, except the number of 
persons having lOs. and under; they 
are all in one group as far as our 
figures are concerned. I could not 
separate them without a great deal of 
labour. Thé other information, so far 
as it is available, I can furnish to the 
Deputy. 

AN CEANN OOMHAIRLE: If the 

motion is proceedcd with, we would 
need to amend it. 

Mr. BLYTHE: It would be much 
easier if the Deputy would allow me to 
furnish all the information available, 
without the motion. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I am satisfied. 
Motion not moved. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: The 

return promised will be placed upon 
the Paper when available. 

REPORT OF CANAL AND WATER- 
WAYS COMMISSION. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: I move 
That the Dáil is of opinion that 
the Executive Council should put 
into elfect the récommendations of 
the Report of the Oanals and Inlaild 
\Vaterways Commission, July, 1923. M 
In setting down this motion my 
primary intention was to get from the 
Ministry some declaration of policy in 
regard to a report that would be admit- 
ted to be of very considerable import- 
ance. There have been, I believe, some- 
thing like seven or eight different Com- 
missions during the past century in 
connection with the canals and inland 
waterways of Ireland. I think I am 
correct in saying that there is hardly 
one, if there be one single recommen- 
dation, made by one single Commis- 
sion, during the whole of that tim«. 
that has been put into operatiop. Jjt 
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would be a pity, I think, if in the Free 
State a Commission of this importance, 
dealing 'with a matter of this import- 
ance, were to have reserved for it the 
same fate as has been reserved for all 
earlier Commissions, dealing with the 
same question. I am sure that the 
Ministry will agree that, whether the j 
report be or be not of sueh a nature as 
should be put into cffect, in all its pro- 
visions, it is at least deserving and 
worthy of some Ministerial statement 
as to what is going to be done. I am 
not going into the details of the report. 

It is a very lengthy doeument. It has 
gone into a mass of matcrial, some of 
it dealing with the histofy of eanals 
and w T aterways in Ireland, and it has 
made a definite series of recommenda- 
tions, all of which have bcen very care- 
fully considered by the Commission. 
In general outline, the proposal of the 
Commission is that the canals and 
watenvays of Jreland should be 
nationalised—shonld be undertaken bv 
the State and run by the State. I need 
not labour the importance of these 
canals—and when I say canals I include 
the various waterways, whether rivers 
or otherwise, tliat make of the wholc 
one single, complicatod pattern of com- 
munication other than communication 
by rail—but they are vital, and eould 
be made of very great service, indccd, 
to the eeonomic life of this country. lt 
has been stated by thc Commission— 
and I have heard it stated in publie for 
a long number of years—that if the 
canals and w r atenvays were to be 
worlced properly as one system utider 
single control, that tho costs of trans- 
port in Ireland could be very materi- 
ally reduced. It follows that if the cost 
of transport in Ireland could bc 
materiallv reduced, the cost of living 
in Ireland could be redueed too. Takc 
only one part of the country—the great 
Midland plain. Take thc towns of Mul- 
lingar, Athlone and Ballinasloe. I do 
not touch upon those for any reason 
except that they furnish an example 
of what can be said of a good many 
other towns. If the canal 
7 o'clocJc. connecting these towns were 
put into proper repair and 
equipped as canals would be equipped 
in any other country in the world, 
the cost of commodities in these 
towns would be very materially 


reduced, especially those commo- 
dities that are drawn, under the 
conditions under which we live, from 
the imports received by this country 
from other countries. More than that, 
there are manufacturing products—I 
include in manufacturing products, ,, ‘ 
industry, not alone as the term is used 
iu other countries, but as it is used here 
in respeet of our chief industry, agri- 
eulture—and the frcights on the export 
of those produets to the ports of this 
country could also be materially re- 
duced in respect of such commodities 
as can be sent by the waterwavs. There 
is a very execllent reason why the canal 
«;ystem of this country should be under- 
taken under onc single direction—that 
single direction preferably being the 
direction of the State—and worked for 
the national advantage, morc or less on 
the lines recommendcd by this report. 

I realise very wcll—no Dcputy can 
fail to realise—that the Government at 
the present moment have undertaken 
probably as many problems as they 
can hope satisfactorily to solve. I do 
not know what reply the Government 
will make to the proposition put up to 
it by the Canal Commission, but if the 
Govcrnmcnt should reply, We have 
in hands about as much as we can hope 
to undertake, ,, I think they will have 
stated something vcry reasonable from 
their point of view. But if that answer 
should be returii(»d, the problem of the 
Canals will still remain a problem de- 
serving of immediate attention. I 
think myself—I have long been of the 
conviction, and I say it here now as 
prefatory to anything else I may follow 
with—that the right way in which the 
canals and waterways in this country 
should be worked would be under one 
single direction, and that that single 
direction should be the direction of the 
State. I am fortifíed in that convic- 
tion by the fact that practically every 
other country has done the same. In 
France and in other countries, as this 
Report sets out—I will not go into the 
details of it—all the canals are run 
under the. direction of. the State. In 
France it is insisted upon that the rates 
quotable hy canals should be at least 15 
per cent. lower than tfee rates quotable 
by rail, although thé State runs both 
raií and canal. I Vepeat that I think 
the best method by which this problem 
can be answered would be by State 



737 Eeport of Canal and 30 Januaby, 1924. Waterways Commission. 73& 


control in this regard. But if the Gov- 
ernment should say they are not pre- 
pared, at the present moment, to under- 
take this problem, that they have their 
hands full with the railway question, 
and will be for some time engaged and 
pre-engaged with that problem, then I 
say the Government should state that it 
is prepared—I want to make a practical 
suggestion as an alternative to what I 
consider the best scheme—to lend 
legislative sanetion to disengaging the 
oanals from the control of the railways. 

I take one particular canal—the Grand 
Canal. I am quoting from the evidence 
given by the Minister for Public Works 
in Ireland before the 1906 Canal Com- 
inission. He said:— 

In 1846 authority was given for the 
sale of this Canal to the Midland 
Great Western Railway Company, 
and a section in that Act provided 
that all the works connected with it 
shall be maintained, upheld and pre- 
served by the Company for the pur- 
pose of navigation in as full, ample, 
and perfect a manner as by the Act 
of 1818 is authorised and required, 
and the Lord Tneutenant and the 
Board of Control shall exercise the 
sarne powers over the Railway Com- 
pany and Canal as over the Canal j 
Companies and Canal. 1 

I ask if anyone who has ever travellcd 
up and down this line would profess for 
one single instant that that Canal—an 
important waterway and an important 
connection of transport—is being main- 
tained as it should be maintained. It 
is obvious that it is not being so main- 
tained. It is further obvious that the 
Canals are being withheld from their 
proper use, lest they should prove too 
strong an opponent to the railways. In 
other words, that one form of transport 
has taken a hold of the rival form of 
transport, and has strangled it as a 
competitor that would imperil its own 
progress. Whether it be done by way 
of the recommendations of this Report 
or not—and I think it should preferably 
be done by way of these recommenda- 
tions—I do urge that it is very impor- 
tant to this country that the Govern- 
ment should determine that the canals 
should be disengaged from that' 
stranglehold by the railways, and that 
the Government should say that if any 
person or persons—failing their own 
imdertalring of this control—are willing 


to undertake control and run the canals 
in competition with the railways, they 
(the Government) are willing to lend 
such a proposition their active assist- 
ance. I do not suggest that that assist- 
ance should be by way of new legisla- 
tion. That is a point to which I would 
like to draw the attention of the Minis- 
ter for Finance. I do not suggest by 
way of new legislation, but merely by 
insisting that the legislation that has 
been already enacted and which we, by 
Article 73 of the Constitution, have 
taken over as the legislation of the Free 
State shall bc executed within the full 
meaning of its provisions. 

In other words, if a railway eom- 
panv have taken ovcr a canal and have 
uudertaken to maintain it in the state 
j of perfeetion in which they found it 
! and are not doiug so, the railway com- 
pany shall be compeíled, having failed 
to keep its contract, to part with its 
interests in these canals in order that 
the canals may be run as they should 
be run, and as they are run in other 
countries in competition with the rail- 
í wavs; and they should not be run by 
raiiways that are very careful to see 
that thev will never run them in com- 
petition with themselves. The Minister 
for Agriculturc has here and outside 
tlie Dáil argued that one of the main 
questions before this country is the 
high cost of living. He has also touched 
upon the problem of high rates of trans- 
port and high freights. % I believe that 
in the report made by the Canal Com- 
mission a very successful contribution 
has been made to solving the problem 
that the Minister for Agriculture has 
indicated. I do not want to press this 
Report too strongly upon the Ministry. 
The Ministry, I admit f rankl>, 
have got a reasonable case—even if 
they say that the Report would carry 
their entire conviction but yet that 
they are not able to put it into' execu- 
tion beeause of the many other matters 
that must engage their attention. Then 
I would urge in the alternative that 
they should declare publicly that they 
are willing to give any assistance that 
lies in their power in disengaging the 
canals from the control of the railway 
companies, and in the future to insist 
that the canals should be # kept apart 
from the control of the railway com- 
panies, and to see also that in the 
future they should be run as an alter- 
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[Mr. Darrell Figgis.] 
native competitive transport system to 
the rail , ways. The best way to do that 
is to dó it themselves. But if they 
cannot do it themselves they should 
give assistance so that it shall be donc 
by others and done as speedily as pos- 
sibíe. 

nm^ 

Mr. WILSON : I sccond the rnotion. 
Speaking on behalf of the agricultnrd! 
industry, we feel that the present sys- 
tem by whieh eanals are under the 
control, in part, of the railway com- 
panies has not given an opportunity 
for the competition in freights. Any 
thing that would tend to lower frcights 
is to the advantage of the community, 
especially to the advantage of the agri- 
cultural community. In the instance 
that Deputy Figgis has mentioncd about 
the canals he inadvertently named the j 
(trand Canal when he should have said 
the Royal Canal. The Royal Canal is 
owned by- the railway company, and 
anyone who knows the condition of 
affairs in.that canal knows that it has 
been strangled, and therefore the com- 
petition that would be given effect to in 
Mullingar, in Longford and olher 
places has been taken away. I do not 
expeet that the Government will na- 
tionalise the canals. As a matter of 
fact the farmers arc opposcd to 
nationalisation in any shape or form. 
But there could be inside the lines 
of the Report sufficient information by I 
whieh we could have an alternative 
means of transport to the various 
points which these canals serve. For 1 
that reason I formally second the 
motion. 

Mr. DAVIN: I think it is scarcely 
worthy of the consideration of Reports 
such as this that there should be such a 
small number present—that there 
should be only one Minister supported 
by two of his colleagues. If the Minister 
for Finance agrees, I would move the 
adjournment of the debate to enable 
the Minister responsible to come to the 
Dáil and to make a statement with re- 
gard to the matter moved by Deputy 
Figgig. That is the way out of the diffi- 
culty at the moment, because there is a 
diffieulty in the absence of the Ministe? 
for Industrj and ^ Commerce, and in 
the fact that there is such a svaall num- 


ber present. 1 think that before any 
further debate takes place on this 
matter that the responsible Minister 
should make a statement of Govem- 
ment policy. 

Mr. BLYTHE: I do not think that 
any Deputy can argue that in a case 
like tliis, whcre such a largc sum of 
money is involved as would be involved 
here, that the Minister for Finance i» 
not a responsiblc Ministor. 

Mr. DAVIN: Is the Minister fcrr 
Finance prcparcd to makc a statement 
as to the policy of the (Jovernment? 

Mr. BLYTHE : I am in a position to 
make a statement all right. I have m> 
objcction, of course, to adjourn it. The 
Minister for Industry and Commerce 
is engaged on important work to-day,. 
and I am herc to answer for the 
Governmcnt. But if the motion to ad- 
journ is anything in the naturc of a 
censure 011 thc Ministrv for Industry 
and Commerce, I would not agree \o> 

| the adjournment. 

Mr. DAVIN: Thcro is nothing of tht< 
kind in my mind. But it has been 
usual where recommendations of a 
Cornmission wero discussed in the Dáil 
that the responsiblc Minister would 
makc a statcment of Government 
policy arising out of tliat Commis- 
sion. And I suggest tlu* adjournment 
of the debate to allow him to make 
a statement of Government policy 
arising out of the Commission. I think 
that such a staterncnt is due to thc' 
Dáil, and I suggest it would be more 
appropriate that such a statement 
should bo made by tho responsible 
Minister, and not by a Minister who' 
has nothing to do with the matter under 
discussion. 

AN CEANN COMHAERLE: “ Re- 

sponsible Minister ” means the Minisr 
ter who set up the Commission. 

Mr. BLVTHE: I have had a certaiw 
amount of consultation with the Minis^ 
ter for Industry and Commerce, and 
it is in view of that consultation that 
I would say what I propose to say if 
this discussion goes on. He would, 
perhapa, apeak in a little more detail 
if be were bere, but I do uot %}avk he 
would say vevy much more in substanoe* 
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than will be said by me if the matter 
is gone on with. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Does the 
Deputy make a proposal to adjourn the 
debate ? 

Mr. DAVIN : I do, and I hopc the 
Minister for Finance will agree to it. 
In that way the position will be regu- 
larised, and we will have the respon- 
sible Minister dealing with his own 
. department. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: The 

proposal is to adjourn the debate until 
what date? 

Mr. DAVIN: Until thc ncxt day for 
private busincss. 

Mr. D. McCARTHY: I second the 
adjournment of the debate on this 
matter. 

Question: “ That the debate be ad- 
journed until the next day for private 
business/’ put and agreed to. 

CO. CLARE STATISTICS. 

Mr. CONNOR HOGAN: I beg to 

move for a Return showing:— 

'1. The name of eaeh District., 
Urban, and County Councillor in Co. 
Clare. 

2. Tabular statements showing the 
cost of all services in Co. Clare in 
the years 1899, 1914, 1918-19, and 
1922-23. 

3. A list of all ofíicials who have 
been superannuated or their offices 
abolished, with their ages, pensions, 
and gratuities, giving the reason for 
retirement and the basis of ealcula- 
tion of allowances upon withdrawal 
from duty in each department of 
local administration in Co. Clare, 
and having particular referencc 
to the Amalgamation of Unions 
Scheme. 

4. A list of all oífices created in 
Co. Clare since 1914, with the names 
and emoluments of their holders. 

5. (a) The cost of the Clare Mental 
Hospital in the year 1918-19, and 
the number of staff engaged and 
their respective salaries ; (b) the in- 
crease in cost whieh followed the 
settlement of the sfrike in 1919; 


(c) the hours of work in 1918 and 
the present time, and the number of 
extra staff necessitated; (d) the pre- 
sent cost of the institution. 

It was rather a surprise for me when 
the Minister for Local Government 
opposed this motion this day week. It 
will be well within the recollection of 
Deputies that similar motions have 
been put down asking for Returns, 
and invariably the rule has been to 
supply the Return asked for. I ex- 
plained last Friday that the Return I 
am seeking was needed, from the far- 
niers’ point of view, in connection with 
a svvorn inquiry into County Clare 
administration, which opens on the 
19th February. On the Second Read- 
ing of thc Local Govcrnment (Collec- 
tion of Rates) Bill, the Minister said: 
“ So far as my Department is oon- 
cerned, we have done evcrything in 
our power to prevent that. mal-adminis- 
tration, and I do not think Deputy 
Hogan has anything to complain of. 
He eomplained to me some time ago 
about the eondition of affairs in County 
Clare, and I immcdiately agrecd to hold 
a sworn 111 ^ 0 ^.’ 1 

If opposing a motion seeking neces- 
sary information t.o endeavour to es- 
tabíish decent conditions in the county, 
ean be regarded as fulíilling this pledge, 
I am at a loss to understand what the 
pledge means or to intcrprct his words. 
Deputy Figgis put forward a motion 
on the 20th instant asking for a Re- 
turn, and that Return was supplied 
him. I think the Dáil ^vould like to 
know, and I would like to know, why 
this discrimination has taken place in 
niy case. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: It is not 

beeause I am favoured. 

Mr. CÓNNOR HOGAN: Does thc 
Deputy suggest that he is the bug-bear 
of thc Ministry? He has almost said 
so. 

Mr. GOREY : He is a terror. 

Mf. OONNOR HOGAN: It is rather 
a serious question when a Minister re- 
fuses to supply a return and when he 
makes a blank refusal. It seems to 
me, as I had occasion to point ont in 
the debate to*day on the Committee 
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Stage of the Local Government (Col- 
lection of Rates) Bill, that our Mini-' 
sterial neophyte—if I can use such an 
expression—has yet to assimilate the 
traditions of Government. Tlie next 
thing we will have in the Dáil is a re- 
fusal on the part of Ministers to an- 
swer questions; they will ignore the ex- 
istence of Parliament and deny its 
right to challenge any abuse. 1 say 
that is an impossible position. As a 
matter of fact, the information I seek 
has already been promised as far back 
&s two years by the then Minister for 
Jjocal Government, now President Cos- 
grave. In eonsultation with the then 
Minister for Local Government, an 
agreement was drawn up on behalí of 
the Clare Farmers' Association, b. f 
which a conference was to be held with 
the Clare County Council. One of the 
terms of reference of this eonference 
was that the county and district 
offlcials were to give the Clare Farmers ; 
Association all reasonable facilities for 
collecting such statistics as inight be 
required for submission to the confer- 
ence. I may add that these facilities 
were never granted. 

Those officials and their eommittecs 
absolutely refused to allow the Far- 
mers' Assoeiation to inquire into the 
condition of their institutions and to 
find out how the ratepayers 9 money was 
spent. If there is anything at- all con- 
sistent about administration and about 
departmental procedure, it is that thc 
pledges given by one Minister are al- 
ways honoured by his successor. An 
Inspector of the Local Government De- 
partment actually suggested, and, in 
fact, dictated, the heads under which 
information should be collected. The 
Secretary of the Clare Farmers’ As- 
sociation, armed with that authority, 
presented himself, and in one institu- 
tion he was told there was no occasion 
for him to enter, and that any extern 
supervision was merely a work of 
supererogation. I will read one little 
extract from the statement of a Coun- 
cillor in regard to the Secretary of the 
Farmers’ Association requesting the 
statistics I have referred to. This is 
what the Councillor said: “ I think 
this is terrific cheek, and I, as a member 
of this Council, protest against any- 


body interfering with any Committee 
or any body set up by us. We have 
set up Committees to manage every 
hospital and institution in the county, 
and we have thorough confidence in 
their ability to do so. I propose the 
communication, or the resolution, or 
whatever you like to call it be marked 
read. It is absolute cheek. When they 
get into office they can appoint their 
own Committee, but while we are in 
office we will have our own Commit- 
tees, and we have coníidence in them.” 

This is an extraordinary state of 
•alfairs to liave existing in any county. 
The ratepayers are called on to pay 
excessive rates, yet they are not 
allowed to know how one penny of 
their money is expendcd. The Mini- 
ster for Local Government, in refusing 
my motion, has made it a question of 
confidence in himself. 

Mr. WILSON : I formally second the 
Motion. Without- entering into the 
merits of the case and without saying 
anything in regard to the Clare County 
Council, I think it is a reasonablc 
motion, and except there was undue ex- 
penditure needed to produce the figures 
required, I think the Minister ought to 
supply them without the necessity of 
having a debate here. After all, what 
is asked is information necessary at a 
sworn inquirv. I should like to know 
the Minister’s reason for refusing to 
supply it; it is merely to give those 
people every facility to see if abuses 
exist in County Clare. We have heard 
a lot about mal-administration there, 
and I think the Minister ought to facili- 
tate the people by giving them the 
information required. It is for this 
reason that I formally seeond the 
motion. 

The PRESIDENT: As my name has 
been mentioned, I must say I have no 
immediate recollection of the under- 
taking that Deputy Hogan says I gave. 
I believe I gave an undertaking that 
we would facilitate an inquiry. I 
would ask the Dáil to consider what is 
asked for in this resolution. 

We are asked to go back to the year 
1899, that is 24 years ago, and to fur- 
nish particulars for that particular 
year. Now, I would like to kuow what 
possible bearing the cost of services in 
the year 1899—the first year after the 
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Local Government Act came into opera- 
tion—can have in relation to the cost 
of services to-day. I do know that in 
the intervening period of years many 
and important services have been 
brought into operation in Local Gov- 
ernment. An enormous extension 
of expenditure has also been incur- 
red, and I think it is what the 
lawyers would call special pleading, to 
bring in a thing of that sort. I have 
some experiencc of local enquiries, of 
sworn enquiries, and so on. I was a 
member of a local authority in Dublin 
for a great many years, and I say, from 
the expericnce I have gained there, that 
piles and piles of statistics serve no 
useful purpose. They are rarely of 
use in eoming to a sensible conclusion 
on any subject that is being con- 
sidered; they only provide ammunition 
for the legal profession to support, or 
attempt to support, in whatever manner 
they may consider best in their own 
interest, the case that is put up. They 
support their case from some remote 
statistics that are probably as much 
out of datc as any event that happened 
in 1899 is with things that occur to- 
day. Coming to the third paragraph in 
the Return asked for, we are asked for 
a list of officials superannuated in the 
County Clare. I think that information 
could be had in Thom’s Directory; I am 
not quite sure, but I know that up to 
recent years one would find that infor- 
mation in Thom's Directory. What is 
asked for, according to this resolution, 
is to put some official of the Local Gov- 
ernment Department at work in order 
to compile this, and supposing you had 
the wholc lot furnished to you, what 
advantage would bo derived from it? 
A case ought to be made, if public 
money is going to be expended, that 
some advantage is going to be derived 
from the information asked for, if it is 
going to entail cost in supplying. 

When I was Minister for Local 
Government I realised the size of the 
problem we had in hand, and the dis- 
location that arose in the accounts of 
the local authorities and services of the 
local authorities, and the big work 
there was in trying to keep the machine 
going at all, with the cogs knocked 
completely out of some of the wheels, 
and some not operating at all, and so 


| on. When it was first mentioned by the 
1 Government that was operating from 
the Custom House that grants would 
be withheld from local authorities it 
beeame immediately necessary to econo- 
mise on every side, and to cut down 
services whieh might be even remoteJy 
described as luxuries or extravagant 
ones, and in that particular categorv 
there was one service which could not 
by any stretch of the imagination be 
called a luxury or an extravaganco, 
but which was not heard of at all in 
1899, and that is the treatment of 
tuberculosis. There was a particular 
reason for stopping any expenditure 
that could possibly be avoided in con- 
nection with that scrvice becausc half 
of the eost, if my reí»ollection is cor- 
rect, was borne by thc Local Govern- 
ment Board, and so on with rogard to 
manv other scrvices; and to ask for a 
return of 1918 and 1919 is also un- 
reasonable if the ease be that in those 
years it ivas x pounds and that now 
it is 2\ times x pounds. I am 
sure the Deputy would admit himself 
that it, would be impossible for him to 
submit to this House his budget of ex- 
penditure in 1918 and 1919, and to give 
his btidget for 1922 and 1923. A great 
many of these returns which were in 
the custody and posscssion of the par- 
ticular Department then in charge in 
the Government of Ireland were de- 
stroyed. The Deputy will admit that 
that ivas the casc. He has probably 
heard of an accident at the Custom 
Housc a couple of years ago, when 
many documents wcre destroyed. To 
give these returns now asked for would 
mean that we would have to get into 
communieation with every local autho- 
rity in every county and ask them to 
look up their files and so forth, and to 
send in particulars of every case, and 
then when you have got them it would 
take an accountant—a legal man well 
versed in local government—to be able 
to make anything out of them. 

I am positively certain that if the 
Deputy were to see the Minister for 
Local (Jovernment and to narrow down 
the points he wants information upon, 
and if he gave some consideration to 
the events of the last three or four 
years the Minister for Local Govern* 
ment would meet him in a reasonable 
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demand. I have no recollection of ever 
saying to any deputation from the Co. 
Clare that I would seek for and get 
particulars tabulated showing the cost 
of services in 1899 and 1914, and 1918 
and 1919, and 1922 and 1923. I have 
no recollection of saying anything of 
that kind at all. 

Major BRYAN COOPER : It is rather 
to be regretted that the President did 
not follow thc precedent of the Minister 
for Pinance earlier in the evening 
when he was replying to a motion oi 
Deputy Johnson, for he not only indi- 
cated the reason why he could not give 
the information, but he also indicated 
what information it was in his power to 
give. No doubt the Presidcnt did indi- 
cate to the Deputy that he might con- 
fer with the Minister for Local Govern- 
ment on the motion if he divided it up, 
but he did not indicate how far. I 
agree with the Deputy’s desire for in- 
formation, but I agree with the Presi- 
dent that the demand is a far-reaching 
one, but so far as it aífccts the impor- 
tant items 4 and 5 thc information 
should not be difíicult to obtain and 
particularly in regard to the Clare 
Mental Hospital. Presumably that in- 
stitution keeps its own aecounts and 
could supply the information. The 
Government always adopt a very lofty 
attitude—an attitude I admire—“ they 
say—let them say. M We are living in 
the most suspicious eountry in the 
world, and it is occasionally desirable 
to provide facts. I think item 4 would 
probably provide facts available which 
would help to dispel suspicion rather 
than create it, and therefore, if pos- 
sible, I urge that the Government 
should meet the Deputy in this respect 
at all events. 

Mr. GOREY : The President in his 
remarks has certainly put his finger 
on what I think is the unnecessary 
information looked for under item 
number one, but as far as item number 
two is concemed, and as far as it re- 
lates to the years 1914, 1918, 1919 and 
1922-23, I do not think it is unreason- 
able to look for the statistics men- 
tioned, nor do I think it is proper to 
describe them as extravagant demands. 
The President, in his statement, did not 
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give an answer as far as that portion 
of the motion is concerned, and I think 
it is only right to point out that this 
demand for information was not put 
down in a flippant spirit. The informa- 
tion asked for has been refused by the 
officials of the Clare County Council. 
The President stated that it would 
give considerable trouble to his 
Department, or indeed to any othcr 
Department, if it had to supply this 
information. All these # figures that 
have been asked for are in the posses- 
sion of the Clare County Council and 
its officials. The records are in their 
possession, and t-hey were asked for the 
information, but refused to give it, and 
I think that the proper authority hero 
in Dublin should insist on the produc- 
tion of the information asked for. The 
officials of the Clare County Council 
have refused to give this information 
j to anybody, and there is no means oi 
j getting it if we have not a sympathetic 
í Department here to see that the 
j demand is complied with. 

| 1 think, as Deputy Cooper said, it 

would be in the interests of good ad- 
ministration, and would help to restore 
confidence in the country, if the 
Govemment here made the Clare 
County Council, or the officials rcspon- 
sible to it, produce the figures asked 
for. It would clear thc air if the in- 
formation was supplied. If they have 
a clean sheet why hide it \índer this 
cloak of refusal, such as telling us 
about the trouble and the expense that 
would be involved if the information 
were to be supplied. I hope that when 
the Minister rises to reply that he will 
give the information, especially in 
regard to the years that I have already 
referred to. I think we should also get 
a list of the offieials in that county who 
have been superannuated or whose 
offices have been abolished. We have 
an instance in Clare where a certain 
officer was dismissed for incompetence, 
but despite that ten years were added 
to his period of service for superannua- 
tion purposes. These are matters that 
must appeal to the Minister and to the 
Executive Council. They* are of vital 
importance in the interests of clean 
administration in Clare, and I think it 
is about time that the light of day was 
thrown on some of these proceedings. 
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I suggest to the Minister not to take 
up the same attitude as that adopted 
by the President. but rather that he 
should meet in a reasonable way the 
demand put forward for this informa- 
tion, 

The PRESIDENT: I would like to 
?say a word of explanation. I was not 
giving a Governmcnt decision on this 
at all. It is a matter for thc Minister 
for Local Governmcnt, who is the Ex- 
temal Minister concerned, and he can 
give all the information he considers, or 
is advised, is necessary. I should also 
■say that I am not so sure that the Minis- 
ter if he ordered the county council to 
<lo these things, would be entitled to 
sce that his order was carried out. I 
am not so sure at all on that point. You 
have extraordinary powers with regard 
to boards of guardians and possibly 
rural district councils, but I do not 
know that you have these extraordi- 
nary powers with regard to such bodies 
as county councils. The suggestion I 
made was that the Deputy would see 
the Minister and aseertain what rea- 
sonable information was possibíe aml 
which would not bc extra costly to 
supply, because if t.he demand made is 
acceeded to, every Deputy in the Dáil 
would have the same right as Deputv 
t'onnor Hogan claims to have to ask for 
thc same amount of information in 
respect of the othcr twenty-five coiui- 
ties. You can see at once that 
if you are going to place such 
a burden as that on the Depart- 
ment, and if you also consider the 
expense involved that the other work 
iu the Department must bc held up 
and naturally, if this extra work can 
be donc, it may be said that thc officials 
are apparently not doing their work. 

Mr. CORISH. This, to my mind, is 
anothcr attempt to level another blow 
against loeal administration in this 
•country. For the past twelve months, 
as I said in this Dáil some time 
ago, a movement has been initiated 
with one object in view, and that is to 
do away with the popularly elected re- 
presentatives of the people. Now, I 
would advise * chc . Government not to 
give this return. 

Mr. OOREY: No, to put on the cloak. 

■Mr. OORISH : I am not in the habit 


of either putting on a cloak or a 
blanket, but I am out for clean adminis- 
tration just as much as Deputy Gorey 
or the Party to which he belongs. I 
think I heard Deputy Connor Hogan 
say that there was to be a sworn in- 
quiry into Ihe conduct of the affairs of 
the loeal bodies in the county of Clarc. 
Now, if that is a faet, is not that the 
proper tribunal at which to elicit the 
information asked for here. Is it fair, 
I ask, for a Deputy because of his pri- 
vileged position in this Dáil to eome 
here and ask for certain information 
which he will have beforehand—not I 
say in t.he interest of the ratepayers of 
that county as a whole, but in the in- 
terest of the particular organisation 
that he represents here. That appears 
to be the line he is going on all the tiine. 
He appears to resent very much the at- 
titude of the Clare County Council or 
some of its committees because, for- 
sooth, the Farmers’ IJnion representa- 
tives werc not allowed to go in and 
examine the work the committee was 
doing. The committee, it appears, from 
what we have been told, was engaged 
on some work in a room, and these re- 
presentatives from the Farmers' Union 
wcnt therc and made the claim, it ap- 
pears, to go in and examine the wurk 
on which the committee was engaged. 
They were refused admission, and I cer- 
tainly would congratulate any public 
board in Clare which refused them such 
permission. In the course of the debate 
it was alleged that the President made 
a certain statement. I never heard 
him make the statement he was sup- 
posed to have made, and from my ex- 
perience I think he knows as much 
about local administration as any other 
man and that he would not make the 
statement attributed to him. 

If there is going to be a sworn in- 
quiry into the administration of aífairs 
in the County Clare it would, in my 
opinion, be a very undesirable and in- 
judicious thing for the Government to 
give this information. In the event of 
such an mquiry being held the giving 
of the. information would prejudice 
the position of the Clare County Coun* 
cil. It would create an atmosphere 
which would condemn the County 
Council beforehand and before any 
evidence had been heard, because cer- 
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tain inferences would be drawn, as I 
am sure certain inferences will be 
drawn even from this debate to the 
effect that the public bodies in Clare 
are not carrying out their duties. 

It is the popular thing, as I said 
before, to condemn local Councils, but 
it ought to be remembered in their 
favour that these Councils have had to 
carry on under very abnormal condi- 
tions, and I think they ought to get a 
chance to settle their affairs. I do not 
think it is a reasonable thing at all to 
ask for this information in view of the 
fact that there is going to 'be a sworn 
inquiry. Deputy Cooper says we are 
living in the most suspicious country in 
the world. That may be, and I suppose 
we are. But I think debates of this 
kind are going to make the people in 
this unfortunate coxmtry far more sus- 
picious still and far more suspicious of 
the public bodies charged with the ad- 
ministration of local affairs. As I have 
said already, if there is going to be a 
sworn inquiry in Clare, I would advise 
the Government not to give the infor- 
mation asked for, but rather to offer 
every facility to the ratepayers of that 
county as regards the holding of the 
inquiry with a view to trying to get 
clean administration in Clare, and, 
indeed, in every other county in Ire- 
land. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE 

(at this stage) took the Chair. 

D’ALTON: I intend to support 
Deputy Corish. I understood him to 
say that if therc Avas need for a swom 
enquiry, a sworn enquiry should have 
been asked for, and it should not be 
necessary for a Deputy to put this 
series of meaningless questions, to my 
mind, before the House and the Minis- 
ter for Local Government. It strikes 
me that to ask for this return is 
simply stating that the County Coun- 
cil in Clare, likc a great many 
other County Councils in Ireland, 
have on these public bodies men who 
do not do their duty. If the farmers 
in Clare and elsewhere took an interest 
in their work and saw that the work 
these men are sent to do is done, and 
if there was proper treatment of their 
various institutions, mental hospitals 


the farmers who are returned by the 
Farmers’ Union to do tliese duties, 
there would be no need to ask for re- 
turns as far back as 1918 or 1919. Why 
these figures are asked for I do not 
know. I know nothing about the posi- 
tion of County Clare or of the County 
Couneil or other bodies, District and 
Urban Councils there, but it seema 
strange to ask for the names of the 
Councillors in Co. Clare as if the 
people of the county did not know who 
they were. If they do not know it 
means that these men are not attend- 
ing the meetings, and it is time for the 
Farmcrs 9 Union to see that these men 
do their work even if they don’t know 
their names. 

Deputy Bryan (’Jooper referred to 
the purity of the conditions under 
which we are living. Of course 
in the past we were always rather 
douhtful of public representatives, 
and unfortunately those who were 
in control of affairs, Grand Juries 
and other bodies, were not, like 
Ceasar’s wife, above reproach. Let u& 
hope in thc future t-hat we will not act 
on the lines that were adopted by these 
bodies, but that the Farmers’ Union 
will take steps to see that. the work of 
their rcpresentatives will be something 
other than voting for increased salaries 
and, above all, sending to the Local 
Government Department proposals 
that ten years should be added to the 
superannuation of a servant. of theirs 
who is about to retire. It is generally 
on the recommendations of councils 
that these ten years are added, and the 
Local Government Department have 
very great difficulty in not acceding to 
the requests of the county and district 
councils. It is up to the Farmers’ 
Association to see that they have pro- 
per representation, in the same way as 
it is up to the labourers, the Cumann 
na n-Gaedheal, and other bodies, to see 
that the right people are appointed and 
not to be asking for these meaningless 
returns from the Local Government 
Department or other authorities. 

Mr. BAXTER : I think it is because 
the farmers of Clare were not able to* 
do what Deputy D’AIton would Iike 
to see them do that this motion has 
been put down, because they could not 
succeed in getting the infórmation in 
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their own eounty, that they thought 
they were entitled to as ratepayers, 
that this demand is made. Is it too 
much for the ratepayers of Clare to 
ask? Perhaps it is, but that is the 
opinion only of some Deputies. It is 
not the opinion of the ratcpayers of 
Clare, and as ratepayers they are 
entitled to be supplied with that in- 
formation; they are entitled to know 
what money has been spent in their 
eounty, at least from 1918. They are 
entitled to know if there is reason for 
their suspicion that more money has 
been spent—injudiciously spent—than 
should have been spent. The question 
that the Minister for Local Gfovern- 
ment has to answer is:—How far is he 
prepared to meet Deputy Hogan, and 
what information is hc really prepared 
to give? Dcputy Cooper struck t-he 
nail on the head, and I would say to 
the Minister that if he wants to create 
the feeling that his Ministry is per- 
fectly impartial, this information will 
be given, and that he will supply what- 
ever information is at his disposal. If 
he is not prepared to do this what 
will the ratepayers in Co. Clare say? 
They will say that other influences are 
at work to prevent the Minister doing 
so, and their suspicions will be removed 
from the Clare County Council and the 
Clare District Councils to the Ministry 
of Local Ciovernment. The Minister 
himself can answer whether it will be 
a good thing or not for his Ministry if 
the people of thc country feel that 
when information is refused by the 
councils or their oflicials, these people 
are also able to prevent the Ministry 
from supplying this information. 

The PRESIDENT: I think the De- 
puty loses sight of the fact that cer- 
tain documents were burned in the Cus- 
tom House. There are audits open to 
any ratepayer to go into, and a rate- 
payer is not entitled, if my reeollection 
of Local Government law is right, to 
ask for particulars regarding years 
gone by. It is supposed to be his duty 
to look to one particular year. Under 
local governmcnt, I may say that a 
ratepayer has a life of only twelve 
months. He exists only for one twelve 
months, and he is liable for that twelve 
months. The new list of ratepayers in 


the county is responsible for the next 
twelve months. It may be altered, in- 
creased, reduced, but the liability lasts 
for twelve months. A man going into 
County Clare this year has no right 
to look at last year’s accounts, ior he 
was not a ratepayer there then. A man 
who came out of Clare last year and 
came to Dublin has no right to look at 
anything in Dublin for last year, a 
thing whieh is not generally known, or 
not generally appreciated. 

MINISTER for LOCAL GOVERN- 
MENT (Mr. Burke) : I would like to 
remind Deputy Gorey that it is not 
with the objeet of cloaking anything in 
Clare, or elsewhere, that I have been 
compelled to refuse this, 

Mr. GORET: On a point of explana- 
tion, my remarks did not apply to the 
Minister for Local Government at all. 
I refcrred to the action of Deputies on 
the other side of the House. 

Mr. CORISH: I prcsume that. means 
me, and I would like to know when I 
am in the habit of cloaking anythingT 
I made my position absolutely clear 
that I did not want to cloak anything. 
We are out for as clean an adminis- 
tration as the Farmers > Party ever 
were. 

• Mr. GOREY: And refuse figures. 

Mr. CORISH: No, We didnot refuse 
figures. The Farmers’ representatives 
have been in power longer than Labour 
representatives , and a bad mess they 
have made of it. 

Mr. GOREY: We have heard that 
suggestion before. 

Mr. CORISH: It is not a suggestion. 
It is a statement of fact. 

Mr. GOREY: It is a statement of 
falsehood. 

Mr. BURKE: I have endeavoured to 
facilitate the Deputy in every way I 
could. Clare County Council and De- 
puty Hogan asked for an inquiry. I 
sent a man down to hold one, over a 
month ago, and that inquiry would be 
proceeding at present only that Deputy 
Connor Hogan asked me to adjourn it, 
so that he might be in a position to 
state his case there. I also sent down 
an auditor to audit the accounts, and 
Deputy Connor Hogan, like every other 
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ratepayer, had an opportunity of at- 
tending while that audit was in pro- 
gress, and getting whatever informa- 
tion is to be had from that source. 

The pressure on my Department at 
present is very heavy, and the work 
entailed in eompiling this informafion 
is very heavy, and I find great difficulty 
in compiling it. It would mean getting 
information from all those various local 
authorities and would take considcr- 
able time. It would be much more 
eonvenicnt for the Deputy to get that 
informat-ion from the local bodies them- 
selves. As I have said, I have donc 
everything to facilitate the Deputy in 
t-he way. of appointing this Inspector, 
and when the inquiry is opened and in 
full swing hc will have every oppor- 
tunity pf maldng any enquiry he 
desires, and if there is any information 
withheíd, which he thinks is material 
to his case, he can bring that matter 
before me and 1 will inake sure he will 
get justice. With regard to this in- 
.formation he asked for, if I were to 
. give him the detailed information 
required of me in this motion it would 
run into a book, and as Deputy Gorcy, 
or some other Deputy has pointed out. 
every Deputy is entitled to ask for such 
information. If we were to proceed on 
those lines we would have to set up a 
staff to deal with these returns alone. 
I am not opposed to giving Deputy 
ITogan any information that ean be 
procured without going to any excep- 
tional cost or troublc. and if the 
Deputy will corne over to me and look 
for this information I will be willing 
to oblige him in every j>ossible way, 
but 1 cannot undertake to give him this 
huge amount of information he looks 
for in the return as.ked for. 

Mr. OONNOR HOGAN : As far back 
as two months ago I wrote to the Mini- 
ster for Local Government asking for 
this return. He referred me back to 
those councils and subsidiary associa- 
tions. What is that but treating the 
ratepayers with contempt? In fact, he 
made a gesture of impotency by stat- 
ing that it was not in his power to 
grant it. There was nothing left then 
but to come to the Dáil and dernand it. 
Ile speaks of having directed a sworn 
inquiry on béhalf of the County Coun- 


cil, yet, curiously enough, it was at my 
request, or after the interview I had 
with the Minister, that he directed it. 
We are making specific charges against 
those councils, and they have an effi- 
cient staff and legal aid at the expense 
of the ratepayers. Are we, who pro- 
vide all this money, to be out in the 
cold? I say it is an impossible posi- 
tion. Deputy D’Alton says I should 
refer myself to the farmers on the 
Clare County Council. As a matter of 
fact there are very few farmers on 
Clare County Council. I should say 
75 per cent. of the members are officers 
in the Army, men who are too keen on 
and fond of rattling the sabre. The 
Minister for Loeal Government had this 
inquiry opened, and it was only as an 
afterthought, again at my suggestion, 
the auditor appeared. I think that 
sufficiently disposcs of the case made. 
The Minister has only put up futile 
arguments, and I say it will leave a 
very bad impression on the country i£ 
this motion is refused. It will certainlv 
go to a division. 

Mr. HUGHES: I should like to know 
if Deputies are a\vare that Clare 
County Council, under review at the 
moment, Avas the only County Council 
in Ireland that could not hold a meet- 
ing under the Black-and-Tan régime. 
Any mcctings they held were held in 
barns at night behind elosed doors 
with the light of a eandle in a bottle. 
Was the Deputy aware of that fact, 
and did hc take it into consideration, 
when he was making these grave 
charges against men who are in the 
Army and who are members of the 
Council? 1 do not like to hear Deputies 
getting up and making charges against 
men because they were in the Army. 
These men, if they had the opportunity, 
would have done public business as 
well as Deputy Hogan or any other one. 
When this inquiry is over I think these 
charges may not be found to appear in 
the same light as Deputy Hogan pre- 
sented them. 

The PRESIDENT : I am sure the 
Dáil will permit me the indulgence o£ 
saying a word. I heard, 
8 o’clocle. when Hamar Qreenwood 
direetéd his troops to pur- 
sue General Brennan, who was Chair- 
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man of \\\q County Council, he was 
holding a County Council meeting. 
The troops werc directed to get him at 
the Counoil meeting. But when thc 
troops were proceeding to the meeting 
lie ambushed them. Then the troops 
were direeted to surround him at an 
ambush, but at that time he was hold- 
ing a meeting of the Council. 

Mr. DAVIN : When Deputy Hogan 
said 75 pcr eent. of the Clare County 


Council were members of the Army he 
did not say what Army they were 
associatcd with. 

Mr. HOGAN : On a point of explana- 
tion, I think therc is but one legitimate 
army in the country. 

Mr. D’ALTON: What Army had vou 
in 1899? 

Motion put. 


The Dáil divided.—Tá, 9; Nfl, 39. 


Pádraig F. Baxter. 

John Conlan. 

John Hennigan. 

Connor Hogan. 

Risteárd Mac Liam. 

Richard H. Beamish. 

Earnán de Blaghd. 

Seán Buitléir. 

Séamus de Búrca. 

Louis J. D’Alton. 

Máighread Ni Choileáin Bean Uí 
Dhrisceóil. 

Patrick J. Egan. 

Domhnall Mac Cárthaigh. 

Liam T. Mac Cosgair. 

Patrick McGilligan. 

Tomás Mac Eoin. 

Pádraig Maé Fadáin. 

Risteárd Mac Fheorais. 

Pádraig Mac Fhlannchadha. 

Seán Mac Giolla 'n Ríogh. 

Seoirse Mac Niocaill. 

Liam Mag Aonghusa. 

Martin M. Nally. 

Tomás de Nógla. 


Tá. 


I * 


Níl. 


Tadhg S. O Donnabháin. 
Donchadh S. O Guaire. 

Mícheál R. O hlfearnáin. 

Pádraig H. O hOgáin (Luimneach). 


John T. Nolan. 

Peadar 0 hAodha. 
Criostóir O Broin. 

Seán O Bruadair. 
Próinsias O Cathail. 
Aodh O Cinnéide. 

Tomás 0 Conaill. 

Aodh O Cúlacháin. 

Liam O Daimhín. 

Eoghan O Dochartaigh. 
Séamus N. O Dóláin. 
Peadar S. O Dubhghaill. 
Pádraig O Dubhthaigh. 
Aindriú 0 Láimhín. 
Fionán O Loingsigh. 
Domhnall O Muirgheasa. 
Tadhg P. O Murchadha. 
Séamus 0 Murchadha. 
Seán M. 0 Súilleabháin. 
Liam Thrift. 


Motion dcclared lost. 


LOSSES OF MILK SUPPLIERS. 

AN LEAS-OHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

'There is another motion on the Order 
Paper by Deputy Heffernan:— 

That the Dáil is of opinion that 
special measures should be taken by 
the Government to recompense thc 
suppliers of milk to the creamerics 
of the Condenscd Milk Company of 
Ireland for the losses which they 
suffered owing to the seizure of those 
creameries in May, 1922, by un- 
authorised persons. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN : I would like to 
know, with regard to this motion of 
mine, from Ministers if they would like 
to have it deferred until another day. 


I do not see thc Minister for Agricul- 
ture present, and I think ho is the 
Minister best acquainted with what 
happened during this trouble. The 
Minister for Industry and Commcrce is 
not here either, and he is also 
acquainted with the subject. If 
Ministers prefcr that the matter should 
be discussed now I will do so. 

The PRESIDENT: I think it would 
be better if the Deputy moved the 
motion now. I have been looking into 
the matter and unless it would come 
within the seope of the Damage to 
Property Act I do not know how any 
provision could be made for payment. 
If it does come within the scope of the 
Damage to Property Act it is, I should 
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say at least, a eonsequential loss which 
is excluded. Perhaps if the Deputy is 
willing to postpone it we will look in- 
to it. 

Mr. BLYTHE: It will be beaten. 
There is nothing for it. There is no 
case. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN : This motion is 
down for some considerable time, and 
was put off from day to day. No 
doubt that was not the fault of 
Ministers. The result, however, is that. 
it has not been decided when it would 
come on. 

The PRESIDENT : I would endeavour 
as far as it is possible to give time for 
it when we re-assemble. I would like 
to tell the Deputy, while that is the 
case, that I do not ltnow that we have 
ever been so busy as during the last 
fortnight or three weeks. 


j Mr. HEFFERNAN : Perhaps the 
President will give some indication as 
to when the Dáil will re-assemble on 
the adjoumment. 

The PRESIDENT: As there is a 
very important event coming on next 
week, I suppose it would be unfair to 
ask the Dáil to assemble then. I take 
it the next meeting then would be on 
Tuesday week. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN : I think it is the 
view of the President and the Dáil that 
this matter should be postponed until 
the next meeting. It can then be put 
on the Order Paper. 

Consideration of motion adjournecL 

ADJOURNMENT OF THE DAIL. 

The PRESIDENT: I move the ad- 
journment until to-morrow at 3 o’clock. 

The Dáil adjourned at 8.15 p.m. 
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Do chuaidh an Ceann Comhairle i 
gceannas ar a 3 o’clocfe. 


CEISTEANNA—QUESTIONS. 
ORAL ANSWERS. 


REPAIR OF PATROL BOATS. 

MICHEAL O hAONOHUSA asked 
the President if he will state whether 
it has been decided by the Government 
to plaee some of the Patrol Boats for 
refit with the Dublin Dockyard Com- 
pany, and, if so, whether Haulbowline 
and other repair yards in the Saorstát 
have been asked to tender for the work, 
and with what result. 

MINISTER for DEFENCE (Oeneral 
Mulcahy) (replying for the President): 

It has been decided not to refit any of 
the Patrol Boats, but the question of 
placing two of them in a Dublin Dock- 
yard for Lloyds Survey is at present 
under consideration. 

Mr. OOOD: Have tenders bcen asked 
for that work, is the Minister aware? 

Oeneral MULCAHY: I do not know 
that tenders are necessary; it is 
simp]y a question of docking for 
survey. 

Mr. OOOD : Is it not desirable to get 
tenders for all such work? 

SAORSTAT PATROL BOAT. 

MICHEAL 0 hAONOHUSA aske i 
the Minister for Finance whether he is 
aware that about twelve of the Patrol 
Boats, viz., Chris Dixon, John Dutton, 
Wm. Honner, John Sommers, Innis- 
hever, T. R/s, 24, 24, 27, 29, 30, 31, etc., 
each carrying a large complement of 
officers and crews of about 20 all told, 
and receiveing together in wages 
approximately £315 per month, with, 
full board, have been lying up in thc 
Basin at Hanlbowline Dockyard sinco 


last September, and whether he wiil 
now instruct, in the interests of 
economy, that these boats, with their 
crews, will be put to some useful work 
that will provide good results to the 
nation for the monies expended. 

Qeneral MULCAHY (replying for 
Minister for Finance) : It has recentlv 
been decided to dispense with the 
service of those boats, and the crews 
are about to be paid off. 

PROPOSED ERECTION OF BRIDGE 
ACROSS QRAND CANAL 
(CO. QALWAY). 

SEAMUS MAC COSQAIR asked the 
Minister for Local Government 
whether he is aware of the great neces- 
sity for the erection of a bridge across 
the Grand Canal, between the town- 
lands of Reisk and Esker, Co. Galway, 
and whether he is aware that the 
Ballinasloe District Council, with the 
consent of the Grand Canal Company. 
were about to erect a bridge in this 
position in the year 1913, but were pre- 
vented from doing so owing to thg out- 
break of the Great War; and if in view 
of thc serious loss and inconvenience 
occasioned to the people of those dis- 
tricts owing to the absence of a bridge, 
as well as the lack of a public road for 
a distance of about two miles through 
the townlands of Reisk and Carta, 
whose inhabitants have no means of 
communication with márket towns 
except by boat and at the risk of life, 
he will have inquiry made with a view 
to having these matters remedied at an 
early date. 

MINISTER for LOCAL GOVERN- 
MENT (Mr. Burke) : This matter has 
not hitherto been brought to the notice 
of the Ministry. I will be pleased to 
look into it further if the Deputy will 
supply me with information as to the 
result of any representations whicli 
may have been made to the local Road 
Authorities. 

R.D.C. CLERES’ SUBSTITUTES. 

Captain REDMOND asked the 
Minister for Local Government if it is 
a fact that his Department has recently 
refused to sanction the payment of the 
substitutes of Clerks of Rural District 
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Councils: (1) while on holidays, and 
(2) when incapacitated by illness duly 
certified by a medical man; whether 
this is a reversal of the procedure 
which obtained for years in such cases, 
as regards lay officials, and which pro- 
cedure is expressly laid down in the 
Dispensary Rules; whethcr the imposi- 
tion on officials when sick to pay their 
substitutes is in direct conflict with 
Article 36 of the \Vorkhouse Rules, 
and is a particular injustice to officials 
who did not take yearly holidays and 
are now called upon to pay substitutes 
during illness. 

Mr. BURKE: Sanction to the pay- | 
ment of substitutes has been refused in 
the cascs of clerks whose salaries have 
been raised to the graded scale agrced 
to by the Local Government Board 
with the Union and Rural District 
Clerks > Association in 1920. The 
graded scale salaries, as so agrecd to, 
cover all clerical expenses. Accord- 
ingly there has been no departure from 
precedeut in requiring such ofíicials to 
pro^ide substitutes at their own ex- 
pense. 

I arn salisfied that the scale remune- 
ration is fully adequate 1‘or the work 
to bc performed and that payment oí! 
substitutes could only be conceded in 
return for suitable reductions in 
salaries. 

EX-RATE COLLECTOR’S PENSION 
(MACROOM). 

TOMAS de NOOLA asked thc 
Minister for Local (iovej*nment if he 
will state why sanction has been re- 
fused the Macroom U.D.G. to grant a 
pension to Mr. J. O’Sullivan, ex-Rate 
Collector to the Council. 

Mr. BURKE : To be eligible for 
superannuation by the Urban Council 
the Rate Collector should have devoted 
his whole timc to his duties or have 
been an “ existing offieer ” within the 
meaning of the Local Government Act 
of 1898. Mr. O’Sullivan, not having 
fulfilled either condition, is not eligible 
for a pension. 

BELLVIEW ESTATE (OALWAY). 

SEAMUS MAC COSOAIR asked the 
Minigter for Agriculture if he will 


state how soon the Lawrence or Bell- 
vi(fw Estate, Laurencetown, Co. Gal- 
way, will be vested in the Land Com- 
mission and divided amongst congests, 
evicted tenants and landless men of the 
distriet. 

MINISTER for INDUSTRY and 
COMMERCE (Mr. McOrath) (replying 
for Minister for Agricultnre) : The 

Sehedule of particulars for this estate 
has not yet been lodged by the owner 
in accordance with the rules of the 
Land Commission, and it is not possiblc 
at present to state when the estate may 
be dcalt with. 

RETURN OF SEIZED GUN. 

SEAMUS MAC COSGAIR asked the 
Minister for Defence whether Mr. 
Thomas Daly, Eyrecourt, Co. Galway, 
applied to the Chief Ordnance Office, 
Island Bridge, for the return of his 
gun, and whcther when applying for it, 
he also sent the receipt he received 
from the R.I.C. for same and an official 
permit; whether the articles referred 
to have not yet been returned or tlie 
reccipt of his application has not yet 
been acknowledged; and, further, 
whether the Minister will expedite their 
return, and will dircct that such ap- 
plieations will in future be speedily 
acknowledged and attended to. 

General MULCAHY: Mr. Daly made 
application on the 21st April last, and 
receipt of his letter was acknowledged 
on the 25th of that month. On the 19th 
June he was advised that his gun had 
been traced, but could not be issued, 
as the release of surrendered arms had 
not then been authorised. When re- 
turn of these arms was permitted, he 
was requestcd on the 9th November to 
take out a Civic Guard permit and to 
send it to the Chief Ordnance Office 
with the original receipt given him by 
the British authorities for his gun. At 
first he sent a copy of the receipt in 
place of the original, which he did not 
forward until the 22nd December. The 
gun was sent with the next consign- 
ment of arms for the area to military 
headquarters at Claremorris on the 21st 
instant for delivery. Mr. Daly was 
advised accordingly on the same date, 
his permit being retumed to him. 

Mr. COSGRAVE: Will the Minister 



765 Wireless Broadcasting—Second 31 January, 1924. 2 leport of Special Vommittee. 76S 


kindly answer the last part of my ques- 
tionf 

Oeneral MULCAHY: AU sueh appli- 1 
eations are acknowledged and are* at- 
tended to. In this particular case very 
full attention was given to the matter. 

DEPENDENTS’ ALLOWANCE 
(BANAOHEB). 

SEAMUS MAC COSOAIB asked the 
Minister for Defence if he will state 
whether an application for dependellts , 
allowance was received in June, 1923, 
from Georg'e O’Reeífc, Resker, 
Banagher, Co. Galway, in respect of his 
son. George, who joined the army in 
June, 1922, and who is now stationed 
in Galway, and, if so, whether the claim 
was acknowledged; further, whethcr 
he is aware the boy mentioned, prior 
to attostation, contributcd to the sup- 
port of his father and mother, who are 
badly circumstanced, and whether 
sanction will be expedited. 

Oeneral MULCAHY: The only ap : 
plication received reached the Depart- 
mont concerned on the lOth May last. 
The usual form was despatched to the 
applicant on the same day, and was ro- 
turned, dulv completed, on 28th May. 
The claim was disallowed on tho 
grounds that the amount normally con- 
tributed by George O’Eeeffe towards 
the maintenance of his home for a 
reasonable period prior to enlistment 
was less than the minimum required by 
the regulations, namely, 12/- per week, 
before an allowance might be issued. 
The claimant was duly notified on the 
7th August. 

WEITTEN ANSWERS. 

DEMOBILISED AIRMAN S UNEM- 
PLOYMENT BENEFIT. 

Major COOPER asked the Minister 
for Defence whether he is aware that i 
Mr. J. Mullally, late No. 50156, Works 
Ck»mpany, Air Service, has been unable 
to obtain unemployment benefit since 
his demobilisation on October 31st, 
1923, and whether he can state when a 
decision will be come to in this matter. 

Oeneral MULOAH7 : The particulars 
required in connection with the unem- 
ployment insuranee of Mr. Mullally 
were forwarded to the Ministry of In- 
dustry and Commeree on the 5th Oc- 


tober. It is understood that he was- 
paid thc sum of £7 7s. 6d. on the 18th 
instant in respect of benefit due to him. 

DUBLIN CHIMNEY CLEANEB’S 
ACCOUNT. 

Major COOPEB asked the Minister 
for Defence whether he can state when 
the account of Mr. Liam O’Neill, 40 
Meath Street, Dublin, for cleaning bar- 
rack chimneys in the Dublin Command, 
will be paid. 

Oeneral MULCAHY : It is hoped to 
discharge Mr. O’NeilPs account within 
the next week. 

FISHERIES BILL, 1923.—FROM THE 
SEANAD. 

FIREARMS (TEMPORARY PRO- 
VISIONS) BILL. 

MINISTER for EXTERNAL AF- 
FAIRS (Mr. Desmond Fitzgerald): I 

thinfc there is an understanding that 
the only business to be taken to-day 
will be the Report on the Wireless 
Broadcasting project. I would sug- 
gcst that the Fisheries Bill, 1923, from 
the Seanad, and the next Bill on the 
Order Paper, the Firearms (Temporary 
Provisions) Bill, 1924, be postponed. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : If w* 

discharge both Orders, what date will 
we fix for their consideration? 

Orders discharged. 

Consideration of Fisheries Bill, 1923 
(from the Seanad) fixed for the 12th 
February. 

Consideration of Firearms (Tem- 
porary Provisions) Bill, 1924, fixed for 
13th February. 

WIRELESS BROADCASTING.— 

SECOND REPORT OF SPECIAL 
COMMITTEE. 

PÁDRAIO Ó MAILLE: Is mian liom. 
tuarasgabháil ó’n gCoiste ar Fhóir- 
leatha nea-Shrangaeh a thabhairt os 
eómhair na Dála. Bhí naoi g-cruin- 
nuighthe deug ag an Coiste, agus 
fuaireamar fiadhain 6 chúig duine deug. 
Do scrúduigheamar an cheist go cúra- 
mach, acht ní rabhamar in ánn an obair 
a chríochnú gan a thuille fiadhaine. 

Gn behalf of the Committee, I wish 
to submit the following Beport to the> 
Dáil:— 
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[Pádraic Ó Máille.] 

1. The Committee appointed to con- 
sider the White Paper concerning 
Broadcasting in Ireland regrets that it 
is not yet able to present a finál report. 
Since the commencement of its labours 
the Committee has held nineteen meet- 
ings, has taken evidence from fifteen 
witnesses, and considered minutely a 
mass of varied documents. A further 
mass, however, of documentary evi- 
dence awaits a closer examination than 
opportunity has permitted, and further 
cxpert witnesses also have to be ex- 
amined. The Committee, notwith- 
standing, recognises its duty to ac- 
ciuaint the Dáil at this stage with what 
progress it has so far made in its in- 
quiry; and accordingly presents this 
interim report. 

2. As the attention of the Committee 
was early directed to the widespread 
publication of rumours affecting the 
hcrnour and integrity of the Postmaster- 
'General, it is imperative to state at the 
outset that these rumours were found 
to be wholly baseless. The Postmaster- 
General, moreover, placed all his de- 
partmental files at the disposition of 
the Committee; and he, along with the 
Secretary to the Post Office, and sueh 
members of his staff as have expert 
tnowledge of Wireless Telephony, 
gave it frequent and full assistance. 

3. Two of the members appointed to 
form the Committee have had no share | 
in the preparation of this interim re- 
port. Deputy Darrell Piggis resigned 
from the Committee on January 25th, 
for reasons set out in his letter of re- 
signation, a copy of which is herewith 
presented. Deputy Seán MacGarry, 
while not resigning from the Commit- 
tee, did not participate in the drafting 
of the present report because of his 
connection with the electrical trade; 

, and accordingly his signature is not 
hereto subscribed. 

4. The main questions raised by the 
"Official White Paper are these:— 

(a) Is it desirable to have a broad- 

oasting station set up and a 
transmission service provided 
in Ireland? 

(b) If so, should broadcasting be a 

State service purely, the in- 
stallation of apparatus and the 
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entire working of it in the 
hands of the Postal Ministry? 

(c) If not reserved as a State mono- 
poly, should it be at least par- 

* tially so, and in such case to 
what extent? 

(d) If, on the other hand, the pro- 
vision of broadcasting service 
for Ireland be made over to 
private enterprise, should the 
concession be given to an in- 
dividual business firm, or to a 
group of otherwise separate 
companies associated as con- 
stituent units of an Irish 
Broadcasting Company? And 
further, how should such Irish 
Broadcasting Company obtain 
its revenue? 

(e) Should the public interest re- 

quire that the concession be 
given to a composite company, 
is the Irish Broadcasting Com- 
pany as set out in the White 
Paper such in its inception, 
formation, and composition, as 
to warrant the grant to it of 
the broadcasting concession? 

(f) If no immediate decision be 

rcached as to the setting up of 
a transmitting station, or 
stations, in Ireland, is it ad- 
visable to permit forthwith 
(on licence issued by the Post- 
.master-General) the use of re- 
ception apparatus? And if 
such licences be issued, on 
what terms? 

5. The Committee is not yet suffi- 
ciently informed to answer definitely 
all of these questions. It is, however, 
convinced that the eontrol of broad- 
casting in Ireland must be rigorously 
preserved a National control, and that 
the transmission service must not be 
permitted to become a monopoly in 
private hands. In so far as the White 
Paper pursues the same end it has the 
Committee’s thorough approval: the 
professed aim of the Paper is to pro- 
cure for the citizens the most satisfac- 
tory service at the cheapest rate, with- 
out drawing unduly on State funds, 
and yet without granting a monopoly 
to any private firm. 

6. As to Question (a), the Committee 
has formed the decided opinion that it 
is desirable to have at least one broad- 
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casting station set up, and that pro- 
vision be made for the transmission of 
messages helpful to agriculture and 
business generally — for example, 
weather réports, market reports as to 
prices and supply; of lectures, educa- 
tive or entertaining; and communica- 
tions of national interest and impor- 
tance. 

7. The Committee is not prepared to 
give an equally determinate answer to 
questions (b), (c) and (d). These re- 
quire and nmst receive fuller considera- 
tion. If satisfied by evidence of ex- 
perts. yet to be taken, that the scheme 
is practicable, it would recommend 
that the station and its equipment 
should be retained in State ownership; 
the staff and the working of the ap- 
paratus to remain under State control; 
while the provision of concerts, lec- 
tures, and other entertainments to be 
broadcasted, might well be left to cul- 
tural assoeiations, and to business 
enterprise. These several providers 
eould utilise for eertain hours through- 
out certain periods, the service of the 
station and staff for the transmission 
of their respective programmes. The 
fees charged for tliis service would de- 
fray the cost to the State, and possibly 
prove a source of revenue. 

8. The answer of the Committee to 
Question (e) is “ No. ,J The combina- 
tion of firms proposed in the White 
Paper bears some superfieial rcsem- 
Mance to the British Broadcasting 
Company, on which it is ostensibly 
modelled; but there is no real analogy. 
The British Broadcasting Company is 
composcd of firms directly engaged in 
the manufacture and sale of electrical 
apparatus. Of thc firms or individuals 
named in the White Paper as eon- 
stituent units of the proposed Irish 
Broadcasting Company, some have no 
connection whatever with sueh manu- 
factures; some were called into being 
for the purpose of figuring as con- 
stituent firms and one, at least, has 
only the interest of a financier in the 
exploitation of broadcasting. 

The objection of the Committee to 
giving that coneession, which in its 
working might bear so closely upon 
national cuítural development and 
national safety alike, to a company 
thus compósed is not, however, based 

Vol. 6. 


j solely on the fact that the components 
are not all firms engaged in the elec- 
trieal trade. The history of the forma- 
tion and of the carlier operations of 
one of these constituent firms, namely, 
Irish Developments, Ltd., has been ex- 
poscd to the Committee by the oral and 
docurnentary evidence of its founders; 
and the aecount is such as to convince 
the Committee that the broadcasting 
I concession should not be extended to 
that Company. It happened that the 
file submitted to the Committee by 
the Postmaster-General contained a 
memorandum furnished to him by Mr. 
Andrew Belton in September last, pur- 
porting to reveal the relations which 
had subsisted between Deputy Darrell 
Figgis and Mr. Belton when the two 
combined to form Irish Devclopments, 
Ltd., at a date long anterior to the pro- 
ject of Irish Broadcasting. It appeared 
from this document, written by Mr. 
Belton himsclf, that he had entered into* 
arrangements with Mr. Figgis to share 
with him the profits of projects (in 
which the Irish Developments Company 
was to engage) in return for the exer- 
cise of speeial influence which he be- 
lieved Mr. Figgis was able to exert 
! upon the chiefs of the late Provisional 
j Government in furtherance of these 
I projects. The Committee, accordingly, 
! thought it well to summon Mr. Belton 
for examination regarding these 
schemes, as they seemed to savour of 
corrupt practice; and, ' consequently, 
would deter the Committee from 
favouring an Irish Broadcasting Com- 
panv in which Mr. Belton should be a 
leading factor. As a witness, Mr. Bel- 
ton handed in a file of papers, chiefly 
correspondence with Mr. Figgis; and 
Mr. Figgis, repudiating the charges 
therein made against him, handed in on 
his own behalf a second file of docu- 
ments. The documents showed that 
originally the sole gubscribing share- 
holders and sole directors of Irish 
Developments, Ltd., floated as a pri- 
vate company (with a nominal capital 
of £1,000) were, for a period, Mr. Bel- 
ton and Mr. Figgis, and that the com- 
pany waí financed entirely by Mr. Bel- 
ton. The Committee refrained from en- 
quiring into these charges and counter- 
charges any further than was requisite 
to form a clear judgment as to the 
suitability of Mr. Belton to be a State 

b2 
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IPádraic Ó Máille.] 

concessionaire. It is satisfied that as 
Mr. Belton was, if not the prinie mover, 
certainly the most active agent in the 
formation of the contemplated Irish 
Broadcasting Company, it would be al- 
together unwise and unjustifiable to 
grant a State concession to that com- 
pany, The grounds on which this eon- 
clusion is based cannot be exhaustively 
detailed here. 

9. To thc last question—Question (f), 
the Committee has no difficulty in an- 
«wering, Yes. M Lieences to use re- 
eeption sets should be issued by the 
Postmaster-General pending the set- 
ting up of any Irish station and the 
‘Conseqtléiit transmission service af- 
forded by it. Temporary arrangcmcnts 
might be made for lieensing appara- 
tus on payment of, say, a flat rate of 
£1 per annum for each receiving set, 
írrespective of the number of its valves 
or other equipment—the licence to be 
alterable or cancelled on due notice of 
change following upon the installation 
of an Irísh service. During the course 
of the enquiry the Committee made re- 
presentations to the Postmaster- 
Oeneral to stay his proposed seizure of 
unMcensed apparatus pending the issue 
óf thís report. The Postmaster-General 
assented to this course. 

(Síghníthe), 

Pádraic Ó Máille (Cathaoir- 
teach), Tomás Mac Eoin, Liam Mag 
Aonghusa, Liam Thrift, Seán Mac 
Gíolla Riogh, P. K. Hogan, Domh- 
nall Mac Carthaigh, Rich. H. 
Beamish. 

31adh Eanair, 1924. 

APPENDIX. 

LETTER FROM DEPUTY FIGGIS, 
ABOVE REFERRED TO. 

January 25th, 1924. 

Pádraic 6 Máille, 

Chaírman, Wireless Broadcasting 
Committee. 

A Chara,—I am troubled by the sug- 
gestion that, in this matter of Wireless 
Broadcastiílg, I am, or have been, 
mored by an earlier personal hostility 
to aome who are named in the present 
Broadcasting proposals. 

I desire to repudiate such a sugges- 
tfon strongiy. Had such a thought 


been present to my mind, it is unneces- 
sary to say that I certainly would not 
have accepted nomination on the Com- 
mittee. But, in view of its having been 
made, and after careful thought, it 
seems to me only right and fair to such 
persons, to myself, and to the Com- 
mittee, that I should withdraw from it 
before it enters on the consideration of 
a Report. 

Will you, therefore, kindly accept my 
resignation, and accept, too, my thanks 
for your courtesy in the conduct of the 
proeeedings of the Committee.—Mise le 
meas, 

(Signed), Darrell Figgis. 

I beg to submit this Report, and to 
move that it be printed and circulated 
to the members of the Dáil. 

Ordered that Report be printed and 
circulated. 

Mr. DARRELL PiaGIS: I would 
like to make a brief personal explana- 
tion upon matters contained in this Re- 
port. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : We will 
first settle the question as to when the 
Report will be considered. W r e can 
then take the question of the personal 
explanation. When is it proposed to 
take the Report. into consideration? 

PÁDRAIC ó MÁILLE : I propose 
that the Report be tak<m into considera- 
tiori on Thursday, 14th February. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: A pro- 
posal will, I understand, be made that 
the Dáil should adjourn until Tuesday, 
12th Februarv, and the suggestion now 
is that the Report be set down for con- 
sideration on Thursday, 14th Feb- 
ruary. In the meantime it will have 
been circulated. 

Ordered that the Report be taken 
into consideration on Thursday, 14th 
j February. 

Mr. HUGHES: What is going to 
happen with reference to the Final 
Report? This is only what is known 
as the lnterim Report. I think that 
the Committee should be asked to pro- 
ceed with their labours and to take up 
the consideration of the Final Report 
at the earliest possible date. I would 
suggest that a month from 14th Feb- 
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ruary would be a suitable time i£ the j 
Dáil agrees. 

Mr. GOOD : Pending thc issuc o£ 
such a Rcport, would it bc possible to 
have thesc licences issued, as recom- 
mended in thc last paragraph? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Wc have 
not settled about the Cornmittec yct. 
We can ask the Postmaster-General 
that question wheri we decidc what \\t: 
arc goitig to do about the Committco. 
This is an Interim Report. By the 
terms of refcrcnce to thc Committec, 
they cannot continuc bcyond this datc. 

Is it desired that they should continue 
their labours, and, if so, what datc 
would bc fixcd for a Final Report? 
Deputy Hughes suggcsts thc 14th 
March. 

Mr. JOHNSON: On that point it 
occurs to me that if thc Dáil does not 
approve of the recommendations in 
this Report the usefulncss of the pre- 
sent Committee would be gone. It 
would bc quitc impossible for the Com- 
mittee to continue having at lcast 
ccrtain main ideas in its mind as to 
what ought to be done which arc con- 
tingcnt upon the adoption by the Dáil 
or the approval by thc Dáil of these 
recommendations. It seems to me it 
would bc rather neccsvsary for the ! 
Committee to know what the views of 
thc Dáil were on thc prescnt rccom- 
mendations before it proceeded íurther 
with what are indicated as final consi- 
derations. 

Mr. HUGHES : Thc rcasou L vsuggest 
that thc Committee should be em- 
powcred to proceed is. that if we do 
not give them power to-day they arc 
discharged, and we will have to appoint 
a new Committee. The Committee 
have not been asked for an Intcrim 
Report, but they have presented one, 
and I think we should ask thcm to 
present a Final Report. They havc a 
certain amount of evidence at their 
disposal, and they will gct other evi- 
dence. I think they should be asked 
to complete their labours, and to let the 
Dáil have the Final Report. Then the 
Dáil could decide whether or not they 
will ask for the evidence to be circu- 
lated, as well as the Report, before they 
come to a final .decision on the matter. 


Major COOPER : I beg to second 
Dcputy Hughes’s motion. I suggest, 
if the difficulty which Deputy Johnson 
conternplates arises, it can be easily 
met by thc Committce meeting and de- 
ciding that in the absencc of definitc 
approval by thc Dáil they will adjourn 
until they rcceivc that definite appro- 
val. I think it is very desirable that 
thc Committee should continue to be in 
existcnce, cvcn if it is rnerely in sus- 
pcnded existence, during the period of 
our adjournmcnt, and not let it be 
thought outside that we are putting 
this matter of¥ and not dealing witb 
it seriously. 

Mr. JOHNSON : I want to say that 
thc difficulty will not. be so great if 
an amendment which I intend to make 
to the proposal which will be made 
rcgarding the adjournment is agreed 
to. It seems to me that if the Dáil 
were not to consider this in a fortnight 
but in a week, it would be easier to look 
forward to the fututc proceedings of 
this Committee. It would necessitate. 
of -course, meeting next week. 

Professor O’SULLIVAN: Cannot the 
Cornmittee continue to sit, ev<?n though 
the Dáil is not sitting? Most of the 
merabers of the Committee are resident 
in Dublin. It is very incom enient to 
havc the Committee sitting while the 
Dáil is sitting. Thcy have a period now 
during which the Dáil will not be sit- 
ting, and would it not be possible for 
them to sit? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Not un- 

less this new Order is made. 

Professor O’SULLIVAN: I am quite 
awarc of that. 

Mr. CORISH: I propose that thc 
composition of thc Committee stands 
a>s at present, pending the approval or 
otherwise of the Report. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : That is 
not an amendment to the present 
motion, which is that the Committee 
be directed to continue. 

Mr. CORISH: I did not know there 
was such á proposal. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Yes; 
that the Committee be direcjfced to con- 
. tinue its deliberations and report noft 
I later than the 14th March. 
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that does not conflict in any way with 
the proposal to have a discussion on 
t.his Interim Report in the week we 
meet after the proposcd adjournment? 
If it did, I think there would be most 
serious force in what Deputy Johnson 
said, because it does seem to me that 
the Committec will want to have some 
knowledge of what view the Dáil takes 
of the opinions which they have appa- 
rently in their minds. I suggest that 
both eourses should be taken. We could 
extend the time of the Committee as 
proposed in this motion, and at thc same 
time put down on the Order Paper a 
proposal to disouss the Report, and also 
take up, if necessary, the definite sug- 
gestion made in Paragraph 9 for imme- 
diate action. The result of that debate 
would be a guide to the Committce in 
its further work. 

Mr. CORISH : I do not sec what 
purpose would bc served by having 
the Committee sitting bctween now and 
the 14th Pebruary, if there is no assur- 
anee that this Report is going to be 
approved. After all, I take it, it is the 
basis of the Final Report. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Thc 

position is that we have ordered the 
Renort to be printed and circulated, 
and also ordered that it be considcrcd 
on Thursday, the 14th February. 

Professor THRIFT: Is that the 
order? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Yes; 
that order was made. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I thought you said 
“ not later than 99 ... . 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : The In- 

terirn Report presented to-day will be 
considered on the 14th February, and* 
the proposal nov; is that the Committee 
be directed to eontinue their delibera- 
tions, and report finally, not later than 
the 14th March. I take it that it will 
be impossible to prejudgc the decision 
of the Dáil as to whether the Report 
will be approved or not when it is 
considered. Perhaps fhis might solve 
the difliculty. It is not necessary for 
the Committee to meet in the interVal, 
but it is necessary either to continue 


or else allow the Committee to lapse 
and have another motion for creating 
a Committee and repeat thc whole pro- 
cess when we rneet again. If, for 
examplc, the Committee were con- 
tinued, it need not meet until it knew 
whether or not its Interim Report had 
bcen approved. 

Mr. T. J. O’CONNELL: Would it 
not meet the position if this proposi- 
tion were agrced to now, and if the 
Committee met for one or two minutes 
at the end of the sitting, and adjourned 
until after the Dáil had reported on 
the matter? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: That is 

my suggestion. 

Mr. D. J. GOREY : There are only 
eight members available on the Com- 
mittee out of the original ten, it having 
been reduced by the resignation of two 
members. A new position now arises, 
and I belicvc tliere is some difficulty 
in procuring a quorum of five. It 
inight be well to consider the advisa- 
bility of adding two names to the 
Committee, to bring it up to its former 
strength. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: The 

Committee of Sclcction has powei; to 
discharge members who desire to re- 
sign and to add other members. We 
could have a rcport from tlie Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. GOREY : The Committec of 
Selection thought they could not act 
without the permission of the Dáil. 

PADRAIC ó MÁILLE: On that 
point it might be no harm if I state 
that the Committec has askcd the 
Committee of Selection to appoint a 
member in place of the one who has 
resigned. Deputy McGarry has not 
formally resigncd from the Committee. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : The 

difficulty as to numbers can easily be 
met by the Committee of Selection. 

Question: “ That the Committee be 
directed to continue its deliberations 
and report finally to the Dáil not Iater 
than the 14th March 99 —put and agreed 
to. 
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Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: I desire to 
touch briefly upon sorae of the matter 
in the Report, especially circling 
around the fact that although I was 
appointed on this Committee to report 
to the Dáil, I was unable to do so. I 
explained the reasons in a letter, and 
the Interim Report made by the Com- 
mittee deals with some of the causcs 
that led to the writing of that letter. 
I should like to say, íirst of all, that 
when I íirst moved in the matter, it 
was on August 3rd. The date will be 
found subsequently to be a matter of 
some importancc. On the motion for 
the adjournment on that day, Deputy 
Seán MeGarry brought forward a 
motion that enquiry should be made 
into certain broadcasting suggestions 
to be made by the Postmaster-General. 
I was not aware, at that timc, that 
that motion was to be raised. I had 
only been vaguely awarc that broad- 
casting proposals had been in the air 
at all. I had not, and I wish to empha- 
sise this, the vaguest conception as to 
who the persons were who were apply- 
ing for broadcasting powers under the 
proposals that wcre afterwards out- 
lined in the Whitc Papcr. I confined 
what I said on that occasion to a few 
words that occupied just a few lines 
of the Official Report of the proceed- 
ings. I concluded by-saying: 

“ I urge that no action whatever 
be taken until the new Dáil is elected, 
and that no action be taken until 
the conscnt of the Dáil is first got.” 

That undertaking was given by the 
President on thaLoceasion. When thc 
new Dáil met, I became aware, for the 
first timc, that one of the bodies that 
was seeking special powers from the 
Postmaster-General was a company 
with which I had been associated, two 
vears ago. I did not know it until then, 
and when J accepted nomination on 
the Qommittee, my mind was entirely 
cleared—I hope it is unnecessary for 
me to say it—of any question of hos- 
tilities arising from carlier associations. 
It was in that sense that I accepted 
nomination on the Committee. 

I was very greatly surprised at an 
early stage of the proceedings of the 
Committee when a document was 
handed in by the gentleman named 


Andrcw Belton, containing very serious 
reflections upon me, and marked by a 
spirit of very acute hostility. I was still 
more surprised when that document 
was handed in, not by Mr. Belton, but 
by the Postmaster-General. I desire to 
say exactly how I stand in that matter. 
The Committee has, after mature con- 
sideration, touched upon the charges 
that Mr. Belton has made against me. 
I have repudiated those charges hotly 
and with indignation. The Committee 
\ havc not stated in their ad interim 
Report what I consider is a material 
matter, and that is that within three 
weeks of the formation of Irish Deve- 
lopments Ltd., I severed my connection 
with it with equal indignation, with 
considerable firmncss, and in interviews 
of some storm. I have not had, sincc 
tlien, any connection with the company 
or with persons connected with it, and, 
furthcr, I have no desire to have con- 
nection with the company or with the 
pcrsons who are running it. My con- 
nection with it ceased in Oetober, 1922. 
The company was formcd on the lst 
August, 1922, and my actions in con- 
nection with thc company wcrc quite 
clear and quite public, because immc- 
diatcly after it was formed, I mysclf 
caused an announcemcnt to bc madc 
in the Press of its formation and my 
conncction with it, which will be found 
in the Irish Press of August 2nd, 1922, 
in which I am named as Director. I 
severed my connection with it, and 
I caused a public statement to be rnade 
' in the Press that I had severed my 
connection. Since then I had nothing 
to do with it, and I have no desire to 
havc anything to do with it. I think 
that will deal with thc matter of these 
charges that have been made by this 
gentleman, through the agency.of the 
Postmaster-General, against my honour. 

At a later date I will movc in this 
Dáil that every particle of evidence 
given by any person bcfore this Com- 
mittee be produced and published, 
because it will then be found that the 
charges made against me in this docu- 
ment werc* charges, which when this 
gentleman was again summoned before 
the Committee, he was careful to with- 
draw. I think it would be better^not 
to continue much longer, because it iá 
a matter on which I have a consider- 
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[Mr. Darrell Figgis.] 
able amount of feeling and a consi- 
derable amount of indignation. I only 
desire to say that not only at a later 
date will I call for the publication of 
all the evidence but I will ask that the 
evidcnce and any documents handed 
ín be released from privilege in order 
that the whole matter may be inves- 
tigated, if necessary by the courts of 
law of this country. 

POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. J. 
J. Walsh): I wish to say, at the out- 
set, that I have the fullest possible 
confidence in thc remaining members 
of this Committee to do justice, in the 
first place to the nation, and in the 
second place to myself, in this all- 
important subject. The Dáil will ap- 
preciate that sincc the outset of the 
sittings of the Committee, numerous 
unfair and unscrupulous attacks have 
been made on my honour, and the 
motives which lcd me and my advisers 
in my department to come to ccrtain 
conclusions in regard to broadcasting. 
Because of the peculiar position I 
ocoupy, my hands were tied, and they 
are stiíl tied, and it is very good of 
you, Sir, and the Committee, to give 
me just one brief moment to touch 
on a point or two which may form the 
subject of misconception, not so much 
here at home, where matters are bettcr 
understood and where one can fairly 
believe in the justicc of his fellow man, 
but in places beyond. Thc main prin- 
ciple which I contended for in the long 
and serious discussions leading up to 
this White Paper was the establishment 
of an Irish Broadcasting Station, with 
no connection whatever with anything 
outside the country. I should like to 
make it clear, because of these attacks 
of t-he last week or two, that in this 
respect, at any rate, my judgment has 
been vindicated. There are other mat- 
ters which will form the subject of 
discussion when we come to deal with 
this subject, and that is the evidence 
submitted by me in relation to private 
versus State control. If the evidence 
of this Committee were made public, as 
I must say I would have very much 
favoured, it would remove any miscon- 
ception on this point. My reasons for 
State control have becn fully explained 


to the Committce, and it is, perhaps, 
a bit unfortunate that these reasons 
are not before the Dáil. They are very 
fully set out and t.hey speak for 
themselves. 

In regard to the controversy between 
Mr. Belton and Deputy Figgis, my 
name has been mentioned by Deputy 
Figgis here, and I think in justice 
to cverybody, in justice to a man 
who is not here, as well as to one 
who is here, the matter ought not to 
be gone into without having all the 
cvidence. I am sure that every- 
body desires a fair show for all 
the people concerned in this matter. 
The question of my right . to issue 
licences prior to tlie ercction of a 
Broadcasting Station has also been 
brought into play, and my view-point 
was fully dealt with before the Com- 
mittee. I think when the public 
cxamine those reasons they will find 
that there was some justice in the case 
which I advanced. This is merely a 
personal explanation, and I only want 
to say that this subject of broadcasting 
which has occupied tlie attention of 
the Committee for ninetcen sittings, 
and which will continue to occupy its 
attention for many o1hers,_ is a subject 
which occupied my attention and that 
of the heads of my Department for a 
period of six months, and has formed 
a bone of contention in other countries. 
It is a subject upon which one cannot 
lightly formulate a judgment. It is 
necessary to havc all the evidence for 
and against and to weigh that evidence 
very carefully. All I have to say is, 
that it, would bc unreasonable for any- 
íiody to come to a conclusion without 
that cvidence, and I believe that for 
that reason sooner or later thc Dáil will 
find itself eompelled—it may do it 
without either force or compulsion— 
to publish the entirc evidenee bearing 
on broadcasting. 

Mr. GOOD: The question I wanted 
to ask was, in the interregnum, while 
those diffcrent matters referrcd to are 
under consideration, whether it would 
not be possible to issue those licenses, 
so that broadcasting might not be held 
up during the considerable period that 
apparently would elapse before all 
those inquiries referred to have been 
dealt with. 
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The POSTMASTEB-OENEBAL : I do 

not see how any action can be taken 
in this matter until a decision on No. 9 
has been come to. 

Major BRYAN COOPEB: Will the 
Post-master-General consider the desi- 
rability of not taking any action until 
a <decision has been come to as to the 
seizing of apparatus and so on? As I 
read Paragraph 9 of the Report, he 
undertook to take no action pending 
the issue of the Report. The Report 
has now been issued. Will he give 
immunity for the next fortnight, say, 
until the Dáil considers the Report? 

POSTMASTEB-OENEBAL : The Re- 

port has not yet been issued. This is 
an interim report, and my promise to 
the Committee holds until the Final 
Report is published. 

Mr. JOHNSON: On the qucstion of 
the issue of licenses, in paragraph No. 
9 the Committee says it has no diffi- 
culty in answering that licenses should 
be issued. It is undoubtedly within 
the power of the Postmaster-General to 
issue or withhold licenses. The Post- 
mastcr-General could, if he wished to 
do so, take note of t.he reeommenda- 
tions of this Committee and act ac- 
cordingly. He may continuc to refrain 
from issuing licenses until a decision 
of the Dáil has been taken. I want to 
suggest that, in view of the very wide- 
spread desire for the issue of licenses, 
we should not allow a fortnight to 
elapse before beginning to eonsider 
this Report in detail, but that we eould 
at. an earlier date diseuss a formal 
motion, that in the opinion of the Dáil 
the Postmaster-General should issue 
licenses forthwdth. I do not think that 
that would controvert the decision 
already arrived at in regard to the 
postponement of the diseussion until 
the 14th ,February, but at an earlicr 
date, say, one day next week, we could 
meet for the purpose of discussing this 
question. We could have a. single 
definite motion respecting the issue of 
licenses. 

The POSTMASTEB-GENEBAL: I 

take it that Deputy Johnson will agree 
that the issue of those licenses by an 
Irish authority is’ dependent on the 


DáiPs decision to have a broadcastáng 
station set up in this country? 

Mr. JOHNSON: I do not agree that 
it is dependent on that. 

The POSTMASTEB-GENEBAL: I 

suppose the Deputy will agree that I 
have put forward pretty strong views 
on this subject. Those views have been 
supported by legal opinion. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I think that is not 

correct. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: We can- 

not go into that. 

Professor THRIFT: Might I suggest 
that as the Postmaster-General has 
now had the advantage of 

4 o’cloch. reading the recommenda- 
tions of the Committce and 
seeing the w r ay in which those sugges- 
tions are coupled with other sugges- 
tions, and to a certain extcnt gauging 
the feeling of the Committee, he is 
now in a position to approach the 
matter from a different point of view 
from that taken by him before? It is 
in his power to review his position^and 
his course of action in that light. If 
he feels disposed to approach the mat~ 
ter from a somewhat different point of 
view he would avoid the necessity for 
discussion suggested by Deputy John- 
son. 

The POSTMASTER-GENEBAL: I 

suggest that there is nothing to be done 
by the Dáil in this matter. Seeing that 
instruments have been freely imported 
into this country for the last two or 
three months, nothing worse could be- 
fall thc position within the next fort- 
night. I would suggest to Deputy 
Johnson that one part of the Report 
should not be segrcgated and specially 
discussed. I really think it would bc 
rather difficult to deal with so impor- 
tant a matter without also dragging 
in the remaining matters, or a grcat 
number of them. 

I AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Before 

Deputy Thrift spoke, I was going ta 
suggest that it seems to me it would 
be difficult to take up the consideration 
of Paragraph 9 of the Report at some 
date previous to the date which we 
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Adjournment of 

[An Ceann Comhairle.] 
have fixed for the consideration of the 
whole Report. I think even if we were 
to meet’next week that a motion to ex- 
press the opinion that the Postmaster- 
General ought to issue lieences would 
probably be ruled out of order on the 
ground that the question was ordcred 
by the Dáil for discussion at a later 
date, and that that discussion could not 
be taken up prematurely. I am afraid 
that the suggestion of Deputy Johnson 
is not feasible. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I bow to your ruling 
in that. I think we ean find a way 
if we have the will. The Postmaster- 
General has more or less intimated to 
those who at present possess wireless 
receiving sets that they may use them. 
I was trying to move in the direction 
of bringing those people within his 
conception of the law in the matter, 
and to enable them to aet as he now 
suggests they should act, but to enable 
them to act quite legally, and with 
good-will and consent. 

OIREACHTAS ACCOMMODATION. 

Mf P. HUGHES : Before you take 
the adjournment, I desire to say that 
the Committcc of Seleetion met this 
morning, and they have nominated the 
followdng Deputics on the Coinmittee 
for the Temporary Accommodation for 
the Oircachtas—Deputies Gorey, Nagle, 
Cooper, Magennis, and Hughes, and I 
beg to report accordingly. Wc also 
suggest that the Clerk should be asked 
to convene the first meeting of the 
Joint Committee. 

Ordered, that the Report lie upon the 
Table. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : With 
regard to the convening of the first 
meeting, the terms of reference of 
the Committee prescribe that the 
Committee shall report within ^six 
weeks of its first meeting. As the 
Seanad will be meeting next week, it 
will be possible to have a meeting, if 
those Deputies are available. Three of 
them are available in Dublin. 

ADJOURNMENT OF THE DAIL. 

The MINISTER for EXTERNAL 
AFFAIRS (Mr. D. Fitzgerald): I 


move the Adjournment until 3 o’clock 
on Tuesday, the 12th February. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I want to amend the 
date, until Wednesday, 6th February. 
I desire to do so because of the argu- 
ments that were used a week ago in 
regard to the Housing (Building Faci- 
lities) Bill. I understood then that this 
was an urgent Bill, and certain privi- 
lcges were given to the Minister to 
allow it to eome forward. Because of 
its urgency, it was decided that the 
Cornmittee Stage should be íaken to- 
morrow, with the hope, I understand, 
of getting the Bill passed, and that 
whatever good is in it might be taken 
advantage of at an early date. But 
now it appears, from thc Minister for 
External Affairs, that there is no 
hurry, that thc Bill may be held up 
íor a fortnight, or tcn days, and that 
no time will be lost by doing so. I do 
not think that any good reason is 
adduccd for the adjournmcnt over next 
week. It may be said that certain 
important Ministers rnay not be prc- 
scnt, but there are important Ministers 
still remaining, aml partieularly the 
Ministcr whose special sphere it is to 
deal with housing, the INIinister for 
| Loeal Government. I am sure that if 
I it were required that the Minister for 
Home Affairs were to be here, dealing 
with Home Affairs, the Minister for 
External Affairs might l)e away dealing 
with External Affairs. The importancc 
of this Bill will bc found in the Pre- 
sident's speech, and I do not think we 
are justified in skipping a week for 
the discussion of the Bill in (•ommittce. 
I beg, therefore, to move that the ad- 
journment be until Wednesday, 6th 
February. 

Mr. O’OONNELL: I second the 
amendment. 

Amendment: “ To delete * Tuesday, 
12th,’ and insert ‘ Wednesday, 6th * ” 
—put and declared lost. 

Motion put and agreed to. 

The Dáil adjourned at 4.10 p.m., 
until Tuesday, February 12th. 
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Do chuaidh an Ceann Comhairle 
gceannas ar a 3 o ’cloch. 

CEISTEANNA—QUESTIONS. 

ORAL ANSWERS. 

PARLIAMENTARY SECRETARIES. 

Major COOPER asked the President 
whether his attention has been called ! 
to the fact that in Thom's Official 
Directory for 1924, the name of onc 
Deputy appears as Parliamentary Scc- 
retary to the Exccutivc Council, and 
that of another Deputy as Parliamen- 
tary Seeretary to the President; whe- 
ther the Oireachtas has up to the pre- 
sent sanctioned the creation of these 
posts; whether any appointments have 
heen made to them, and whether the 
information furnished to the Dircetory 
came from any official source. 

The PRESIDENT: I have seen the 
entry refcrred to. The two Deputics 
mentioned acted in the capacity of Par- 
liamentary Secretaries during the 
period of the last Dáil. Since then, and 
pending the passing of the Ministers 
and Secretaries Bill, they have con- 
tinued to dischargc the duties entrusted 
to them. The Ministers and Secretaries 
Bill, when passed, will necessitate a re- 
vision of the appointmcnts. I should 
add that Thom’s Directory is not an 
official publication. 

BALLYVOYLE RAILWAY VIADUCT. 

Mr. T. 0’MAH0NY asked the Minis- 
ter for Industry and Commerce if his 
attention has been drawn to the report 
in the Dublin papers of llth January, 
with pictorial illustr.ations, of the then 
completion of the Ballyvoyle Railway 
Viaduct, and whether this is correct, 
and, if so, if he will state why arrange- 
ments have not been made to resume 


direct traffic between Mallow and 
Waterford, an important district, 
whieh has suffered severely through its 
practical suspension for nearly 18 
months, and, if the publication was in- 
correet, what date was fixed in the con- 
tract for the completion of this work, 
and when may the reopening of the sys- 
tem be expected. 

MINISTER for INDUSTRY and 
COMMERCE (Mr. J. McOrath) : The re- 

port refcrred to, which appeared in the 
Dublin papers, was not correct. The 
contract date for the completion of this 
bridge is llth March. The Railway 
Company then has to lay the track, and 
the bridge should be ready for traffic on 
or about the 20th March. 

BLACKWATER FLOODS. 

Mr. T. 0’MAH0NY aslced the Minis- 
ter for Finanee whether, as owing to 
the frequent. ílooding of the river 
Blackwater of the low-lying portions of 
the town of Fermoy during recent 
years, causing great loss of property 
and inflieting great hardship and loss 
on a large number of poor household- 
crs, he is prepared to order that a local 
inquiry be held, or to have a survey 
made of the river bed and waterway to 
the east of the town, as owing to the 
big rise at time of flood in the level of 
the river below the weir as compared 
with the level above it,. it is evident 
somc obstruction exists, and to this end 
all local knowledge would be available. 

MINISTER for FINANCE (Mr. E. 
Blythe) : The floods complained of 
occur on a river which is not included 
in any existing drainage district, and 
there is, therefore, no power to earry 
out works of relief except by designing 
and carrying out a ncw scheme of 
arterial drainage. Under the existing 
law such a seheme can only bo carried 
out on the initiative and at the expense 
of the owners of lands damaged by 
i floods. 

Mr. 0 ’MAHONY : Arising out of that 
nnswer f would ask if the Minister is 
aware that the most serious complaints 
relate to the flooding of the low-lying 
portion of the town of Fermoy, a con- 
siderable portion of which is occupiel 
by poor people? 
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INCOME TAX (POSITION OF MILK- 
C T JP?LYING FARMERS). 

MICHEAL 0 hlFEARNAIN asked 
the MinLster for Finance whether he is 
aware that attempts are being made by 
the Inland Revenue Authorities to col- 
lect Income Tax under Schedule D from 
farmers who are suppliers of milk in 
the ordinary eourse of their business 
and at wholesale rates to dealers in 
Dublin,, those farmers being also as- 
sessed in tho usual manner under Sche- 
dules A and B, and whether steps will 
be taken to prevent seizures being madc 
on account of such assessments. 

Mr. E. BLYTHE: Under the provi- 
sions of Case III., Sch. D, Income Tax 
Act, 1918, a farmer who is also a dealer 
in, or seller of milk, is chargeable to 
Income Tax under Schedule D, in 
addition to any tax charged under 
Scliedule B, if his lands are insuf- 
ficient for the keep of the cattle 
brought on to his own lands. It fol- 
lows, therefore, that he is correotly as- 
sessed under Schedule D if he takes 
gi;azing rights over other lands not in 
his own occupation, or if he adopts 
other methods for the keeping of his 
dairy cattle which arc not part and 
parecl of the normal operations of a 
farmer occupying his own land for the 
purposes of husbandry only. 

Where a Schedule D assessment has 
been made in the circumstances afore- 
said, a taxpayer has the usual right of 
appeal to the Special Commissioners 
within 21 days. If he neglects to ap- 
peal, or, if on appeal, the assessment is 
uphcld, tax is collectable in the ordin- 
ary way, that is by distraint or seizure 
in case of pcrsistent refusal to pay. 

• There has been no alteration in the 
law or practice in this matter. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: Arising out of 
that answer, I would like to ask the 
Minister for Finance if he will consider 
the matter of extending the period dur- 
ing which an appeal could be lodged, 
because I know a good many farmers 
are not aware of how the regulations in 
these matters affect them, and conse- 
quently they are liable f* the assess- 
ments without having an opportunity of 
appealingt 

Mr. BLYTHE: I can only undertake 
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to consider that. People very fre- 
quently in these matters pretend ignor- 
ance which they do not possess. 

GRANTS TO CORN MILLERS. 

SEAN 0 LAIDHIN asked the Minis- 

ter for Finance whether, with a view to 
relieving unemployment, he proposes to 
give grants to eorn millers who are un- 
able to procure the necessary capital 
for the purpose of reconstructing their 
mills. 

Mr. BLYTHE: It is not proposed to 
make grants for the purpose mentioned. 1 

Mr. LYONS: Will the Minister float 
a loan for the purpose? 

Mr. BLYTHE : No. 

IRISH TOBACCO INDUSTRY. 

Mr. P. BAXTER asked the Minister 
for Financc what special concessions, if 
any, have been obtained from the Gov- 
ernments of India and Nyassaland in 
consideration of the admission into the 
Saorstát of their surplus tobaccos at a 
preferential rate of duty, and if he is 
aware that owing to the cheapness of 
labour in those countries Irish tobacco 
is hopelessly handicapped in the home 
market, and whether steps will be taken 
to remove this handicap. 

Mr. BLYTHE: No special concessions 
have been obtained from the Govern- 
ments of India or Nyassaland. 

The scheme of Imperial Preference 
forms part of the fiscal syst’cm which 
was taken over from the British Gov- 
ernment by the Saorstát, and which it 
was felt should not be amended without 
careful consideration, not possible at 
the time of taking over. The preferen- 
tial rate of duty at which tobacco im- 
ported from India and Nyassaland is 
admitted does not adversely affect 
Irish-grown tobacco, inasmuch as the 
Excise duty on Irish-grown tobacco has 
been reduced to an even lower flgure, 
which would probably be increased in 
the event of the abolition of the Im- 
perial Preference rate. To attempt to 
remove the handicap caused by cheap- 
ness of production in other countries 
would require a permanent subsidy. 


Questions. DAIL EIREANN. Orál Answers. 



789 Questions. 12 February, 1924. Oral Answers. 790 

DTJTXES 0N TOBACCO.—EN- MINISTER for DEFENCE (General 


COURAGING IRISH GROWERS. 

Mr. P. J. MULVANY asked the 
Minister for Finance if he will state 
what was the amount of revenue sacri- 
ficed by the Irish Free State for the 
nine months ending the 31st December 
of the current year by reason of the 
adoption of the British Preferential 
Tariff, and whether Empire grown to- 
baeco pays only five-sixths of the duty 
charged upon foreign tobaceo; and, 
further, whether the Government pro- 
poses taking steps to encourage the to- 
bacco growing industry in this eountry. 

Mr. BLYTHE: As regards the first 
part of the question, I am having a re- 
turn prepared for the Deputy showing, 
as far as figures are available, the 
difference beUveen the actual revenue 
receipts in respect of tobacco imported 
at preferential rates and the potential 
Revenue receipts ealeulated on the as- 
sumption that the preferential rates 
had been abolished and the full duty 
charged, but that other conditions had 
remained the same. 

The answer to the second part of the 
question is in the affirmative. 

As regards the third part of the qucs- 
tion, the position is that the Govern- 
ment have heretofore been granting a 
substantial subsidy towards the tobacco 
growing industry. If the Deputy has 
in mind a tariff protection for that in- 
dustry, I am not in a position to say 
more than that the question of home- 
grown tobacco will be duly considered 
in relation to the fiscal problem 
generally. 

ARMY ACCOUNTS. 

LIAM 0 DAIMHIN asked the Minis- 
tcr for Defence if he is in a position to 
make a statement as to the number and 
total amount of Army accounts unpaid 
for 1921 and 1922 in connection with 

(1) claims for motor hire incurred by 
officers and men under his eommand, 

(2) claims for commandeered motors 
and damage to same while in possession 
of Army authorities, (3) goods supplied 
to Barracfcs by traders on authority of 
local officers, and if he can state 
.whether all such outstanding claims 
will be disposed of before the 31st 
Marcb, 1924. 


Mulcahy) : As regards 1921 claims, 
such claims cannot be met out of Army 
funds. Moreover, no decision has yet 
been arrived at as to the extent. if any, 
to which such claims could be admittéd 
against any public funds. In these cir- 
cumstances, there would be no advan- 
tage in giving details of claims of this 
kind. 

As regards claims against the Army 
accruing from the early part of 1922, 
the numbers and total amounts of such 
claims at the moment under the classes 
specified are, approximately, as 

f ollows:— 

Number. Amount. 
Motor Hirage 1,205 ... £25,000 0 0 
Comd. Motors, 

Bicyeles, Boats, 

etc. ... 2,050 ... 170,000 0 0 

Billeting and 

Supplies ... 15,389 ... 50,000 0 0 

18,644 £245,000 0 0 

The Deputy is already familiar with 
the difficulties, from the public accounts 
point of view, of dealing with many of 
these elaims, but arrangements have 
now been made which make it possible 
for me to state: 

(1) That motor hirage claims will 
, practically be cleared off by the 31st 
I March next; 

(2) That a large number of com- 
mandeered motor vehicles claims, al- 
though presenting abnormal difficul- 

j ties in settlement, will be dealt with 
by the end of this financial year; and 

- (3) That in the case of goods sup- 

plied to the Army by traders, every 
such arrcar account in which the 
bona fides of the claim can be de- 
finitely determined, will also be set- 
tled by 31st March next. 

DEATH OF A EILDARE SOLDIER. 

AODH O CULACHAIN askcd the 
Minister for Defence if hc will state 
when payfient of the pension or gra- 
tuity to Mrs. K. Behan, of Martinstown» 
Curragh Camp, in respect of her son ? 
Volunteer Patrick Behan, who died 
from wounds received at Ferrycarrig t 
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[Aodh 0 Cúlacháin.] # I 

Wexford, on 12th August, 1922, will be 
made under the Army Pensions Act, 
1923. 

Oeneral MULGAHY : A decision wili 
be made on Mrs. Behan’s claim in re- 
spect of pension or gratuity in the near 
future. 

ARMY PENSION (EDENDERRY). 

LIAM 0 DAIMHIN asked the Minis- 
ter for Defence if he has received an 
application for an army pension . 
from Privatc Edward Cummins (No. ' 
55533, 3rd Wexford Brigade), of Eden- 
derry, Offaly, and whether he is aware 
that this young man has no home and 
is entirely dependent for his support 
since his discharge from the army upon 
friends who are unable to support him 
any longer; further, whether he will I 
issue instructions for an immediate de- 
cision in this ease iu order to save Cum- 
mins the trouble and necessity of re- 
moving to the County Home at Tulla- 
more. ! 


to thc necessity for rebuilding the bar- 
racks mentioned. 

HILCULLEN (HILDARE) SOL- 
DIER’S CLAIM. 

AODH 0 CULACHAIN asked the 
Minister for Defence if he is aware that 
Mrs. Doyle, of Dillon’s Avenue, Kil-' 
cullen, Co. Kildare, mother of Private 
Patrick Doyle, who is disabled and was 
discharged as medically unfit owing to 
having received seven gunshot wounds 
in his right thigh at Ballineen, Co. 
Cork, on the 5th October, 1922, has re- 
eeived several applications from the 
Army Paymaster\s Offiees, Portobello 
Barracks, for a refund of twclvc shil- 
lings overdrawn scparation allowanee, 
the last dated 25th ult., Rcf. No. 
A.F./3275, threatcning to take procecd- 
ings against her if she does not rcfund 
thc money immcdiatcly; ‘further, 
whether he will have Doyle\s case in- 
quired into at once with a vicw to set- 
tlcmcnt by pcnsion or gratuity, so that 
Mrs. Doyle can refund thc money 
claimed by the Army Pavmaster. 


General MULCAHY: An application 
has been received from Mr. Cummins, 
and a decision thereon is being speci- 
ally expcdited. 

RECONSTRUCTION OP MILITARY 
BARRACKS. 

Mr. T. 0’MAH0NY asked the Minis- 
ter for Defence whether any decision 
has been arrived at as to the 
reconstruction, and, if so, to what 
extent, of Fermoy and Buttevant 
Military Barracks, and if he is 
aware that owing to the loss of 
tradc, markets and employment in 
these towns and districts rcsulting from 
the evacuation of the large British gar- 
risons formerly stationed there, and to 
the non-payment by the Frec State Go- 
vernment of the contributions in lieu of 
local rates paid before the dcstruction 
of these barracks, the towns have suf- 
fcred to such an extcnt that it is neces- 
sary some effective steps should be 
taken to alleviate during the transition 
period the stagnation of traWe and the 
absolute want of local employment. fj 


Generaí MULCAHY : The facts are 
as statcd. The norrnal procedure for 
the recovery of ovorpayment of dc- 
pendcnts , allowance was followed in 
Mrs. Doyle’s case. The mattcr will, 
however, be allowcd to rest, pending 
a deeision on the claim which has been 
made under the provisions of the Army 
Pensions Act, 1923, and of which con- 
sideration is being cxpcditcd. 

POLITICAL PRISONERS IN MILI- 
TARY HOSPITALS. 

Mr. P. P. BAXTER askcd the Minis- 
ter for Defencc if he will state thc num- 
ber of political prisoners at present in 
military hospitals, and if hc will state 
his reasons for regarding prisoners suf- 
fering from physical disabilities as a 
danger to public peace; further, if he 
will say whether or not he will con- 
sider the immediate velease of all pri- 
soners at present detained in military 
hospitals. 


General MULCAHY* The number of 
prisoners at present in military hos- 
General MULCAHY: It has not yet|[| pitals is forty-one. Of those twmnty-fivc 
been possible to arrive at a decision as” are either sentenced, dangerous, or arc 
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awaiting action on civil chargcs. The 
qucstion of thc rclease of the rcmaindcr 
is under considcration, but not on medi- 
cal grounds. Physical disabilitics can- 
not be regarded as purchasing immu- 
nity from detention for those who 
commit erimes or are a danger to the 
State. 

PROVISION POR INCAPACITATED 
SOLDIERS. 

Mr. A. BYRNE asked the Minister 
for Defence if he will state whether mcn 
with long service, first in the I.R.A. 
and subsequently in the National Army, 
have been discliarged suffcring from 
pulmonary tuberculosis and without 
either pension or gratuity, and if h(‘ 
will takc steps to provide for sueh 
cases. 

General MULCAHY : Officcrs and 
men have been dischaiged from thc 
army suffering from tuberculosis with- 
out either pension or gratuity. I regret 
that it is not praeticable to make any 
fináncial or other provision for them 
out of Army Funds. Sanatorium treat- 
ment is however being provided for in 
most, if not all, cases uncler the National 
Health Insurancc and the Tubercu- 
losis Acts. 

Mr. BYRNE : Arising out of thc 
Minister’s answer, may T ask the follow- 
ing supplemcntary question:—Is the 
Minister aware of the numerous com- 
plaints with referenee to the delay in 
issuing pensions to wounded men and 
the dependents of those who gave their 
lives in the serviec of the country since 
1916? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Is not 

this a question of men discharged suf- 
fering from a disease ? 

Mr. BYRNE: It is a question of pen- 
sions generally. 

. AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: It is a 

question dealing specially with pulmon- 
ary tuberculosis. 

Mr. BYRNE : May I ask it at the con- 
clusion of thé questions as a private 
notice question and as a matter of 
urgency? A serious complaint was 
made in another place yesterday with 
*egard to this matter. With your per- 
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mission I would like to ask it as a pri- 
vate notice question. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Thc De- 

puty should have given notice of that. 

HOUSE-LETTING—QUESTION OP 
“ KEY MONEY. ,> 

TOMAS MAC EOIN asked the Minis- 
ter for Home Affairs whether he is 
aware that advertisements offering 
“ kcy moncy and inviting payment of 
lt key money ” or the purehase of fur 
niture as a condition of the letting of 
houses appcar frequently in Dublin 
newspapcrs, and whether hc proposes to 
talce any action in rcspect to this con- 
travcntion of Section 13 (3) of the In-. 
creasc of Rent and Mortgage Interest 
(Restrictions) Act, 1923. 

MINISTER for HOME AFFAIRS 

(Mr. O’Higgins): My attention has 
bccn directcd to advertisements of the 
kind reíerred to, and the qucstion of 
proseeution by the police under Sec- 
tion 13, sub-section 3, of the lncrease 
of Rent and Mortgagc Interest (Re- 
strictions) Act, 1923, is at present 
under consideration. The special atten- 
lion of newspapers is being directed to 
the offence of publishing such advcr- 
tisements. 

If the Deputy will furnish any parti- 
culars in his possession relating to the 
matter, prosecutions will be directed if 
the íacts so warrant. ' ^ 

Mr. JOHNSON: My desire is that a 
warning should be given. I am not 
urging prosecutions. 

MOTOR HIRE CLAIM. 

AODH 0 CULACHAIN asked the 
Minister for Home Affairs if he is aware* 
that a sum of £19 6s Od is due to Mr. 
George Caldbeck, KilcullenRoad,Naas, 
for motors supplied to the late Volun- 
teer Police and certified correct by Mr. 
Seán McRenna, formerly Brigado 
Policc Officer, Naas District, and, fur- 
ther, whether he is aware that bills 
were furnished to and acknowledged 
by the Ministry of Home Affairs: 
as far' bacíc as the 27th February, 1923, 
and whether the Minister will give in- 
structions to have this claim dealt with 
forthwith. 
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Mr. O’HIGGINS: A draft for the 
amount of Mr. Caldbeck’s claim was 
issued to him on the 9th instant. 

LAND DISTRIBUTION IN ARRAN 
ISLANDS. 

TOMAS 0 CONAILL asked thé 
Minister for Agriculture whether he is 
aware that much discontent prevails in 
the village of Killeany, Arran Islands, 
owing to the delay on the part of the 
Government in distributing the avail- 
able land, held by thc late Congested 
Districts Board, among the small un- 
economic holders; whether the quostion 
of the distribution of this land has not 
been under consideration for a con- 
sidcrable time; and whether the Minis- 
ter is yet in a position to say how soon 
such distribution will be made. 

MINISTER for AGRICULTURE 
(Mr. P. Hogan) : Thc Land Commission 
do not propose to distribute the lands 
of Killeany Farm among small holders, 
but they contemplate vesting them in 
trustees for the beneíit of the people, 
mostly fishermen in Killeany. 

The late Congested Districts Board 
never contemplated the distribution of 
these lands amongst the uneconomic 
landholders ad.iacent as they are not 
suitable for division in small parcels. 

ANONTMOUS LETTERS RE DE- 
PARTMENTAL OFPIOIALS. 

TOMAS 0 CONAILL askcd the 
Minister for Agriculture if he will state 
what is the usual practice of the Depart- 1 
ment in dealing with anonymous or un- 
offlcial communications reflecting upon 
local officers of Technical Instruction 
Committees, and whether copies of such 1 
•communications are fumished to the , 
officers concerned or their Committees 
for their observations before any other 
action is ordered thereon. 

Mr. HOGAN: It is not the practice of 
the Department to take any action on 
anonymous communications. If letters 
duly authenticated by name and ad- 
dress are received reflecting upon an 
offlcer of a Technical Instruction or 
other Committee working under the De- 
partment, the usual practice is to in- 
form the writeir that he should address 


the Committee by whom such officer 
is employed. 

BOGGA ESTATE TENANTS 
(WESTMEATH). 

SEAN 0 LAIDHIN asked the Minis- 
ter for Agriculture if he is aware that 
the Land Bank tcnants, on the Bogga 
Estate, Moate, Westmcath, are paying 
seven per cent. per annum, on the full 
amount of the purehase money; and if 
he will state why the interest at three 
and a half per cent. per annum, on one- 
fourth of the purchase money lodged, 
has not, though agreed to by the Land 
Bank, been refunded to the tenants or 
trustees or deducted from the said in- 
terest, and whether he is in a position 
to state the amount of money raised 
through letting said lands by the Land 
Bank since the estate was vested in the 
Bank, and also by what amount the 
purchase money has been reduced on 
the above estate. 

Mr. HOGAN: The lands referred to 
have not yet been dealt with by the 
Land Commission, and they have no in- 
formation regarding the matters refer- 
red to. 

Mr. LYONS: Will the Minister state 
when it is decided that these lands will 
be taken over? 

Mr. HOGAN: I am not in a position 
to state when any partieular lands will 
be dealt with. 

Mr. LYONS: Arising out of that 
answer of the Minister I would like to 
say, as this question is in his hands for 
something about two months, that 
surely in that time he should be able to 
find out some decent answer in order to 
ease peoples minds? 

Mr. HOGAN : I would not be able to 
undertake that the Land Commission 
would be able to deal with all Land' 
Bank cases in two months. 

ARRAN ISLAND FISHERIES. 

TOMAS 0 OONAILL asked the 
Minister for Fisheries whether he is 
now in a position to state what steps he 
intends to take in order to develop and 
extend the fisheries at Arran Islands, 
and whether in view of the near ap- 
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proach of the mackerel season he is in 
a position to hold out any hope that in- 
creas’ed and improved facilities will be 
afforded in connection with the 
despatch and disposal of fish. 

MINISTER for FISHERIES (Mr. F. 
Lynch) : The development of the fish- 
ing industry of the Arran Islands is re- 
ceiving close attention. The present 
depressed condition of these fisheries is 
due to the universal calises which have 
their origin in the great upheavals, con- 
sequent on the European war. Remote 
islands like Arran have suffered in a 
special manner, as owing to the in- 
crease in steamer and railway freights 
the return to thc fishermen for their 
catches hardly yields a living wage, 
and the owners of the boats purchased 
from the State have, in consequence, 
been unable to meet their instalments 
during the past three years. 

Efforts are at present being made to 
develop markets in our inland towns 
for the catohes of our fishermen, and it 
is hoped that our aetivities in this direc- 
tion will help to provide an improved 
outlet for the catches. 

The principal problem affecting the 
Arran fresh fisherics development is 
transit, both as regards the service and 
the freight charges; for while the mar- 
ket value of fish in the British markets 
to-day is somewhat below the values in 
pre-war years, the cost of transit is 
more than 50 per cent. greater, while 
the service is greatly inferior to the 
service available before 1914. 

The Ministry subsidises the Galway- 
Arran steamer service at a heavy 
yearly cost. It may be possible that a 
scheme for a cheaper and better sea 
service to the Islands may be evolved 
in the comparatively near future, but 
I cannot hold out any hope that such a 
scheme will l*e in working order for the 
coming spring fishing. The railway 
service from Galway has been consider- 
ably improved of late, and the Midland 
Railway Company has been as accom- 
modating as possible under the difflcult 
conditions under which it has been 
working for some years past. 

DUBLIN-SELLS MOTOR SERVICE. 

Mr. R MULVANT askcd the Fost- 
master-General whether he is áware of 


the serious inconvenience caused to the 
general public, and especially business 
people, by the withdrawal of the Mail 
Motor Service from Dublin to Kells, 
and of the very inadcquate facilities 
given instead, and if he is prepared to 
give an undertaking to have the motor 
service restored in the near future. 

POSTMASTER - GENERAL (Mr. 

Walsh) : The question of the restoration 
of the Motor Mail Service between Dub- 
lin and Kells is at present the subject 
of special enquirv, and it is hoped to ad- 
vertise for tenders shortly. 

Whether the service can or cannot be 
restored will depcnd upon the offers 
forthcoming for the contract. 

WRITTEN ANSWERS. 
SHOOTING OF ARRAN ISLANDER. 

TOMAS 0 CONAILL asked the 
Minister for Finance whether he is 
aware that Laurence McDonagh, of 
Manister, Kilronan, Arran, was shot by 
British forccs while on his way to Mass 
on the 19th December, 1920; whether 
a claim for compensation has been re- 
ceived on behalf of McDonagh’s aged 
father and mother, whose sole support 
he was; and, if so, whethcr same has 
heen considered or when it is proposed 
to make a grant in this case. 

Mr. BLYTHE: This claim has been 
received, and the necessary investiga- 
tions are proceeding. 

BALLINAMORE (BALLINASLOE) 
CLAEM FOR PERSONAL 
INJURIES. 

TOMAS 0 CONAILL asked the 
Minister for Finance whether he has 
received from Michael Mannion, of Bal- 
linamore Bridge, Ballinasloc, a claim 
on account of personal injuries inflicted 
on him by British forces on the night 
of the 26th January, 1921; and, if so, 
whether a grant for compensation has 
yet been made in this case. 

Mr. BLYTHE : I have nothing to add 
to my reply of the 17th January in this 
case. 

MAYO MAN’S INJURIES. 

TOMAS 0 CONAILL asked the 
Minister for Finance whether he has re- 
ceived a claim from Vincent Fraine, óf 
Bilkelly, Co. Mayo, on account of pet- 
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sonal injnries inílicted on him by Bri- 
tish forces in or about February, 1921; 
whether he is aware that Mr. Fraine 
has suffered very scriously ever since 
and has not becn able to pursue his 
ordinary business, and if he can say 
how soon a grant is likelv to be made 
in this case. 

Mr. BLYTHE: This claim is being 
considered by the Compensation (Per- 
sonal Injuries) Committee. It is 
hoped that a report will be furnished 
at an early date. 

DINGLE WATERWORHS SCHEME. 

TADHG 0 MURCHADHA asked the 
Minister for Local Covernment whether 
he will state the reason for holding up 
the Dingle (Co. Kerry) Waterworks 
Scheme, and if he can state when work 
under the scheme will be started. 

MINISTER for LOCAL GOVERN- 
MENT (Mr. Burke) : A loan of 
£10,000 was sanctioned in November 
last for the purpose of this scheme. The 
loan is being obtained from the Irish 
White Cross, and it is understood that 
its issue is being deferred pending the 
question of a grant of £10,000 allocated 
out of the funds of the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board when the work was under 
cónsideration in 1914. 

The application of that Board's 
funds is at present under consideration 
by the Minister for Finance. 

UNEMPLOYMENT BENEFIT. 

AODH O CULACHAIN asked the 
Minister for Industry and Commerce if 
he is aware of the unreasonable delay 
in paying Unemployment Benefit to 
Nicholas Conlon, of Roseberry, New- 
bridge, Unemployment Insurance Card 
Serial No. 42130 (Newbridge Office), 
and whether instructions will be given 
to expedite payment to this man, who 
has been unemployed for a long period. 

Mr. McGRATH: Several claims for 
lTnemployment Benefit have been made 
by Nicholas Conlou, of Roseberry, New- 
bridge, and it was necessary to institute 
legal proceedings against him in 
respect of one of those claims. The 
last claim which he made was lodged on 
the 18th October, 1923. As all benefit 


that became due on previous claims was 
paid, I assume that the Depu^'s ques- 
tion has reference to the claim óf the 
18th October. The delay in the pay- 
ment of benefit on that claim has been 
due to the adjustments in the claim- 
ant J s account, rendered necessary by 
the previous legal proceedings. These 
adjustments havc now been completed, 
and Mr. Conlon may expect to receive 
benefit at an early date. 

HILOULLEN UNEMPLOYMENT 
BENEFIT CLAEM 

AODH O CULAOHAIN asked the 
Minister for Industry and Commerce 
what is the reason for the delay in pay- 
ing Unemployment Benefit to Michael 
Hogan, Knockbounee, Kilcullen, Serial 
No. 2987 (Newbridge Office), who has 
been signing the Unemployed Register 
sinee May 7th, 1923, and has 43 stamps 
to his credit, and whether instructions 
will be givcn to have payment ex- 
pedited. 

1 Mr. McGRATH : Claims to Unem- 
ployment. Benefit were made by Mr. 
Michael Hogan, Knockbounce, Kilcul- 
len, on the lst December, 1922, the 6th 
June, 1923, 2nd July, 1923, and 7th 
November, 1923. On the claim of De- 
ícember, 1922, the claimant received 
benefit up to the 9th April, 1923. About 
that time he found employment. 

It was subsequently ascertained that 
Mr. Hogan had obtained benefit on his 
first claim in respect of days on which 
he was emploved. For this he was 
prosecuted in November last, and con- 
victed. This necessarily delayed con- 
sideratíon of his later claims, í^ut pay- 
ment was made on the claim of the 6th 
June, in due course. The claimant’s 
Unemployment Book, whieh was re- 
auired in connection with his furthor 
claims of the 2nd July and 7th Novem- 
ber, could not be traced until recently, 
but these claims have now been author- 
ised. The Local Officer of the Depart- 
ment has been instructed to communi- 
cate with Mr. Hogan with a view to 
making payment as early as possible. 

OOAL OARTAGE FOR MILITARY-*- 
MOUNTMELLICE CLAIM. 

LIAM O DAIMHIN asked the Minis- 
ter for Defence whether he has received 
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several applications from Jatnes Doyle, 
caíter, Mountmellick, for payment of 
an aceount of £9 8s lld representing 
ehargcs for cartage of coal from 
Mountmellick Railway Station to Clon- 
aslce and Mountmellick Military Bar- 
racks ? and if hc can state wlien he will 
be in a position to forward a remittance 
for the amount due. 

Qeneral MULOAHY: Mr. J)oyle\s 
account is under consideration, and will 
be disposed of as quickly as possible. 

DISABLED SOLDIER S CLAIM. 

AODH 0 CULACHAIN asked the 
Minister for Dcfencc ií he is aware 
that Private Miehael Cleary, Army No. 
11695, 33rd Battalion, Naas Barracks, 
is disablcd, and unfit to work as a re- 
sult of injuries received whilst on duty 
in Naas Barracks, and is now reeeiving 
Home Help from the County Board of 
Health, and whether hc will expcdite 
consideration of his claim for compen- 
sation under the Army Pensions Aet, 
1923. 

General MULCAHY : Investigation of 
Mr. CIcary’s claiin is almost complete, 
and it is hoped to have an assessmcnt 
made at an early datc. 

CLOGHEEN (TIPPERARY) MILI- 
TARY ACCOUNT. 

MICHEAL 0 hlFEARNAIN asked 
the Minister for Defcncc if he will 
state why the balance of accounts fur- 
nished by Edmund Riordan, of Clog- 
heen, Co. Tipperary, amounting to £50 
15s ld, for maintenance of troops of the 
National Army and for goods supplied 
them, has not vet been paid, and if the 
Minister will take steps to expedite pay- 
ment of the abovo balance. 

General MULCAHY : It is regretted 
that some of Mr. Riordan 7 s accounts 
were mislaid. He has been asked to 
refurnish those outstanding, and their 
consideration will be expedited when 
they are reeeived. 

ATHLONE CLAIM. 

Mr. P. W. SHAW asked the Minister 
for Defence if he will 'expedite payment 
of a claim of £79 9s 7d due to Edward 
Healion, Connaught Street, Athlone. 

Vol. e. 


General MULCAHY : The settlement 
of Mr. Healion’s claim is being expe- 
dited. 

CLAIMS OF COUNTY SLIGQ 
SOLDIERS. 

Major COOPER asked the Minister 
for Defcnce whether he is aware that 
Messrs. P. Golden (latc 20266), P. Mil- 
moc (latc 20278), W. Shannon (late 
20259), M. Cawlcy (late 20295), B. Mil- 
rnoc (late 09957), J. Price (late 20233), 
F. Brady (late 23173), J. Hannon (late 
, 47163), M. Mulligan (late 20277), and 
i T. J. O’Connor (latc 56282), all for- 
mcrly of the 22nd Infantry Battalion, 
and residing at Ballymotc, Co. Sligo, 
aro unable to ohtain thcir hack pay or 
unomployment boncfits k and whcther he 
j will cndeavour to cxpeditc these pay- 
( ments. 

General MULCAHY : Thc claims for 
arrears of pay submitted by Messrs. 
Milmoe, Price and O’Connor will be 
settled very shortly. The othcr elaims 
are under invcstigation, and will be dis- 
| poscd of as quickly as possible. 

I understand that the question of Un- 
cmployment Insuranee Benefit is re- 
ceiving thc attention of thc Ministcr 
for Industry and Commerce. 

j KILLINEY OPPICER’S CLAIM. 

i Major COOPER asked the Minister 
for Defenee how many applications 
have been received from Captain I a 
i Walsh, late 13th Battalion, now resid- 
1 ing at Killiney, Co. Dublin, for pay 
during the months of July and August, 
1922, and whether the settlement of 
this claim can be cxpedited. 

General MULCAHY : Three applica- 
tions have been received from Captain 
Walsh. Considcration is being ex- 
pedited, and it is expccted that the 
claim will be decided in the nearfuture. 

BILLETING ACCOUNT (DRIMO- 
LEAGUE.) 

TADHG O MURCHADHA asked thc 
Minister for Defence whether he will 
recommend immediate payment of a 
billeting account of £71 16s. 6d, due to 
Mrs. A. ^Donnan, Drimoleague, Co. 
Cork. 

General MULCAHY : Portion of Mrs. 
Donnan’s claim, amounting to £32 
6s. 6d., in respect of food and accommo* 

o2 
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dation for troops, has been paid. The 
remaining portion is for rent and dam- 
age to premises, and is being dealt with 
by the Commissioners of Public Works. 

BANDON INTEBNEE. — QUESTION 
OF RELEASE. 

TADHG 0 MURCHADHA asked the 
Minister for Defence whether he can re- 
commend the rclease of Daniel Duggan, 
Shinagh Cottage, Bandon, Co. Cork, at 
present interned. 

General MULCAHY: Mr. Duggan 
ivas released on the 6th instant. 

DUNMANWAV ARMY ACCOUNT. 

TADHG O MURCHADHA asked the 
Minister for Defence whether he will 
recommend that immediate payment of 
an account. of £5 ls. 4d. be made to 
Maurice J. Hurley, of East Green, Dun- 
manway, Co. Cork. 

General MULCAHY: Mr. Hurley’s 
account was paid on the 7th instant. 

PAYMENT OF BILLETING 
ACCOUNT. 

TADHG 0 MURCHADHA asked the 
Minister for Defence whether he will 
^expedite payment of a billeting ac- 
'count of £110 lOs. due to Mrs. James 
Kingston, East End, Drimoleague, Co. 
Cork. 

General MULCAHY : Mrs. King- 
ston’s account was settled on the 7th 
inst. 

GALWAY BOAT REPAIRER S 
ACCOUNT. 

TOMAS 0 CONAILL asked the 
Minister for Defence whether he has 
received an application from Michael 
Bowen, of St. Augustine Street, Gal- 
way, for £1 on account of work done 
on the 17th February, 1923, in repair- 
ing a sail for a motor boat under the 
command of Captain Halloran, of 
Galway, and whcther he will see that 
this man will be paid immediately. 

General MULCAHY : No claim from 
Mr. Bowen can be traced as having 
been received at Headquarters. If he 


furnishes full particulars of his ac- 
count to the Chief Claims Officer, 
Portobello Barracks, Dublin, the mat- 
ter will have attention. 

1 COMMANDEERED MOTORS. 

TOMAS 0 CONAILL asked the 
Minister for Defcnce whether the ac- 
count of Mr. James O’Halloran, motor 
owner, Upper Dominiclc Street, Gal- 
way, approximately £30, due on ac- 

I count of commandcered motor car has 
been paid, and, if not, will he see that 
settlement of this long overdue account 
is immediately made. 

j General MULCAHY: It is expected 
that a settlcment of Mr. O’Halloran’s 
account will be made within the next 
week, but no undertaldng can be given 
that the full amount claimed will be 
allowed. 

GORT ARMY ACCOUNT. 

I TOMAS 0 CONAILt asked the 
Minister for Defence if he is aware that 
John Corcoran, carter, Gort, has been 
engaged since February, 1923, to cart 
supplies to and from Gort Station by 
the military, that no payment has been 
made to him since March, 1923; that a 
sum of £68 odd is now due to him for 
which repeated applications have been 
made, and whether as this man cannot 
afford to be so long out of his money 
the Ministcr will sec that immediate 
payment is madc to him. 

General MULCAHY : Accounts to the 
value of £14 5s. Od. have been received 
from Mr. Corcoran, and are being dealt 
with. He has been requestcd to furnish 
particulars of any other claims. On re- 
ccipt they ivill have due attention. 

WEXFORD MERCHANT’S 
ACCOUNT. 

RISTEARD MAC FHEORAIS asked 
the Minister for Defence if he has re- 
ceived repeated applications from 
Messrs. Hayes and Kavanagh, 108 
South Main Street, Wexford, for an 
amount of £16 18s 3d, due to tl\em by 
the military, and if so when he proposes 
to have an order made for payment of 
same. 
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General MU10AHY : A portion of 
Messrs. Hayes and Havanagh's acconnt 
.will be paid at once. As to the re- 
mainder it is not qnite clear that liabi- 
lity rests on the army, but thc matter is 
under investigation. 

RELEASE OF WEXFORD 
INTERNEE. 

RISTEARD MAC FHEORAIS asked 
the Minister for Defencc jf in vicw of 
the compar£Ítively settled condition of 
the countrv, he will considcr the advis- 
ability of releasing Francis Carty, 
North Main Street, Wexford. 

General MULOAHY: Mr. Carty was 
released on the 7th inst. 

BIRR MOTOR HIRAGE ACCOUNT. 

LIAM 0 DAIMHIN asked the Minis- 
ter for Defence if he has rcceived re- 
peatcd applications from Messrs. Mad- 
den & Sons, Birr, Offaly, for payment 
of an account for motor hirc incurrcd 
by the local Military Authoritlcs, if hc 
is aware that portion of thc account is 
outstanding for almost two ycars, and 
if hc can state definitoly when the 
amount duc will bc paid, or cxplain thc 
delay in dcaling with samc. 

General MULCAHY : Thc account of 
Messrs. Madden & Sons has now becn 
settlcd. 

RATHDOWNEY BAHER’S CLAIM. 

LIAM 0 DAIMHIN asked the Minis- 
ter for Defence if he has received 
several complaints from Thomas Ryan, 
baker, Rathdowney, Leix, regarding thc 
non-payment of an account of £15 4s. 
6d. due for bread suplied to local mem- 
bers of the National Army; and 
whether Mr. Ryan was informed in 
July, 1923, and in January, 1924, that 
choque and paying order, respectively, 
were issued, and notwithstanding this 
advice he is still without the amount 
due, and if he can now take steps to 
have a remittance sent Mr. Ryan with- 
out further delay. 

General MULCAHY : A Payable 
Order for the amount due was issued to 
Mr. Ryan on the 3rd ultimo. Having 


regard to the Deputy’s statement that 
the claimant has not received it, en- 
quiries are being made with a view to 
its being traced. 

FERBANE (OFFALY) CLAIM. 

LIAM 0 DAIMHIN asked the Minis- 
ter for Defence if he has receivcd re- 
pcated applications from Mr. William 
Flaherty, Ferbane, Offaly, for payment 
of an account of £77 3s. 0d., represent- 
ing charges for motor hire incurred by 
the local Military Authoritics from De- 
cember, 1921, to March, 1922, and íf he 
can now state whcn he will be in a posi- 
tion to pay thc amount due. 

General MULCAHY: An account of 
£34 lls. Od. from Mr. Flaherty in 
respect of motor hire was received by 
the Dcputy on thc 7th ultimo. It is 
'iinder investigation, and will be settled 
as quickly as possible. The remainder 
of the account has not been received at 
Headquarters. 

SHANNON BRIDGE DAIRYMAN’S 
ACCOUNT. 

LIAM 0 DAIMHIN asked the Minis- 
ter for Defence if he has received re- 
peated applications from Patrick Bol- 
ton, Shannon Bridge, Offaly, for pay- 
ment of an account of £3 lOs. 0d., being 
the amount due for milk supplied to 
local troops in January, 1923, and if he 
ean now state when he will be in a posi- 
lion to forward a remittance for the 
amount due. 

General MULCAHY: Mr. Bolton’s 
account, of which details werc received 
only on the 6th instant, is at present 
under investigatlon, and will be settled 
as soon as possible. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Will 
Deputy Byrne make arrangements to 
have his question asked to-morrow, as 
the Ministcr has not had time to rcply 
now ? 

Mr. A. BYRNE : I will give notice 
for to-morrow. 

BUSINESS OF THE DAIL. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: Before we 
enter on the Orders of the Day, could 
we know what portion of the business 
down for to-day is likely to be taken, 
and íf it becomes necessary to dis- 
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[Mr. Darrell Figgis.] 
charge any of the orders for business 
to-day, which will be discharged? It 
is hardly likely that all the busincss 
down on the Paper will be taken to- 
day. 

The PBESIDENT : The Deputy has 
not given me notice of his intention to 
raise this question, and I .have not 
looked into it; but I take it that we 
will dcal with numbers 1, 2, 3, 4, and 
5. In the absence of the Attorney- 
General we will not take No. 6. We 
will take No. 7. We do not intend to 
take No. 8, and I hope, with the help 
of Deputies, to be able to take No. 9. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Nos. 6 
and 8 are not to be taken in the 
absence of the Attorney-Gcncral. 

OLD AGE PENSIONS BILL, 1924— 
FIBST STAGE. 

The MINISTEB for FINANCE (Mr. 
Blythe) : The object of this Bill is to 
give effect to the reduction, which I 
announced in November last, in thc 
old age pensions. That reduction has 
not yet been given effect to, and, in 
faet, even with the passing of the Bill. 
it cannot be given effect to for some 
little time. The Bill will also include 
provisions for a revision of the main 
scale and the method of calculating the 
annual value of capital or property 
held by applicants, and ccrtain amend- 
ments in regard to the assignment or 
transfer of property. The whole mat- 
ter of the need for this reduction was 
discussed very fully on a previous 
occasion by the Dáil, and nothing that 
has occurrcd or has come to light since 
in any way alters tho point of view 
that we hold as to the nccessity for 
reducing the amount of expenditure in 
this porticular service. Some people 
are inclincd to think that because of 
the success of the Loan there is less 
need for economy than previously. 
There is no less necd. In fact, we still 
have to borrow, and if we were to fail 
to carry out the promises of economy 
made before the last Loan was issued 
it would be very difficult to carry 
through a second Loan with the same 
ease as the first. The matter is one 
about which I do not think it is neces- 
sary for me to say more. The events 
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of the past year have made it necessary 
for us to reduce the national expendL 
ture very drastically, and, no matter 
hovr desirous we may be of saving, 
there is no class that can escape the 
results of the destruction and damage 
done during the ycar. I accordingly 
move the lirst reading of the Bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I want to ask the 
verdict of the Dáil as to whether such a 
Bill should be printed. The Minister 
has refcrred to the promise he made in 
November last. On the strength of 
these promises of economy hc appealed 
for a loan. I do not know whether one 
per cent. of the money that has been 
obtaíned in response to the appcal for a 
loan can be said to have been paid in 
as a consequence of his promise to de- 
duct 10 per cent. from the pensions of 
thc aged poor, and I think that that one 
per cent., if therc were as many as one 
per cent., who onlv paid into the loan 
on condition that 10 pcr eont. was to be 
deducted from the old age pensions, 
are not worthy of any consideration in 
the Dáil. The case that was made. 
such as it was at the t.ime, was based 
upon the alleged reduction in the cost 
of living and the purchasing power of 
the pension. I do not think that the 
case for the reduction in the pension 
can be sustained. This is. of oourse, 
not the occasion for a long debate upon 
the Bill. We are now told, of course, 
that, included in thc proposals, are 
more stringent regulations regarding 
the administration of the Act. Pre- 
sumably, it is expectcd that a more rigid 
inspection and a moi*e “ graagrind ” 
administration of the law will save the 
Exchequer a considcrable amount. We 
shall wait unt-il we see the Bill befoi*e 
we say anything on that point. It may 
be that there is plenty of room for 
more stringent administration and care. 
I think there is, but I am afraid that 
the instructions that have been issued 
from the Pension Department to local 
inspectors are being interpreted in a 
way which, perhaps, the Pension De- 
partment may havc intended, but they 
are doing great hardship and injustice 
to many of those who ought to he re- 
ceiving the pension. However, that 
matter will come under review, I have 
no doubt. There are -very grave doubts 
in the country as to the wisdom of this 
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proposal, quite apart from any question 
of humanity or sympathy, quite apart 
even from a question of good govern- 
ment. Merely as a mattcr of tactics, 
merely as a matter of good politics in 
the narrow sense, it is considered to be 
a very false move when diseussions are 
taking place regarding thc unity of Ire- 
land. One cannot hold out to the 
people who are aged or those who are 
likely to be aged within a few years, 
who live on the Northern side of the 
Border, that it would be a good thing 
for them to unitó with their fellows in 
the larger part of the country, when a 
eut of 10 per cent. was being made in 
their Old Age Pensions. I would like 
to remind several Deputies, particularly 
Deputies Mulcahy, O’IIiggins, Burke, 
Duggan, P. J. Ward, J. J. Walsh, and 
Pádraic OMáille, of the declaration to 
whieh thcy all subscribed when they 
said, “ We approve of a sympathctic 
native scheme for the care of the 
•Nation’s aged and infirm, who shall not 
bc regarded as a burden, but are en- 
titled to the Nation’s gratitude and 
oonsideration.” On that ground I beg 
the Dáil not to agrce to thc first read- 
ing of the Bill. 

Mr. LYONS: I am sure Dcputics have 
soen the resolutions passed by thc dif- 
fcrent bodies in the Saorstát condemn- 
ing the action of thc fiovernment in in- 
troducing a cut of 10 per cent. in the 
old-age pensions. In some cascs old- 
age pensionci-s living ten miles or more 
outside have to come into a town for 
sums of a fcw shillings. I would likc 
to remind thc Ministcr that if old-age 
pensions are rcduced it will not be a 
saving to the Statc. It may be a saving 
to the Exchcquer. but it will be an 
increase in the expenditure of rate- 
payers, for there will be nothing left 
for the old-age pensioners to do but 
to seek admission to the County Home 
or to ask for rclicf from the bodies 
whieh they have contributed to for the 
upkeep of the county for sixty or 
seventy years of their life. If it is a 
question of cconomy, surely there are 
other branches of the fiovernment 
where economy can be startcd. I do 
nof see why thc Minister should go. to 
the country and reduce by one shilling 
in ten the pension of an old man or an 
old woman. I can assure the Minister 


and the Govcrnment that a shilling dc- 
ducted from the old-age pension means 
more to those concerned than if the 
Attorney-tíeneral was reduced £1,000 in 
his salary. All the old-age pensioner 
has to live on is the lOs. given to him 
as a gratuity of honour to his old age. 
It may be a saving to the Free State, 
but it will mean an increasc on thc 
rates. The different local authorities 
will have to inerease their rates. They 
have already passed a *resolution con- 
demning the action of the Government, 
and, to my mind, the Government 
elected by the people are not the mas- 
ters of the people, but must be 
govcrned by the people. If thc peoplc 
tell you to do a eertain thing I think it 
is necessary that that should be done. 
The people are the masters; we are the 
employees. The people are the em- 
ployers. I do not see wby this Bill 
should be enforced; the country is up 
against it. In the constituency which I 
havc the honour, or rather thc misfor- 
tune, to represent every public body 
there has passed a resolution. I use the 
word “ misfortune because the 
mcmbers there, likc the tíovemment, 
are out to reduce wages. AU those 
bodies havc passed resolutions asking 
the tíovcrnment not to enforce this re- 
duction. If this Bill goes to a division 
I will vote against it. I do not under- 
stand economising if you have to start 
at the bottom and climb up to the top. 
I think a much quicker way w r ould be 
to begin at the top and slip down to the 
bottom. If any of the Deputies present 
happens to have a plum tree and wishes 
to prune it, he docs not prune it at the 
root. He cuts away the top branches 
first. The same thing should be done 
as far as the economv of the State is 
concerned. 1 do not wan+ to say that 
Ministers Have too high a salary. 1 
would give them more if I could. But 
you have a Lodge that costs you £38,000 
a ycar. Saving can begin therc. Every 
Deputy here knows that the old men 
and women cannot aflford the reduc- 
tion. If the reduction takes place it 
will mean expenditure in other places. 

Mr. DALY: I wish to say that lOs. 
a week given to the old age pensioner 
is the only relief for the unemployed 
that I see up to now. A father and a 
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mother might be getting the pension, 
and the son with the grand-children 
are hungry until that £1 a week comes 
in. That lOs. a week is spent on tea, 
sugar, and a few other things that 
could be reduced immediately by the 
Cabinet before they attempted to take 
away from the poor man or woman of 
eighty years of age one-tenth of his or 
her salary, which was well eamed from 
the State before we were born. It is 
the only relief of thc unemployed. The 
unemployment in my district and 
throughout the country is becoming a 
serious menace, especially when I am 
told that the poor people have actually 
eaten their own seed potatoes. How 
are they going to sow potatoes in the 
eoming year? On that account I am 
compelled to vote against the Bill. 

Mr. T. MURPHY: I agree with 
Deputy Daly and Deputy Lyons in the 
attitude they have taken up in con- 
nection with this Bill, and I would 
only add tp the reasons they have given 
by pointing out that it has been forced 
upon us on the Labour benches to 
realise that the attitude the Govern- 
ment has taken up so far as the 
workers are concerned is an attitude 
that is entirely hostile. We saw the 
recommendations of the Postal Com- 
mission, and the recommendations of 
the Reconstruction Commission turned 
down, and we see that every effort is 
being made to give a headline to the 
employers to assail and attack the 
position of the workers. And now, last 
of all, we see the despicable eífort that 
is being made to increase the poverty 
that exists amongst the aged poor. I 
think the attitude of the Government | 
is unworthy of them g,s a Government, 1 
and is a complete disappointment to 
the expectations of the people of Ire- 
land who made the Government. It is 
a poor recompense for the sacrifice 
made by the workers to establish 
native government in Ireland. I agree 
with the attitude adopted by members 
of the Dáil who have spoken against 
this Bill, and I hope the Dáil will 
reject the Bill when it comes to a 
division. 

The PRESIDBNT: It is very likely 
that this debate is going to take a line 
-entirely different from the perspective 


of the Minister. In the first place, 
Deputy Johnson said that no persons, 
or a vory small percentage of persons 
—I think he said 10 per cent.—had 
subscribed to the loan, feeling that 
they had a certain amount of security 
in the money to be saved from this 
particular scrvice. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I said one per cent, 

The PRESIDENT: That is not. put- 
ting the ease as the Minister for 
Finance put it, at the time, or putting 
the case as it is put forward in this 
particular Bill for consideration. The 
case is that the Minister for Finance 
had got to insure both to the investors 
in the loan, and to the business com- 
munity throughout the country, that 
the business of the State is going to be 
run on honest lines. 

Mr. DAVIN: It is time it was. 

The PRESIDENT : And you can 

only run the business of the State, or 
the business of your own private house, 
if you run it on honest lines- 

Mr. DAVIN: What about thc pro- 
fiteers? 

The PRESIDENT: As far as we are 
eoncerned we arc not profiteering, .and 
the profiteers and other people of that. 
sort must be dealt with in our own 
time; but other matters of pressing 
importance, which in our judgment 
must come first, have to be dealt 
with. We are not, no more than is 
the Deputy, absolutely free to deal 
with things as we would like to 
deal with them. Nobody knows 
better than the Deputy thc great difS- 
culties there are in 'trying to solvc 
everything at one time, but there is one 
thing we have got to make up our 
minds upon definitely, and it is 
whether or not you are going to exceed 
the sum of money in cxpenditure which 
you raise in revenue. If you exceed 
that money you have got no right to set 
up Courts to collect money from 
debtors . against whom judgment is 
marked in the Courts, or against whom 
decrees are obtained in the Courts. You 
cannot have it both ways. You cannot 
impose upon the individual what you 
are afraid to face yourself. We have 
in three or four services in this co un try 
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50 per cent. of the entire revenues of the the recommendations made 


State involved to keep them going. One 
is Education, the other Old Age Pen- 
sions, and thc third Superannuation. 
Superannuation we cannot interfere 
íwith, becausc we have pledged our 
word to it; we are bound by the terms 
in the Treaty to carry it out. Is it con- 
tcnded that we should brealc our w'ord 
in regard to that? I have not hcard 
anybody putting that árgument for- 
ward, I have not heard anybody make 
the declaration on any public platform 
that that is a service in rcspect of which 
wc are entitled to demand a reduction. 
There are two or three services that 
have been examined—the Army, Educa- 
tion and Old Age Pensions—I do not 
know that the Minister for Finance has 
examined closely a great many of the 
other serviccs; he has not completed the 
whole of his examination yet. The 
Army estimates will bc enormously rc- 
duced this year, and they would be 
further reduced if we had not got such 
political humbugs as we have to deal 
with in this country — little gentlemen 
who call themselves soldiers when the 
fight is over, and warriors who object 
to peaceful picketting, and other people 
of that type who have committed this 
State, either by innuendo or acquies- 
cence or silence, or by any other 
methods, to enormous expenditure of 
treasure and of blood. The Minister 
for Finance, in int.roducing this Bill, 
has fulfilled his bond to the whole coun- 
try. He has fulfilled his bond to every 
person who has a single penny in the 
banks on deposit, to every person who 
has invested in the loan, and to every 
person who will be invited, a little later 
on, to contribute something towards 
running the State, and to keeping it out 
of pawn to other countries— 

Mr. JOHNSON: Is that a promise? 

The PRESIDENT: Certainly, we 
have always kept it out of pawn, and 
we intend to keep it so. I never heard, 
at any time, t.he allegation sustained 
that we had allowed it to get into pawn. 

Mr. 0’MAH0NY: If you do you are 
going to go down. 

The PRESIDENT: We have been told 
that we have not responded to any of 


U ^clcck. by Commissions. My experi- 
enee of Commissions extends 
over a great many years. Every Com- 
mission that is set up has not got bet'ore 
it the difficulties which face thc Minis- 
ter for Finance; it has only to concern 
itseli with one subject. The Minister for 
Finanee, unlike the lady in the Gospel, 
has to conecrn himself with many 
things, and has to be busy about many 
things. He has to solv3 evevything in 
relation to the one problem that should 
be his first concern, and tliat is a pro- 
blem that ought to bc the eoncern of 
any State which means, in times of diffi- 
culty and stress, to mair.tain a position 
of honour and integrity amongst the 
other States in the world. í)eputy 
Lyons, I think, mentioned something 
about a plum tree. I would like to 
know if thc Deputy would submit him- 
self to the particular opei'ation he men- 
tioned—improving the rest of his body 
at the expense of his head. I am 
afraid the Deputy could not afford any- 
thing ofí the top. é 

Mr. LYONS: On a point of explana- 
tion, I think I can answer that ques- 
tion. If I.let my hair grow long 
enough I must get it removed if I am 
to Iook well. 

| The PRESIDENT: Thcre is no more 
popular subject that one could address 
himself to than this question of the 
needs, thc requirements and the com- 
fort of the aged. We are as much con- 
cerned here with their nceds, require- 
ments and comfort as anybody else, 
and we want to know whcre else we are 
going to get £400,000? The case may 
not be as strong now as it was when the 
Minister made his first statement. The 
cost of living may possibly vary a little 
in a contrary direction, but the facts 
are that during a period of something 
like twelve months the cost of living 
did warrant, granted that the original 
sum of five shillings was the basis, a re- 
ductiou to 9s, and even the cost of liv- 
ing, prices, salaries, and so on must all 
subordinate themselves to the fact, 
whether or not you can afford to pay. 
There is little use in saying to old-age 
pensioners or to people interested in 
education, or to people who say to us— 
“ You must keep up the army and the 
police forces, M and so on, that we must 
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continue to pay this money. But sup- 
pose you do pay this year and next 
year and the year after, and then find 
in the fourth year that you have not 
got a single penny to give them, what 
will be thc case then? You will be 
faced with bankruptcy and with a posi- 
tion of being unable to run any of the 
scrvices of the State. Do you not fail 
then in your duty which is to maintain 
the State? We are suffering here in 
this country now not mueh more than 
has been suffered in other countries 
through the terrible war that took 


place some years ago. Other countries 
are bearing their suífcrings and bear- 
ing them well, and they have responded 
to the troubles of their time by malring 
bctter efforts themselves. It is our duty 
to make a better cffort here, and to see, 
if there are times of diflSeulty and 
stress, what sacrifiees we are going to 
make in order that the State may func- 
tion and discharge its obligations to 
all its scrvices. 

Question put: “That. leave be given 
to introduee the 

The Dáil divided: Tá, 46; Níl, 15. 


Earnán Altún. 

Earnán de Blaghd. 

Séamus Breathnach. 

Séamus de Burca. 

Bryan R. Cooper. 

Sir James Craig. 

Louis J. D'Alton. 

Máighréad Ní Choileáin Bean Uí 
Dhrisceóil. 

Osmond Grattan Esmonde. 

Henry J. Finlay. 

John Good. 

Coiftior Hogan. 

Peadar Mac a' Bháird. 

Seosamh Mac Bhrighde. 

Domhnall Mac Cárthaigh. 

Liam T. Mac Cosgair.* 

Pádraig Mac Fadáin. 

Pádraig Mac Giollagáin. 

Seán Mac Giolla ’n Ríogh. 

Risteárd Mac Liam. 

Liam Mac Sioghaird. 

Liam Mag Aonghusa. 

John T. Nolan. ' 

Níl. 

Seán Buitléir. 

John Daly. 

Darrell Figgis. 

Maolmhuire Mac Eochadha. 

Tomás Mac Eoin. 

Pádraig Mac Fhlannchadha. 

Tomás de Nógla. 

Ailfrid O Broin. 

Motion declared 


Sccond Stage ordered for Tuesday, 
February 19th. 

R.I.C. (RESIONED AND DISMISSED) 
PENSION ORDER, 1924. 

Mr. BLYTHE : I beg to move:— 

Go gceaduíghidh an Dáil leis seo 
Ordú Pins^an Constáblaíocht Ríoga 
na hEireann (Fir d’Eirigh as agus 
Fir do Briseadh), 1924, a dhin an 


Peadar O hAodha. 
Criostóir O Broin. 

Seán O Bruadair. 
Proinsias O Cathail. 
Eoghan 0 Dochartaigh. 
Séamus N. 0 Dóláin. 
Peadar S. O Dubhghaill. 
Pádraig 0 Dubhthaigh. 
Eamon S. O Dúgáin. 
Seán 0 Duinnín. 
Donchadh S. O Guaire. 
Mícheál O hlfearnáin. 
Aindriú O Láimhín. 
Séamus O Leadáin. 
Fionán O Loingsigh. 
Thomas 0’Mahony. 
Pádrai*'* O Máille. 
Risteárd O Maolchatha. 
Sóamus O Murchadha. 
Seán M. O Súilleabháin. 
Caoimhghín O hUigín. 
Patrick W. Shaw. 

Liam Thrift. 


Tomás 0 Conaill. 

Aodh O Cúlacháin. 

Liam 0 Daimhín. 

Eamon O Dubhghaill. 
Seán 0 Laidhin. 
Domhnall O Muirgheasa. 
Tadhg 0 Murchadha. 


tAire Airgid an lOadh lá d’Eanair, 
1924, fé alt 5 den Acht Aois-Liúntas 
agus Pinsean, 1923 (Uimh. 34 de 
1923) agus a leagadh fé bhráid na 
Dála an 15adh lá d’Eanair, 1924. 

That the Dáil hereby approve of 
the Royal Irish Constabulary (Re- 
signed and Dismissed) Pension 
Order, 1924, made on the lOth day of 
Januaiy, 1924, by the Minister for 
Finance under Section 5 of the Super- 
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annuation and Pensions Act, 1923 

(No. 34 of 1923), and laid before the 

X)áil on the 15th day of January, 
1924. 

Ip. this Order we carry out substan- 
tially, and as far as wc ícel justiíied in 
doing in the prescnt eireumstances of 
t-he country, promises that were made 
t.o the R.I.C. who left the force or were 
discharged because pf their national 
sympathies. Perhaps if the conditions 
of the country were the same as when 
the late General Collins made his pro- 
mise to the men, tlie order in somc de- 
tails might be slightly different. IIow- 
ever, it is an order that does treat them 
well. It gives to these men their com- 
pleted years of actual service with the 
addition of any pcriod betwcen the 
datc of their leaving the force and the 
31st day of March, 1922. It adds twelve 
vears to their actual completed service 
for the purpose of computing the 
pension. 

There arc certain conditions attached 
to the order. One is a proviso tliat no 
pension shall bc payable to any man 
who, having been offered an appoint- 
ment in any branch of the public 
service of the Saorstát which, in the 
opiniou of the Minister for Uomc 
Affairs, is reasonably suitable for him, 
declines to accept such an appointment. 
We think it is only fair that as far as 
possible, use should be made of these 
men. Thcy were promiscd by the 
people who were in charge of Sinn Féin 
and by representatives of the Dáil in 
the old days, that if they did resign 
they would be lookcd after. Definite 
spccific promises were not, perhaps, 
given to them, but they were given 
vcry clear general promises. We are 
bound by those promises and by the 
later promises of the late General 
Collins to compensate these men, but 
we do not wish to have a large number 
of able-bodied and comparatively 
young men drawing pensions for which 
thG State is not receiving any value. 
Our int.ention is, as far as possible. to 
employ these men, as far as they are 
found suitable, on any suitable police 
or other work, that can be found for 
them. If any of them is offered 
employment and he refuses to accept it, 
then no pension will be paid to him. I 
think that there is no injusticc to the 
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mcn and no liarshness in that provision. 
Peiisions will bc rctrospectivc only 
to the 8th August, the date on which 
the Act wa3 passed* We are advised 
that there is no power under the Act 
to calculate the pension from any 
earlier date. Complaint has been made 
that no provision is made for the 
widows of men who have died since 
they left thc R.I.C. There is no power 
to give pensions to widows under this 
Act and, as a matter of fact, when thc 
matter was bcing debated in the Dáii 
on the 30th July last, the President 
specifically stated that pensions would 
not be given except to the men them- 
selves. No exception was takcn to that 
in the Dáil at the time. 

The Order will involve a fairly con- 
sidcrable expcnse to the State. I do 
not know exactly how many men will 
receive thc pcnsion. A large number 
of cascs were revicwed by a Committee 
sct up by the Minister for Homc 
Affairs, and some 600 odd eases were 
passed by that Committee. In the 
case of somc men, howevcr % additional 
information has come to light since, 
í and it may be that a number of namcs, 
possibly even a substantial number, 
inay be struck off that list. However 
carefully we may scrutinise the list, 
there is no doubt whatever that under 
this Order- mcn will get the pension 
who have no real right or elaim to it. 
Mcn may havc resigned for reasons of 
their own. They may have resigned 
without any national sympathy, but 
simply because they had cold feet. 
They may have resigneu bccause they 
wcre tired of the police force. They 
may have resigned for a whole variety 
of rcasons. Now of course they allegc, 
and they have alleged, that they re- 
signed because of their national sym- 
pathies. In justice to those who really 
did comc out at a time when it was 
difficult and a sacrifice for them to 
come out, we cannot make the door so 
narrow or demand such absolute proof 
as would exclude those who are really 
cntitled.^ We are making every pos- 
sible enquiry, and before a pension is 
gi\en every enquiry that can possibiy 
be made will be made in each case. 
Some who are not entitled perhaps wíll 
get through, but there seems to be no 
way of avoiding that. If such men do 
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get through, perhaps under the provi- 
sions of the Order as it st8nds we will 
be able to make tliem do some work if 
they are young men who can suitably 
be put to work. In that case the pen- 
sion will quite possibly be suspended 
and the State will be getting value for 
a considerable number of ycars ahead. 

Mr. DAVIN: I dcsire to move the 
íollowing amendment:— 

11 To delete the words ‘ approve 
of 7 and insert the words 4 refer back 
for further consideration.’ ” 

I must cxpress my regret at being 
compelled to move an amendment 
which postpones for a further period 
the coming into operation of Regula- 
tions which would give to the men con- 
cerned some part of what they were 
promised on several occasions. The 
Minister really amazed me by many of 
the statements be has made. Promises 
were made on many occasions, in the 
íirst instance by the Sinn Fein orga- 
nisation, which included the Minist.cr 
for Finance, and every other member 
of the Ministry, on behalf of tlie Irish 
nation, when they appealed to the men 
concerned to give up jobs worth £4 or 
£5 a week in the R.I.C. so as to assist 
as far as they could to drive thc British 
army out of this country. Anyone who 
has followed the course of political 
events in this country for many years 
past must realise that it was the R.I.C., 
and the assistanee it gave to the British 
Forces that enabled them, their spies, 
and secret agents to remain here so 
long. If the R.I.C. as a hody had re- 
sponded to the call that the Sinn Fein 
organisation made to it in 1918, and 
resigned in a body, I cannot see that 
there would have been any necessity 
for all the bloodshed of the succeeding 
years. However, I contend that as welí 
as dishonouring the mauy promises 
made, the regulations as drafted, are 
not consistent with some of the Acts 
that have been passed. I have referred 
to the promise made in 1918 by the 
then Sinn Fein organisation, acting on 
behalf of the Irish nation. I may say 
that it is within my personal knowledge 
that many of the Deputies, now sitting 
behind Ministers, during the recent 
general election, gave undertakings, 


both in writing and verbally, that they 
would see that the promises made were 
carried out. Some of the Deputies are 
here now, and I hope they will stand 
up and tell thc Minister where these 
Regulations fall short of thf se promises. 
The latc General Collins, on the 9th 
February, 1922, wrote the following 
letter to the representatives of these 
men:— 

“ Your suggestion that the re- 
signed and dismissed me)i should be 
dealt with no less gcnerously than 
the members of the R.I.C. who have 
continued to serve has my very strong 
support. At the present moment it 
is not possible for me to say how the 
details can bc worked out, but I do 
say that my advice would bc always 
in favour of proper treatment for 
the men who showcd by their action 
that they were on the side of Ireland. 
I think you, personally, are aware 
that I have always clierished the 
deepest fcelings of regard for these 
men, and my desire is to translate 
these feelings into action, when I 
am in a position to do 80 .” 

That was subsequcnt to the signing 
of the Treaty. On tlie lOth October, 
1922, when we wcre in no doubt as to 
what thc state of the eountry was, the 
Minister for Home Affairs, in reply to 
a qucstion, stated: 

il It is the intention of the Govern- 
ment to grant compensation to cer- 
tain Royal Irish Constabulary men 
who resigned or were dismisscd in 
recent years because of their national 
sympathies. It is intended that such 
men will receive as generous terms 
as if they had remained in the force 
until the date of their disbandmcnt. 
Legislation will be requircd to cover 
such compensation, and it is proposed 
to introduee the appropriate measure 
as soon after the enactment of the 
Constitution as is practicable. An in- 
quiry into each individual case will, 
of course, be necessary, and prior to 
the introduction of the proposed 
legislative measure, an investigating 
committee will be appointed. I have 
no doubt that some of these men and 
their families have suffered great 
hardships since their resignation, but 
in this conncction it should be re- 
membered that there are many other 
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*people who have suffered acutely and 
for whom no compensation is avail- 
able. It is, however, hoped to set up 
the investigating committee at an 
carly datc to deal with this specific 
case of ex-Royal Irish Constabulary 
men. M 

These are the two promises made by 
the two men who were in chargc of the 
Sinn Féin organisation in 1918, and I 
am sure there is no desire whatever to 
repudiate the promises, made not alone 
on their own behalf, but on behalf of 
thé Irish nation. I hope every Deputy 
has reád the Regulations. Let us come 
to examine how they are being trans- 
lated into action. In the first case, 
Clause 3 of thc Regulations states: 

“ Subjeet to the provisions of this 
Order the Minister for Finance may 
grant to any person to whom this 
Order applies a pension commencing 
as from the 8th August, 1923, and 
calculated in accordance with the 
rules contained in Part I. of the 
Schedule to this Order.” 

I was surprised to hear the Minister 
state that there is anything in the 
Act which would prevent him from 
making the Order retrospective in re- 
gard to pensions. I consulted some 
peoplc who may not be of the same 
high legal standing as those whom the 
Minister consulted, and thcy have ex- 
pressed the opinion that there is no- 
thing in the Act to prevent the Govern- 
ment, if thcy so desire, from giving 
these men pensions from the date on 
whieh they were received by those who 
were serving up to the lst April, 1922. 
It is, however, within the power of the 
Minister to amend the Act in a direc- 
tion which would givc these men what 
they wcre entitled to and what thcy 
were promised. I contend there is no- 
thing in the Act to prevent him doing 
so. 

Coming to the most important part 
of the Regulations, it appears to me 
that they are absolutely and de- 
liberately worded so as to deprive 
everv one of these men of what they 
would be entitled to. I refer to 
Clause 4 of the Regulations, and I 
think that if Sir Hamar Grecnwood 
were asked to come back to draft regu- 
lations to deny to these men what 
the Irish people would like to give them 
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for what they have done he could not 
do it with any greater advantage. I 
cannot help thinking that somebody 
who was closely associated with him, 
or with his recent administration, had 
somcthing to do with the drafting of 
this clause. I would be glad to hear 
that that is not the casc, and that the 
Minister accepts responsibility for it. 

Mr. BLYTHE: I accept respon- 
sibility for everything I do, and for all 
orders issued by me. 

Mr. DAVIN: I hope, howevcr, that 
after liaving studied the regulations 
more closely he will agree to accept the 
amendment and to t,ake these regula- 
tions back for further consideration. 
They say: “ No pension shall be pay- 
able under this order to any person 
who shall have been offered an appoint- 
ment in any branch of thc public 
service of Saorstát Eireann which in 
the opinion of the Minister for Ilome 
Affairs is reasonably suitable for him 
and shall have declined to accept such 
appointment.' J It is news to me, 
especially when I study the Civil 
Service regulations, to know that the 
Minister for Home Affairs i§ em- 
powered to give any position in the 
established service to any person. 

Mr. BLYTHE: On a point of order, 
that is not suggested in the Order at 
all. It is really suggested in the Order 
that the Minister for Home Affairs 
shall judge whether the appointment 
offered is one that is reasonably suit- 
able foy the person. 

Mr. DAVIN : If it means anything it 
means that the Minister for Home 
Affairs is not in a position, at any rate 
according to Clause 3 of the Civil 
Service Regulation Act, to offer any 
appointment to any o£ thcse men on tlie 
established service. Clause 3 of thc 
Civil Service Regulation Act reads as 
f ollows:— 

Tlie Commissioners shall inquire 
into the qualifications of every per- 
son proposed to be appointed to anv 
permanent situation in the Civil 
Service of the Government of Saor- 
stát Eireann to which this Act 
applies, and no person shall be so 
appointed unless and until a 
certificate of his qualifícátion for 
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such situation has bcen issued by the 

Commissioners. * 

ít is quite true, I presume, that the 
Minister for Home Aft’airs is entitled to 
offer these men who resigned from 
positions worth £5 or £6 a week 
positions as porters, messengers, night- 
watchmen, cleaners, and all other per- 
sons hired to perform only subordinate 
duties or ordinary labour. as it is 
required. I am sorry that he would 
not offer them what is provided in 
Clause 5 of the Schedule:—“ Artisans 
or other skilled labourers employed in 
an uriestablished capacity. ,> I believe 
he is aiso open, under this Sehedule, to 
appoint thcm to the position of 
(rOvernor-General, but there is only one 
appointment of that kind and it is not 
possiblc so to provide for them under 
these rcgulations. If Clausc 4 of the 
regulations is interpreted in the way 
that it can and is likely to be inter- 
preted by any Minister or official—and 
it is thc officials who do these things, 
not the Minister—it will mean that any 
man who resigned from the Rcyal Irish 
Constabulary, and who is now in the 
fortunate position of having some other 
work, if offered a position in the public 
service of Saorstát Eireann as night- 
watchman or doorkeeper, and if he 
refuses to Jeave the position in which 
he happens to be, then the Minister 
can deprive him of the pension. Was 
that the position talcen up by the Bri- 
tish Government? No. The Minister 
for Finance and every other Minister 
knows that full well. That clausc also 
means that if an individual who is in 
a position, or even one who is not in a 
position, to-day, and who is entitled to 
a pension, and whose case has bcen 
passed for a pension, accepts a position 
such as could be oífered to him, and if 
on the following day he is dismissed, 
or resigns because he is unsuitable or 
unfit for the job, the pension is al;so 
withdrawn. I ask Deputies to consider 
seriously whether that clause should be 
inserted in any regulations brought 
before a body of an intelligent kind. 

It has been stated by tho Minister for 
Finance that the number of applicants 
for pensions under this Act, or the 
number of people who applied for pen- 
sions thinfeing that they were entitled 
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to them, liaving resigned from t^e 
R.I.C. owing to their national sympa- 
thies, was 1,136, and he stated that 631 
oascs had been approved of as having 
resigned for that reason. Now, and 
only now, we are informed that it is 
quite possible that this number may be 
substantially reduced for reasons which 
we will never hear of, and which we 
will never be asked to give an opinion 
upon. Out of the number of cases re- 
jected there w r ere 190 who, it was 
statcd, could not receive pensions be- 
cause of their short sorvice. By that I 
believe is meant they had only two or 
thrce or four years’ service when they 
resigned. The Committee, or the Minis- 
tcr, or somebody who had some respon- 
sibility, decided that they were not en- 
titled under the previous promises to 
any gratuity or to any compensation. 
What do we find in the case of the men 
who were disbanded on the lst April, 
1922? A eonstable w r ith two years' 
service who served up to the time of 
disbandment, getting twelve years ; 
added service, wbo was drawing a 
salary of £234 at the time, was entitled 
to and has received a pension, not at. 
the expense of Britain, whom he served, 
but at the expense of thc Irish tax- 
payer, of £52 lOs. a vear. A con- 
stable w r ith three years ? serviee recetved 
a pension of £58 10s., and with four 
years’ service £62 8s., and so on, accord 
ing to the number of vears served. I 
contend, therefore, that so far as that 
clause is eoncerned, it does not fulfil 
the promise made to these men, and 
that the 190 or 200 men who are de- 
prived of their pensions under the 
terms of these Rogulations should have 
their cases reconsidered by the Minister. 

The Minister also referred to the casc 
of pensions to widows, and stated that 
when this matter w r as being discussed 
in the Dáil on a previous occasion no 
exception was taken to the statemenl 
then made by the President. I think 
it is only now, after having heard thf. 
statement of the Minister, and especi- 
ally after reading the Regulations, that 
one can really come, or is forced, to the 
conclusion that the Ministry had no in- 
tention, or, at least, have not at 
pre3ent, at any rate, of carrying out 
the promises which they made and re- 
peated on so many occasions. I could 
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not, for instance, assume on that parti- 
ctilar occasion that the Regulations, as 
drafted, subsequent to the passing oi 
the Act, wouM not mean that the men 
who resigned, or who were considered 
as having resigned for reasons of 
national sympathy, would get the 
same treatment as the men who 
served up to the time of disband- 
ment. The Presidcnt, about a quarter 
of an hour ago, asked us—I think he 
was speaking to this side of the Dáil— 
did we wish him to break the promise 
made to England when they accepted 
‘responsibility for between £1,000,000 
and £1,500,000 in pensions to the men 
who were disbanded. It is not for me 
to say whether he should or not, but 
it is for him and for the fíovernment 
to justify to the Irish people their re- 
sponsibility, in approving of the 
Treaty, for accepting and imposing that 
burden upon the Irish people for 
10,000 men who served England, and 
at the same time coming beíore the Dáil 
with Regulations and asking us, ancl 
those who made a promise, to break 
their word to the few hundred men who 
resignccl thcir positions to serve Ire- 
land. That is the case wc makc from 
thesc benches, and that is a case good 
enough for the Ministcr to take thesc 
Regulations back and reconsidcr the 
whole matter in the light of things said 
and the promises that have bccn broken, 
and to bring up Regulations that will 
more honestly interpret the ícclings and 
the wishes of the late Gencral Collins, 
who originally made these promises. 

In the ease of thc widows, I should 
have said that the conditions governing 
pensions which havc been given to the 
ilisbanded men are laid down in the 
Constabulary Act of 1922. Clause 4 of 
the Schedule says: u In the event of an 
officer or a constable dying after an 
annual allowance has been awarded to 
him under this Act the Treasury. shall 
grant a pension or gratuity to the 
widow or children of the offlcer or con- 
stable, in like manner as if the allow- 
ance were a pension granted to the 
officer or constable on retirement, and 
as if his yeará of service had been 
years on which the allowance was cal- 
culated. ,, 

I understand since these men re- 
signéd four or five of them have di?d. 


I think two of them have died in the 
Cork workhousc. I have a letter I re- 
ceived from Cork a few days ago, in 
which it is stated fhat a person who had 
resigned from thc Constabulary had his 
expenses while ill, burial, etc., undcr-. 
taken by a friend, and they amounted 
to £100. I think, seeing the amount is 
so small, especially when eompared 
with what is being given to the dis- 
bandcd mcn, that that part of the regu- 
lations might also be considered. I be- 
lieve I have said enough, if anything 
could convince the Minister, to show 
that the regulations are quite unfair 
and out ot‘ all proportion to the 
promises made. If therc is to be any 
honesty in public life or purity of ad- 
minisrration in the service of tlie 
country, then, promises that have bcen 
made by the Minister or by the Govern- 
rnent, no matter what they meant. 
should be carried out, or a very good 
reason given to thc people to whom 
these promises have been made for not 
carrying thern out. My main argument 
is, if you havc taken the responsibility 
of imposing a burden of £1,500,0(K) a 
year on the Irish taxpayers for 10,000 
men who served England—and I am not 
asking you to break that agreement. 
as tlie President suggested—I say that 
in all honour you should fulfil thc 
promises made to thesc men who re- 
signed. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN : I hávc to oppose 
this motion also, and principally for 
the rcasou that I think with regard to 
thc date on which this Oi'der will com- 
mence, that it is quite unfair tliat these 
mcn who resigned at the call of men 
Avho are now mcmbers of tlie Govern- 
ment, and thc call of the old Sinn Fein 
party, should now be placed in a worse 
position than those that remained in 
the service to the date of their disband- 
mcnt. With the cthics of the question 
of resigning or not resigning I do not 
propose to deal*. Opinions may differ 
on that considerably, but I do think 
that the honour of the State and the 
Governmept, and, perhaps, the honour 
of certain Ministers, is at stake in this 
matter. Certain definite promises were 
made and repeatcd several times that 
those men would not. be trcated worse 
than those who continued to serve m 
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the Force and were disbanded in the 
ordinary course of events. I am strongly 
of opinion that in tjLe making of the 
Treaty thc original terms granted to 

* the men who wcre disbanded were too 

* generous, with the result that the 
country was saddled with an enormous 
debt on that account. That, however, 
is no excuse for treating the men who 
resigned on worse terms than those who 
vyere disbanded. It is an obligation of 
bonour on the State, and I think the 
State should carry out its obligation. 
Another matter I would like to refer 
to is the question of offering these men 
alternative employment in x>lace of the 
pension. 

Mr. BLYTHE: The pension may l)e 
suspended. 

Mr. HEPPERNAN: I think that is 
an excellent idca in itself, but I do not 
think the regulations which govern 
that idea are quite as sound as they 
might be. I think these men might be 
treated in a more generous manner. I 
do not thinlv that the Minister for 
Ilome Affairs should have the right to 
take exclusive power to decide what is 
a suitable position for a resigned man. 
That man himself should have some- 
thing to say to it. I thinlc that the 
Ordcr should contain some provision 
by which the .men would be repre- 
sented and have some say in the matter 
before they would lose their pension. 
Although we all have the greatest 
possible respect for the integrity of the 
Minister for Ilome Affairs, still 1 do not 
think it is right he should have the 
cxclusive power to state what position 
is right and what position is not right 
for those men. I would also like to say 
that the mattcr of offering alternativc 
employment is one that should be en- 
dorsed to its fullest extent by the Dáil. 
I think the number of pensioners we 
have from the different scrvices is be- 
coming a scandal, and I wish the Mini- 
ster for Local Government would take 
notice of it, and see that these men who 
resigned their positions under Local 
Oovernment services would also have 
alternative employment. offered them. 
The men who resigned from the R.I.C., 
or others, should be given a voice in 
this matter, I 1hink. and also regula- 


tious should be laid down which should 
govern the actual salary they should 
get in these services. It stands to 
reason that when a young, intelligent, 
physically fit man gets a pension, 
in the course of time he will get 
employment which will enable him to 
add considerably to that pension, and 
I think some mcthod should be devised, 
I do not know that Deputy Davin's is 
the best, by which changes could be 
made in these regulations to providc 
for these eases. For that reason I sup- 
port the amendnicnt. 

Major COOPER: I have no prejudice 
whatever in this matter, but I intend to 
vote for Deputy Davin’s amendment 
for one reason, and one reason only, 
and that is beeause thc motion of the 
Minister proposes to set up the Minister 
for Homc Affairs as the judgc as to 
whether employment offercd to men 
dismissed or resigned is suitable or not. 
I am inílexibly opposed to this 
tendency of putting Ministers in a 
judicial position, which they eannot 
possibly fulíil if they are doing their 
duty. The Minister has a duty to his 
eolleagucs, arid particularly to the 
Minister for Finance, and in discharg- 
ing that duty he cannot be impartial 
between a claimant to the bounty of 
thc State and the State itself. Yet it is 
suggested that there can be no appeal 
from thc Minister’s decision, no appeal 
to the Oourts, no appcal to the Dáil, 
and no appCal anywhere. The Minister 
for Home Affairs is to be the only and 
the ultimate authority to settle this 
matter. I will never consent to that. 
I would suggest, if the amendmcnt 
of Deputy Davin is carried, that the 
Civil Service Commissioncrs would be 
the suitable body for this purpose. The 
Minister shakes his head. Then a judge 
to be oppointed by the Chief Justice. 

Mr. BLYTHE : The Minister for 
Finanee. 

Major COOPER: The Minister for 
Finance is a party to the case, and he 
cannot be a judge as well. The Minister 
does not realise the seriousness of this 
to the ordinary individual. I have no 
particular sympathy with these men, 
but on the general principle I take my 
stand that no Minister should place 
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Jiimself in a judicial position, because 
iie is a party to the case—he or his 
eolleagues must be. Get a judge, get 
the Chief Justice, or the Attorney- 
General to nominate a judge if you like; 
get anybody who is removed from the 
actual burden of administration. The 
Civil Service Commissioners would bc 
suitable if thcy were furthcr removcd 
from the administration than they are 
at present, or anybody, but not the 
Minister, because, as I*say, he is one of 
thc parties to the case. 

Mr. BLYTHE: The Minister for 
Home Aífairs was put in here as the 
alternative to the Minister for Finance. 
Perhaps in the ordinary way the Minis- 
ler for Finance would have becn the 
Minister wliose name would be put into 
thc Section. It was thought dosirable 
that another Minister, whose interest 
in keeping down expcnditure might 
not be so immcdiate, should be in- 
eluded. As a matter of facl, the whole 
^hing rests on thc discretion of the 
Ministers. No person, for instancé, can 
get a pension unless t'ic Minister for 
Home Affairs and th j Minister for 
Finance are satisfied chat he rcsigncd 
on national grounds. It would be quitc 
ef.sy for the Minister, if he wanted to 
strain the Act, or do an injustice, to 
exclude anybody or the whole lot. There 
is really no point in this. The Minister 
for Home Affairs will not bc asked or 
expected to decidc individual cases, but 
he will decide certain classes of em- 
ployment are such as would be suitablc 
and as could be offered to tliose re- 
signed and dismissed ll.I.C 

Suppose, for instance, il was pro- 
posed to appoint some of thern as prison 
warders, the Minister would be asked 
to say whether he thought that was a 
class of employment t.hat they might 
reasonably be expccted fo takc. There 
is no question of appointing them to 
any of the offlces that Deputy Davin 
talked about, and I am not sure but 
that he knew that very well when he 
was occupying the time of the Dáil on 
this particular paragraph. 

Mr. JOHNSON: How does the Minis- 
ter know that? He can only speak of 
:his present office. 

Mr. DAVIN: I would like the Minis- 


ter to understand that Ministcrs of the 
future, as well as Ministcrs of the pre- 
scnt, will have to interpret those things. 

Mr. BLYTHE: I have takcn the view 
always in all these matters, that wh<jn 
we are defeated and whcn Deputy 
i Johnson comes to these benches, he will 
do the right thing. I think there is no 
other point of view that can well be 
taken. I dissent from the point of view 
of Deputy Cooper, not only on this 
matter, but on all matters in regard to 
I the discretion that should be allowed 
' to Ministers. I believe that any Minis- 
ters that a majority of the Dáil will 
elect, will do everything that is rcason- 
able in thc circumstances, and that 
1 there will be no attempt on their párt 
to do injustice to anybody. The discre- 
tion of the Ministers in a'll matters is 
1 far grcater than Deputies rcalise. For 
instance, they can, if thcy so desire, dis- 
miss the whole Civil Service; yet no- 
body suggests that thc pcwer of dis- 
missal should not be allowed, because 
that may be done. I suggest that the 
Dáil will pay no attention to sugges- 
tions that we are going to liave no fair 
play or no guarantee of fair play from 
Ministers, or that we should be tied up 
in such a way that the interests of the 
State and the interests of national 
finance cannot be looked after because 
of the distrust with which every Minis- 
s :er must be regarded. 

The thing I think that should be 
pointed out was that there was no 
specific promise given to these men in 
the scnse that there were promises con- 
tained in the Treaty. The Treaty was 
a definite bargain. So far as these men 
were involved in a bargain it was 
with the old Sinn Fein organisation 
and with perhaps the old Dáil. It was 
when they were resigning and pro- 
mised that something would be done 
for them that there was a bargain, but 
there was no bargain when General 
Collins made his very carcfully worded 
statement. They were out then. He 
was only asked for the intentions of 
the Government in regard to them, and 
his inteirtions in regard to them,^ and he 
took the very greatest care possible not 
to go into any details so that the pro- 
per consideration of the whole matter 
might not be prejudiecd. In the same 
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way, anything anybody has said is 
merely by w T ay of a statcment of the 
intentions of the Government in regard 
to them. 

*There were not promises made to 
them when thcy resigned that they 
w T ere going to be treatcd exactly as well 
as the men who stayed on. Nobody 
knew what was going to happen at that 
time. These promises that were madc 
afterwards were not promises in the 
sense of being bargains, but were statc- 
ments of the intentions of the Govern- 
ment. If the State and the Exchequer 
demanded it, and if wc were only able 
to give them half the terms, wc would 
be entitled to reduce their pensions to 
half what would be given the men who 
stayed on. We are giving them what 
we thinlc can be alforded in view of the 
heavy burden on the country. I dis- 
scnt from the view that because in 
certain circumstances we were forced 
to do. a certain thing, we should 
now, of our own volition, give 
extravagant compensation to thcse 
men. 

I think we cannot afford a luxury of 
that sort. It would be like cutting oíf 
your nose to spite your face, and we 
ought not to assent tó the doctrine that 
because we were forccd to do a certain 
thing in a particular case in order to 
gain the vietory and thc advantages 
that we have got by the Treaty, 
we should now throw away the money 
of the nation. There is no reason why 
these men should be given a vcry big 
lump sum now because they resigned 
some years ago. They have bcen liv- 
ing in the interval, and probably some 
have been earning more or less, and 
there should be no justification, in view 
of the state of the Exchequer, and the 
finances of the country, for handing 
out to thcm very considerable sums of 
money. When we go back to the date 
of the Act, I think we arc not doing 
very badly by them at all, and those 
who have liad any service will have 
substantial sums given to them and 
they will have the future before them. 

I do not think this Order should be 
referrod back. There is no injustice ! 
being done in it to these meii. íhey 
are being fairly well treated, and I do 
not think we can afford the luxury of 
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extravagant treatment. I tliink we are 
under an obligation to many of them. 
I believe many of them did make very 
real sacrifices when they came out at 
the time they did. They did a thing 
that certainly was as good in its own 
way as other men did who got a great 
deal of praise for it; but there were 
many amongst them whose motives 
were not perhaps so altruistic. There 
were men who came out whose motives 
wcre selfish. We cannot separate 
them from the others, and we can 
hardly get out of our minds thc fact 
that we are bound to be giving pen- 
sions 1o men who are unworthy. 

Mr. DAVIN : I do not stand for that 
class of thing; therefore there is no 
nccessity for the Minister to argue on 
those lines. I stand for those men 
whose cases have been considered and 
whose claims have been sanctioned for 
honest and genuine reasons. 

Mr. BLYTHE: I think there is n;> 
member of the Committec who would 
not say that of the cases passed by 
thcm there were men who undoubtedly 
did not resign through national reasons. 
But it cannot be proven, and you could 
not demand strict proof of a rnan’s rno- 
tives. Cases h^td to be let through' or 
you had to risk cutting out nine- 
tenths of genuine cases. I think there 
is nobody who has examined it, whcn 
the matter has been sifted to the last, 
but will realise that, \ve will be giving 
pensions to men who are not worthy of 
any consideration amongst the men 
who are deserving of the verv utmosl 
consideration. 

Mr. JOHNSON: The speech of the 
Minister is really most disheartening 
and disconcerting. It practically tells 
us, from thc beginning to the end, that 
in all these matters you have to trust to 
the Minister for the time being. He 
almost goes so far as to say that the 
Regulations which ought to have thc 
force of law are quite unnecessary— 
that you may trust to the Minister, and 
that it is better to trust to the Minister. 
I wonder whether he considers it neces- 
sary to have any Regulations of any 
kind or to publish any Order. If it is 
desirable to publish Orders, if it is 
necessary to have Orders or Acts of 
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Pariiament, sureJy it is desirable to lay 
down in those Acts and Orders what 
the Dáil intends, and not to leave these 
matters to the discretion of the Minister 
for the time being. The Minister prac- 
tically suggests that it is far better to 
trust the Minister, and, in fact, his 
ruling principle is not to bc bothered 
by Acts or Orders or limitations placed 
upon him by law or regulation, but to 
leave these matters to the discretion of 
the Minister. That mhy be very good 
for certain men. 

Mr. BLYTHE: On a point of per- 
sonal explanation, I wish to say I used 
no such argument or made no such 
suggestion. . I made referencc to the 
carrying out of Regulations that will 
be laid down, and not to acting without 
Regulations or on discretion at large. 

Mr. JOHNSON : The Minister says he 
desires to act under Regulations laid 
down, but when it is suggested that 
under a particular Regulation certain 
things arc possible that are not desir- 
able he says: “ Leave that to the dis- 
cretion of the Minister. ,, The very 
fact that it is possible that an undesir- 
able thing may be done, strictly within 
the Order, surely warrants the argu- 
ment that the Order should be referred 
back for reconsideration and amend- 
ment, so that these things which are un- 
desnable should be prevented by the 
Order, and that the Ministers in the 
future wili thereby be acting within the 
Order. The Minister for Pinance had 
better discuss the ethics of this ques- 
tion with the President. The Presi- 
dent, several times within the last 
eighteen months, made appeals to the 
Dáil on the strength of certain promises 
which were not part of the Treaty bar- 
gain, and which were not embodied in 
the Treaty, and asked the Dáii to agree 
to implement certain agreements that 
were come to outside the Treaty. He 
put it to the Dail that we were bound 
in honour to implement those obliga- 
tions. The President, even in the early 
stages of to-day 7 s proceedings, referred 
to undertakings that were given to the 
couiitry by the Minister for Pinance, 
and says “ we are bound in honour to 
carry through those undertafcings in re- 
gard to economy. ’ 7 The Minister for 
Pinance speaks of the promises made 

Vol. 6. 


Pension Order , 1924. 834 

by General Collins as not being in the 
nature of a bond, and not the price of 
a bargain. It is new doctrine to be 
told that you are only bound to keep 
those bonds which you were forced to 
entcr, and that you were not bound to 
keep those obligations that you entered 
into voluntarily and freely. That is 
new doctrine and very sad doctrine to 
come from the Minister for Pinance. 

Mr. BLYTHE: Deputy Johnson is 
misrepresenting me. I did no-t say 
that. I said that I had made no refer- 
ence to bonds entered into voluntarily 
at all. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I think the Minister 
will recollect, and the Dáil will recol- 
lect, that the Minister referred to the 
Treaty bargain, which was extrava- 
gant, but a bargain. That is, under- 
takings were entered into by this 
country because the circumstancear 
compelled it and at the price of the 
Treaty. I say that is an obligation 
that is entered into under pressure, but 
that bond must be kept, aócording to 
the Minister. 

I do not dissent, but I say that the 
other obligation that was entered into 
on behalf of the country 
5 o'cloch . and on behalf of the Go- 
vernment by the active 
head of the Government—at the 
moment I do not know what his posi- 
tion was—w r as a free promise, and 
surely it is our duty to cárry out that 
promise, which was freely entered 
into, as well as the one which was en- 
tered into under some sort of pressure. 
I think that the Minister at least, 
almost before anybody else, should re- 
member that as the time these pro- 
mises were entered into, they were 
entered into on behalf of the Govern- 
ment of this country. They were en- 
tered into on behalf of the Dáil and the 
Mini»try of the Dáil even at the time 
that General Collins made his promise 
in February, 1922, after the Provi- 
sional Government had been set up. 

Mr. BLYTHE : Will the Deputy 
point out where we are departing from 
General Collins , promise? 

Mr. JOHNSON: I shaU in a minute. 
Not only were the Provisional Govern- 
ment binding themselves, through 

x> 2 
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General Collins, but the Ministry of 
which the Minister for Finance was a 
member, through the Minister for 
Home Affairs definitely in the Dáil en- 
tered into an undertaking not only on 
this occasion to the policemen who had 
resigned or been dismissed, but to the 
Dáil itself. Deputy Davin has pointed 
out—and I want to lay stress upon the 
words—that General Collins promised, 
though I admit that it was not a pro- 
misc, in so many words, on behalf of 
the Government. It might well have 
been taken to be such by tlie reeipients 
in view of the position of General Col- 
lins at the time. The words wcre— 
that the suggestion that these resigned 
and dismissed men should be dealt with 
no less generously than the members 
of the R.I.C. who had continued to 
serve had his very strong support. 
But very mueh more explicitly and in 
a very much more binding manner, the 
Minister for Home Affairs on the lOth 
October, 1922, said: “ It is intended 
that such men will receive as generous 
terms as if they had remained in the 
force until the date of thcir disband- 
ment; no less generous than if they had 
remained in the force. ,> And then he 
goes on to promise t-hat “ legislation 
will be required to cover such compen- 
sation, and it is proposed to introduce 
an appropriate measure as soon after 
the enactment of the Constitution as is 
practicable . J9 There was as specific a 
promise as it was possible to make 
to the Dáil—t.hat the treatment 
would be no less generous than if they 
had remained in the Force. Now, I 
want to ask whether the proposed 
Order is treating these men as gener- 
ously as they would have been 
treated had they remained in the 
Force? To me that is the only issue. 
If it is proved that that ean be accom- 
plished by this Order then I for one 
will have nothing to say. But I submit 
that, as far as one can read it, the 
Order goes very far from carrying out 
that undertaking. 

To begin with, the date from which 
the pension is to be given is a very 
long time distant from the time it 
would have begun had they remained 
in the Force. Had they remained in 
the Force their pension would have 
begun on the 31st August, 1922. It is 


not proposed to begin their pension 
until August, 1923. On that account it 
is nat as generous as it would have 
been, had they remained in the Force. 
The Minister says that the Act pre- 
vents it, and that he has not power 
under the Act to begin these pensions 
at the earlier date. May I take it that 
had he the power, he would be willing? 
Apparently it is not so, as the Minister 
indicates dissent. Then what is the 
purpose of his raising that objection? 
From his dissent it appears he does not 
desire to make these pensions retrospec- 
tive, and this quoting of his disability 
under the Act is only for the purposes 
of debate, and is not his real mind in 
the matter. The meti who remained in 
the Force and who are being paid 
under the terms of the Treaty, are 
being paid out of Irish funds. Had 
these othcr men remained in the Force 
they would have been paid equally out 
'*f Irish funds. Is it then contended 
that no differcnee would have taken 
place in the history of the last few 
years had these men remained in the 
Force, that though thcy were invited 
by representatives of the (íovernmenr. 
to resign to provc that they were not 
traitors to the Government that then 
existed, their resignation was of no 
value, and that they ought to be penal- 
ised for their actions? That secms t.o 
me to be the deduction that one must 
draw f rom the contention of the, 
Minister. Had the men remained in 
the Force they would have obtained 
pensions in cxcess of the maximum fixed 
by the Order. Again there is a depar- 
ture from the terms. They are not 
being treated as generously as they 
would have been, had they remained in 
the Force Again, on the question 
raised by Deputy Davin in paragraph 4 
regarding the veto of the Minister for 
Homc Affairs, there is of course a pro- 
I vision in rega rd to the men who were 
disbanded which is equally to apply 
to these men who were dismissed or re- 
signed. If the disbanded men obtained 
appointments under the Govemment, as 
many of them have, their pensions 
would be treated according to a stand- 
&rd method. Surely, under the pro- 
mise thet was givcn to these men they 
should be treated in the same manner. 
There is a regular course that could be 
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adopted and surely should be 
adopted in view of the promise made. 
Why, then, have a special provision 
made in thia Order to apply to dis- 
missed and resigned men which differs 
írom the regulations applving to dis- 
bended men when you promised to put 
them in the same position as th(‘y would 
have been in had they waitcd until dis- 
bandment? Again, I think there is a 
distinct breach of the promise. There 
is in existence a CommHtce, presided 
over by Judge Wylie, which might be 
considered quite competent to deal with 
the question of suitability ot! employ- 
ment inasmuchos that, Oommiltee does 
in respect of Civil Servauts adjudge the 
quality and the charactci* of the em- 
plo>ment that is bcmg oftercd. If 
civil servant is removed to a different 
class of vork froin that whieh he has 
becn engaged in, prior to the Treaty, 
then this Committee, over which Judge 
WVlit presides, ís, í understand, a 
eourt wíiich will decide the question of 
suitabilíty. 

Again, you see, you have 
machinery in existence whercby 
the question of suitability may 
be decided, but, if therc is employ- 
ment offered by any Department of tlie 
fiovernment,—and this I would ask the 
Dáil to bear in mind—“nopension shall 
be payable under this Order to any per- 
son who shall be offered an appoint- 
ment, in any braneh of the public ser- 
viee of Saorstát. Eireann wiiich in the 
opinion of the Minister for Home 
Affairs is reasonably suitablc for him, 
and shall have declined to accept such 
appointment. M That may bc a 
temporary postman \s job, for in- 
stance. The pensioner deelines that 
temporary post and the Post- 
master reports the fact. The Minister 
for Tíome Affairs might save the 
Exchequer eertain sums weekly 
under that Order, and there is no ap- 
peal, as Deputy Bryan Cooper pointed 
out. Any other Minister may offer a 
pensioned policeman a tcmporary or 
permanent post, and if it is refused on 
the ground of unsuitability, the Minis- 
ter for Home Affairs may be appealed 
to, and if he says, even in a particular 
case, that it should not have been re- 
fused, and that the man is suitable, 
then the Jíiiiister for Finance finds his 


balance at the end of the year so much 
greater. The Minister for Finance, of 
course, waives all that aside, and says 
it was only intended that the class of 
employment should be decidcd by the 
Minister for Home Affairs. How does 
he know that? There may be successors 
to either of these Ministers, and there 
may be successors to the Míníster's ad- 
visers, who will have quitc a different 
view of this matter from that which 
they have, and under Clause 4 of the 
Order these thíngs are not only possible 
but probable. í think that in all the 
circumstances, and espeeially in view of 
this speciíic undertaUing to the Dáil in 
October, 1922, of the Minisler for Home 
Affairs that the legislation which was 
to be introdueed would provide that as 
generous terms would be given to the 
men as if thcv had remained in the 
force until the date of their disband- 
rncnt—in view of that undertaking to 
the Dáil—I think the Minister should 
acce])t this ameiidrnent, lake back the 
Order, and reconsider it with a view to 
implementing rhat undertaking and 
satisfying the obligation of honour at 
lcast. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: Lest my silence 
should be misunderstood ín any way, I 
wish to say that I approve of this 
Order. My state of mind with regard 
to it is something more positive than 
aequiescence. I think that the Order 
does substantial justiee to the five or 
six hundred men whom it eompensates, 
and I think that these five or six 
hundred men are five or six hundred 
particularly fortunate citizens of this 
State. 

It is not possible after a period like 
that of the last fom* or five years, to 
adjust equities to a nicet,y, to say to 
this man: “ You suffered so much,” 
and to compensate him accordingly, and 
to that man: 11 You sacrificed so much 
and your compensation is blank pounds, 
shillings and pcnce . 19 Here are 500 or 
600 men who, beyond question, did 
make a certain sacrifice and are receiv- 
ing from the nation a definite com- 
pensation. The thing must bc taken in 
its settingr It must be taken with some 
advertence to the fact that there are 
many hundreds and thousands in the 
State who made far greater sacrifices, 
for whom the State can do nothing now 
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and will do nothing in the future. 
There is a saying that “ the devil him- 
self knows not the thought of man,” 
but the *task that was set to the Com- 
mittee, whieh was set up under the 
auspices of my Department, was a task 
which, according to that dictum, would 
baffle the devil himself. It was to 
analyse the motives that led these mcn 
to tender their resignation to the police 
authorities of the time. I quite agree 
with the Minister for Defence that no 
sifting, however careful, painstaking 
and conscientious by the Committee, 
could ensure that all the men whom 
they certified were men whose resigna- 
tion was due to national sympathy. 
1,100 cases came before the Committee. 
600 odd were passed by that Commit- 
tee, and there is no member of the 
Committee who would put his hand on 
his heart and say: “ I believe all those 
men resigned genuinely through 
sympathy with the national move- 
ment.* > A man’s motives are subtle 
and complex. Even the person himself 
often is not clear as to the exact motive 
which led him to a particular act. lt 
is often a combination of motives, light 
and shade. On the one hand all those 
people are in favour of this movement. 
My mother and brothers arc having a 
bad time at home because I am in the 
police force. Further, I may be shot 
in an ambush, and it might be a better 
thing to get out and work on the 
farm.” Where is the motive? Self- 
preservation is the first law of nature. 
Affection for his mother and sisters, 
who are being cut by the neighbours at 
home because of the son’s occupation, 
or idealistic national sentiment was so 
effervescing in the mind of a man as 
to make him run to the depot and put 
in his resignation. Here, five or six 
hundred men are more lucky than 
hundreds and thousands through the 
country who took gemúne risks and for 
whom no compensation, through the 
Oireaehtas, will be forthcoming. 
Toung men all through thc country 
sacrificed the most precious and pivotal 
years of their careers in and around 
the twenties and are neither asking nor 
expecting, and, if they did, would not 
get, compensation from the nation for 
those sacrifices. Men spent years in 


Jail. vears in internment. Men have^ 
had their health shattered, their careers. 
ruined, their business destroyed. They 
got no compensation, but these five or 
six hundred men are getting compen- 
sation from the State for sacrificea 
which undoubtedly they made, but 
which in the setting were not abnormai 
and did not stand out as exceptional. 
Promises have been quoted and it has* 
been put up to us that it is a matter of 
the personal honour of one dead 
Minister, and one living Minister, that 
the terms should be such and such and 
not otherwise. We are to be bound by 
the letter. The terms are to be 
identical with the terms that disbanded 
men wcre fortunate enough to secure. 

Mr. JOHtfSON : Not less generous. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: Not less generous. 
The disbanded men, no doubt, were for- 
tunate. It was a bargain. The men 
who resigned are getting crcdit for 
t.heir actual years of service, plus 
twelve. The complaint is that they 
are not getting any credit for the in- 
terval between their resignation and 
the total disbandment. of the force. Now 
I think it is an excessive claim to say 
that they should get a pension for 
those years in which they were free 
to tako up other employment, and in 
which there was no particular worry 
or anxiety put upon them whatever. 
They were to get the same terms as 
they would have got had they remained’ 
in the force. Had they remained in 
the force, God knows what they would 
havo got, or might have got. They 
might have got six feet of Irish earth; 
t.hey might have got many things. They 
are doing well. The Ordcr brought be- 
fore the Dáil to-day by the Minister for 
Finance is substantial justice to them, 
as I hold, in all the circumstances, and 
is a full and adequate fulfilment of any 
promises that were made. I just do not 
want to remain silent upon this ques- 
tion lest it be thought that my approval 
of the Order was more in the nature 
of a grudge of acquiescence to be only 
expressed by my Tá ” if, and when 
this Order goes to a division. J think 
the promise made has been kept, and 
I think, further, that these 600 men are 
600 very fortunate young Irish citizens. 

Mr. GFOBE7 : The Minister for Home* 
Affairs is generally very convincing in 
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this House, but I do not think on thi«: 
occasion he has carried the same 
amount of conviction as he usually 
does. It has been suggested that he has 
not as good a case. I agree. Now, 
it is not a question whether these 600 
men that a Government Commission ap- 
proved of are deserving or not. To 
begin with, a Commission was set up, 
and it approved of 60Q claims as de- 
serving. It is not now a question 
whether they are deserving or not. 
There may be some exceptions—some 
who are not deserving—but that is not 
the question. This is a question of a 
promise; it is a question of honour, and 
to my mind it is a question of national 
honesty or dishonesty. 

I say Deputy Johnson has not at all 
exaggerated the case. I think he put a 
reasonable and fair interpretation on 
the words used in the promise made by 
the old Sinn Pein Organisation, and the 
words contained in the statement or 
promise made by the late General Col- 
lins. I think he put the case reasonably 
and fair, and if there is any meaning in 
words at all, I think it is the meaning 
he has put upon them. This question 
of suitable employment has been re- 
ferred to. Perhaps I do not voiee the 
sentiments of many Deputies, but I be- 
licve that the most suitable employment 
for these men is the employment that 
they were brought up in, and the em- 
ployment that they were trained to. 
With all due respect to the present 
Civic Guard, I think the inclusion of 
some of these men. whose credentials 
were above suspicion, and whose 
national sympathies were above sus- 
picion, would do good. I think the pre- 
sent Civic Guard, creditable and all as 
they are, would benefit by the addition 
of some of these men. I was speaking 
to some of these men some time ago, 
and they said they would be delighted 
to go into the present Civic Guard and 
f o perform the duties they were trained 
to perform. I think that is the most 
suitable employment they could be 
ofFered, and I bclieve that employment 
has been denied them. If that is so, 
I do not think there .is very much use 
of using the wofds “ suitable employ- 
ment. M It is not mentioned here in its 
proper sense. The employment they 
are to get is State employment, but 
there can be no difference between em- 
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ployment in the Civic Guard controlled 
by the State and employment in any 
other capacity controlled by the State. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHALRLE, 

at this stage, took the Chair. 

Mr. GOREY : There is no use in these 
fine distinctions. A good many of the 
men who resigned took more risk than 
the ordinary men in the country. They 
went out of the Constabulary; their 
opinions were known everywhere, and 
the Black-and-Tans in the country 
knew them, and I honestly believe that 
those R.I.C. men who resigned took 
more risks than the average man in the 
movement. I do not think that the pro- 
mise made by the Sinn Fein organisa- 
tion ought to be gone back on. This 
is a small matter; it is not a question of 
much money, and I think the promise 
made ought to be kept, and it is not 
kept under this Order, or at any rate, 
it is not kept in the way it was made 
at the time, or in the way that those 
who heard thought it would be kept. 

Mr. BLYTHE : It is kept. 

Mr. BAXTES: To my mind, if there 
is any honour in this State, it is bound 
up in the way the ex-R.LC. men are to 
be dealt with in the Order now before 
the Dáil, and not only is the honour of 
the State bound up in that matter, but 
also the honour of the Ministers sitting 
on ^he benches opposite. Those of u 
who were associated with the Republi- 
can movement in those days up and 
down the country, went to the homes of 
these men and were responsible in a 
way for bringing a great many of them 
out of the service of the R.I.C. At that 
time, responsible Ministers in the 
Government to-day were members of 
the Sinn Fein organisation, and they 
directed that this work, to which I have 
referred, should be done and it was 
done. Those of us who were in the Re- 
publican movement at the time feel 
that we encouraged these men to give 
up the employment that they then held, 
on the promise that the State would 
stand by them, and would see full jus- 
tice done to them. The Order which is 
now before the Dáil is not, in my 
opinion, doing justice to them. There 
are men to-day who served in the R.I.C. 
at that time, and who did not leave the 
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service, and they are now able to walk 
about with a good pension for life. 

Mr. DAVIN : About London. 

Mr. BAXTER: A good many of thcm 
are living in lreland, too. My point is 
that the men who gave up the employ- 
ment they then held, and decided to 
stand in with the people of Ireland, are, 
many of them, in sore want and dis- 
tress. A great many of them are mar- 
ried men with large families, and with 
very little means to support thcm. 
These men are now waiting to see if the 
pledges given to them by membei's of 
thc Sinn Fein organisation at the time, 
and by men occupying seats on the 
Governmcnt benches to-day, are going 
to be redeemed or not. They are 
anxious to know if they are going to be 
as well treated as those who stood 
against the country in those trying 
days. I think it will be accepted that, 
as far as this Order is concerned at any 
rate, the men who left the R.I.C. and 
stood in with the people against the 
forcigners are not being as fairly or as 
generously treated as the others. 

The Minister for ITome Affairs in his 
speech uscd the word “ substantial. M 
He, I think, measured the justice that 
is to be done to these men by the ability 
of the State of the day to do justiee, as 
he sees it now. But that was not con- 
sidered when these men were askfcd to 


give up the positions they then held. 
It was felt at that time that, whatever 
did happen to the State, or whatever 
form of Government evolved out of the 
struggle that was then being waged, 
these men would be fairly treated, 
and that everyone in the State would be 
a party to seeing that thcy were fairly 
treated. I believe that if the Minister 
for Ilome Affairs were to inquire froru 
the young men of thc eountry who gave 
thc best ycars of their life to serv- 
ing the interests of the nation y he 
would íind that the opinion of these 
men is that the ex-R.I.C. men dealt with 
under this Order should bc as well 
treated at least as those who con- 
tinued to serve until the police 
force was disbanded. On thc question of 
the employment to be offered to 
these men, I am in agreement 
with Deputy Johnson that it should 
be suitable employment. If a man 
is offered a post that he is not 
suited for, either on account of his 
previous experience, his state of health, 
or things of that kind, and that he does 
not see his way to accept it, it is pro- 
vided under this Order that he may not 
receive any pension at all. I think that 
is not fair. If that is the attitude that 
Ministers are goíng to take up against 
men who gave their services to Ireland 
when the call was made on thern, I say 
that Ireland is not doing these men 
justice. 

Amendment put. 
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The Dáil dividéd; Tá, 24; Níl, 40. 


Tá. 

Pódraig F. Baxter. 

Seán de Buitléir. 

John Conlan. 

Bryan R. Cooper. 

John Daly. 

Darrell Figgis. 

Connor Hogan. 

Tomás Mac Eoin. 

Pádraig Mac Fhlannchadha. 

Risteárd Mac Liam*. 

Patrick J. Mulvany. 

Tomás de Nógla. 

NSi. 

Earnán de Blaghd. * 

Séamus Breathnach. 

Séamus de Burca. 

Sir James Craig. 

Louis J. D'Alton. 

Máighréad Ní Choileáin Bean Uí 
Dhrisceóil. 

Osmond Grattan Esmonde. 

Henry J. Finlay. 

Peadar Mac a' Bháird. 

Seosamh Mac Bhrighde. • 

Domhnall Mac Cárthaigh. j 

Liam T. Mac Cosgair. { 

Maolmhuire Mac Eochadha. i 

Pádraig Mac Fadáin. 

Pádraig Mac Giollagáin. ! 

Seán Mac Giolla an Ríogh. ' 

Liam Mac Sioghaird. j 

Liam Mag Aonghusa. ! 

Seosamh Mag Craith. j 

John T. Nolan. I 


Tomás O Conaill. 

Aodh O Cúlacháin. 

Liam O Daimhín. 

Eamon O Dubhghaill. 

Seán. O Duinnín. 

Donchadh S. O Guaire. 
Mícheál O hlfearnáin. 

Seán O Leadáin. 

Domhnall O Mocháin. 
Domhnall O Muirgheasa. 
Tadhg 0 Murchadha. 
Nicholas Wall. 

Peadar 0 hAodha. 

Criostóir 0 Broin. 

Seán O Bruadair. 

Próinsias O Cathail. 

Eoghan 0 Dochartaigh. 
Séamus N. O Dóláin. 

Peadar S. O Dubhghaill. 
Pádraig O Dubhthaigh. 
Eamon S. O Dúgáin. 

Aindriú O Láimhín. 

Séamus O Leadáin. 

Fionán O Loingsigh. 

Thomas 0’Mahony. 

Risteárd O Maolchatha. 
Sáamus O Murchadha. 
Pádraig O'hOgáin (Gaillimh). 
Patrick W. Shaw. 

Liam Thrift. 

Seán M. O Súilleabháin. 
Caoimhghín O hUigín. 


Amendment declared lost. 
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Motion put and deelared carried. 

LOCAL OOVERNMENT (COLLEC- 
TION OF RATES) BILL, 1923.— 
(Fourth Stage.) 

SECTION 2. 

Mr. E. DUGGAN: I beg to move:— 
In Section 2 (1), page 3, line 20, to 
insert the word “ poor ” before the 
word “ rate-collector. 9 9 
It is only a poor-rate collector who is 
to have the powers intended to be con- 
ferred by the Section, and for that rea- 
son it is necessary that the word ‘‘ rate- 
collector 99 should be converted into 
“ poor-rate collector. ,, 

Amendment agreed to. 

Section 2, as amended, ordered to 
stand part of the Bill. 

SECTION 3. 

Mr. DUGGAN : I beg to move:— 

In page 3, Section 3, line 44, to in- 
sert after the word “ shall, ,, where 


the same íirst occurs, the words “ so 
long as he continues to be a rate-col- 
lector. ,, 

The purpose of the ainendment is to 
make it elear that the powers conferred 
by the Section on a rate-collector shall 
not be exercisable by him after he has 
ceased to be a rate-collector. 
Amendment agreed to. 

Mr. DUGGAN : I beg to move:— 

In page 3 to add to Section 3, a 
new sub-section as follows:— 

“ The rights, remedies and powers 
conferred by this section on a rate- 
collector, save and except the power 
of distraint, shall continue after he 
has ceased to be a rate-collector to 
be exercisable by him in respect of a 
rate collectable, but not actually 
collecTted by him while he was a rate- 
collector. ,, 

The object of the amendment is to 
enable the powers, other than the 
power of distraint, conferred by the 
Section to be exercised by a rate eol- 
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[Mr. Duggan.] 

lector after he has ceased to hold office. 
The reason is that rate collectors under 
their hond very often lodge money 
themselves which they have not 
collected, and it is desirable that they 
should have thc right to rocover the 
money so lodged by them. 

Amendment agreed to. 

Seetion 3, as amended, ordercd to 
stand part of the Bill. 

Motion made: “ That the Bill, as 
amended, be received for final con- 
sideration. ,, 

Mr. JOHNSON: I object. 

Question put and declared carried. 
Fifth stage ordered to be taken on 
Friday. 

COMMITTEE ON PINANCE. 

MONEY RESOLUTION. 

The PRESIDENT : I beg to move:— 

Chun críche aon Achta a rithfar sa 
tSiosón so chun soláthar tithe comh- 
naithe do chur in usacht agus chuige 
sin chun a údarú go dtabharfar 
deontaisí do dhaoine a sholáthróidh 
tithe den tsórt san, chun a chur in 
áirithe go mbeidh abhar tógála le 
fáil ar phraghsanna réasúnta, agus 
chun forálacha eile do dhéanamh a 
chabliróidh chun uimhir na dtithe 
comhnaithe do mhéadú, go bhfuil sé 
oiriúnach a údarú go n-íocfar amacH 
as airgead a sholáthróidh an 
tOireachtas suim nách mó ar fad ná 
Trí Chéad Míle Punt i gcóir 
deontaisí a déanfar fén Acht san 
agus aon chostaisí fé n-a raghfar fén 
Acht san ag ceannach no ag déan- 
amh, ag taisciú, ag iompar agus ag 
díol abhar agus fearaistí a 
húsáidfar i dtógáil tithe, agus aon 
chostaisí eile fé n-a raghfar i 
bhfeidhmiú an Achta san. 

That for the purpose of any Act of 
the present Session to facilitate the 
provision of dwellinghouses and for 
that purpose to authorise the making 
of grants to persons providing such 
houses, to ensure the supply of 
building materials at reasonable 
prices, and to make other provisions 
contributing to an increased supply 
of dwellinghouses, it is’expedient to 
authorise the payment out of moneys 
provided by the Oireachtas of an 
aggregate amount not exceeding 


Three Hundred Thousand Pounds in 
respect of grants made under such 
Act, of any expenses incurred under 
such Act in the purchase or manu- 
facture, storage, transport and sale 
of materials and appliances used in 
the building of houses, and of any 
other expenses incurred in carrying 
such Act into effect. 

| Mr. DUOOAN: I beg to second. 
Motion put and agreed to. 

DÁIL RESUMES 

Motion as passed in Committee re- 
ported to the Dáil. 

The PRESIDENT: I beg to move:— 
“ That the Dáil agree with the Com- 
mittee in the said resolution . 9 ’ 

Question put and agrced to. 

DÁIL IN COMMITTEE. 

HOUSINO (BUILDING PACILITIES) 
BILL, 1924.—(Third Stage). 

SECTION 1. 

In this Act— 

the word “ house means dwelling- 
house; 

the word “ erect ” means to erect a 
new house on a vacant site, and the 
words “ erecting, ,> “ erection ” and 
other cognate words shall be con- 
strued accordingly; 
the word “ re-construct ” means to 
repair or re-construct an existing 
house, including the making of altera- 
tions and additions, so as to convert 
the same into one or more houses to 
which this Act applies, and the words 
“ reconstructing, ,, “ reconstruction ” 
and other cognate words shall be con- 
strued accordingly; 
the expression “ existing house ” 
means a house which is in existence 
at the passing of this Act; 
the expression “ local authority ” 
means the council of a county, county 
borough, or urban district and the 
commissioners of a town; 
the expression “ appointed officer ” 
means a pei’son nominated by the 
Minister; 

the word “ prescribed ” means pre- 

scribed by the Minister; 

the expression “ the Minister 
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means the Minister for Local Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. GOOD: I beg to move:— 

In line 17, to delete the words “ on 
a vacant site. ,> 

The object of the amendment is fairly 
-clear. All sites acquired by local au- 
thorities and others for the purpose of 
building are usually wholly or partially 
«occupied, and if we were*to coníine the 
operations of this Bill to vacant sites I 
am afraid the difficulties of getting sites 
would be considerable. 

The PRESIDENT: I do not know 

that the amendment is necessary. What 
is meant by “ vacant site 99 in the Bill 
is what the Deputy has in mind. We 
understand that sites may be encum- 
bered with rubbish or old ruins or 
something of that sort, but that is what 
the Ministry of Local Govemment has 
in mind as “ a vacant site. ,? If Deputy 
Good thinks that is not sufficient, and 
requires to have this term taken out, I 
do not see any objection, but I think it 
complicates it rather than otherwise. 

Mr. GOOD: I think its removal would 
darify the measure, because consider- 
able discussion will arise round the 
question as to what “ vacant site 99 
meant. In fact, I have in my mind 
at the moment a case in which discus- 
sion did arise. I do not think this 
amendment will weafcen the measure. 

The PRESIDENT: Very good, I am 
willing to accept it. 

Amendment agreed to. 

Mr. T. 0’MAH0NY : I beg to move: 

To insert after the word “ house, ,, 
line 21, the words “ or building.” 

In many cases existing buildings will 
be available for the purpose of conver- 
sion into houses and the wording of 
the Bill, as it stands, will prevent their 
being used for that purpose. In many 
country towns buildings originally 
used for domestic purposes have been 
converted into stores. Their purpose 
as stores in many cases is no longer a 
useful one, and they are well built and 
have everything in the way of con- 
struction to make tjiem suitable for 
reconversion into dwellinghouses. 

Mr. GOOD: The purpose of the next 


aracndment is much the same. I do 
not know whether the Dáil would agrce 
i to discuss the two together. 

The PRESIDENT: There is no objec- 
tion to accepting the words ‘ ‘ or build- 
ing, M but I think the existing word 
“ house 99 will probably meet the case. 
I take it even a building is a house, 
although it may not be used for habit- 
able purposes. 

Professor O’SULLIVAN: Is not 

house )9 defined as “ dwellinghouse 99 
in the definition Clause? 

The PRESIDENT: Yes. 

Mr. JOHNSON : I would like to have 
information about this. Does the 
acceptance of the amendment mean 
that stables might be converted into 
houses, or might be deemed to be 
houses for purposes of reconstruction ? 
The word “ reconstruct 99 is to mcan re- 
pair, * 1 or reconstruct an existing house 
or stable. ,, Is that what is intended? If 
you insert the words “ or building 99 is 
it intended to apply to any reconstruc- 
tion of a building which might be con- 
verting it into a house? I think we 
should understand what is the inten- 
tion and find out whether the amend- 
ment really carries out the intention. 

The PRESIDENT: I think that is 
the meaning. I have seen cases where 
stables have been made 
6 o’cloch. suitable for dwelling-houses 
by reconstruction, and I 
have heard of onc case where a gentle- 
man has reconstructed his garage as a 
diningroom. As I believe that is the 
intention I would be willing to accept 
the amendment. There may be cases 
where huge buildings, or even stables, 
or other accommodation, might be 
adaptable for the purpose of providing 
accommodation at a small price. In 
that case it would be an economic pro- 
position. There are safcguards with 
regard to sanitation appurtenances and 
so on in another part of the Bill, so 
that it is not likely any person would 
be allowed*a subsidy towards render- 
ing a house a h|bitable dwelling, attd 
at the same time*offend against any of 
tho laws of sanitation. It is not 
intendéd, and I do not think it is meant 
by the amendment, that that should be 
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the effect, but that where buildings are 
capable of adaptation or reconstruc- 
tion as dwellinghouses thev will not be 
ruled out by the fact that they are not 
at the prescnt moment dwcllinghouses. 

Mr. 0 ’MAHONY : The President has 
covered all the points. Protection is 
provided to see that buildings converted 
are suitable for the purpose, and that 
all the operations are such as would 
enable the Government to make a grant 
for conversion. I régret that some of 
the houses for which provision is madc 
for conversion in the Bill as it stands 
are not better than stables. 

Mr. HEWAT: I think there is a cer- 
tain element of danger about this re- 
construction problem. I think it should 
be surrounded by safeguards. For in- 
stance, a building could be reconstruc- 
ted and made into a house, and would 
be perfectly useless except for the man 
who reconstructed it. Money spent on 
it might be for a purely local advan- 
tage that would be no benefit to the 
general public. If this Bill concen- 
trates upon providing accommodation 
where it is required, it would be good 
business to reconstruct a house there. 
If a house was in a position where it 
would not be in thc public interests to 
have it, I think the Minister should 
have power to refuse i)ublic grants in 
such a case. 

The PRESIDENT : Section 4 covers 
the point mentioned by Deputy Hewat. 
The real reason for this is that a per- 
son having some sort of claim to public 
funds for the provision of houses gets 
accommodation at a much smaller 
price. It is an economic proposition 
to facilitate him in regard to that. If 
you take it in another way, ajnan at 
present living in a house sees an oppor- 
tuniiy for reconstructing a building 
that would make a suitable habitation 
for himself, and as a result another 
house is made available for someone 
else. Uongestion is relíeved to that ex- 
tent. The congestion problem is the 
real problem, and, at* the present mo- 
ment, any alleviation of it is a real ad- 
vantage. To that extent I am prepared 
to accept the amendment. 


Mr. HEWAT: But it might be a 
place not congested at all. 

The PRESIDENT: Section 4 makes 
it clear that reconstruction is reserved 
for places where it is generally ad- 
mitted there is congcstion. 

Mr. OOOD: Such reconstructior 
must bc approved by the Ministry be- 
fore public money can be expcnded. 

Amendment agreed to. 

Mr. OOOD: I move:—In line 22, to 
add after the word 11 houses ” the 
words 11 or flats . 99 The reason I sug- 
gest that should bc put in is that I 
hope that these moneys will be avail- 
able for the reconstruction of a 
number of these large old eity houses. 
It would be a terrible thing to think 
that in these old squares, where there 
are some fine houses, money should not 
be provided for adapting them to city 
circumstances and to the need of hous- 
ing many of the working classes. The 
difliculty in regard to the wording at 
the moment is that on each floor in the 
house you might have, I suppose, some 
half dozen different flats. You could 
not call them houses within a house, 
and I think that the description by 
which they are generally known in the 
trade is flats. 1 thinlc this defines the 
idea in the minds of many that these 
houses could be adapted as flats for 
housing the working classes, and that 
in that wáy t-hey could be utilised, as 
they are at the moment, in many cases 
utilised without being adapted. 

Mr. ALTON: I hope the President 
can see his way to aceept this amend- 
ment. Deputy Good has in his mind 
the same purpose that- I am t.rying to 
press, tl.at somet-hing should be done to 
improve the conditions of habitation of 
these old houses in Dublin, known at 
present as tenement dweílings. In 
that way we will do something di- 
rectly for the poorest class of tenant in 
Dublin. The Bill, as at present framed, 
will help them, I admit, indirectiy, in 
that it will ease the pressure, so that 
the poorer tenant will have a wider 
choice of rooms. I think something 
might be done, and dóne economically, 
directly. It would require very little 
money to convert some of these old 
houses into most comfortable habita- 
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tions. I think the President is prob- 
ably better acquainted than most of us 
with the conditions of life of the poorer 
workmen of Dublin, but he will learn 
that in many eases tenants prefer the 
bigger rooms of the older tenements to 
the small rooms of the new houses. I 
would press the President to consider 
this amendment carefully. It will 
lead to some consequential amendments 
in the Bill, but I think it will produce 
a great deal of relief at a very small 
outlay. 

The PRESIDENT : Would there be 
any objection to putting in “ self-con- 
tained flats?” Would that meet it? 

Mr. GOOD: Quite so; that would 
meet it. 

The PRESIDENT : Well, I would ac- 
cept that—“ One or more houses or 
self-contained flats. ,> 

Amendment, as amended, put and 
agrced to. 

Mr. O MAHONY: I move to insert 
the words “ or building M after the 
word “ house, ,> in both cases, in line 
26. 

AN LEAS CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

That is eonsequential on the last amend- 
ment. 

Mr. 0’MAH0NY: It is amending 
that Section of the Bill, to carry 
through the idea that we have alroady 
approved of. 

Amendment put and agreed to. 

Mr. GOOD: I movc:— 

In line 33, to delete the words 
“ the word ‘prescribed 9 means pre- 
scribed, ,, and to substitute therefor 
the words, <4 the words 4 prescribed 
or approved/ mean prescribed or ap- 
proved.” 

When this Bill was drafted, I think 
it was the intention that the drawing 
or plans for these houses should be pre- 
scribed plans which were already in the 
hands of the Department. The Presi- 
dent will remember that when he was 
introducing the Bill—or during its 
Second Stage—í asked him if these 
new houses, that we hope will be 
erected under this Bill, were to be 
limited to these prescribed plans, and 
the answer he gave was that they were 


not, that these designs would not be 
compulsory. That being so, I think it 
would be necessary to alter the word- 
ing of several clauses, and 1 propose 
that where the word “ prescribcd ” oc- 
curs you add the words “ or ap- 
proved. ,, That means that the new 
houses may be in accordance witji the 
preseribed plans, or they may be in ac- 
cordance with plans approved of by the 
Ministry. I think the President will 
see the object of this addition. 

Mr. JOHNSON : I do not quite under- 
stand whether the Deputy intends that 
j the approval shall be before building. 
If so, then the term “ prescribed 9r 
might be held to cover approval, al- 
though it is an approved plan sub- 
rnitted by an outside architect or 
builder. As the amendmcnt reads, it 
rnight mean approved after building r 
and I think that is somewhat risky. 
The approval ought to be before the 
building is done. 

Mr. OMAHONY: It.must be. 

Mr. JOHNSON: It must be, I hope;. 
i but it docs not follow that it is, if the- 
l amendment is acccpted in its present 
i form. “ Prescribed, ,, of course, im- 
i plies something happening before the 
! cvent, but, approval may mean after the 
event, and I suggest that it does not 
matter who supplies the plan; if it ia 
approved of beforehand, it is a pre- 
scribed plan. If thé words “ ap- 
proved beforehand 99 are accepted I 
will support the amendment. 

Mr. HEWAT: I suggcst to Deputy 
Johnson that nobody would start build- 
ing a house and run the risk of not get- 
ting the money without getting the- 
approval of the Minister before he 
starts. 

I Mr. JOHNSON: I quite agree; but 
' one never knows. AJl kinds of things 
might happen between now and the end 
of this scheme. 

Professor O’SULLIVAN: f think 
there is a good deal in what Deputy 
Johnsoii says, that if you mean “ be* 
forehand 99 you should say it. If you 
mean to buiíd a house first and then 
rely on the Minister being lenient, if 
you have done things you should not 
have done, then I think the better thing 
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[Professor O’Sullivan.] 
would be to put in the words “ ap- 
proved of beforehand. ,, 

Professor THRIPT: I think Deputy 
Good^s idea is right. Thero may be oc- 
easions where one word would occur 
I)y itself, and in that case that defini- 
tion of “ prescribed or approved ” 
would not, I think, app1y. 

The PRESIDENT: I see no particu- 
lar objection to accepting the words 

or approved,” although I am hazy 
about what use they will be to the 
Bill. While we have quite a consider- 
able number of plans, we do not intend 
to confine builders or architects to 
those plans, and if “ approved ” means 
that we have to approve of the plans 
’it may possibly occasion a good 
deal of delay. A good number of plans 
may come in and, as usually happens in 
these cases, architects may see some- 
thing which hurts their cyes or sense 
of proportion, and a suggestion may 
come from them for an alteration here 
and there. But if the houses were 
imilt they would be more likely to say, 
4t Give the man his £50, £80, or £100,” 
and that ends it. If the Deputy likes I 
will look into it before the Report 
Stage. I take it that if it means a 
delay or anything of that sort he will 
not press the amendment, and that it is 
only with a view to facilitating the 
builders that it is put in. 

Mr. GOOD: That is so to a certain 
extent. What I had in my mind is this, 
that though the Department has a num- 
ber of these plans there might possibly 
be a number of cases in the country, 
a,nd that owing to the situation and cir- 
cumstances of the site these plans 
would not be suitable in those cases, 
and plans would have to be prepared 
for these particular circumstances, and 
before the builder proceeded with the 
•scheme he would send plans up for the 
approval of the Ministry. We want, in 
the Bill, to have that all arranged, so 
that the* builder will not be compelled 
under circumstances where the pre- 
scribed plans do not apply to use the 
prescribed plans. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Might I suggest 
that the Deputy’s object would be 
served by this amendmcnt: “ Thc word 


* preseribed 9 means prescribed or ap- 
proved by the Minister before build- 
ing. ” 

Mr. GOOD: So long as the word 

* ‘ approved 9 9 is in, I am quite satisfíed. 

Mr. D ALTON : Would it not be pos- 
sible to alter it and say “ prescribed 
and approved ”f 

The PRESIDENT: I undertake to 
look into it. before the Report Stagc, 
and see if it is necessary, and that it 
will not interfere with the smooth 
working of the Bill. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Question: “ That the Section, as 
amended, stand part of the Bill 1 '—put 
and agreed to. 

Mr. FIGGIS: I move:— 

Before Section 2, to insert a new 
Section as follows:— 

“ There shall be and there is here- 
by constituted a Council of Archi- 
tects to assist the Minister in the ad- 
ministration of this Act. Such Coun- 
cil shall consist of three persons who 
shall be nominated by the Council of 
the Institute of Architects of Ireland 
and appointed by the Minister. 

“ Every design of every house in 
respect of which any grant shall be 
made under the provisions of this Act 
shall be submitted to such Council of 
Architects, who shall advise thc 
Minister as to its suitability; and in 
making such advice the Council of 
Architects shall have special regard 
to the beauty and dignity of the 
building proposed to be erected. 

“ The Minister shall have power, 
and such power is hereby conferred 
on the Minister, to order that no 
grant be made in respect of any 
house the design of which has not 
been approved by the said Council of 
Architects. The advice given by the 
said Council of Architects shall be 
made in writing, and such advice 
shall be laid before the Oireachtas at 
the request of any ten members of 
either House of the Oireachtas. 

“ The said Council of Architects 
shall further have power to recom- 
mend to the Minister, and the Minis- 
ter may confirm by Order, the quali- 
fications and professional standing of 
every person entitled to submit any 
design for anv house in respect of 
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which a grant may be sought nnder 
the provisions of this Act. Provided 
that. every such Order made or con- 
firmed by the Minister shall be forth- 
with laid before each House of the 
Oireachtas, and if either House shall, 
within twenty-one days of which such 
House has sat next after the Order is 
laid before it, pass a resolution an- 
nulling such Order, the Order shall be 
annulled accordingly, but without 
prejudice to the validity of anything 
done previously thereunder. J 9 

This amendment more or less follows 
on what we have already been discuss- 
ing in regard to the approval of the 
description of the plans, or, as I believe 
they should be more correctly de- 
scribed. designs. I feel we are now 
mafcing a very important departure in 
the State, and the houses that will be 
built during the next few years in 
pursuance of the arrangements made in 
A his Rill will be houses that will remain, 
not merely for one generation, but seve- 
ral generations, and will give a kind of 
character and imprint even to the very 
civilisation that shall prevail in this 
country for a long time to come. We 
know that if something of this kind 
had been adopted in Bngland before 
the housing that followed on the in- 
dustrial revival in the forties of the 
last. century, we would have been saved 
some of those hideous eye-sores that 
have been not only destructive of all 
beauty in England in her industrial 
centres, but have actually produced, by 
their effects, a criminal class. As stu- 
dents are well aware, people who live in 
certain circumstances of depravity and 
ugliness are influenced by them. I 
have, therefore, suggested, and my 
amendment proposes, that a Council 
shaN be appointed consisting of three 
architects to help the Minister in regard 
to designs that may be put forward in 
respect of the houses claiming, or de- 
siring to claim, assistance under the 
provisions of this Rill. 

It is assumed that the Minister, in 
any. event, will have to rely upon the 
advice of some architect, and it is 
hardly likely in any case that decisions 
of this kind will be takcn by him with- 
out somc kind of appeal to professional 
assistance. If there is to be that ap- 
peal, then I urge that the appeal should 


be given by persons appointed officiaily 
by the profession concerned. The 
matter is one of some very considerable 
importance. It might be argued, and 
it has already been suggested to me to- 
day in the Dáil, that an amendment of' 
this kind might involve extra expense, 
not merely in the provision of this. 
Council, because there the professional 
assistance that would be required would 
be so small an addition that the expense 
would be immaterial, but that such a 
Council might demand that kind of 
houses which, fulfilling certain require- 
ments as to beautv of design, might bfr 
more costly than other houses that 
would be put. up. In reply to that, I 
would say that even if it wei'e the case 
that a small additional cost would be- 
incurred by making houses that would 
not in the eourse of ten, twelve or fif- 
teen years, look like slum houses, and 
be in effect slum houses, even that 
small extra expense would be a right 
expense for the State to incur at this 
present moment. But I think it will be 
found in practicc that there will be no* 
additional cost to the houses that will 
be built, and that, in fact, a saving 
might be made. That I put forward. 
I had a verv remarkable instance of it 
within the last seven or eight months- 
Approaching a certain town in a coun- 
try district very well known to the- 
President, because it lies in his consti- 
tuency, I noticed that there was a row 
of cottages, or houses that might be dig- 
nified by the term “ cottages, ,> and 1 
that were in effect and in fact the ordi- 
nary type of red briek houses one sees 
when approaching an ordinary indus- 
trial site in England, joined side by 
side, ugly to look upon, and obviously 
horrible to dwell within. Then, as the- 
town will grow in the course of time, it 
will be the natural centre for the crea- 
tion of a slum. The person in whose 
company I was informed me when I 
commented on these houses, t.hat if the 
builder of them had been aware of local 
conditions he might have built from 
local stone houses that actually would 
have been cheaper and, cven from an 
aesthetic point of view, far more comely 
to look at, and that would have resisted 
the natural tendency of that kind of 
house to become a slum of the future. 

I know I will be met by pcople whu» 
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will say to me that the word “ slum 
.applies, not to houses in the country, 
but to houses in a city or a large town. 

I remember the most remarkable 
slum that I ever saw in my life when I 
was travelling in England. On the 
brow of a hill twenty miles from any 
•city or town there was one long line of 
miners , cottages—a horrible thing to 
.see. I believe that conditions of that 
T kind could be avoided if thcre were to 
•be a Oouneil that would be giving its 
sole time and attention to a matter of 
this kind. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Who designed those I 
'houses? 

Mr. DARRELL FIGOIS: They were 
designed probably by the builder who 
built them. They were probably de- | 
signed by a person who had no compe- I 
tence whatever to design them. I fecl | 
these matters should be given attention j 
to by persons who are competent. No 
man should be allowed to-day to set up j 
and give professional advice in respect I 
to the health of an individual, if he i 
were not properly qualified to give that j 
advice by the profession to which he 
professes to belong; and no person 
should be entitled to give advice, or act 
on his own adviee, in respeet of a mat- 
ter involving, not the health of an in- 
dividual, but the health of the com- 
munity at the time and the health of 
the community of the ftiture. I think 
this is a matter on which the respon- 
sibility should be imposed on the pro- 
fession concerned, and I urge this 
amendment bc accepted becausc it is 
along the lines of thought that actually 
have been adopted in the Constitution 
that calls for the creation of Councils 
of this kind. 

This Bill has been introduced and is 
being taken through all its stages by 
the President. When the President has 
brought it to its triumphant conclu- 
sion, he will pass it over into the hands 
of the Ministei? for Local Government 
and Health to administer. I wish that 
I eould have spoken here in the Dáil, 
if not directly, to the Minister for 
Local Government, whose primary re- 
sponsibility it surely is, or that I could 
at least have spoken in his presence on 
a matter of this kind. It does so hap- 
pen that 1 hold certain hostages from 


him. I have a book which he himself 
wrote, in which there are many remark- 
able and eloquent passages. I quote 
these words from the Minister for 
Local Government: 

When the future historian comes 
to write the story of the co-operative 
movement in Ireland he will pro- 
bably say that Ireland has reason to 
be thankful to thc English Govern- 
ment for one at least of the many 
tyrannical policies she adopted to- 
wards her, namely, that of arresting 
her econoinic development. We have 
to thank her for the absence of the 
slum, especially in the few places 
wherc we were allowed to progress 
industrially, the smoke and smell of 
the factory, and the degraded and de- 
gencrate proletariat of the blackened 
and poisoned country-sidc. Econo- 
mic dcvelopment will now eome to 
Ireland, but it will comc unattended 
by thesc terrible companions, disease, 
squalour, crime, hunger, viee and 
misery. We have had the experience 
of the whole world to learn from, and 
if we do not learn the lesson it 
teaches correctly, we have no one but 
ourselves to blame. ,, 

I say England to-day, in its houses, 
and the type of civilisation that these 
houses connote, that were built as a re- 
sult of what has been done in England 
during the last fifty years, are some- 
thing from which we can learn. If 
England had before herself the lesson 
of her own past, as we have, she would 
do what I am urging we should now do, 
and that is, that properly eompetent 
persons should lay out the lines and 
designs of the houses to be built, in 
order that the Minister might be able 
to rely on competent and professional 
advice in that regard, and that we shall 
not within the next twenty years have 
to deplore the faet that when we had 
the opportunity to make careful plans 
ahead for what we might and should 
do, we neglected it. If this amendment 
were accepted there would be appointed 
a Council that would be able to give its 
whole attention to this matter, so that 
the best could be done in order that 
in future houses should not be built 
that were degrading to look upon and 
that were the natural creation of the 
tenements and slums of the future. 
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Mr. HUGHES: I was wondering, 
when the Deputy was speaking, if he 
thinks that the Minister for Local Gov- 
-ernment is the person in his Depart- 
ment who looks after the designing of 
houses and the construction of them. 
From my experience of that Depart- 
ment, I am aware that there are several 
capable architects employed there. If 
Deputy Figgis wants to augment the 
number of architects already employed 
in the Department by the appointment 
of three* gentlemen from the Institute 
of Architects, I think we will have 
something tending towards a multi- 
plicity of new Boards, that was never 
Intenífed. If, on the other hand, he 
wishes to burden the scheme with the 
salaries or fees that these gentlemen 
will have to get if they are employed. 
I do not think it will be for the good of 
the State or the good of the unfor- 
tunate people who wil! have to pay the 
high rents that will be charged for 
these houses. 

I know from personal experience the 
type of houses that have been built, and 
the appearance t.hat it was necessary 
for them to have, in country towns. 
They were built for accommodation. 
Listening to Deputy Figgis, one would 
think that we were now going to build 
grand mansions, beautifully erectcd 
buildings, and that, we have millions of 
money to spend. Instead we have a 
miserable £300,000. I could understand 
if we were going to build great castles 
that we might take all the precautions 
he outlines, but with the limited re- 
sources at our disposal I do not, see that 
there is any necessity for the provision 
of this suggested sub-section at all. I 
hope the President will not accept it. 

Professor O’SULLIVAN: I beg to 

support the argument put forward by 
Deputy Hughes. Deputy Figgis made 
no suggestion, when discussing the 
feasibility of setting up this Board, as 
to how it would affect cost. He made 
a statement that it ,probably would not 
increase the cost. I suggest that this 
Board he is proposing would be more 
or less in the position of the Commis- 
sions that look at one side of a question 
without looking at the financial side, 
and theii- repoil wilf be precisely in 
the position that many reports of Com- 
missions have to be in, because those 


Commissions do not iook at all sides of 
the question or take into account the 
amount, of money necessary. They 
would have to bc turned down. In my 
opinion, delay and difificulty would be 
the only result of adopting an amend- 
ment, of this kind. Coming from the 
Deputy who spoke so strongly in regard 
to other appointments, it is refreshing 
to see him suggesting the appointment 
of, I presume, three fairly highly quali- 
íied pcople. Like a Govcrnment archi- 
tect, they would be independent of the 
Government, and are not bound to take 
into account questions of expense. 

Mr. GOREY: I think the Dáil is t,ak- 
ing Deputy Figgis and his speech too 
serious1y. I thought he was trying to 
find a permanent home for the Oireach- 
tas, by the terms of his amendment. 

ne talks about a Council of Archi- 
teets who shall advise the Minister as 
to its suitabilit,y, and “ making such 
advice, the Council of Architccts shall 
have special regard to the beauty and 
dignity of the building proposed to be 
erected. ,, I do not know does Deputy 
Figgis mean some of the words con- 
tained in the new Sub-section that he 
proposes. Tle also said in his speech 
that he objects to houses being built 
near each other. Does he propose that, 
these houscs sjhould be standing in their 
own grounds? I think he should havc 
some regard to the possibilities of the 
money at, the disposal of the Govern- 
ment, and tbe possibilities of providing 
houses in tcwns and around the coun- 
try. I think this proposed Sub-section is 
a most ridicidous Sub-section, and could 
only be based on the assumption that 
previous Local Government Boards had 
never any assistance from thcir archi- 
tects, or that their architects were in- 
capable of advising them. Anybody 
who has had any connection with Local 
Government schemes knows that they 
had very good advice, that several 
} plans had to be submitted to them, and 
that they selected a series of designs 
that suited the requirements of the 
town. That. I think, will be the case 
again. I fhink their designs will meet 
the requirements that we have in view. 
We do not want too much of this 
beauty and dignity. We want good 
houses for the people, and we must 
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have them eheap if we are to have them 
at all. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I am surprised that 
Deputies have not entered into the 
spirit of this amendment. The para- 
graph that has been referred to, and 1 
think the paragraph which Deputy 
Figgis laid most stress upon, is only the 
preamble to the really important para- 
graph—that is, the last one. Deputies 
should really realise what they are op- 
posing. The proposition that Deputy 
Figgis has put before the Dáil is that 
there should be set up the equivalent 
of the Medical Council, or the Incor- 
porated Law Society, or the Bar Coun- 
eil of which we have heard so much, 
which will decide the qualifications of 
the people who are engaged in design- 
ing houses; that there will be estab- 
lished a Corporation of Architects, self- 
contained, self-govemed, and a law 
unto themselves. Now that may be a 
very desirable object, and I am sure 
Deputy Good will approve of it, and so 
will Deputy Sir James Craig. I almost 
think that Deputy Gorey ought to ap- 
prove of that principle. But I raise thc 
question—is it desirable to introduce it 
just in this fashion as an amendment 
to this temporary housing Bill, when, 
at the outside, the number of houses to 
be built in the whole of the Free State 
is 3,000, and when it is very question- 
able whether anything like that num- 
ber will be built? We are asked, 
incidentally, to establish by law this In- 
corporated Society of Architects that 
will be endowed with a monopoly of 
house-designing. It may be a very de- 
sirable object, and may well be argued 
on its merits. That is the kernel of this 
Section, and I thought, perhaps, Depu- 
ties would like to express their views 
upon that proposition. 

The PRESIDENT: I do not know 

how far Deputy Figgis has had the 
advice of any of those members of the 
Institute that he mentions, but it ap- 
pears to me that, looking at this amend- 
ment in the most favourable light, it 
radiates a sort of goodwill towards 
humanity, and endeavours to improve 
conditions and to increase the beauty 
of our towns and countryside. The 
facts are that slums grow up or slums ; 


are generated from conditions which 
are more the conditions of the 
inhabitants than the actual bricks. 
aud mortar. In other words, you 
raiely see houses, cottages, or anything 
clse, the property of the occupiers, de- 
generating into a slum. It usually goes- 
the other way—that where they have no* 
interest in the houses, and where there 
is no attraction to keep the property 
in good order, it degenerates into a 
slum. Now, there are two or three cri- 
tieisnis 1 would like to pass on this new 
Seetion. One is, that two things appear 
to me to be confounded. You have in 
Deputy Figgis’s mind the landscape 
gardener and the architect. * The^ 
two are not the same. You may 

have a splendidly-designed house, 
and it may hurt the eye 

even of an acsthetic observer like 
Deputy Figgis It may be necessary t 
undcr this Bill to build long rows of 
houses. You do not hear of people say- 
ing that Gardiner Street is an objec- 
tionablc thoroughfare; it is a thorough- 
fare of fine houses, but with the same 
monotonous prospect of bricks and win- 
dows The same monotonous, magnifi- 
cent windows are there in house after 
house. But whcn one sees smaller 
houses, one says: “ Look at the hideous* 
monotony,“ particularly in the case of 
persons who do not realise what a 
change it is to get into that hideoua 
monotony from the great big tenement 
house, which was originally a splendid 
building, but has degenerated because 
it was nobody ’s business to keep it i:u 
order. The landlord's interest is to get 
ali he can out of ít, and the tenant 
holds it is the landlord’s duty to look 
after repairs. This Bill aims at giving^ 
houses to pcople who will look after 
them, and giving them at a fair price. 
Even where the builder comes in, whem 
constructing a house without an archi- 
tect, he will be facilitated with the de* 
signs compiled by people who have* 
given vears of study to this particular 
question. Now, architects, as such, may 
be divided into various orders. You 
will get some architects—brilliant men, 
who have made their names household 
words—who are hopeless in the design- 
ing of working-class dwellings. I have 
known one, myself, a man who. designect # 
magníficently for an institution or .any- 
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thing of that sort, but who designed the 
very monotonous dwellings that were 
condemned a few moments ago by 
Deputy Figgis. It is scarcely fair, I 
think, to the Ministrj' ofc‘ Local Govern- 
ment to put up a section of this sort, 
having regard to the fact that for the 
last eighteen months or two years they 
have been cngaged in this work of 
su})ervising ancí looking at'ter contracts, 
tenders and designs, and in every con- 
ceivable form of aetivity in eonnection 
with housc building. Il' 1 were to dis- 
close to the Dáil and makc public how 
complex these activities have been, I am 
not sure that there would not be some 
people peacefullv picketing thesc offi- 
cials and the Ministry of liocal Govern- 
ment, and I do not think that would be 
fair. But £ can say this, that somc of 
the work that has been done by these 
oíheials can bc vicwed. If we only go 
to the South Countv Dublin and see thc 
lal)Ourcrs , cottages built thei'e, I ehal- 
lenge contradiction that therc could bc 
designed a more suitable and a more 
durablc house, or a house of a more 
general standard of excellence than 
there is in that area. We have, I be- 
lieve, in the Ministry ot Loeal Govern- 
ment one ot' the architects responsiblc. 
foi the designing and the subsequent 
construction ot* thosc houses. 

So that there is nothing which is 
proposed to be aft'ected under this par- 
ticular section that has not already 
becn provided for, exccpt one thing—a 
Council of Architects. Such a Couneil 
has either to be honorary or paid and, 
if honorary, you are imposing on it 
conditions to which I do not think any 
body of professional men w r ould sub- 
mit. That is, having given their fiat 
on t-he suitability of design, it is to be 
subject to the examination of members. 
It comes up for criticism and for con- 
demnation if thc Dáil thinks frt. I do 
not know that any professional man 
would stand that. Take for instanee 
the case of a «Joctor. A doctor 
prescribes for a headache, but if his 
prescription is to bc made the subject 
of a motion here condemning him, we 
would not liave him prcscribing. It is 
the same with the architeet. I think 
everything is intendcd to be affected 
•by that, except one thing and that is 
the landscape gardener, and, to some 
Vol. 6. 


extent, that is provided for by the 
rcgulations and by-laws of the local 
authorities themselvcs. I think what 
the Deputy has in mind has already 
been provided for, and what is other- 
wise intended is impracticable at this 
stage, as it would delay the construc- 
tion of tliese houses, and would not be 
an improvement on the present posi- 
tion. 

Mr. DARRELL FIOGIS: I did not 

put t’orward this amendment with any 
intention of delay, and as long as I 
have drawn attention to thc esscntial 
matter in it l am satisfied. That essen- 
tial matter is t.hat at. the outsct of this 
project, care should be taken to see 
that not merely the right pattern of 
house be built but that the respon- 
sibility should be laid upon the pro- 
fession concerned. So far, my object 
lias been aehievcd, and I will not press 
my amendmcnt, but I would like to deal 
with one commcnt made by Dcputy 
Hughes, and repeated by Dcputies 
O’Sullivan and Gorcy. The assumption 
was madc that when you talk about 
beauty and dignity you mean a palace. 

Professor O’SULLIVAN: I never 
mentioncd that matter from the 
bcginning to end of my speech. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGOIS: Deputy 
O’Sullivan said that the Oireachtas, in 
considering the matter, would not pay 
attcntion to thc finaneial side. The 
other two Deputies did make that clear 
referencc, and I say, you may have a 
simple cottage with dignity and beauty 
aiul havt a palace ugly in every aspect. 
There are, moreover, buildings in Ire- 
land to-day built. on the rcsponsibility 
of loeal authorities and built from 
matcrials that give an ugly result, 
whereas, if the authorities were pro- 
pcrly advised, they would have got an- 
other result at a rnuch cheaper cost. I 
agree with the President that slums do 
not come wholly from bricks and mortar 
but I believe they assist very largely 
towards that result. The President has 
more or less met the point which I 
wishcd to make. I believe ultimately 
that the regponsibility for such matters 
will have to be laid on the profession 
that is concerned with them, and I 
would like to see that done now. I do 
not press the amendment but I think 
that the substance of it is sound and 

b 2 
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will have to be taken into eonsidera- 
tion at an early date. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Qucstion: “ That Seetion 2 stand 
part of the Bill,”—put and agreed to. j 

SECTÍON 3. 

(i) Subjeet to the provisions of 
this Seetion, this Aet applics to a 
house whieh fulfils the folloAVÍng 
(íonditions— 

(a) the house sliall, in respeet of its 
planning, eonst ruetion, sanitation 
and nurnber per aere, eoinply with 
the preseribed eonditions: 

(b) the house shall in respeet of 
the size and nurnber of rooms and 
necessary appurtenances be in 
general aeeordanee with preseribed 
plans; 

(e) the total area of all floors of 
the house mcasured inside the exter- 
nal w r alls shall not be less thau 520 
square feet, and shall not exeeed 960 
square feet: 

(d) the housc shall be ecrtified by 
an appointed offieer to have be<*u 
eompleted in a proper aml worknian- 
like manner; 

(e) the ereetion or reeonstruction 
of the house shall bo bcgun after the 
passing of this Act, or, in special 
cases approved of by the Minister, 
within six months before the passing 
of this Aet, and shall in any easc be 
eompleted within twelve months 
aftcr the passing of this Aet, or with- 
in sueh further period not exeeeding 
four months as the Miuister may in 
any partieular case allow; 

(f) in the case of the reconstrue- 
tion of an existing house, that exist- 
ing house shall have been in a 
ruinous or dcfective eondition at the 
passing of this Aet, and shall, before 
the reconstruction is begun, be eerti- 
fied by an appointed officer to be 
capable of reconstruction as a house 
fulfilling thc foregoing conditions; 

(g) in the case of the ereetion of a 
new house, the site of such house 
shall not have becn the subject of a 
claim under the Damage to Property 
(Compensation) Act, 1923 (No. 15 of 
1923); 

(h) in the case of the reconstruc- 
tion of an existing house, such exist- 


ing house shall not have been the 
subjtct of a claim under thc Damage 
to Property (Coinpensation) Act, 
1923 (No. 15 of 1923). 

(2) The provisions of this Act in 
relation to the r<‘construction of 
houses shall apply only to houses 
situate in a couutv borough or urban 
district, or in a town having commis- 
sioners under the Towns Improve- 
ment (Ireland) Act, 1854, or in a 
towu having a population according 
to the latcst census of not less than 
five hundred. 

Mr. NAGLE: L beg to move:—In 
Sub-section (1) (a), liue 50, after the 
word ‘ sanitation,’ to ins<u*t the words 
‘ and area of the sit(*. and in the case of 
a group of houses, the lay out.’ ” 
This Sub-seetion(1) as it exists deter- 
mines the elass of house that may be 
built, and the ameiidinent aims at al- 
lowing th<‘ Ministcr to determine the 
class of site and th<‘ Iay out of the 
liouse on that site. Th<» amendment 
aiins at providing that Ihe site shall be 
suitable, and also thaí the lay out shall 
be suitablc. 

Mr. GOOD: I think that the object of 
• the Dcputv would bo rnet it* 

7 o'cloclc. he were to leave all that 
matter in the hands of the 
Minister. 1 do not thiulc that the 
clause, as amendcd l>y him, would read 
properly. He starts Avith the word 
” house,” and theu introduees thc 
words ” area <>f the site.” I suggest 
all that should be left t<> the approval 
of the Minister. If there are ccrtain 
departmental restridions at the mo- 
metit, a nurnber <>!' them might be 
relaxed in certain (‘ircumstances, and I 
think the object whi<*h th<» l)eputy has 
in mind is to give the Ministry that 
power. I think it might be met by 
eliminating all words after the word 
sanitation,” and by putting in the 
words “ to be approved by the Minis- 
try.” Everything then would be sub- 
jeet to the approval of the Ministry. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I think there is 
something more roquired than that. 
The sub-section speaks only of the plan- 
ning, construction, and sanitation of 
the house. I would imagine that there 
should fce added the words or 
houses.” It does not deal with th* sur- 
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roundings, or the plan, or the lay-out 
of the site. It is desirable that the 
powers given to the Minister under this 
llill should ineludc not merely the 
house, or the houses, but the position of 
the houses. The sub-section, as it 
stands, speaks of the number per acre. 
That, of eourse, it is desirable to retain, 
notwithstanding Deputy (íood’s next 
amcndment. There is something more 
than the number per acre required. 
There is also the lay-out, and the gene- 
ral plan of the seheme, that might bc 
under discussion, and I thinlc the sec- 
tion as drafted does not deal with thc 
lay-out of the sit-c or thc general plan 
of another larger seheme that may be 
referred to, because it speaks all 
Ihrough of the “ house, ,> and “ house 99 
means dwellinghouse. There is no sug- 
gestion of groups of houses. 

Mr. GOOD: Quite right. 

Mr. JOHNSON: It is obvious that 
soine amendment is required to deal 
with the power of the Ministry over 
the plans and lay-out of thc seheme. 

The PRESIDENT: I quite agree that 
that is a very important eonsideration, 
but Clause 11, Sub-section (1) gives the 
Ministcr power to preseribe certain con- 
ditions, and I take it that that would be 
one of them. In addition to that there 
is the question of the time and manner 
of maldng grants and where, if the con- 
ditions are not complied wit.h, the pay- 
rnent of partial instalments will be con- 
sidered. 

With regard to lay-out, I am fairly 
satisfied that when it. is proposed to 
start a scheme in which thcre are a 
number of houses the plan would be 
submitted, because the very question 
thcre of a number per acre arises, and 
although it. does not specifical]y include 
the lay-out, I fear if you were to in- 
elude that, it might complicatc the 
matter and frighten the builders. In 
other words, the Bill is itself requiring 
a net.work of conditions of one sort or 
another. What has been put in gives 
some^ latitude, but the inclusion of a 
eondition of this sort would leave us 
open to the charge, not alone that we 
were determined to get certain con- 
ditions with regard to building, but 
that we also wished to impose «on- 
ditions as to the lay-out. 


í Mr. JOHNSON: Has not the Mini- 
ster pointed out that under. Section 11 
these eonditions will be imposcd? 

The PRESIDENT: Yes, but what I 
mean about. conditions is that one 
gives these conditions and t,hey are 
embodied in the Bill. In addition t.o 
that if there are other parts of the Bili 
that they must look at they will <íasily 
get frightened. They may come to the 
conclusion that we wish to do thcm out 
of the amount. That is not the desire. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I would just, like to 
makc íí point which I do not want to 
urge too strongly. It seems that the 
Scction with whieh we are now dealing 
only has in view the liouse itself, and 
seems rather to suggest individual 
, houses. The only exception 1 can see 
I is when you use the words ‘ ‘ and number 
I per acre. Surely it was not intcnded 
1 that all other questións, planning and 
lay-out of th<* scheme, should be left 
unconaitional. Surcly there was an 
intention to have somo supervision over 
the plau of any scheme whieh is 
accepted? 

The PRESIDENT : 1 would bc pre- 
pared to consider that question be- 
tween this and the Report Stage as to 
whether it was not advisable to deal 
with the qucstion of the number of 
houses. 

Ameiidment, by lcave, withdrawn. 

Mr. GOOD: I move:— 

“ ln sub-section (í) (a), lines 50 
and 51, to delete all words after the 
word ‘ sanitation ’ to the end of the 
paragraph and to substitute therefor 
the words ‘ be approved by t.he 
Minister.’ 99 

This touches the same point. I think 
under this Bill it would be ,very un- 
fortunatc if we were to t.ie up the 
Minist,ry or to arrange that. they would 
not have latitude to deal with certain 
prescribed sites. There are difficulties 
in eonnection with it,. There are many 
sites of that nature in the city. I t.hink 
to impose limitations on a Ministry 
that if so íhany cottages cannot bc got 
per acre the scheme rnust be discardecb 
is a bad thing. If we are anxious to 
get, houses we must join together to 
remove the restrictions on getting 
them. I do not want those restrictions 
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[Mí*. Good.] 

íunfairly removed. We want them 
removed without eausing great diffi- 
culty. I suggest in that case power 
might be given to the Ministry to use 
their own opinion in matters of this 
kind. 

The PBESIDENT: So far as I can 

sec the advice wc are getting 
from Deputv Nagle and Deputy Cood 
is in conflict. Deputy Nagle is anxious 
t o take into eonsideration thc 
site. Deputy Good would wish for 
ampler seope for the builder in that 
direction. 

Mr. GOOD: For the Department, 
approved by the Ministry. 

The PRESIDENT: I do not know 
how it can be read into it, that thc 
house shall, in re>spect of its planning, 
construction and sanitation, be ap- 
proved by the Ministry. I do not know 
whethcr the Minister would have power 
in the event of its being left to him 
alone to objeet. Say if he got 56 
houses to thc acre. I believe that 
number is on an acre in the City of 
Dublin. I do not sec how you can 
object to 40 per aere without somc con- 
dition being set down in blaclc and 
white. limiting it. 

Mr. GOOD: Clause 11. 

The PRESIDENT: That is the condi- 
tion. It might be brought in. A man 
inight l)c entitled to sav there are al- 
ready constructed in Dublin, 40 houses 
per acre. Even the Corporation put 
40 per acre in some places, and in othcr 
places it had up to 30. Unless some 
justification outside the rules is given, 

I prefer it to be left over to be con- 
sidered on the next stage. 

Mr. GOOD: T would like to point 
out to the President that there are two 
points in this, thc planning of the house 
on the site, and prescribed conditions. 
That would govern the number of 
houses on the site. In any case, if the 
first amendment is limited to the plan- 
ning of the house, then it leaves the 
wholc of that matter in the discretion 
of the Ministry. If you take that in 
conjunction with Clause 11, it must bc 
in accordance with prescribed condi- 
tions, laid down by the Ministry. You 


have both points. Those are covered 
by the two Sections. 

Amendment by leave withdrawn. 

Mr. 0’MAH0NY: I bcg to move: 

In sub-section (1) (a) after the 
word ‘ conditions, , line 51, to add 
the words ‘ exccpt that in existing 
streets in Borough or Urban areas 
the Minister may waive the condition 
limiting the number of houses per 
acre to suit such special cases. ’ ” 
Tliis really will meet occasional cases 
that will arise in urban or borough 
areas where you may have a site for a 
certain number oí houses. The regula- 
tion respecting the number of houses 
per acrc would be more generous with 
regard to the amount of ground allotted 
to eaoh house than would be possible to 
conceive in such cases. Those are cases 
which will arise in urban or boroutfh 
areas. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I hope the Minister 
will not accept this amendment. It is 
not necessary in any case, because the 
eonditions havc still to be prescribed, 
and it is within Ihc province of th r e 
Ministcr to make exceptions under Sec- 
tion 11 ; but to put in this amendment 
is too like an invitation to the Minister 
to waive conditions limiting the num- 
ber of houses per acre, and more especi- 
ally in the boroughs and the urban 
areas. Thcre is no need at all to sug- 
gest such congestion, because it was 
owíng to the desire to prevent conges- 
tion that the conditions have been im- 
[>osed, and it will bc generally agreed, 

I think, outside certain quarters, that 
such congestion should not be allowed. 
Now, under the Bill it is within the 
province and powers of the Minister to 
make exceptions without this amend- 
r.ient; if the Dáil formally passes this 
amendment it may well have the effect 
of suggesting to the Minister that he 
shou’d waive conditions so that houses 
cofllci be crowded in the most unfortu- 
nate manner at the suggestion of the 
Dáil, because that is what it would 
mean. I hope the Minister will not ac 
cept the amendment, because it is too 
much like a request to the Minister that 
he should waive the conditions limiting 
the number of houses to the acre. 

Mr. 0’MAH0NY: I should think the 
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wording of the amendmcnt is such that 
the fears of Deputy Johnson havc 
rea11y no meaning, because unless it 
was given eífect to then in the majority 
of cases the reconstruction of existing 
dwellings could not well be carried 
out bccause in thc rcconstruction of an 
existing building the ground under it 
would bc 1ikely to be found less than 
that provided for in the scheduJe to bc 
preparcd by the architects stating the 
specificd number of houses to the acre. 

Professor O’SULLIVAN : TTow 
would it affect the amendment we have 
already accepted from Deputy Good 
about. fiats if we« rule out. Deputy 
O’Mahon^’s amendment? There is a 
danger, is there not, that converting 
large dwelling-houses in Dublin into 
flats eould not be undertaken? 

Mr. JOHNSON: This section does 
not deal particular1y with reconstruc- 
tion. My point is that. without this 
amendment the powcr of the Minister 
to exempt special eases remains, and 
there is no need to suggest to the 
Minister, as would be the case if we 
aceept this amendment, that it is desir- 
able for him to waive conditions. TTe 
has power to do it in special eases, but 
if you put this amendment in you 
praetically tell him that the Dáil de- 
sircs that he should waive these condi- 
tions. 

The PRESIDENT: I am inelined to 
agree with Dcputy Johnson that it is 
not necessary to put this amendment. 
into the Bill. There is no hard and 
fast rule as to the number of houses 
per acre. Thc number of houscs per 
acre must be taken usually with the 
estimate of the number of persons per 
house. The number of pcrsons per acre 
is normal or abnormal according to the 
considerations that must be taken into 
aceount. It may be, for example, 
that in the case of a huge 
hotel in New York, or Chicago, one 
would have to takc into account the 
number of people on each floor. The 
whole building might not occupy more 
than a few aores, and it might be found 
that there were 1,000 persons to the 
acre, but is that a fair estimate of 
density in a slum area in which there 


wero, as I remember, found in one 
tenement house as many as 109 per- 
sons? These are not parallcl cases. One 
is not entitlcd to say that, the density 
of that tenemcnt house is less than a 
hugc hotel in New York. I think it is 
better not to have any mention of thc 
number. I think the general idea of 
cnlightonmcnt or advanced views as 
regards housing schemcs is to have a 
smaller number of houscs to the acre 
and to work down from what 10 yeai\s 
ago was regarded by ccrtain housing 
experts as not very objectionable, 
namely 30 or 40 houses to the acre. That 
has coine down in 10 ycars to 20 or 30 
houses, and it is now, I bclieve, below 
20. The gradual trend is to have a 
lesser number per aere. This amend- 
ment might do more harm than good. 
At the present moment the Minister’s 
hands are not tied, and he is in a posi- 
tion to Avaive certain conditions. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Mr. GOOD: T beg to move amend- 
ment, No. 10:—Tn Sub-seetion (1) (b), 
page 3, lincs 2 and 3. to dclcte all the 
words after the words “ appurtenamvs 
! be ” and to substitute therefor the 
words approved by the Minister. ,> 
I move this with exactly the same 
idea that the President expressed 
| some time ago, when he said that the 
Ministry should not be bound by any 
hard and fast rules. Now this clause, 
as framed, says that the houses shall, 
in respect of the size and number of 
rooms and necessary appurtenances, be 
in accordance with prescribed plan. I 
want thc woi’ds in general accord- 
ance with prescribed plan ” eliminated 
so as to give the Minist.er wider 
powers, and to substitute the words 
“ approved by thc Minister. ,, I think 
you will see the object of that if you 
rcad the marginal note in Section 3, 
which mentions houses to which this 
Act applics. ,, Deputy Sullivan pointed 
out a moment ago, quite properly, that 
w r e gave a wider meaning to the word 
“ house 99 when wc incorporated 
flats in Seetion 1, and if we are going 
to tie up the hands of thefMinister in 
conncction with reconstruction by the 
statement that reconstruction cgnnot 
be carried out and that you canno*t get 
the prescribed number per acre we 
will defeat the object we havc in view. 
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Therelore, I suggest that this clause 
would be greatly improved by the 
elimination of these words and the sub- 
stitution of the words I inention. * 

Mr. JOHNSON : Will the President 
clear away a miseoneeption either in 
my mind "or in the mind of Deputy 
Good? Perhaps it is not for the Presi- 
dent to do this, but at the same time he 
might assist in the matter. Deputy 
(Jood has suggested that we have 
already defined a house to be a flat. 

Mr. GOOD: Partly. 

Mr. JOHNSON : l think that is not 
eorrect. We did not alter the deíini- 
tion of the word “ house ” where, in 
the ordinary course, the word “house” 
means flat. I am not going to try to 
define it. The only change we made 
vvas, we dcfincd the word “ recon- 
strutít, M and 1 would suggest when we 
have agreed that the word “ pre- 
scribcd ” is to be made mean “ pre- 
scribed or approved by the Minister ” 
before the job begins that Deputy 
Good’s purpose will have been served 
without this amendment. 

Professor THRIFT: The point in 
my mind, when I raised this befoi*e, 
was that you said “ preseribed 99 or 
“ approved ” means the same thing, 
but here we have ” prescribed 99 by 
itself, and we have not said what it 
means. 

The PRESIDENT : I think what 
I)eputy (íood has in his mind are the 
thirt.y plans that 1 mentioncd on the 
Second Rcading of this Bili. He seems 
to think that the houses must be built 
in accordance with these plans. That 
is not our intcntion. Thcse plans are 
in the offlces of the Ministry of Local 
Government for one purpose, and that 
is to assist, as far as possible, persons 
inclined to build houses.: in the first 
place to ,givc them thc considered 
opinion of persons engaged in these 
housing matters for a great number of 
years, an<l, sccondly, to give them a 
conception of the class of house that is 
likely to be accepted. I take it that 
Deputy Good himself could probably 
givc\us a design of a house as good as 
any of those at prcsent in the office of 
the Ministry of Local Government. At 


all events, he ought to be able to do 
that, because hc has been intercsted in 
house building for a great number of 
years. There can bc no real diffcrence, 
or at least any great difference, be- 
twcen what we put down as being in 
general accord “ with prescribed 
plans . 79 It would simply mean that in 
some houses the living room does not 
bear the same relation to other rooms 
in one particular house as it does in 
othei's. I remember that when T was a 
I mcmber of the Dublin Corporation 
■ there was a very strong feeling, on the 
part of some people, who were 
interested in housing that the living 
room, in other words, the kitchen or 
1 thc room in which the pcople spent 
most of their time, should be far larger, 
in fact twice as large if possiblc, as any 
other room in the house. Sometimes 
the c&sc was madc tliat, the living room 
might reasonably be the whole of the 
ground floor, and that the upper floor 
should be divided into two or three 
compartments as people might, desire. 
Now, there are people who object to 
that. and say that there should be a 
smaíler living room, with a parlour on 
the ground floor. We will suppose, 
say, that three different, plans are sub- 
mitted. Number 1 specifies a single liv- 
ing room on the ground floor, with 
three bedrooms upstairs; number 2, a 
living room and a parlour downstairs 
and two bedrooms upstairs; number 3, 
a living room downstairs and a parlour 
and three bedrooins upstairs. It is 
quite reasonable to expect, that, plans of 
these descriptions might, be sent in, and 
to meet the suggcstion made by Deputy 
Good I may say tha # t we would have no 
I objection whatever to any of these 
plans being acccpted. Any one of 
them would bc, in general accord, with 
what we have laid down. From our 
experience in the past I think it will be 
found that any of the three plans I 
have mentionecí will be approved of by 
the Minister, and the building can then 
go on. If you take it. then that the 
building can go on as soon as the plans 
arc approved of, there is no differcnee 
between our proposal apd that of De- 
put.y Oood, but if, on the otfier hand, 
it means approved by the Minister be- 
fore you start there may be a delay, 
and to that extent Deputy Good’s 
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araendment inay reqnire further eon- 
sideration. 

Mr. GOOD: There is a point here 
that possibly we are overlooking. I 
raentioned the marginal note before to 
Seetion 3, which reads as follows: 

Houses to which this Act api)lies. M 
L am rather inclined to think that thcre 
is no distinction at all in the Bill be- 
tween what you would call houses that 
corae under the term of reeonstruction 
and ordinary houses. I do not know 
whcther I am wrong in that idea or not. 
It does not say in the Sub-Seetion that 
it only applies to self-eontained houses, 
and that it does not apply to reeon- 
structed houses. 

* The PRESIDENT : I tako it that (b) 
in the Sub-Seetion rcfers to new 
houses. 

Mr. GOOD: It is just possible that it 
may be read so, but on the other hand 
a different meaning may be read into 
it. If the wholc of that were clearcd 
up. I think ít would be a good thing, 
because it does appear to me that there 
is a difficulty thcrc. Furthermore, thc 
President has pointed out that 1 seemed 
to bc under the impression that there 
wcre prescribed plans which should be 
ibJlowed. I must sav that 1 formed 
that idea in reading the Bill originalb', 
and I am quite satisfied that when the 
Bill was drawn originallv the idca was 
to crect houses in accordance with plans 
already in existence. That is thc 
reason why, on the Second Reading, I 
put a question to thc President as to 
whether thcsc prescribed plans were 
mandatory, and he told me that thev 
were nor, that thcy were optional. That 
is the reason, therefore, why I want to 
have this point clearcd up, and that was 
the reason I had in framing this amend- 
ment, to get rid of these words and to 
give further power to the Minister in 
connection with this matter. What I 
w$nt to be clear about is, as to whether 
this Scction applics to what you w r ould 
call a small, self-contained house or a 1 
reconstructed house. As the Section 
stands it could bc applied either ways. 

Mr. ALTON: I think the conditions 
that. appl^r to houses to be erected also 
apply to houses to be reconstructed. If 
you look at Sub-Section (f) of the Sec- 
tion it states : “ In the case of the re- 


construction of an cxisting house, that 
existing house shall have been in a 
ruinous or defective condition at the 
passing of this Act, and shall, before 
the reconstruction is begun, be certified 
by an appointcd officer to be capable 
of reconstruction as a housc fulfilling 
thc forcgoing comlitions. ” 

Professor THRIFT: I think the 
matter ought to be cleared up. I think 
Sul)-Scction (e) refers to new houses, 
and the onc read out by Deputy Alton 
to houses that are to be reconstructed. 

The PRESIDENT : I will considcr 
the rnattcr, and il! it is thought neces- 
sary to bring up an amemlment on the 
Itcport Stage I will do so. 

Amendment by Jeave withdrawn. 

Mr. 0 ’MAHONY : I beg to movc 
Ameiulment No. 11, in Sub-Section (1) 
(c) to delete tlie figures “ 960 ” in line 
6, and to substitutc therefor the figures 

1 , 000 .” 

I do not think that the acceptanee of 
this amendment w'ould entail any addi- 
tional cxpenditure either on the (ío- 
vernment or on the local authorities 
In the figures l have suggested I thinlc 
I have erred on the side of modesty, 
because uuder the English Tlousing Act 
it Ís provided that the floor area shall 
1)(» 700 superfieial fcet in the first class 
ot* house, 800 superficial feet in the 
next, and 920 superíicial feet for a five- 
roomed house, with a margin up to 
1,400 superfieial feet. Uhder the Bill 
we are considcring there will be many 
eases in which houses wdll bc erected 
b^ builders, with Governmental and 
local financial support. Builders in 
many cases will ereet houses for 
speeific clients, people who have money 
to spare, and who with the (lovern- 
mental and local help that will be 
available, will be anxious to provide 
houses for themsolves. 

But it will be found that the maxi- 
mum area proposed in the Bill is not 
even a floor area because it is an area 
taken within ithe external walls. It 
leaves out of account the area occupied 
by partitions or by chimney-breasts 
that may be within the external walls. 
You have not actual floor area to deal 
with in the sevcral areas mentioned 
here. A person might be anxious to 
have a bath-room and all the accom- 
modation that is possiblo in a house of 
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the kind. The extension of the area 
of the house does not necessarily mean 
a proportionate extension in the cost. 
The increased cost in proportion to the 
increased general accommodation will 
be relatively small. When a builder is 
building for speculation on the assump- 
tion that he is to sell at the price 
stated, he may be induced to extend 
the ofíicial area for the reason that if 
there is a readier sale for the íarger 
house hc will adapt himself to that, cir- 
ciunstance. 

In the Irish Times 99 of Thursday 
]ast there were illustrations and par- 
ticulars given of houses reecntly 
erccted at Bray under the present 
housing scheme. The aetual floor areas 
given with respcct to onc of the two 
typcs of houses illustrated were:— 
Large bedroom, 163 supcrficial feet; 
second bedroom, 120 superficial feet. 
Both these roorns are suflíciently largc 
for ordinary purposes. But the third 
bedroom is onIy called a bedroom by 
courtesy; it is only 62 superfieial feet. 
If you put a four-foot bed into such a 
room as that you have only about 24 
superficial feet left over. Where are 
you to accommodate furniture in such 
a room? The total area of these three 
rooms is 345 feet. I say that the 
smaller bedroom should not be less than 
100 superficial feet, or 10 feet square. 
That is onc of the standard houses we 
are crecting under the Government 
grant. That means an increase of 38 
feet. For the stair space on each floor 
and passages there would be about 
50 superficial feet. That makes 433 i 
superficial feet. Then you want ac- I 
commodation for a bath, say 40 feet 
for combined bathroom and sanitary 
accommodation. That is 473 feet. If 
you add the area of partitions to that, 
you. have 500 fcet, whieh I say is the 
minimum for a five-roomed housc. That 
brings it up simply to the figure I have 
laid down of 1,000 feet. I would ask 
the President to reconsider the area 
specified in this Sub-scetion. 

Thc area of 520 square feet, even for 
a two-bedroomed house, is very small. 

I suggest that the Govcrnment should 
accept the 1,000 feet, or even be more 
generous, and leave it to the discreticn 
of the builder. It is not going to cost 
the Government or the local authority 
any more, but, ás I say, there are many 


people who will be anxious to avail of 
the services of a builder, with the finan- 
cial accommodation this Bill will give 
them, to build houses a little. better 
than those provided for in the Bill, and 
such people ought to get encourage- 
ment. 

Mr. ALTON: I approve of this 
amendment. In faet, I would go fur- 
ther and remove the limit altogether, 
as I do not sec what purpose is served 
by it. It is desirable, provided the 
builder keeps inside the specified costs, 
Ihat the rooms should be as big as pos- 
sible. Perhaps lherc is some reason for 
this, but I eannot see it. 

Amendment agreed to. 

Mr. GOOD: I beg to move:— 

In Sub-section (1) (d), line 7, to 
dclctc the words “ by an appointcd 
offieer M and to substitute therefor 
the words “ by a competent archi- 
tect or an officer appointed by the 
Minister. ,, 

The objcct of the amendment is that 
where a competent archítect. designs a 
scheme, and that scheme has been car- 
ried out under his supervision, his 
certificate would be accepted by the 
Ministry for the completion of that 
scheme, in accordance with the plans, 
instead of sending dow r n an officer from 
the Ministrv for that purpose, w r hich 
is mandatory under the Bill. This 
amendment íeaves it optional. If the 
Ministry is not. satisfied with -the com- 
petency or otherwise of the arehitcet 
it has the alternative of sending down 
an official of its ow r n. But where an 
architect is employed, and thc Ministry 
is satisfied with his competency, it 
seems unreasonable that the Ministry 
should be compelled to send an official 
in order to give a certificate that. the 
house has been built in accordance with 
the plans as approved and furnished. 

Professor O’SULLIVAN: I wonder 
does the amendment carry out wliat 
Deputy Good has stated? It seems to 
me if this amendment is accepted that 
the Government has not the power to 
object to the arehitect if he is a com- 
petent architect. He need i*ot be ap- 
pointed by the Government, and if the 
house is approved by him I do not see 
what choice the Government would 
have in the matter. Deputy Good ex- 
plained that it was still in the power 
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of the Government if they were dissatis- 
fied with the architect to send down an 
offlcial, but his amendment does not 
provide for that. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I think thc point is 
a good one. Deputy Figgis's earlier 
amendment would have fitted into this 
amendment of J3eputy Good’s. The 
competence would bc judged by the 
Council of Architeets, and onee any 
member was declared* competent, no 
matter what his relationship niight bc 
to thc builder, there would be no option 
but to approve. 1 think that the Bill 
does not prevent the appointed officer 
bemg a eompeteut architcct. Under 
the Bill as draí'ted the Ministry may | 
say that so-and-so, who is ati architect, 
has our authority to inspcct this house. 
Under the amendment, if any pcrson 
who is dcelared to be a eompetent archi- 
teet, had issued a certificate Ihat thc , 
house had been built ín a workmanlike ! 
manner # the Ministrv would have no 
option but to accept Ihat certificatc. I 
think that the Seetion as it stands is 
preferablc to the proposed amendmcnt. 

Mr. GOOD: As I rcad tlie Scction it 
is mandatory on the Department, not- 
wúhstanding that a competent architcct 
has been associatcd wilh the schcme, to 
send down an officer to certiíy that the 
house has been completed in accordance 
with the plans, in order that thc 
Government grant inay be paid. If the 
Section is not mandatory I would like 
to hear to the contrary. In order that 
t.hat difficulty might be got over I sug- 
gested that it should be in the powcr 
of the Ministry to accept thc certificate 
of that competcnt architect, and avoid 
sending down an officcr to certify. 
That is the objoct I had in putting for- 
ward the amendment. It secms to me 
to read clearly; possibly I may mis- 
understand it. If the Ministry is not 
sat.isfied with the architect, then it has 
powei 1 to send down its own officer. If 
it is satisfied with the competency of 
the architect there is no necessity to 
make it mandatory to send down its 
ov/n officer. 

Professor O’SULLIVAN: I suggest 
that i t you insert the amendment tlie 
Ministry must t.ake the certificate of the 
competent architect, and has no powcr 
to send down an official. 


Mr. 0 MAHONY : Follow the prece- 
dent laid down by the Local Govem- 
ment Departmont, bv sending down an 
architect to inspect and certifv for the 
building. The amendment suggestcd 
by Deputy Good, as Deputy Professor 
O’Sullivan has pointed out, would pre- 
clude the Ijocal Government Depart- 
ment from having a say as to the 
manner in whicli the houses were 
finished, iL‘ a certificate was forthcoming 
from the architect. No Government 
De])artment could surrender the right 
of seeing that j>ublic money, given for 
the purnose ol creeting thc hoases, had 
l>een properlv expended. I think the 
custom that ]>revails is one that ought 
to be coatinucd in that respect. AVhere 
architects are employed to supervise the 
erection of houses a.ll over the country, 
the houses on eompletion are inspected 
bv an arcnitcct or bv an officer appoin- 
tecl by the Loeal Government Depart- 
ment. It is on his certifícate the money 
is paid. 

Professor THRIFT : I suggcst that 
thc idea in Deputy Good’s mind conld 
bc mct in another way without being 
exposcd to the objections raised to the 
amcndmcnt. It seems to me that what 
you want is to see that the Ministry is 
satisfied that the work has been carried 
out in a proper and workmanlike way. 

The PRESIDENT: If it should be 
neeessary to adopt the method sug- 
gestcd by Deputy Good I think the 
definition clause gives us that power. 
On the other hand, there are reasons 
why there might be objeetion on the 
part of any Ministry to have persons 
styled as compotent, either as doctors, 
engineers, architects or dentists. What 
is to deeide a man’s competence? Is 
it his qualifieations or that he has 
passed through a University? If the 
Ministry is to decide the competence 
it is open to question if that could be 
sustained in Court. An architect may 
say, “ I have all the qualifications, ” 
and snap his fingers at the Ministry. 
At any rate, even if it were desired ío 
save expense the Minister, if satisfiod 
with the name of any particular per- 
son, has power to appoint a person ac- 
cording to the definition clause. The 
Auditor and Comptroller-General wiH 
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object to any wido intcrprctation of 
that kind. 

Mr. GOOD: Of course the word 
“ architect ” could bc defined in the 
definition clause. I arn quite satisficd 
if the President undcrtakes to givo con- 
sideration to the point. 

Amendinent, by leave, withdrawn. 

Mr. GOOD: I move—Section iu 
Sub-section (1) (e) to deletc from the 
word “ or, ,> line 11, to thc word 
“ Act,” line 13, inelusivc. The Sub- 
section would then rcad: “ Thc erec- 
tion or reconstruction of thc house 
shall be begun after the passing of this 
Act,” omitting “ or in special eases 
approved by the Ministcr within six 
months before the passing of this Act.” 
To leave these words in would be to 
approve of soinething we had donc be- 
fore the Act camc into existence. I do 
not know how that. is to be workcd 
exactly in accordancc with thc 
Schedule attached. It appears to me 
we are laying down rules for something 
to be built in the futurc rather than for 
something that happened in the past. 
I do not know what is the objcct of 
putting in “ within six months beforc 
the passing of this Act.” 

The PRESIDENT : I would like to 
hear what Deputies have to say on this 
question. It struck me that if this Act 
w r as not made applicable for some very 
wel 1 intentioned people, who are build- 
ing the class of house we havc in mind, 
obviously they would be at a disad- 
vantage compared with persons who 
are going td start when this Bill is 
passed in a month or so. If these 
people arc building five-roomed houscs 
and have to sell them without the £100 
it docs appear that, although they are 
doing a patriotic thing, constructing | 
houses at uneconomic prices, they were 
certainly penalised. 

Mr. GOOD: How are we to know 
whether these people havc not got 
grants under a prcvious Act? 

The PRESIDENT: All the previops 
Acts have been suspended, I thinlc. To I 
use the phraseology of the play bills, j 
“ the free list has been permanently 
wit.hdrawn for the last 12 or 18 


i months.” There is no doubt about that. 
It is a matter I thinlc of equity. Thc 
amount involved is not considerable. 
It may bc urged that they w r ere under 
no disadvantage, and that, there will be 
no limit as to their sale. I really think 
it does not matter at all unless a per- 
son is constructing a housc for himself. 
I leave it to the Dáil to decidc what, in 
their judgment, would be the best. 

Mr. GOOD: Of course if there are 
only a comparativ(‘ly small number, as 
the President pointed out, I do not 
wish to object to it. Thc Minister has 
discrctionary power. 

j Mr. JOHNSON : I think wc should 
1 have some guidance as to whethcr 
there are many cases of what were 
referrcd to as “ special cases.” If, for 
instance, as some Dcputies thought, 
this section dealt ivith reconstructed 
houses or flat.s—a considerable number 
of whieh have been eonvertcd or are in 
course oi* eonversion—would these be 
brought in as “ special cascs.” I 
think if therc is any purpose in liaving 
this ref(‘rcncc to “ spccial cascs begun 
within six months of ihe passing of the 
Act,” wc should havc somc cvidcnce of 
its neccssity. 

I can imagine that there havc been 
some cases whcre the person inter- 
ested might get relief, but I think that 
in most cases wherc there has been any 
prospect of State assistance of this 
kind thcre is no necessity for it. Pre- 
sumal)ly they are being built cntirely 
for other tenants, sub-tenants, work- 
mcn on estates. gatc-lodges and the 
like. Whether tliere are such or not, I 
cannot say. It may be that there are 
farmhouses, or small houses, in the 
course of crcction in fhc country which 
would come under this exception, but I 
think the Minister has to make the case 
for the special cases, and to explain the 
sort of houscs they had in view when 
putting in this scntence. 

Mr. HEWAT: I think the provision 
is a fair one. When you come to con- 
sider the fact that we are discussing 
this Bill to-day, it is quite on the cards 
that a considerable pcriod will elapse 
before it will come into operation. 
Then when it does, its effectiveness or 
otherwise will be governed by condi- 
tions different from what we see 
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exactly to-day, and it may be that the 
provision of six months from the pas- 
sing of the Bill is not likely to be six 
months as from to-day, and it is not 
likely to affeet vcry many people. If it 
does bring in certain houscs that were 
built recently, I think it is only faii/ 
that they should be brought in because 
of the conditions whieh tlie people 
faced when they started to build these 
houses. 

The PRESIDENT: No special (»ase 
has been put before us. We had no 
representations from anv sourcc in fa- 
vour of this amendment. It was at the 
conference we had, I suggcstcd that in 
case there wcre such persons who had 
started building in the last two or thrce 
months it appeared to ine to be unfor- , 
tunate that they would not gct any | 
benefit out of this Bill. No representa- 
tions have been made and it. is left en- 
tirely to the Dáil for its own considera- 
tion. The Ministry of Finanee would 
be rather anxious that the amendinent 
should be carried and. naturally, in 
such a case, I would not likc to stand 
in their way. 

Mr. GOOD: I do not wish to press 
the amcndment, because, as the Presi- 
dent has pointed out, there are very 
few cases that will come under the 
clause. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Mr. GOOD: I move, in sub-section 
(1) (c), line 13, to delctc the words | 
“ in any 0 ^ 80 .’ 9 I cannot see the object 
of them. It covei’s two classes of 
houses. 

AN OEANN COMHAIRLE resumed 
the chair. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I think the words 
should be left in. It rcfers to thc two 
classes of eases, and it seems to bc 
clearer to leave the words in. 

Mr. GOOD: They do not appear to 
me to serve any'useful purpose, and 
that is why I suggcst we should dclete 
them 

AN CEANN OOMHAIRLE: Could 
we leave them theré, go on, and get 
them out on the Fifth Stage? They 
are not vital. 

The PRESIDENT: I am puzzled to 


know what tlie amendment means. I 
take it that if a house has been in 
course of construction six months be- 
fore the passing of the Bill, it shall, in 
any case, be completed within twelvc 
months. If, on the othcr hand, a 
house is started after the passing of 
the Bill, it must be eompleted within 
twelve months. That is thc mcaning, 
if I arn correct, of leaving in “ in any 
case. M 

Mr. GOOD: I do not prcss the point. 
I eannot see the purpose of these words, 
but if they serve any uscful purpose I 
am quite satisfied to leave them in. 
“ In cvery case ” would be a bctter 
reading. 

Aincndment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Mr. GOOD: I move in sub-section (1) 
(e), line 14, to delete the words 
“ twclve months and to substitute 
therefor the words “ two years. ,, The 
words here are important. I see that 
I)cputy Heffernan has also an amend- 
ment down corresponding with mine. 
If the Bill is to scrve any useful pur- 
pose nt all it is absolutely esscntial 
that it should bc extended for two 
years, because, as I pointcd out on a 
previous occasion, negotiations in con- 
nection with the aequisition of the site 
will take at least six months, and then 
there will be certain negotiations be- 
tween the local authority and the 
builder. That being so; to say tliat 
these houses must be erected within 
twelvc months would be absolutely im- 
possible, because if the site has becn 
obtained, waterways, roadways, paths, 
and other things have to be made on 
the sitc before the contractor starts the 
erection of the houses at all. So that, 
it will be generally agreed, I think, 
that two years is not too much to allow 
for the carrying out of a scheme. 

The PRESIDENT : I am very much 
afraid if we assented to two years it 
would take all the ginger out of it. 
We want houses put up rapidly; we 
want to try to galvanise these builders, 
employer5 and employees. into doing 
what is their duty, and if it will take 
them six months to get a site I am 
afraid wc will have to wait a little 
longer than twelve months to get the 
houses built. In this case, if you ex- 
tend it to two years they will not start 



887 Ilonsing (Building FociUties) DAIL EIREANN. l)ill 9 1924 Third Stage. 888 


[The President.] 

to look for a site for six months. Our 
estimate for twelve months is £250,000; 
we would want £500,000 for two years, 
and we are not prcpared to ask for a 
Vote on aceount in respeet of next 
year. I think íiftecn months would. be 
a perfectly reasonable time, aHowinf? 
three months for the aequisition of the 
site. Surely it ought to bc possible to 
do it in three months. Will it take 
twelve months to build a house? Ts 
time allowed for sueh amusements as 
strikes and loek-outs and things of that 
kind? On the other hand, I am per- 
fcctly satisfied that nine months ought 
to be suffieient to build these small 
houses*—nine and six, allowing that it- 
will take six months to get the site. I 
would offer a year and three months. 

Mr. GOOD: If the President wants 
to get- houses T tliink it is essen- 
tial that hc should allow time to 
ereet them. As I tried to point 
rut, sitos will be aequired by the 
local authority. The President has 
some experience of the time it takes a 
loeal authorit-y to acquire a site. I 
have bcen told by a man of lifelong ex- 
perience in the matter that the average 
time is six months. After the site is 
acquired the loeal authority has to 
earrv out a eonsiderable amount of 
work on it, in the way of roads, path- 
ways and sewers, ete. All this would 
take a considerable amount of time, 
and I think if we allow twelve months 
for the loeal authoritv' we will not be 
allowing too mueh; in addition to that 
we would want another six to nine 
months. T think ninc months would be 
essential for the carrying out of a 
larger seheme, and that would be the 
shortest possible time in whieh they 
could be erected. I am quite with the 
President in trying to get- houses, but 
there is no use in laying down impos- 
sible conditions t-hat would only kill 
the schcme. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: My idea about 
this is that the President, is unduly 
optimistic as to the time in which he 
can get the houses completed, and I 
think he will find at the end of the 
year he will be at a deadlock; that is, 
the time will have expircd, and the 
houses will not be built. I think our 
experience of eontractors aiid the rncu 


who work for them is such as not to 
allow us t-o be so optimistic. ás to # the 
wonderful results that they will achieve. 
1 would suggest that if the President- 
eould meet us in t-his amendmejit, I for 
my part would be willing te withdraw, 
ancl if he would subst-itute for the 
period four months, onc year, that is 
rhat the Ministry might havc thc option 
of adding one year to the pcriod they 
eould sanetion beyond twelve months. 

The PRESIDENT : I am not im- 

pressed. Wc liave to speak about 
some particular area, some unit of the 
country. If you are speaking of Dub- 
lin, and I suppose Deputy Oood is cn- 
titled to spealc for Dublin, t-here is a 
site already available. It may take 
the Corporation two rnonths to dccide 
as to whether it is going to avail of 
it for t-hese houses or not. It should 
not take any rnore time than three 
months for them to make up their 
minds as to whether they will facilit-ate 
( the ercction of these houscs. As far as 
I I know the roads and sewers are made. 

l T sually when they are íalhing about- a 
I thing for a long time vou see something 
donc after a wliile. I would be pre- 
pared to make it a year and six months, 
but further than that I will not be pre- 
parcd to go. 

Mr. LYONS: I do not agrcc with 
cxtendiíig the time to giving an addi- 
tional three months. I 
8 o’cloclc. think three inonths would 
be enough. After the Second 
Reading of this Bill I received letters 
frorn people looldng for houses; one was 
from a man who was going to get mar- 
ricd asking would he be in time to get 
one of t-hesc houses, and now I must 
write baek and say that he will have 
to wait some time longer, as Deput-y 
Good wants to add three months. 

The amendment was altered to read 
il to delete the words 1 twelve months f 
and to subst-itute therefor the words 
1 eighteen ^ 00 ^ 8 / ” and agreed to. 

Mr. GOOD: I movc:— 

“ In sub-section (1) (f), to delete 
the word ‘ shall ’ and to substitute 
therefor the word ‘ may.’” 

In connection with the reconstruc- 
tion of existing houses it is an essential 
feature, according to this Section, that 
t.iiey shall have becn in a ruinous con. 
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dition. I do not know whether that 
was the intention of the draughters or 
not, for that would limit reconstrue- 
tion to houses that were in a ruinous 
condition. These houses while they 
may not be in a very good state of rc- 
pair might, if this clause is left as it is, 
not come under it at all. Take any of 
the houses in one of our leading squares 
and see would it come undcr this clause 
as it reads at present: * 

“ In the case of the reconstruetion 
of an existing house, that existing 
house shall have been in a ruinous ot* 
defective condition at the passing of 
this Act, and shall, before the recon- 
structmn is begun, be certified by an 
appointed officer to be eapable of re- 
constiuction as a house fulíilling the 
foregoing eonditions. ” 

I do not think that any of us who 
have a knowlcdgc of the eity of Dublin 
could say that some of these houscs that 
we are anxious should be reconstrueted 
are in a ruinous or defective condition 
at the rnoment. I think it would be try- 
ing to read into this Bill what is not in 
it t.o say that they are. I suggest in 
order to make that elausc workabh» 
that tlie word “ may ” shall be substi- 
tutcd for thc word “ shall. M 

Professor O’SULLIVAN: I doubt 
very inuch if Deputy Oood by his am- 
endment would securc what hc is driv- 
ing at. I think there are two classes 
of houses under discussion, that is ruin- 
ous houses and the houses you want to 
convert into flats. Deputy Good’s am- 
endment, I think, does not secure the 
distinetion between these two elasses of 
houses, and I think it makes nonsense 
of the Scction as it stands. 

Professor THRIPT: It seems to me, 
in view of our decision to allow self- 
containcd flats that the wording of this 
requires re-drafting. The President 
said on Second Rcading that he saw no 
reason why Utility Societies could not 
make use of this Bill. It seems to me 
that through this Section they could 
act, as they would not have funds 
to build on a larger scale; it. would be 
through turning houses into self-con- 
tained flats that the larger oppor- 
turiity wouid come. 

I do not really see what purpose the 
first three lines of the clause serves at 


all, because unless some good purpose 
is to be gained, peoplc are not going to 
lay out money on houses. If the pur- 
pose is that they shall turn a house 
which is not serving any useful pur- 
posc into a house serving a good ]>ur- 
pose, a house that was defective 
already, who would the judgt» be as to 
whether it is defectivc or not. What 
you want would be the words “ subject 
to the approval of the Minister . 99 

Mr. JOHNSON: May I ask the Prcsi- 
deut whether it is his intention that thc 
financial assistance to be given under 
this Rill is to be givcn for the purposc 
of transferring, altering. or reconstruct- 
ing large houscs into self-contained 
fiats? Tteading the Bill, l think it is not 
the intention. I rather•gatlier tliat the 
Dáil does desire tliat hous(»s may be 
converted into self-containcd ílats, and 
that the money available under this 
schenu* sliall be available. 1 wonder 
whether that is approved by the Minis- 
try? If it is. I suggest that a good part 
of the Bill will require re-drafting. 
Certainly some new clauses will need to 
be added. I-suggest before we go fur- 
ther with this matter that the main 
quostion should be deoidod, whether we 
c'esire that houses which are capable 
of being eonverted into self-contained 
fiats may come under the definition of a 
house, and whether the Ministry is 
agre(»able to that interpretation. 

The PRESIDENT: I arn agrecable to 
that interpretation, but whoever in- 
temls to put the Act into force in con- 
nection wilh one of these houses is con- 
fined, as Car as we are concerned, to the 
amounts that are set out in the schc- 
dule. I am not satisfied that it is an 
cconomic proposition unless in very 
special eircumstances. Evcn under 
these special circumstances, we would 
be justified in making the measure 
adaptable for these very few cases, be- 
cause I do not. think there would be 
many. When I was a mombor of the 
Corporation I remember on one occa- 
sion a proposition being put up to us 
that if w r e got a half-a-dozen houses in 
Gardiner Street at a given price, and 
if we were to mako eertam alterations 
f.nd convert them into flats and so on, 
they could be let at a certain figure. 
We spent some time in dealing with the 
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matter, and we got out vcry unsatis- 
í'aetory figures. This was in prc-war 
uays. The figures were unsatisfactory, 
and at last I said—“ If you get thc 
J ouses for nothing, if they are pre- 
sented to us, what will the result bc? M 

We found the result would be that 
: he fiats would be providec! at a priee 
far in excess of what the ordinary single 
cottages would cost the Corporation at 
Ihe tirne, the rcason being— that is, the 
reason that was put forward—that the 
bricks and mortar, vhich were all wc 
took into account as getting from thc 
person wlio would give us the houses, 
v/ould constitute one-third of the price 
(f the house. I believe ihere are othcr 
raeans tlian those adopted bv a local 
Mithority. T thínk there has been some 
activity in England. A Miss Hill took 
up the mattcr, and found that her sys- 
tem was a suceess. Whether it is pos- 
sible to put something of the same sort 
into opcration here and ío mak( j it ■ 
success, I do not know; I hope it is. 
it is with that view that we have in- 
cluded this clause, which would enabh» 
\is at a small expenditure'to give prac- 
ticallv the sanie accommodation, be- 
cause cvcry fiat tliat is rcadapted or 
madc possible by this reconstruction 
v/ould be the equivalent of a family 
l.ousc in the ordinary way.. 

Mr. JOHNSON: The Section under 
discussion only deals with ruinous or 
defective houses. I have no views or 
knowledge as to thc feasibility of turn- 
ing mansions into flats, but it is appar- 
ent that thcre is a desire that such re- 
construction should come under the 
Bill. Paragráph (f) docs not deal with 
reconstructing bouses which are at pre- 
sent in good condition. It only deals 
with houses t.hat are in ruinous or de- 
fective condition and the desire is, as 
I gathcr, that houses that are in good 
condition may bc reconstructed and 
that each self-contained flat made out 
of the reconstruetcd housc should bc 
the cquivalent of a dwelling-house and 
so get a subsidy. If there are four flats 
to be made out of one mansion, then 
there will be a £400 subsidy. I am 
speaking of the larger houses. There 
would be four new houses. 


. The PRESIDENT: Ycs, but not at 

the cost of £400 to us. 

Mr. JOHNSON: £60 a house. Thc 
(iuestion that I would like to be clear 
on is whethcr the Bill, in its drafting, 
cloes contcmplate that kind of recon- 
struction. I am afraid that it does not 
and that it will have to bc rccast in 
rcveral of its clauses if that is the in- 
lention. 

Mr. GOOD: Bcfore the President re- 
plies n»ay [ point out that we have al- 
ready síttled that point, bccausc when 
reconsidering tho definitions we de- 
cided iu liiie 22, Section J, to add the 
words “ Or self-contained flats. M So 
we have alreadv established the prin- 
eiplo. 

The PRESIDENT : Yes. 

Professor O’SULLIVAN: I think a 

separate elause should he drafted to 
deal with this matter now raised. I do 
not agrce with Dcputy Oood. I sug- 
gest that he should withdraw his am- 
endment, and that the matter be recon- 
l sidered. 

Mr. HEWAT: Might I suggest that 
:•! this whole question, and the very im- 
portant ono that has been raised in con- 
nection with these flats, it might be de- 
szrable foi* the President to consider 
whether he would not put in a special 
dause dealing with the po^tion of thc 
ílats. When you look around Dublin 
aml see the number of houscs that are 
gradually going into decay and crumb* 
ling dovvn, you must recognise the im- 
portance of the recoiistruction of thcse 
houscs as being cvími greater than going 
(ut into the suburbs and building new 
hcuses. What will becomc of thesc 
houscs if you do not adopt sorne systeni 
<>f this kind that will encouragc pcoplc 
to put thcm into livablc condition for 
b.nants? These houses are going to bc 
lilvc Sackville Street, crumbling into 
í-uins. an evesore to thc city, and a 
sonrce of the various troublcs we would 
be glad to avoid. It is all very well for 
Dcputy Figgis to talk about the 
aesthctic house building and all that; 
but you cannot ignore the fact that 
workmen want to bc near their work, 
and that there is a big demand # for 
houscs as near as possible to the centre 
of the city. You have those houses in 
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ít ruinous condition, and unless you are ! 
going to sacrifice your city and extcnd 
it to the suburbs, leaving your city 
derelict, I think the most important 
liousing problem before you to-day is 
the matter of the reconstruetion of the 
houses ín the old eity area. ín dealing 
with the matter, this question of ílats 
has been raised, and I think it might be 
very properly dealt with separately in 
one or two additional clauses in tlie 
Bill. 

Mr. 0 ’MAHONY : It would be neees- 
sary to insert these clauses in the Bill. 
liecausc of oourse the provision for sel- 
ling would not apply to fiats. If provi* 
sion for sclling is left as it is, one ílat 
could be sold and the otlnTs need not 
be sold. 

Mr. GOOD. Tt does not apply. 

Mr. O’MAHOHV: It would be neccs- 
sary to rcdraft the elause so as to in- 
clude flats. i 


• Mr. JOHNSON: I suggest that we re- 
port progress with a view to having the 
position reconsidered. Perhaps before 
we reach the ncxt consideration, the 
Minister will be able to help the Dáil 
in this matter. It is certainly a very 
important point. I think it is worth 
whih» for tho Minister to consult his 
advisers as to whether the Bill, in its 
present forrn, does meet the desire of 
the Dáil to have these self-contained 
flats speciíi( ally brought info it. I 
move to that effect. 

Question: That progress be re- 

ported M —put and agreed to. 

DAIL RESUMES. 

Progrcss reported. Committee to sit 
again on Wcdnesday, 13th February. 

Thc Dáil ad,íourned at. 8.20 p.m. until 
3 o’clock on Wednesday 33th Feb- 
ruary. 
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CEISTEANNA—QUESTIONS. 
ORAL ANSWERS. 


ACTS OF THE OIREACHTAS. 

Mr. DARRELL FIQGIS asked the 
President if, and when, it is intcnded 
to begin thc issue of the Acts of the 
Oireachtas in annual volumes. 

MINISTER for HOME AFFAIRS 
(replying for the President) : This mat- 
ter is engaging the attention of the At- 
t-orney-Ocneral, and the necessary 
rnatcrial is at present in course of prc- 
paration. 

" Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS. Arn I to 

takc it that it is intended to publish 
thcsc volumcs? 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: It is intended to 
publish thcsc volumes. 

PAYMENT OF UNEMPLOYMENT 
GRANTS. 

Mr. P. W. SHAW asked the Prcsi- 
dent. if he will expedite the payment of 
monies allocated to thc various coun- 
t.ics in connection with t.he unemploy- 
ment grants availablc for road work, so 
that thc great distress at prescnt prc- 
vailing may be relieved as speedily as 
possible, and if hc will cxpedite in par- 
ticular the payment of the monies allo- 
cated to the counties of Westmeath 
and Longford, which havc complied 
witli the wage regulations as laid out 
in the scheme to permit thc county 
councils > surveyors being authorised to 
start the work at once. 

Mi O’HIGGINS (replying for tlie 
President) : It is hoped to notify each 
County Council within the next few 


days of the amount allocated to them 
for the improvement of trunk roads. It 
will then be for the Councils to submit, 
without delay, suitable schemes subject 
to the conditions laid down. Imme- 
diately the schemes are approved, and 
if the Councils have complied with the 
conditions governing the schemes, ad- 
vances will be made from the grant to 
enable work to be started. 

No rcgulations rcgarding wages in 
connection with the large grants about 
to bc notified have yet been officially 
eirculated, and wc have no defmite m- 
formation as to the wages which will 
be agrced upon by the County Councils 
of Westmeath and Longford. Once 
the scheme is set going the expediting 
of payments is altogether in the hands 
of the Couneils concerned. 

Mr. MORRISSEY : Arising out of 
that. answer, is the Minister aware that 
certain (yOunt.y Couneils have been in- 
formed already of the amount of 
money that has been allocated to them. 
and that the North County Tipperary 
County Couneil has already sent in its 
scheme as far back as t.hree wceks ago, 
and that they are ready to start work. 
and that they are only waiting to re- 
ceive the money? 

Mr. SHAW: Ts the Minister aware 
that, the Westmeath County Council 
has becn allocated £23,00(J as a íirst 
instalment, and that thcy have submit- 
ted their scheme? 

Mr. CORISH: Might 1 ask the Minis- 
ter if this grant is derived from such 
source ol' revcnue as motor taxation, 
and if so, what authority has he for 
withholding this money from the Coun- 
cils? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : That is 

a separate question. 

Mr. CORISH : I sugsesl that it arises 
from the question, in view of the fact 
that this is derivcd froni motor taxa- 
tion. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: It does 
not. 

CLEARINO OF O’CONNELL 
STREET. 

Mr. A. BYRNE asked the President 
if he will state what steps, if any, arc 
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being taken to clear the sites in O’Con- 
nell Street; if any arrangement has 
been made between the owners and the 
Office of Public Works for the clear- 
ance, if building contractors will have 
an opportunity of competing for the 
work, and if steps will be taken to 
speed up an early start. 

The PRESIDENT: Before under- 
taking any scheme for the clearing of 
the sites of the buildings destroyed in 
O’Connell Street, the consent of the 
building owners must be obtained. A 
number of points have arisen which 
will probably take some weeks to 
settle, but the Government are making 
every effort to expedite settlement, and 
if the scheme proeeds, propose that the 
contract should be made on eompeti- 
tive tenders. 

THE TRADE FACILITIES ACT. 

Mr. DARRELL FIOGIS asked the 
Minister for Industry and Commerce 
if, having regard to the fact that the 
Trade Faeilities Act, 1921, taken over 
undcr Artide 73 of the Constitution, 
has now lapsed in the Saorstát, he will 
consider the foasibility of similar legis- 
lation at an early date. 

MINISTER for INDUSTRY and 
COMMERCE (Mr. McGrath) : This 
nialter is under consideration by the 
Executivc Council. 

CLAIM FOR DECEASED TECH- 
NICAL TEACHER. 

TOMAS 0 CONAILL asked the 
Minister for Finance if he is aware 
that Seán McGrath, Teehnical Teacher, 
was killed on the 6th February, 1923, 
at Ballyconnell, on the occasion of a 
raid on that town by Irregulars; 
whether he is aware that this man con- 
tributed very materially to the upkeep 
of his father and the younger members 
of the family; and whether in the cir- 
cumstances the Minister is prepared to 
consider favourably a claim for com- 
pensation made by his father, John 
McGrath, of Lurgan, Miltown, Tuam. 

MINISTER for FINANCE (Mr. 
Blythe) : This claim is being considered 
by the Compensation (Personal In- 
juries) Committee, who will shortly 

Vol. 6. 


•mbmit their report, which will be dis- 
posed of without delay. 

FLOODING OF AWBEG RIVER 
(CHARLEVILLE). 

Mr. THOMAS 0’MAH0NY asked 
the Minister for Finance whether he is 
aware of the grave loss and incon- 
venience caused to land-holders by the 
flooding of the river Awbeg, Charle- 
ville, for a considerable portioli of each 
year, and whether he is prepared to 
have the surveys and report made some 
years ago by the Inspectors of the 
Board of Works re-examined and steps 
taken to remove the silt which has 
lodged in the river in recent years, and 
to reconstruct the weir sluices, and 
also if he is aware that for this purpose 
local land-holders are prepared to sub- 
mit plans and maps of previous pro- 
posals which are in their possession. 

Mr. BLYTHE: I must refer the De- 
puty to the answer which I gave yester- 
day in reply to a similar question re- 
garding the flooding of the River 
Blackwater. 

The same conditions exist in regard 
to the undertaking of drainage works 
on the Awbeg as on the Blackwater. 
The question is being considered of in- 
| troducing legislation providing new 
machinery for performing the func- 
tions which at present fall to Drainage 
1 Boards. 

Mr. 0’MAH0NY: The question is 
not exactly as I handed it in. It 
refers to the flooding of the river Aw- 
beg, Charleville. The question as I 
handed it in referred to the flooding of 
land mainly in the vicinity of Butte- 
vant. 

COMPENSATION OF ATHY 
OFFICIALS. 

Mr. JOHN CONLAN asked the. 
Minister for Local Government if he is 
aware that sums awarded in April, 
1922, by way of compensation to officers 
of Athy Union retired under the Co. 
Kildare . Amalgamation of Unions 
Scheme, and payable by the Leix 
County Council, still remain unpaid, al- 
though repeated applications have been 
made by the persons affected, some óf 
whom are being put to much incon- 



DAIL EIREANN. 


899 Questióna. 

[Mr. John Conlan.] 
venience by thé default of the body 
liable, and if he will issue an order re- 
quiring the County Council to fulfil its 
obligations in this respect without 
further delay. 

MINISTER for LOCAL GOVERN- 
MENT (Mr. Burke) : The answer is in 
the afíirmative. Correspondence with 
the Leix County Council has passed on 
the matter, and an Inspector has been 
specially detailed to endeavour to have 
it adjusted. I have no special powers 
to insist upon these payments. Of 
•course, the parties concerned have their 
ordinary legal remcdies. 

DAINGEAN REPORMATORY 
PREMISES. 

LIAM 0 DAIMHIN asked the Minis- 
ter for Local (íovernment if he will 
statc the nuinber of children at present 
dctained at Daingean (Phillipstown) 
Reformatory School, the eost of same 
upon State funds, whethcr he is aware 
'that several busincss firms are anxious 
to secure the premises for starting in- 
dustries and giving much-needcd 
employment in the district, and 
whether he is preferred to order the 
transfer of those at present detained in 
this institution to another reformatory 
and facilitate any business firm that 
may be anxious to secure the premises 
for the purpose already stated. 

Mr. BURKE: There are 34 bóys at 
present in this school. The cost of their 
maintenance ordinarily is £706 yearly, 
but a special grant of £800 was made 
last year to meet portion of a deficit 
which had arisen from a fall in the ad- 
missions owing to the abnormal condi- 
tions. I am not prepared to take the 
steps suggested in the question. The 
premises are the property of the reli- 
# gious community which conducts the 
rcformatory. 

UNEMPLOYMENT IN URBAN 
DISTRICTS. 

Mr. THOS 0’MAH0NY asked the 
Minister for Local Government whether 
he is aware that as serious unemploy- 
ment exists in urban districts generally 
owing to trade depressioh, and if he 
will direet Coúnty Surveyors before ex- 
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pending any portion of the road grants, 
to consult with the Councils in thosc 
districts as to the extent of unemploy- 
ment, so that as far as the regulations 
controlling the expenditure of this 
money permit, relief may be given to 
those areas. 

Mr. BURKE : The answer is in the 
affirmative. Speeial consideration is 
being given to conditions of unemploy- 
ment in urban districts in ’ connection 
with the issue of the Road Grants. 

BALLINARILL (LEIX) POSTAL 
SERVIGE. 

LIAM O DAIMHIN asked the Post- 
master-General whethcr he has received 
a memorial from the farmers, rate- 
pavers, and residents of Moate, Ballina- 
kill (Leix) protesting against the pro- 
posed alteration in the postal dcliverv 
in the area, and whether, in view of the 
facts stated in the memorial, he will 
give an assurance that it is not now 
proposed to interfcre with cxisting 
postal deliveries. 

POSTMASTER - GENERAL (Mr. 

Walsh): I have received the memorial 
reforred to. The postal services in the 
Ballinakill area are maintained at a 
substantial loss to the revcnue, and, 
in conformity with the scheme of re- 
trenchmcnt which is being applied 
generally in such cases, dclivery is now 
restricted to three days a week in the 
purely rural parts. A week-day de- 
Jivcry in J3allinakill village will be 
rnaintained. and residents in the rural 
area can obtain correspondence on non- 
post days by calling at the sub-office. 1 
have given the matter careful con- 
sideration, but I regret that it is not 
possible to authorise the restoration of 
the former frequency. 

CLONBULLOGUE (OPPALY) 
POSTAL DELIVERY. 

LIAM O DAIMHIN asked the Post- 
master-General whether he has received 
a memorial from ratepayers and resi- 
dents in the pionbullogue district of 
Offaly protesting against the decision 
to substitute a tri-weekly postal deli- 
very, instead of the daily deliveríes as 
onjoyed in other rural districts in the 
same county, and if hc will state 
whether he is prepared to reconsider 
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the matter and revert to the old system 
cí a daily postal delivery in that area? 

Mr. WALSH: Protests have been re- 
eeived from persons affected b'y the re- 
duction of the frequeney of delivery on 
the postal. service from Clonbullogue 
Sub-of5ce to Clongarrett from four days 
a week in the case of sorne townlands, 
and six days a weck in the case of 
others, to a common frequency of three 
<lays weekly on the whole post. 

I have considered thé ínatter ve^y í 
carefully, but I rcgret that in conse- 
quence of the íinancial loss involved, it 
it not practicablc to accede to the re- 
quest for restoration of thc former ser- 
vice. 

As the Deputy is no doubt awarc, the 
case is not an exceptional ono, the re- 
striction having beeti carricd out. in ac- 
eordance with the Departmont’s pre- j 
seut policy of curtailing the frequency 
of delivery on rural services which are 
worked at a substantial loss to the re- 
venue. 

DUBLIN POSTAL EMPLOYE S 
REINSTATEMENT. 

LIAM 0 DAIMHIN askod tho Post- 
íjiaster-General whether he is aware 
that Thomas J. Ooleman, 17 Hardwicke 
Street, Dublin, was employed in the 
Oeneral Post Office from February, 
1920, until September, 1922, at which 
time he joined the National Army, that 
he was discharged with good character 
írom the Army in December, 1923; 
vrhether he is aware that Coleman has 
made repeated and unsuccessful appli- 
cations for reinstatement in his former 
position, and whether, in view of the 
many promises made by Ministcrs to 
those who servcd in and are now de- 
mobilised from the Army, he will order 
the reinstatement of this man? 

Mr. WALSH: Mr. Coleman was em- 
ployed for a short time in the Dublin 
Post Office as a temporary hand. He 
ceased duty in September, 1922, with- 
out giving notice, and without intimat- 
ing his intention of joining the National 
Army. In view of the temporary nature 
of his previous scrvice he could only 
be taken back when’ an opening was 
available. It has not been possible to 
offer him re-employmcnt* since his de- 


mobilisation, but his name has been 
specially noted for consideration when 
the first opportunity ariscs. 

Mr. DAVIN : Arising out of that an- 
swer, <ían the Minister assure the Dáil 
that no ex-member of the National 
Army not previously employed in the 
Post Office has been taken on; if any 
ex-members of the National Army have 
been t.aken on who had not previously 
served in the Post Office, and does he 
not eonsider that this man has a griev- 
ancc owing to his having served in the 
Post Offioe previous t.o having joined in 
the National Army as mentioned in thc 
question? 

Mr. WALSH: I should say it de- 
pended very much on the location and 
also on the time and requirements of 
the Department. 

Mr. DAVIN : Is it not a fact, also, 
that this particular individual left the 
I service at a time when there was a 
I Post Office st.rike on? 

| Mr. WALSH: Thc question of the 
j strike has no bearing on his re-instate 
! ment. 

i 

i 

THE CIVIC GUARD MAGAZINE. 

Mr. DARRELL PIGGIS asked the 
Minister for Home Affairs if he will 
state the number of persons engaged 
in the produetion of the Civie Guard 
Magazine, the ranks of such persons, 
and their pay for this service; also, 
what is the annual cost of the maga- 
j zme’ 

MINISTER for HOME APPAIRS 

(Mr. O’Higgins): I assume that the 
Deputy refers to “ Iris an Ghárda. M I 
have no information as to the annual 
1 cost. of this papcr as the only specific 
payment out of public funds in connec- 
tion therewith is the salary of the Edi- 
tor (£310 per annum). The cost of 
paper, printing and other incidental ex- 
penses is met from the proceeds of 
sales and from advertisemcnt charges. 
The Editor receives assistance in pre- 
paring material for the printers from 
one Sergeant and three Guards. (A 
Sergeant’s rate of pay is £5 a week. A 
Guard’s rate of pay is £3 lOs. Od. a 




903 Questions. 


DAIL EIREANN. Oral Answers. 904 


IMr. OlIiggins.J i 

week). Articles on various police mat- 
ters are supplied free by Police Instruc- 
tors and members of the Force, and 
these artieles have been a useíul factor | 
in the training and improvement of the 
Force 


and whether he can now state when he 
passes of a particular kind were neces- 
sary. 

Óeneral MUL0AHY : Portion of this 
account has been paid. The remainder 
is under eonsideration, and will be 
cleared as soon as possible. 


A COMMANDEERED MARE. 

Mr. JOHN CONLAN asked the Mini- 
ster for Defence if he will explain why 
a claim for £50 by Mr. George H. Faw- 
cett, of Rnavinstown House, Rildare, 
in respect of a mare commandeered for 
Army purposes on the 26th of July, 
1922, and for which he holds a receipt, 
has not been paid, although repeated 
applications have been made by Mr. 
Fawcett and his solieitor to the Officer 
Commanding at the Curragh and the 
Army Finance Office, and if he will 
direct that paymcnt be made forth- 
with? 

MINISTER for DEFENCE (General 
Mulcahy) : It is hoped that an early de- 
cision will be reached on Mr. Fawcett’s 
claim, which is at present under investi- 
gation. 

WOUNDED EX-SOLDIER ’S CLAIM. 


DISCHARGED TUBERCULAR 
SOLDIERS AND PENSION 
ALLOWANCES. 

Major COOPER asked the Minister 
for Defence whether men discharged 
from the army as medically unfit owing 
to tuberculosis contracted on service 
are eligible for a disability pension, and 
whether men in receipt of such a pen- 
sion and desirous of emigrating to the 
United States, America,- will be allowed 
to commute it for a lump sum. 

General MULCAHY: I have to refer 
the Deputy to my rcply to Deputy 
Byrne yesterday on a somewhat similar 
question. Men discharged from the 
army owing to tuberculosis are not eli- 
gible for a disability pension. 

NEWBRIDGE PHOTOGRAPHER S 
ACCOUNT. 


LIAM 0 DAIMHIN asked the Mini- 
ster for Defence whether he has re- 
ceived a elaim from Volunteer William 
Mooney (52861, B. Co., 2nd Infantry 
Battalion, Athlone Command), Cloo- 
neen, Fivealley, Birr, who was severely 
wounded on August. 11 th, 1922, and 
subsequently discharged as medically 
unfit. on September 16th, 1923, ancl 
whether, in view of the very poor cir- 
cumstances of the applicant, he will or- 
der an immediate decision in this par- 
ticular case? 

General MULCAHY: A claim has 
been. reeeived from Mr. Mooney, whose 
disability is about to be assessed by a 
Medical Board. A decision will be ex- 

pedited. 

DUEROW TRADER ’S ACCOUNT. 

UAM 0 DAIMHIN asked the Minis- 
ter for Defence whether he has received 
repeated applications from Mr. Flana- 
gan, merchant, Durrow (Leix), for pay- 
ment of ara account of £34 0s 9d for 
goods supplied to troops at Durrow, 


j AODH 0 CULACHAIN asked the 
Minister for Defenee if he is aware that. 
i a sum of £65 16s Od is due to Mr. 
Michael Finnerty, Newbridge, for 
photographing 653 soldiers at Curragh 
Camp, and that although Captain Red- 
mond, Quartermaster, has certified the 
l account as correet, and bills have been 
j furnished twice, Mr. Finnerty has not 
| yet- been paid, and whether instructions 
will be given to have this account paid 
without further delay. 


wenerai xa.uiAsii.nx : vLr. Fmnerty 7 s 
account is being considercd witb a view 
to a settlement. at a very early date. 

Major COOPER: Arising out of that 
answer may I ask why it was neces- 
sary to have 653 soldiers photographed 
and why £65 of the public fundf should 
be spent on photographs? 

Oeneral MULCAHY: It W as in eon 
necluon with identity poMTrtífií 
when it was considered that identit* 
^ses of . particulsr Und wers 
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ALLEGED SHOOTING OF 
TEACHER. 

TOMAS 0 CONAILL asked the 
Minister for Defence whether he is 
aware that a teacher named Miss 
Bridget O'Flahertjr, who was a student 
at Spiddai Irish College in July of 
last year, was íired at by the military 
and severely wounded; whether any in- 
vestigation took place with reference 
to this occurrence, and, if so, with 
what result; further, whether it is pro- 
posed to compensate Miss 0’Flaherty 
011 account of the injuries sustained 
and expenses incurred. 

General MULCAHY: I am aware 
that Miss OTlaherty was wounded. 
The matter was duly investigated by a 
Court of Inquiry, which found that the 
soldier who fired the shot was justified 
in doing so, and exonerated him from 
all blame. It is regretted that it is not 
practicable to make any payment to her 
by way of compensation. 

Mr. O CONNELL: Might I ask the 
Minister if civilian witnesses wcre in- 
vited to that inquiry or had they an op- 
portunity of giving evidence there? 
Was it a purely military inquiry? 

General MULCAHY : If the I)eputy 
will put down another question I will 
let him know. 

WRITTEN ANSWERS. 

COMPENSATION FOR BOAT. 

TOMAS 0 CONAILL asked the 
Minister for Defence whether he has 
received repeated applications from 
Mr. Christie McCullagh, of Killeany, 
Arran, for eompensation on account of 
a boat commandeered in the autumn of 
1922, and if he will see that immediate 
payment of this long outstanding ac- 
count is made. 

General MULCAHY: Compensation 
in this case was assessed at £121 2s. Od. 
Mr. McCullagh was indebted to the 
Ministry of Fisheries to the extent of 
£893 3s. Od. in respect of arrears of 
flshery loans, and at the request of that 
Ministry the Payable Order for the 
compensation awarded was drawn in 
their favour and issued to them in dis- 
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charge of portion of his liability. He 
was informed accordingly on the 18th 
December, 1923. 

UNEMPLOYMENT BENEFIT 
CLAIM. 

Major COOPER asked the Minister 
for Industry and Commerce whether 
the issue of unemployment benefit to 
Mr. Leo Mooney (late No. 10767, In- 
fantry), who was discharged from the 
Army on December 13th, 1923, can be 
expedited. 

Mr. McGRATH: The first payment 
of benefit was made to Mr. Mooney on 
23rd January last, and he has since re- 
gularly received it. 

PEACE COMMISSIONERS IN 
TIRCONAILL. 

PADRAIG S. MAG UALGHAIRG 

asked the Minister for Home Affairs if 
he is aware that complaints have been 
made as to the insufficient number of 
Peace Commissioners appointed in eer- 
tain districts in Tirconaill, that there 
is no Peace Commissioner in the large 
Court District of Falcarragh, with the 
result that the Clárdaí Síochána and 
public are much inconvenienced, 
having sometimes to travel fifteen miles 
through a wild country to the Gwee- 
dore District in order to get affidavits, 
declarations, warrants, ete., signed, and 
if requests have been made for the ap- 
pointment of a Peace Commissioner in 
Creeslough, and, further, to ask if re- 
presentations have been received sug- 
gesting the appointment of at least one 
other Peace Commissioner for Letter- 
kenny, where, owing to the presence of 
a number of solicitors’ offices and of 
the County Headquarters of “ An 
Gárda,” the services of the Commis- 
sioners are often requisitioned; and if 
the Minister will look into the matter 
and see that a sufficient number of 
Peace Commissioners are appointed. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: Complaints have 
reached me tljat there were not suffi- 
cient Peace Commissioners in certain 
districts in Tirconaill, and I am taking 
steps to remedy the insufficiency in the 
Falcarragh District and in Creeslough. 
As regards Letterkenny there are four 
Peace Commissioners in the towti 
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already, and two near it, and I am not 
satisfied that more are required. 

I should like to add that it has not 
been an easy matter to appoint Peace 
Commissioners all over the country, 
and that in point of fact Tirconaill, as 
a whole, is better off as regards Peace 
Commissioners than any other county 
in the Saorstát. 

COMPENSATION FOR HOTEL 
FURNITURE. 

Captain REDMOND askcd the Mini- 
ster for Home Affairs if hc will stato 
whether any compensation will be paid 
to Mr. J. P. Ryan, Railway Hotel, Ark- 
low, for damage to his furniture and 
for loss of business incurred through 
the seizure of his furniture in the exe- 
cution of a dccree given against him 
by Mr. Little, District Justice, and 
which decision was quashed with costs 
in the King’s Bench Division on the 
grounds that Ryan was decreed on a 
date prior to the date for which the 
summons was issued? 

Mr. O HIGGINS: In regard to the 
Court proceedings in this case, the facts 
are as stated. The Gárda Síochana, 
who stored the furniture, report that 
they handed the articles over in the 
same condition in which they were 
seized to Mr. Paul Frith, the Rate Col- 
lector responsiblc for the institution of 
the original proceedings, who returncd 
them to Mr. Ryan, the owncr. I have 
no information as to what subsequently 
happened the furniture beyond the 
statement of Mr. Ryan, who has applied 
for compensation. I can accept no re- 
sponsibility in regard to this claim. 

PAYMENT OF CARETAEER OF 

ARRAN COASTGUARD STATION. 

TOMAS 0 CONAILL askcd the Mini- 
ster for Defence whether he is aware 
that a man named Gill was appointed 
as caretaker of the Arran Coastguard 
Station early in 1922, that his re- 
muneration was tixed at £1 4s. 6d. per 
week, that he held the position for some 
twelve months until the arrival of the 
Gárda Síochána, that he has never re- 
ceived payment of any kind for his 
work, and whether the Minister will 
have inquiries made and see that pay- 
ment is immediately ordered? 


| General MULCAHY : Gill was not an 

attested soldier, but there is evidence 
that he took over the care of tlie Coast- 
guard Station at Arran as a Volunteer. 
The claim for pay will be considered 
ánd will be disposed of at the earliest 
possible date, but payment will not be 
made at the rate for an attested sol- 
dier. Gill has received payment from 
another public Department for caretak- 
ing the Life Saving Apparatus at 
, North Arran for the period from May, 

I 1922, onwards. 

PRIVATE NOTICE QUESTION. 

PENSIONS TO WOUNDED MEN. 

Mr. A. BYRNE asked the Ministcr 
for Dcfence if he is aware of thc 
numerous eomplaints with refcrence to 
the dclay in the issue of pensions to 
wounded men and to the dependents 
of thosc who gavc up thcir livcs in the 
service of their country sincc 1916? 

General MULCAHY: I havc received 
somc complaints rcgarding delays in 
issuing those pensions. Thc machincry 
for dcaling w r ith claims is now in full 
working order, a number of assess- 
ments have bccu made, and paymcnts 
will begin forthwith. 

PUBLIC SAFETY (PUNISHMENT 
OF OFFENCES) TEMPORARY 
BILL, 1924.—FIRST STAGE. 

Mr. O HIGGINS: I ask the leave of 
the Dáil to have printed and circulated 
this Bill—the Public Safety (Punish- 
ment of Offences) Temporary Bill, 
1924—to make provision during a 
limited period for the punishment of 
certain offences and for other matters 
connected with the preservation of 
public safety and the protection of per- 
sonal property. It will be remembered 
that the Public Safcty Act expired on 
the Ist of the present month, and that 
previous to its expiration we passed a 
Bill dealing with the question of arrest 
and internment without trial in certain 
circumstances. The Bill that I am now 
introducing is designed to continue 
certain of the provisions of the Public 
Safety Act which related to the punish- 
ment of forms of crime which have 
arisen from the disturbed state of the 
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country. I ask the leave of the Dáil 
to have that Bill printed and circulated 
to tho Deputies. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I think that we 
should have some particulars of this. It 
rather appears that we havc temporary 
emergency legislation in instalments. 
If the Minister has omitted some neces- 
sary provisions or what he considers to 
be necessary provisions, I think even 
before he asks for a first reading he 
should indicate what the purport and 
scope of this Bill is to be. I think the 
mere request that temporary emer- 
gency legislation of this kind shall be 
agreed to without some explanation, is 
rather asking the Dáil to do things 
merely on the word of the Minister. I 
think the Dáil is due some explanation. 

Mr. O’HIGGHNS: The Bill will dcal 
with those aspects of the Public Safety 
Act which have not been dealt with in 
the Bill whieh we passed, dealing with 
the arrest and detention of certain per- 
sons without trial. It consists of 11 
Sections. The first one prescribes cer- 
tain punishments for certain offences 
which are set out in the Scheduie. The 
second Section deals with power to 
seize and sell animals found trespass- 
ing. Section 3 bears on the restitution 
of stolen property; Section 4 the 
punishment of persons having stolen 
property; Section 5 the power to order 
restitution of stolen property. Section 
6 asks for certain powers bearing on 
the recovery of property representing 
stolen property or funds; Section 7 the 
recovery of money in bank represent- 
ing stolen property or funds. Section 
8 deals ^vith the changc of venue in 
criminal cascs. Section 9 gives the 
Minister for Home Affairs power to 
make rules and prescribe forms. Sec- 
tion 10 is a definition section, and Sec- 
tion 11 gives the short title. It is pro- 
posed that the Act shall come into force 


when passed, and shall continue in 
force for one year. 

Mr. JOHNSON: In short, it means 
that thc sections of the original Public 
Safcty Act which were dropped—or 
many of them—on the last occasion, 
and on the strength of which dropping, 
the last Bill was accepted- 

Mr. 0 ’HIGGINS : That is not so. 

Mr. JOHNSON: By the majority, 
and passcd into law, and- 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: May I say, on a 
point of explanation, that that is not 
so. I stated cxplicitly when introduc- 
ing the Powgrs of Arrest and Detention 
Bill that it was proposed to deal with 
other aspects of the late Public Safety 
Bill in fí separate measurc. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Having got through 
so easily, we are now asked to complete 
the operation and re-enact, as a second 
instalment, the greater part of the 
original Public Safety Act. I suppose 
the Minister, on Second Reading, if he 
is allowed a First Reading, will try to 
justify the introduction of this new Bill 
by further reference to the state of the 
(*ountry, 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: It has a ccrtain 
bearing. 

Mr. JOHNSON: He presumably will 
repeat that his Ministry has not suc- 
cceded in bringing order out of chaos, 
and that still further emergency legis- 
lation is required. It seems to me that 
when we are dealing with matters of 
this kind we should have a very full 
statement of the necessities of the case, 
cven bcfore the First Reading is 
granted, and on those grounds I will 
oppose the First Reading, 

Question put: 
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The Dáil divided: Tá, 53; Níl, 16. 


Earnán Altún. 

Richard Beamish. 

Earnán de Blaghd. 

Séamus Breathnach. 

Séamus de Burca. 

John J. Cole. 

John Conlan. 

Bryan R. Cooper. 

Sir James Craig. 

Máighréad Ní Choileáin Bean Uí 
Dhrisceoil. 

Patrick J. Egan. 

Osmond Grattan Esmonde. 

Darrell Figgis. 

Henry J. Finlay. 

John Good. 

John Hennigan. 

William Hewat. 

Connor Hogan. $ 

Tomás Mac Artúir. 

Seosamh Mac ’a Bhrighde. 

Liam T. Mac Cosgair. 

Pádraig Mac Fadáin. 

Pádraig Mac Giollagáin. 

Seán Mac Giolla J n Ríogh. 

Eoin Mac Néill. 

Liam Mac Sioghaird. 


Seosamh Mag Craith. 

Patrick McKenna. 

James Sproule Myles. 

Martin M. Nally. 

Peadar 0 hAodha. 

Criostóir 0 Broin. 

Seán 0 Bruadair. 

Próinsias 0 Cathail. 

Eoghan 0 Dochartaigh. 
Séamus N. O Dóláin. 

Tadhg S. 0 Donnabháin. 
Peadar S. O Dubhghaill. 
Eamon S. 0 Dúgáin. 

Seán 0 Duinnín. 

Aindriú O Láimhín. 

Séamus 0 Leadáin. 

Fionán 0 Loingsigh. 

Thomas 0'Mahony. 

Pádraig O Máille. 

Risteárd O Maolchatha. 
Domhnall O Mocháin. 

Séamus O Murchadha. 

Pádraig O hOgáin (Gaillimh). 
Seán M. O Súilleabháin. 
Caoimhghín O hUigín. 

Seán Priomhdhail. 

Patrick W. Shaw. 


Níl. 

Pádraig F. Baxter. Tomás O Conaill. 

Seán Buitléir. Aodh O Cúlacháin. 

Séamus Eabhroíd. Liam O Daimhín. 

David Hall. Eamon O Dubhghaill. 

Temás Mac Eoin. Seán O Laidhin. 

Risteárd Mac Fheorais. Domhnall O Muirgheasa. 

Pádraig Mac Fhlannchadha. Tadhg 0 Murchadha. 

Tomás de Nógla. ! Pádraig O hOgáin (An Clár). 

Motion declared carried. 


Second Stage ordered for Tuesday, 19th February. 
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FI&EARMS (TEMPORARY PROVI- 
SIONS) BILL, 1924—SECOND 
STAOE 

Mr. O ’HIGGINS : I think there will be 
general agreement on the broad prin- 
ciple of this Bill—that it is necessary 
or very advisable to have proper legal 
control of lethal weapons within the 
country. The purpose of the BiII is to 
continue the provisions that were con- 
tained in the late Public Safety Act, 
1923, and the lifetime of this Bill will 
be twelve months. There is little rea- 
son, indeed, why a permanent meaenre 
for the control of érearms should not 
be introduced, and such a measure is in 
course of preparation. It is because 
there are some details that will need to 
be worked out with the Revenue Autho- 
rities and the Post Office that this Tem- 
porary Bill is now introduced, pending 


the introduction of a permanent mea- 
sure which will consolidate, and we 
hope improvc, the law with regard to 
firearms. 

Mr. JOHNSON: It will be generally 
agreed, I think, that there is necessity 
for regulations and rcstrictions on the 
import, manufacture, and possession of 
and dealing in firearms. Regarding the 
power that is given to the Minister for 
the making of regulations and prescrib- 
ing punishments—the regulations to 
he made being forthwith laid be- 
fore each Howse oi Wve Oireaehtas— 
The praetiee of extending powers to 
Ministers by regnlations, especially 
when prescribing punishments, is 
hardly satisfactory. I hope the Minis- 
ter will agree in this case, at any rate 
and, if possible, make it a practice to 
ensure tbat not only will the regu^a- 
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tions be formally laid on the table, but 
that thev will be circulated to Deputios 
and a real opportunity be given for thc 
eonsideration of the regulations before 
they are put in force. I think we arc in 
danger of allowing too many laws to 
be enaeted by decree, Ministers nierely 
waiting for a vote of the Dáil to rernit 
or annul such decrees. 1 utter this 
word of warning that the method of 
legislation laid down in the Bill by 
making regulations preseribing punish- 
ments within certain limits, is a dan- 
gerous one, and ought not to be fol- 
lowed too far. 

Mr. 0 ’HIGGINS : I would have no 
objection to circulating to Deputies any 
regulations made under Section 2. 

Motion put and agreed to. 

Bill read a Second Time; Committee 
Stage fixed for Wednesday, 20th Feb- 
ruary. 

DAIL IN COMMITTEE. 

HOUSING (BUILDING FACILITIES) 
BILL, 1924—THIRD STAGE. 

RESUMED. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : The 

Committee was considering amendment 
16 by Deputy Good to Section 3. 

The PRESIDENT : There has been 
sorne doubt in the minds of Deputies 
regarding an amendment that was ae- 
cepted yesterday as to self-contained 
flats. Having examined the matter 
over-night I have come to the conclu- 
sion that the acceptance of the amend- 
ment yesterday does not unbalance the 
Bill in any particular. To sub-divide 
Section 3 into parts (1) dealing with 
new houses to be erected, (2) dealing 
with the construetion of flats or at 
least the buildings which will contain 
flats, and (3) reconstructing houses so 
as to make them suitable for letting in 
flats, would simply % mean repeating in 
three parts of the Section what is 
already embodied in the onc Section 
and extending that Section to an un- 
usual extent. It is anticipated that 
the rules which will be adopted under 
the Bill can be so arranged that one set 
of rules will deal with a particular type 
of house. The construction of a build- 


ing to contain flats or the reconstruc- 
tion of a house already in existence, in 
order to make it suitable for letting in 
flats, would also form the subject of 
special rules, so that the rules, I think, 
will more than meet any of the objee 
tions that were made to this particular 
Section. 

Mr. GOOD: I think, notwithstanding 
what the President has said, that some 
sub-division will be necessary. We 
have been dealing with Section 3, and 
j his point of view is that that Section as 
it stands is applicable to the three 
classes of work that he mentioned. Let 
me take Sub-section (c) of that Section 
referring to floor area. Floor area can 
bc applied all right to a new building, 
but how is one to apply floor area to a 
reconstructed building? Take one of 
those houses that attention was 
directed to yesterday. The rooms 
could not be made to conform with cer- 
tain measurements. They are in exist- 
ence and cannot be altered. I quite 
agree that when you are designing a 
new house you can construct your 
rooms to conform to the Regulations. 
But surely it is impossible to alter 
existing houses in order to eomply with 
any such requirements. I would point 
out that as the Section stands, notwith- 
j standing what rules and regulations 
may be attached to it, it is going to 
cause very considerable trouble, and 
may possibly defeat thc object we have 
in view. 

| The PRESIDENT : I would like a 
j partieular case to be mentioned. If we 
: take one of the larger houses in any of 
j the Squares, there are very few of them 
| that have rooms exceeding 20 by 30 
feet. That would be an average-sized 
room, and one does not, as a rule, find 
two rooms on the same landing having 
such a floor space. If rooms of these 
dimensions were found in a particular 
house, it would certainly be an excep- 
tional case, and if there were no other 
room on that floor, there would only he 
j the 200 feet^ which is provided for in 
another Sub % -section. * I do not know 
that that particular Sub-section binds 
the Minister in the case of a recon- 
structed dwelling. It was obviously 
intended to apply to newly-constructem 
houses, and I take it that he might 
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|The President.] 

reasonably make rules to deal with the 
matter. Even if it were taken to apply 
to a reeonstructed house we ean, on 
the Report Stage, insert a Section 
which would meet that difficulty. 

Mr. QOOD: What 1 wanted to make 
elear is that we have in Section 3 
several Sub-sections dealing with re- 
construction and with new houses. 
Who is to decide which of these Sub- 
sections apply to new houses only, and 
which apply to reconstruction. Sub- 
section (c) decides that the maximum 
area shall not exceed 960 feet or 1,000 
feet, which was mentioned yesterday. 
It may be impossible in the adaptation 
of the space of these reconstructed 
houses to comply with that. There- 
fore, a large number of houses may be 
ruled out. 

Mr. O MAHONY: I think it was 
understood in t.he course of yesterday ’s 
debate that the area specified in Sub- 
section (c) applied only to new houses, 
and that the question of the application 
of Section 3 to reconstructed houses 
did not arise until we reached Sub- 
section (e). 

Mr. GOOD: Who is to settle that? 
The Bill does not settle it. 

Mr. 0’MAH0NY: Tliat was the un- 
derstanding arrived at yesterday when 
dealing with that Section. With re- 
spect to reconstruct.ed houses, I think 
there will be discretionary power 
vested in the architect associated with 
the scheme on bchalf of the. Local Go- 
vernment, Department. As Deputy 
Good has pointed out, not only in re- 
spect to tlxe reconstruction of flats, but 
in respect to the reconstruction of ex- 
isting houses or buildings, it would, in 
all cases, be impossible to confine one- 
self to the more or less stereotyped 
method of planning- that will be laid 
down by the Local Government De- 
partment, both as regards the arrange* 
ment of the rooms and the size of the 
rooms. As regards tjie total areas 
comprised in the cases of recon- 
structed flats, bulldings or old houses, 
the discretionary power must naturally 
be vested in the architects who are 
officiall/ identified with th'e scheme. In 
all schemes of that kind the planning 
must necessarily be submitted to them. 


That will give a fiat as to whether it is 
advisable to part from the rigid limita- 
tions the Bill imposes. The President 
says the rules will make provision for 
some elasticity in that respect. 


Professor THRIFT: In the absence 
of anything in the Bill to say which of 
thesc sub-sections apply to new houses, 
I think there would bc a difficulty. I 
suggest that might be got over by in- 
cluding in the definition clause some- 
thing of this kind: “ that house means 
not alone dwelling-house, as already 
stated, but includos sclf-contained 
flats. M If th orc werc somo statement 
of that kínd I think it would largcly 
obviate that difficulty. 


The PRESIDENT: Looking at. thc 
Section as it stands, Sub-sections A., B., 
C. and D. obviously rcfer to new houses. 
In Sub-scction E., for the first time 
the qucstion of reeonstruction of 
housos ariscs. Personally, I do not see 
that thorc is any dangcr of complica- 
tion, but I would undertake to look 
into it bcforc thc Roport Stage, and sce 
if it is necessary to britig in anything 
to qualify it. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I support thc views 
of Dcputy Good in this matter, regard- 
ing thc ncccssity for some closer defi- 
nition. Sub-section I. of 
4 o'clocU. Section 3 says: “ Subject to 
the provisions of this Scc- 
tion, this Act applios to a house which 
fulfils the following conditions.” If 
sclf-containod flats arc deemed to 'bc a 
house, then these conditions apply to 
sclf-contained flats. The Sub-section, 
therefore, applics to self-contained 
flats, and unless the Section is amended 
there will bo no possibility of tbe elas- 
ticity t.hat Deputy 0’Mahony has 
spoken of. 


Mr. HEWAT: It sccms to me that the 
whole idea of the BiJl is in the direction 
of new construction, and when vou 
comc to Part I. of the Schedule, where 
it is defíned what the grant shall be 
yon find ít laid down that in the three: 
roomed house £60 is granted. If VO u 
take a large house in the centre of the 
city it might be possible to reorganise 
ít so as to have five or six three-roomed 
flats m ít. I am not suflicienllv con- 
versant with the matter to know but it 
seems to me that that is the basis on 



917 Housing (Building Facilities) 13Febrfary, 1924. Bill, I92i^-Third Stage. 918 


which the grants are given. Assume, 
for instance, that there is a hou.se that 
may be converted into six flats it wonld 
mean that the grant given would be £60 
for each flat or £360. I 

The PRESIDENT: No; if Deputy 
Qood will look at the first column he 
will see that where sewers and water 
mains are available the grants are £40 
for three rooms, £53 fls 8d for four 
rooms, and £66 13s 4d for five rooms. , 

Mr. HEWAT: At all events turning 
a house of that sort into flats would 
make the grant a very substantial one, 
more so than the reconstruction of the 
house would justify. This whole ques- 
tion wants consideration. I admit that 
it may be all right, but it is obviously 
foreign to the idea of the poople who 
drafted the Bill. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Is it 

necessary to get this matter settled be- 
fore we go on with the amendments? 
What is to become of this discussion? 
Will it arise again on the Report 
Stage? 

The PRESIDENT: Yes, on the Report ■ 
Stage. I think Deputy Good might ! 
then unburden himself, and we will try I 
to console him as far as we can. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : We will 
take the amendments as they are, and 
leave over this discussion. Amendment 
16 is therefore withdrawn. 

Mr. OOOD: And amendment 17. j 

Amendments 16 and 17, by léave, 
withdrawn. i 

Mr. O MAHONY: I beg to move:— 

In sub-section (1) (f) after thc 
word “ conditions, M line 23, to add 
the words “ and any existing build- 
ing capable of reconstruction as a 
house shall be similarly certified be- 
fore reconstruction is begun. ,, 

This is simply the sequel to amendment 
No. 2 that I moved yesterday, and that 
was approved of. 

The PRESIDENT: I am ready to 
accept the amendment. 

Mr. LYONS: I wish to make a few 
remarks on this sub-section. 


AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : You can 

go into it when we are putting the Sec- 
tion later on. Is it relevant to this 
amendment ? 

Mr. LYONS: I think so. I handcd in 
an amendment, but it was ruled out of 
order. 

Amendment put and agreed t.o. 

Mr. DUOGAN: I move— 

In sub-section (1), at the end of 
paragraph (f), to add the following: 
—“ or, where in a special case ap- 
proved of by the Minister, the recon- 
struction is commenced within six 
months before the passing of this 
Act, the house shall have been in a 
ruinous or defective condition at the 
commencement of reeonstruction, 
and no such certificate of capability 
of reconstruction shall in that case be 
necessary. ,, 

The Section as it stands only enables 
a grant to be made in respect of recon- 
strmction begun after the passing of 
the Bill. The objeet of the amendment 
is to enable the grant to be made in 
special cases approved by the Minister 
where reeonstruction has begun within 
six months before the passing of the 
Bill. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Should 
the word “ or ” be omitted in view of 
tlie last amcndment? 

Mr. DUGGAN: Yes. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I just raised the 
question whether houses which had 
been in the course of reconstruction for 
conversion into flats would not mean 
houses which have only been defective 
from the point of view of self-contained 
houses. That is to say a house which 
may have been quite effective as a com- 
plete single whole but may be defective 
as three self-contained flats—whether 
in such a case the passing of this 
new sub-section would mean that per- 
sons who have taken over houses for 
conversion and havc been working at 
them for the last three months ma;v 
come forward and claim this subsidy. 

The PRESIDENT: I am not particu- 
larly keen on the adoption of this 
amendment, if there be any ob- 
jection to it. It is on the lines of the 
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[The President.] 

one I mentioned yesterday, and on 
which I asked that the opinion o£ the 
House might be obtained, so that there 
should be no complaint afterwards and 
no injustice done to any person who 
had started in good faith, and had done 
a useful public service by starting the 
construetion of houses. This Section 
is so worded as to meet the case men- 
tioned by Deputy Johnson. << Defective ,, 
in bcing applied to houses means defec- 
tive only in so far as a number of flats 
are concerned. It may also mean de- 
fective from other causes, but a house 
in reasonably good repair—say in one 
of the squares —which might be occu- 
pied by a single family, would not be l 
defective in so far as any real recon- j 
struction would be required. That j 
house would come within the ternis of 
this Bill or of this particular amend- 
ment. Even if the amendment were 
not put forward the word “ defective ” 
would apply to that house in so far as 
the house was not at present suitable 
for letting in self-contained flats, and | 
in order to make it so a certain expen- 
diture would be required. I am not 
pressing this amendment; I will leave 
it to the sense of the Dáil. If the 
amendment we passed yesterday with 
regard to reconstruction of houses 
begun before the Bill was passed was 
good, we thought this amendment 
would not be required. I do not know j 
that the case really arises or that there J 
will be any claim under this particular i 
head. It is simply to make it a parallel 
case with the Sub-clause dealing with j 
the construction of new houses that I j 
am putting it in. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I think there is • 
much greater likelihood of claims for j 
the subsidy on account of the conver- 
sion of large houses into self-contained J 
flats, which work has been begun 
within the last six months, than in the 
case of smaller complete houses. Again, 

I suggest that notwithstanding the 
assurance that the term “ defective ” 
would mean that the converted flats 
would be defective if they had not 
certain accommodation, that would not 
be the interpretation held by Courts. 

In the case of the reconstruction of an 
existing house, tl that existing house 
shall be in a ruinous or defective con- 
dition.” I think the term “ defec- l 


tive 99 would not bear the ínterpreta- 
tion that the Minister has suggested; 
that while a house would be in good 
order from the point of view of a single 
occupancy, it might be defective from 
the point of view o£ several self-con- 
tained flats. I think the house would 
have to be defective before the conver- 
sion began under the Section, as it 
stands, but apparently it is desired to 
change the original intention. If that 
is so, 1 submit that this paragraph 
would have to be re-cast. I suggest it 
is a inatter for the Minister for Local 
Government who, I take it, will be re- 
sponsible for the administration of this 
Aet, though he does not seem to be 
showing very much interest in it. 
From the point of view .of the 
Ministry, if it is satisfactory that some 
of the £50,000 will be transferred to 
work which has already been com- 
menced, I do not know that I, for my 
part, will have any objection. But I 
think if there is any likelihood of the 
money being called for for other re- 
constructed houses it would be better 
to allow these houses that have already 
been begun, notwithstanding the ab- 
sence of the subsidy, to remain without 
the subsidy, and let the subsidy be 
available for new work which might be 
undertaken. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Mr. EAMON DUOGAN: I move 
Ameiulment 20:— 

In sub-section (1) to delete para- 
graph (g) and insert in lieu thereof 
the following paragrapli:—“ (g) in 
thc case of the erection of a new 
house, such house shall not be a house 
erected in fulfilment of a re-instate- 
ment condition within the meaning 
of the Damage to Property (Com- 
pensation) Act, 1923 (No. 15 of 
1923), and shall not be erected on or 
on any part of the site of a former 
house which has or shall have been 
the subject of a claim under the said 
Act or any other Act relating to com- 
pensation for criminal injuries. M 

This is a drafting amendment. The 
paragraph, as it stands, speaks of the 
site of a house being subject to a claim 
under the Damage to Property Act. 
This is not correct. Any claim under 
that Act is in respect of the house, not 
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in respect oí' the sitc. The paragraph 
further asfeumes that a new house built 
in pursuancc of a re-instatement con- 
dition under the Damage to Property 
Act will necessarily be built exactly on 
the site of the destroyed house. That 
is not the case, either. The new para- 
graph remedies defects in the existing 
paragraph, but in no way alters the 
effect that was intended. 

Amendment agreed to. 

Mr. THOMAS O MAHONY: I movc 
Amendment 21:— 

Tn sub-section (1) (h) after the 

word house, ,, in lines 28 and 29, to 
add the words “ or building.” 

This is consequont on the passing of 
Amendment 2 yesterday. 

The PRESIDENT: Is it necessary? 
We have already agreed that the ex- 
pression “ house ” will mean house or 
building. 

Mr. GOOD: I think this will come 
under the review the President had in 
his mind when he said he v/ould inquire 
into the whole of this elause. I think 
this really touches the same point. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Tt can 

be passed now. and if necessary it can 
be reconsidered on the 4th stage. 
Amendment agreed to. 

Mr. DUGGAN : I move amendment 

22 

In sub-section (1) (h), line 31, to 
add immediately after the figures 
il 1923 ” the words “ or any other 
Act relating to compensation for 
criminal injuries. ,, 

The amendment is intended to meet the 
case of a claim for malicious injury 
under Acts prior to the Damage to 
Property Act, 1923, or under the joint 
operation of any of the earlier* Acts 
and the Act of 1923. 

Amendment agreed to. 

Mr. LYONS: I move amendment 
23:— 

In sub-section (1) (h), page 3, line 
31, to add after. the figures “ (No. 
15 of 1923) 99 the words “ but this 
paragraph shall not apply to amal- 
gamated workhouses subject to 
claims under the Damage to Pro- 


perty (Compensation) Act, 1923, and 
the amount awarded for such claims 
shall be utilised by the local autho- 
rities for the reconstruction of the 
said buildings into suitable dwelling 
houses. ,, 

On the Second Reading of this Bill I 
asked the President if it would be i>os- 
sible to have the workhouses vacant 
owing to amalgamation converted into 
suitable dwellings—even temporarily— 
in order to relieve the congestion in the 
towns in which they are situate. If 
this amendment is inserted in the Bill 
these workhouses can be converted into* 
dwelling-houses without any extra cost 
and without even borrowing for the 
purpose. Nearly all these workhouses 
were taken over by the British Govern- 
ment during the Anglo-Irish war, and 
in some eases from £700 to £900 was 
awarded as compensation for *the 
damage done. In one particular in- 
stance—Athlone—there has been paid 
over to the iocal authorities by this 
Government £777 for the damage done. 
At a later stage, after the signing of 
the Treaty and aft-er the Truce, when 
trouble arose between ourselves, these 
workhouses w r ere taken over by the 
Nalional Army and the guardians of 
these institutions will also. I suppose, 
be applying for compensation for the 
darnage done. What I want to urge is 
that that money should be utilised for 
the conversion of these worlchouses int 0 ‘ 
suitable dwellings to relieve the conges- 
tion in these towns, even temporarily. 
I would rather see the workhouses 
turned into factories, but. at the present 
time there is no more speedy way of' 
supplying house accommodation for the 
people. I therefore move tlie amend- 
ment, which I think is a reasonable one. 
and ope that should be accepted. 

The PRESIDENT: I think that this 
is a very short-circuit method of deal- 
ing with a very complicated subject. If 
I understand the amendment correctly, 
it is that where there is a vacant 
workhouse, in respect of which there is 
a claim-for damage or cost of occupa- 
tion or anything of that sort, the De*- 
puty proposes that the money so real- 
ised and all the bricks and mortar and 
other suitable material there should be 
pooled together in órder to provide 
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eommodation on the sites of these par- 
ticular workhouses. Now. the work- 
house obviously belongs to somebody. 
Whoevcr owns the workhouse has got 
some right to say to what purpose it 
should be put. If a claim lies in 
respect of damage to, or occupation of, 
that particular building, whoever has 
the claim to the building, owns that 
money and should at least be consulted 
before we would commit the State, by 
a single clause in this Bill, to ordering 
its expenditure on a particular service. 
Workhouses generally, as far as 1 
know, are vestcd now’ in thc Ministry 
of Local Governmcnt. It is not w’hat 
we would call a bcncíiciary t.rustee- 
ship. It is simply a trusteeship for 
somebo.dy else and, in that connection, 
I do not know that a single clause like 
this could deprive thc Ministry of 
Local Government of its liabilities in 
respect of whatever position it occupies 
as a trustee, nor do I believe that you 
would be entitled to take off the rate- 
payers of a particular district Avhatever 
sum of money is ear-marked as thcir 
property to be devoted to this parti- 
(Uilar purpose. 

In any case, the question arises as to 
how far these particular institutions, as 
thev stand, are physically capable of 
being utilised for thc purpose intended.’ 
I should say, on the face of it, that 
they are not easily adaptable for the 
purpose of housing. They usually con- 
tain large rooms; a considerable 
amount of w r ork would be required, and 
then one cannot take away from insti- 
tutions of that sort their peculiar bar- 
rack-like appearance. It is casily con- 
ceivable that you might be committed 
to a much larger expenditurc of money 
than thc return would justify. Cer- 
tainly, without examining the problem, 
seeing what those amounts are, that 
the Deputy appears to regard as con- 
siderable, seeing what that money 
could do, and how far people having a 
claim against the money would be 
agreeable, I do not think that I have 
the power to pass judgment—certainly 
not without consulting at least, and 
hearing what the beneficiaries have got 
to say on the subject. I cannot accept 
the amendment in its present form. 

Mr. LYONS: Would thc President 
.agree, if local authorities wished to do- 


vote the money to the purpose mén- 
tioned in this amendment, to advise the 
xMinister for Local Oovcrnment to sanc- 
tion such a scheme? In the town of 
Athlone at present there are engineers 
going through the workhouse, and they 
find that £500 would leav.e this work- 
house in a suitable condition to house 
35 families. If 35 families can be 
housed i-’or an expenditure of £500 and 
the local authorities approve of such a 
scheme, I do not see \vhy the Govern- 
ment should not sanction it. As the 
President says, somebody ow r ns these 
workhouses. The ratepayers of Ireland 
own them. They may have been built by 
the Brilish Government, but the rate- 
payers of Ireland paid í'or them. They 
are now vested in the Irish Govern- 
, ment, and I was very pleased to hear 
! from the President that the loeal autho- 
rities will reeeive some consideration 
and that everything will not be done 
ovcr their heads, without eonsultation. 
Herctoforc tlie publie bcdies in any 
scheme they adopted, whether they 
were unanimous or not, were turned 
down by the Government. I would like 
to know from the Presidcnt if the local 
authorities agree to have this money 
expended in the way I have indieated, 
will tliey sanction the scheme? 

Mr. HEWAT: Is not that outside the 
scope of this Bill altogether? 

Mr. 0 'MAHONY : The faet is over- 
looked that on many of those work- 
houses there is a very large ground 
rent. Who is going to aecept the lia- 
bility for that? Will the local authori- 
ties aecept thc liability, assuming the 
buildings are niade over to Ihem? As I 
understand the position, it is as the 
President stated. These buildings are 
vested in the Minister for Local Go- 
vernment. We had the same difficulty 
ovcr a union in the South, the claim 
being made that all the funds should 
be lodged with the Ministry here as 
trustees for the building. I really be- 
lieve that if you take into account the 
unsuitable houses you will produce in 
this way at. a cost of building almost 
absolutely new houses and the ground 
rents attaching to these buildings, you 
will find that. the money can be put 
to a much more useful purpose 
and that it will be much. more 
satisfactory to those who will occupy 
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the premises if the money is used for 
some other purpose than the conversion 
of these workhouses. 

The PRESIDENT: The Ministry of 
Local Government are sending an ar- 
chitect to inspect some of these work- 
houses, and I believe they will consider 
the matter sympathetically, but beyond 
that I am not in a position to go at the 
present moment. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN : I beg to move 
the deletion of Sub-section (2). My 
reason for putting this amendment 
down is that on reading the Bill I 
cannot find that any provision whatso- 
ever will apply to residents in rural 
areas. In fact, this Bill as it 
. stands makes it impossible for resi- 
dents in rural areas to reconstruct or 
rebuild their houses. I would call the 
attention of the President to a state- 
inent which he niadc on the introduc- 
tion of the Bill. It was in reply to the 
general speeches that were made, but 
it had particular reference to a state- 
ment by Deputy Gorey. The President 
said: “ Every tenant farmer in Kil- 
kenny who wishes to build a house will 
get the benefit of this scheme, and 
every part of the country has the same 
advantage. ’ y 

I do not quite know if the President 
meant that the farmers in these coun- 
ties were to have the privilege of build- 
ing houses, but were not to have the 
privilege of reconstructing houses 
under the Bill. 

The PRESIDENT: That is exactly 
what I said. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN : My opinion is 
that the President should gice very 
careful consideration to this amend- 
rnent of mine. It is important that an 
opportunity should be given to the 
farmers to reconstruct rather than to 
build. I am sure he is aware, as we 
are all aware, that there are great 
numbers of poor quality houses. insani- 
tary houses, inhabited by the small far- 
mers all over the country, and I think 
it is about time that the Government 
took some step to place those people 
in such a position that they can recon- 
struct their houses. It is advisable that 
something should bc added to the Bill 
so as to give those people that oppor- 
tunity. The loans given by the Board 


of Works were of great advantage to 
the farmers in the past, but. these have 
been stopped, and the result is that 
there are no* improvements possibie 
now unless they are made througl» the 
farmer’s capital, and I may say that 
that capital has become a very smali 
quantitv nowadays. I would prefer 
that a special Aet v/ould be brought in 
dealing with rural housing altogether, 
and dealing in pariicular with houses 
for small farmers. 

If I eould get an assurance from the 
President that such an Act would be 
introduced, I would be quite willing to 
withdraw my amendment. I feel that 
tliis Act was never intended to apply to 
rural housing at the time it was 
drafted, and it was only as an after- 
thought that it was suggested it could 
be applied. It does not fit in as it is. 
I arn of opinion the opportunity should 
be given to the farmers, if they are in- 
clined to take advantage of it, to 
accept the grants available under this 
Act. 

The PRESIDENT: One of the first 
things a State must consider when it is 
providing a service is that the service 
should be an economic one. In this 
case if we were to cxtend these parti- 
culai* provisions to rural districts, 
the cost which the State would 
have to bear in order to make the ser- 
vice efficient would be jilmost equiva- 
lent to the grants that would be spent, 
and there would not be a good retum. 

I On the other hand, I am surprised at 
the Deputy\s statement. Take the 
representation—a very fine 
and intelligent representation—and 
looking at the members of it I am 
amazed to think that they have come 
out of insanitary dwellings. Looking 
at them and looking at my own party 
or at the party opposite, I am inclined 
to say that we ought all go to those 
insanitary dwellings if they can pro- 
duce sueh fine men as we see on the 
Farmers , benches. 

I do not tliink the Deputy has 
made a case for extending the 
provisions to rural areas. The diffi- 
culty of * examination, of inspection, 
and so on would be enormous, 
and I do not know that it would 
be even satisfactory to the farmers 
themselves. As regards the other part 
of the Bill dealing with the £250,000, 
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they have their advantage in that, and 
I would say—and I think it will be ad- 
mitted by the Farmers’ representatives 
and all sections of the Dáil—that the 
construction of suitable dwellings in 
urban areas has not had the same atten- 
tion as the eonstruetion of dwellings in 
rural areas. If onc were to make an 
examination one will íind that some- 
thing like 50,000 labourers , eottages 
have been constructed within the 
last 30 or 40 years t and in the 
urban areas up to two years ago 
the total number construeted, for 
much the same class of people in 
perhaps even more than 60 years, was 
less than 10,000. Mueh more has bccn 
done from the point of view of the 
eount.ry as a whole for the agricultural 
community than .for the ordinary in- 
dustrial or town-dwelling community. 
1 think it will be admitt.ed that the eost 
of inspection, examination, reporting, 
and so on would more than outweigh 
the advantages that would be derived, 
and I do not think the Deputy ought to 
press the extension of the provisions of 
the Bill to the rural areas. 

Mr. OOREY: The President probably 
is under the impression that what has 
been done for rural areas has been done 
by the State. Perhaps it is nevvs to him 
to know that wliat has been done thc 
rural areas have paid for. 

The PRESIDENT: Are you sure? 

Mr. OOREY : Certain. No grants 
have been given at all. 

The PRESIDENT : What? 

Mr. OOREY : I do not ljke this dis- 
tinction made in sub-section (2) of See- 
tion 3. The President assures us the 
provisions of the Bill with regard to 
building will apply to all the rural 
areas as well as the urban areas, but 
with regard to reeonstruetion he draws 
a distinctiorr which, to my mind, estab- 
lishes a bad precodent. He talks about 
the cost to the State. I would like to 
remind him that it is only a certain 
class of w T orker in the rural areas who 
has ever benefited by the building of 
houses or any of the Acts that have 
been put in force. I would like also 
to remind him that the people in the 
rural areas pay their share for the up- 


keep of the State. That may be news 
to him. I do not think anybody will 
at this stage deny the fact that the 
dwellers in the rural areas do pay their 
share for the upkeep of thc State, and 
when the Minister says that the rurai 
areas have benefited, it is only a very 
limited class there has bcnefited. As I 
said on a former occasion, the very 
small íarmers, thc men with two or 
three to twenty-five acres, are perhaps 
the most needy class of the community 
with regard to houses. No other class 
needs housing as badly as those small 
farmers or eottiers. Nothing has been 
done for them. In the matter of recon- 
struction or rebuilding they should 
have equal claim and equal facilities 
given to them as any other class in the 
community, and any Government or 
any Minister who would deny them 
that would not be, in my opinion. play- 
ing a fair gamo. 

Major BRYAN COOPER: If the Presi- 
dent is ignorant of the fact that rural 
communities contribute largely to the 
State, he must be particularly inatten- 
tivo to the speeches of the Minister for 
Agrieulture. The Minister for Agri- 
culturc has told us that the rural com- 
munities contribute over 70 per cent. 
of thc wealth of the State. I thought 
that 70 per cent. was graven in the 
heart of the President. The keen inr 
terest. that the Farmers’ Party are 
showing in this question makes it 
evident that the rural communities are 
deeply moved. I think the President 
would be well advised to adopt, if not 
Deputy Heffernan’s amendment, some 
amendmont of the same sort as thi$, 
bccause the Clause as it stands makos 
building outside the Corporation of 
Dublin impossible. And I think thaf 
is hardly desirable. There is no urban 
district—nothing but a rural district 
from the north-eastern corner of the 
City of Dublin. I do not think Raheny 
is an urban district, but once you get 
inland, and go right along round to the 
west until you come to Rathmines 
there is not another urban area. There 
is the South Dublin rural district and 
the Rathdown rural district. You will 
not be able to build houses in these 
areas except there happens to be a 
town with a population of not less than 
500. 
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The PRESIDENT: The Deputy mis- 
understands the Section. lt applíes to 
reconstruction. 

Major BRYAN COOPER: It is also 
desirable to reeonstruct. I do not 
know whether under this Bill you 
could reconstruct houses at Eilmain- 
ham even. That may be inside the 
City boundary. It possibly is. 

Mr. JOHNSON: But not insidc the 
Bill. 

Major BRYAN COOPER: You could 
not rcconstruet houses at Castleknock 
or at Clondalkin. I am not sure what 
the population there is, but surely those 
areas which are within fairly easy 
reach of the City are exactly those 
plaees to which you would want to 
move population. These are placcs 
where you can gct your building done 
rather more cheaply than in the City. 
I would like to know whether this 
amendment is merely opposed on ae- 
(*ount of administrative difflculties or 
whether there is a settled policy in the 
rresident’s mind, or is he thinking of 
ereating in Ireland something of the 
eonditions that exist on the plains of 
Northern ltaly where there are no vil- 
lages and where the whole rural 
pepulation lives in small towns about 
ten miles or so from onc another, 
and where the people of those 
towns go to their work in the 
morning by tram. I do not know. 
There are ccrtain advantages in that. 
You get morc civilised communities. 
You get the pictures and people 
possess more of the amenities of civilis- 
ation, and it makes agricultural life 
very much less dull. I am afraid if 
Deputy Egan were prescnt he would 
oppose me Jn this, as he rcgards pic- 
‘tures.as the last infirniity of the mind. 
I would like to kfíow if this clausc 
were put in on account of administra- 
tive difficulties or if the President- 
visualisés something óf the kind to 
which I have refcrred. That would 
give us an inside light on the future of 
agriculture in this country. 

Mr. CCNLAN: As one who has taken 
an activc part for many years in the 
administration of the Labourers Aets, 
which have provided housing accom- 
modation for thc greater part of the 
agricultura.1 labourers in the country, 

Vol. 6. 


I may say that those houses werc pro- 
vided by the ratepayers and not by the 
State. It is true that tlie Government 
at the time advanccd loans for the pur- 
pose of enabling the District Councils 
or Boards of Guardians as they were 
then, to build those houses. Thcse 
loans hrd to be repaid. And a very 
good plea which may be made for the 
class of pcrsons that would be aft’ectecl 
by Depuiy Heffernan's amendment is, 
that these very people, small farmers 
of some 10 to 15 or 20 or up to 30 
aeres, have contributed in rates to the 
loss and burdens east on the rates by 
thc building of those houses, because 
the rents which were fixed were not 
cconomie rents. They were not able 
to meet the repayments of the loans. 
Anyone travelling through the country 
at thc present tirne, and even persons 
not havmg thc fine aesthetic sense of 
Deputy Figgis, will be struck by the 
dilapidated condition of the houses of 
the small farmers. During the past 
few years owing to the high cost of ma- 
terials and the high cost of labour aiul 
all that, very little has bcen done by 
those people. We are aftorded this 
contrast—you have on the one hand 
now substantial labourers , dwellings, 
and on the other hand the tumblc- 
down dilapidated houses of the small 
farmers. I think thc Dáil will agret* 
that that is not a proper state of aftairs, 
and that something should be done to 
enable i í.e people of the rural parts to 
obtain chcent, comfortablc dwellings. 

The PRESIDENT: I am rather sur- 
prised at the* attitude that has been 
taken up on this particular measure. 
This is the first time in which the 
State has come forward to help or to 
contribute towards the provision of 
houses for all sectious of the eommun- 
ity within a certain figurc, within a 
figure o£ £200 to £500. It is the first 
time that thc State has come in. Now 
because we have not extended this par- 
ticular advantage in all directions, we 
arc eriticised for it. Deputies say that 
the rural communities have paid the 
interest and the Sinking Fund, and so 
on, on the loan for the labourcrs’ cot- 
tages. Now, what are the facts? It 
would be a great matter if people 
would pay a little more attention to 

g 2 
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exaet figures when spealdng about 
finanee. While labourers’ cottages 
were being built in the country the 
money was being loaned for the pur- 
pose of enabling thcm to be built. All 
that was charged to the loeal authori- 
ties in thc rural areas was £2 Is. 7d. per 
cent. Was the money borrowed at .62 
ls. 7d. per cent.? It was not. The 
usual price was, I think, somewhere 
about £3 5s. per cent., and in ordcr to 
get it. down to £2 1s. 7d. a contribu- 
tion had to be made by sornebody. It 
was made by the rest of the country to 
thc extent of 36 per ecnt. What hap- 
pencd in thc case of the various Urban 
authorities in the eountry? They had 
to borrow money at, £3 5s. per cent., 
and pay a Sinking Fund in addition. 
Now mark thc differenee between the 
two—you got money and you paid £3 
5s. per cent., being allowed 36 per cent. 
off, and your loan was paid off in 68 i 
years. That was in the eountry. In 
the case of the City of Dublin they 
borrowcd money and paid £5 Is. 7d. 
per cent. ’And then you say you de- 
rived no more advantage from this than 
what was the ease in the rest of the 
country. In other words, that no 
burden was laid upon the back of the 
State by reason of this housing activity 
in the rural areas. Now that is not the 
case. Go further, and avc are faced 
with the contrast, in the onc case of bad 
housing amongst the small farmers and 
others, and in the othcr case we point 
to the slum areas. Is there a compari- 
son betwcen the farmers’ liouses which 
are in a bad condition and the slum 
areas? You know there is not. 

Mr. GOREY : There is in favour of 
the slum area. 

The PRESIDENT : I am surprised at 
that. 

Mr. CONLON: The President has not 
been in the country. 

Mr. GOREY: He has not been in the 
bogs. 

The PRESIDENT: I have been in the 
country; I have spent a good deal of 
my time in the eountry. I have been 
through the slums, and anybody who 
says there is an advantage in favour of 
the slums knows nothing whatever 1 


about it. 1 have secn sights in the City 
of Dublin that w r ould appal the Far- 
mers 1 Representatives if they saw 
them. Those sights would appal them; 
they were shocldng sights, enough to 
make one's flesh erecp. I havc secn 
men lying along* the fioor in a large 
hall, as large as this, in something like 
cofíins. And the odour of the place was 
unbearablc. I could not remain in the 
room, I had to go outside. That was in 
a slum. I havc gone through slums 
that would almost suffocate one from 
the odour of the houses and the whole 
area. What are thc facts of the ease? 
We do not send people from the City 
to build the population in the country. 
We do not; but you send thcm in, and 
the drain on the country is enormous. 
The population of Dublin is only 60 
per cent. native l)orn. Otherwise, 40 
per cent. rnust comc in. Is not that an 
extraordinary drain ? 

Mr. HEFPERNAN : Where would 
you be without the country people? 

The PRESIDENT: The Deputy does 
not understand thc point of the argu- 
rnent at. all. We draw upon that. It is 
a field upon whieh we ought not to 
draw. If there be such a drain as that 
there ought to be reasons for it. If 
there are cases that could possibly be 
corrected, we ought to endeavour to 
correct them. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: The houses ar<e 
bad; that is the reason they are coming 
into the towns. 

The PRESIDENT: Prccisely, the 
houses are bad. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: ln the countrjr. 

The PRESIDENT: Wcll, if the 
houses are bad in the country how ate 
they able to keep up the supply? We 
are drawing from the country a con- 
tinual supply. I rcmember bcing pre- 
sent at a confercnce in 1914 called by 
the South Dublin District Rural Coun- 
cil, where a case was made for 
£1,000,000. A loan was asked for from 
the British Government of £1,000,000 
to build 10,000 labourers > cottages, or 
some number like that. The case put 
JJP nA f A or that was that there were 
/8,000 people in the rural areas who 
were living in dwellings whieh were 
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considered to be insanitary. Mark thc 
number, 78,000. Examine the census of 
the City of Dublin in the last ycar in 
which it was compiled—I think it was 
1911 — an <j you will íind that there were 
something like 20,000 families living 
in single-roomed tenement dwelling- 
houses, with as many as twclve people 
in one room. Is there any small far- 
mer with that numbcr living in onc 
room? 1 do not want these particular 
elaims to be put in eontrast, but I want 
Deputies t.o realise that if we make that 
claim in respect of urban arcas we 
make il on good grounds. Those cvil 
effeets ought to be remedied, and I am 
sure nol)ody would stand in the way of 
their being remedied and eonsidcred in 
rclation to the whole subject of lious- 
ing. lt. was because therc are in 
various urban districts houses which 
we thought might be arrested from go- 
ing into decay that we put in this par- 
ticular Section. There are various 
streets in this city, strcets which were 
fashionablc thoroughfares, of largc 
houses, lived in by wealthy people 40, 
50, 60 or 100 ycars ago which are now 
becoming tenements. Bcing used as 
tcnemcnts, they rapidly deteriorate. It 
was because we thought it might be 
possible to adapt some of thosc houses 
to supply three or four flats that we 
put in this, not. with the object of 
remedying or improving, or anyt.hing 
of that kind, but simply making thern 
decently habitable at. a lesser cost to us 
and to the community. It. is only for 
that purpose, and not. because a man 
had a .house that was in a bad state of 
repair and that. might possibly be 
renovated at the cost of the State. It. 
was on the assumption that a person 
# inight put up three or four times the 
amount we have down here. In the 
case of one of these large houses we 
might be able to get five flats at a cost 
of £300 to us, and at a cost of £700. 
£800, or £1,000 to t-he individual, where 
five families could be accommodated in 
decent conditions. It was for that pur- 
pose that this was put in,. and not to 
make a present to people who desire t'» 
improve tlieir dwellings. 

Mr. HEFPERNAN: When I put this 
amendmcnt on the Paper I had no in- 
tention of making a contrast between 
the slum conditions and the conditions 


in the country. This Bill has my very 
great support, and I think it has thc 
support of all Deputies on the Farmers r 
benches, in so far as it applies to the 
renovation of the slum areas. We are 
aware of the terrible conditions cf the 
slums; we do not need to be told about 
them here. We would be blind indced 
if we went through Dublin and did not 
recognise the terrible evils which have 
resulted from overcrowding. But, as a 
matter of fact., I am strongly inclined 
to think that this Bill will not affect 
thc actual people who are living in the 
slum areas, that is that the rent at 
whie.h these slurn houses will have to 
be let will make it an uneconomic pro- 
position for the present slum dwellers 
to reside in these houses, and I am 
strongly of thc opinion that these 
houses wil I be largely occupied, not by 
slum dwellers, but by people of the 
official, or lower official class, and 
people corresponding to them. Con- 
trasts have been made about the grants. 
[ had no intention of raising thesc mat- 
ters at all, because I do not thinlc it is 
a matter of what the urban dweller 
gets as against what the rural dweller 
gets. I think the (rovernment is, or 
should be, a Government. earnestly 
worldng for the good of all membcrs 
of the communit.y and not of the urban 
dweller as against the rural dwcller, 
and I had no intention in introducing 
this amendmcnt t.o make the contrast. 
I prcsume this Bill is only a start and 
that this is not the only grant that will 
be made. I am sure grants will be 
made in future, and I do feel that when 
the first. grant is hoing rnade we should 
not be excluded. 

We havc slums in the country almost 
—if not quite—as bad as in the citv. 
The people in them have certain advan- 
tages; they can go outside their houses 
and they have the pure air of heaven to 
breathe, which people have not in the 
cities, but the eonditions within these 
houscs are very nearly as bad, in many 
cases, as those *prevailing in the city 
dwellings. I am sure the President 
must be aware of the conditions existing 
in the West and North and in West 
Cork and West Kerry, aiid the 
class of houses occupied by small 
farmers in these places. Very 
often the whole family of seven, eight, 
or nine oceupy one room, or at the most 
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two rooms, with miserable thatched 
roofs, with the grass growing upon 
them, and these are slums, just as much 
as the slums in the city. As a matter 
of fact, my belief is this, that evcn 
if the grant is made to appíy to the re- 
construction of houses, it will not be 
availed of to any great extent, for the 
reason that the money will not be avail- 
abie to these farmei^s to build houses, 
but it may bc available in a few cases, 
and I really think that the President 
should considcr our amendment and 
make it available. I do not see why 
anv distinction should be made, and 
why a grant made availablc for the 
towns should not be made available for 
the country. I think the reason the 
President gave in regard to the inspec- 
tion is hardly a sound onc. I do not 
think the matter of inspection would be 
sufficiently expensivo to make it impos- 
sible to carry out this idca. I would 
ask the (fovernment to give our sugges- 
tion its very best consideration. 

Major COOPER : The President has 
made a very full and amj)le case í’or a 
very much larger and stronger measure 
than this, and I think that the feeling 
in his mind, and in the minds of every- 
body, is one ot' regret that we were not 
able to deal with this qucstion on a 
bigger scale. He has not quite met my 
point. It' you are able to reeonstruct 
houses, if you are going to make flats 
for the slum dweller, will you not do it 
more cheaply and under more sanitary 
conditions if you do it a little way out- 
side the city boundary? Under the 
Bill as it stands you can reconstruct 
houses in the city of Dublin; you can 
reconstruct a house, say, in Swords, but 
you cannot reconstruct a house along 
the road from Dublin to Swords. All 
over Dublin there are old houses. Some 
of them have fallen out of repair, and 
some of them are even going to fall 
down. 

I cannot believe that some of them 
are not suitable for reconstruction, and 
I do say it would be far better instead 
of reconstructing houses in a tenement 
area, where even if the conditions of 
.he houses are improved the conditions 
of the streets outside are not improved, 
nat you should get as many people as 
possible out of these streets into the 


* country, within reach of thcir work, 
) and w r here the children will get fresh 
air, and there will be a little more 
comfort and room to move about. I 
ask the President to give mean answer 
as to why we are not building houses 
in rural districts. If he would say 
4 4 contiguous to urban districts, M and 
put that in on the Report Stage it 
would nieet my case. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Amend- 
rnent 26 deals with that. 

Major COOPER: That does not givc 
seope enough. 1 think 440 yards is too 
little. 

The PRESIDENT : 1 iCt us under- 
stand what is meant. Let us take one 
of these houses the Deputy mentions, 
say, half-way betwcen Swords and 
Dublin. Is it really an attractive pro- 
position for four families to go out 
there and take up residence in one of 
these old places? 

Major COOPER: I was not suggest- 
ing half-way. I w r as suggesting about 
half a mile from Dublin. 

The PRESIDENT : Well, we are go- 
ing a quarter of a mile outside, and 
that is near it. 

Professor O’SULLIVAN : I agree that 
it is not a question so much as to the, 
eharactcr of tlie houses as to thc demand 
for the houses. In thc cities and urban 
areas you have a larger demand for 
them than in the country. I think thai 
is r(*ally why the sub-section dealinsf 
with liouses to be reconstructed should 
not be extended to the eountry, seeing 
that the money at the disposal of thé 
Ministry is comparatively small. ! 

Mr. CORISH: I have a certaiil 
amount of sympathy with the amend*- 
ment proposed by Deputy Ileffernan, 
because I recognise as rnuch as he does 
that there are small farmers in country 
areas who are not in a position to re- 
construet their houses, and who have 
allowed them, for one rcason or 
another, to deteriorate. But I cannot 
understand his amendment coming at 
this stage. One would think that at 
one of the later stages he would have 
thought fit to move an amendment that 
the £50,000 might be increascd to 
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something’ like £150,000. To my mind, 
all the diseussion about this thing is 
more or less a storm in a teacup, in 
vicw of thc fact that only £50,000 is 
available to reconstruet houses in the 
slum areas. I have a little knowledge 
of the slum areas in the various towns 
in lreland. 

I t,hink I would be right in stating 
that £50,000 could be spent in Dublin 
alone for the reconstruction of houses, 
and still this problem would not be 
solved. I do not think this is the time 
when the Government should be asked 
to extend this jiarticular Section of the 
Bill to the rural areas, becausc the 
money is not sufflcient. It* Dcputy 
Heffernan had been in earnest in thc 
rnattcr he should have moved under 
Clause 2 to have that increascd. I do 
not think there is any necessity to have 
a discussion as to the merits or demerits 
of the urban areas versus the rural 
areas. I think we are all imbued with 
the one idea, to help everybody who 
might be in need ot' it, but certainlj 7 the 
urban areas require the first attention, 
as the Prcsident said, and he has been 
in close touch with the slum areas in 
Dublin. The city of Dublin is a by- 
word all over the world so far as slum 
dwellings are eoncemed, and I think 
the Governmcnt ought to be congratu- 
Jated in concentrating on doing some- 
thing for the unfortunate citizens who 
dwell in tliem. 

Mr. GOREY: In reference to this 
amendment and to the discussion that 
has taken place on it, I had no ease in 
mv mind at ail wherc reconstruction 
would apply in t-he rural arcas, because 
in the rural areas not one of the houses 
occupied by thc class of people who 
need it most is capable of being recon- 
structed. It is the principle the sub- 
section establishcs I object to. I do 
not believe that £1,000 could be availed 
of in the rural areas in this connection. 
It is thc wording of this sub-section ex- 
cluding them I object to. ^There is no 
necessity for it at alí, for it will not 
be availed of for reconstruction in rural 
areas. I do not think there are ten 
houses in these areas that would bear 
reconstruction. The President. has 
instanced the case of the 

5 o’cloch. Dublin slums, and he con- 
trasts it with the rural areas. 


I do not think the contrast is quite cor- 
rect. ln the Dublin slums you have a 
house, and the conditions in these slums 
may bc abominable, terrible, but at 
least, you have the houses. In the rural 
areas you have not a house, you havc a 
hovel, and bravc man as the President 
is he would scarcely walk into somc of 
thcm for fcar they would tumble down 
on top of him. \ r ou have a house of 
one or two rooms with a thatched roof, 
a mud wall, and a mud íloor. These 
are the conditions in the country, and 
verv largcly in thc constituency Deputy 
Protessor O’Sullivan reprcscnts, and in 
constituencies other Dcputies represent. 
There are whole country-sidcs where 
the population lives under these condi- 
tions. and they are not buildings at all. 
In Dublin you have t.he buildings; you 
havc something you can reconstruct; 
while, as I have said, in the country 
you havc only hovels scareely fif for 
pigs to live in. I wonder how people 
have lived in theni so long. 

The only advantage they have is 
fresh air, the air of the bogs, and thc 
migration into thc towns to rcplace 
their dwindling population. I think 
that has been the natural process not, 
alone in Dublin but in every c.ity in the 
world, no matter what. the sanitary 
conditions are. You will probably find 
as hardy a population as and á smaller 
death-rate in the slums than you do in 
the big eommereial communities in the 
cities. You nced but look at the names 
over the business houses in Dubliii and 
you will find them changing and being 
replaced by the namcs of people who 
have come from the country, just as 
you will find the slums made up by the 
country population. I do not think 
this particular sub-section will help 
the country, but I objeet to it for the 
rcasons I have given. 

Mr. 0’MAHONY: I am glad Deputy 
Gorey has realised the weak point in 
the sub-section, and that is that only 
a very small percentage of the houses 
of these farmers would be capable of 
reconstruction. It would be pure wastc 
of time to ask architects to inspect 
them. Many of them are built of mud 
walls, and it would be much easier and 
cheaper to build new houses than to 
attempt to deal with them by recoii- 
struction. In so far as the Bill can be 
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of pracitical use in connection with the 
farmers’ dwellings, thcy have every- 
thing but one clause in thc Bill that 
they will be eapable of availing of. 
Even if they were able to avail of the 
full benefits of tlie Bill there is only 
one-sixth of the monies earmarked in 
favour of reconstruction, and the rural 
share of that would bc relatively very 
small. 

Mr. 60REY: Therefore, there is no 
necessity for the sub-section. 

Mr. 0’MAH0NY: Well, it makes 
the position more definite, and it 
avoids the unnecessary expense that 
would be involvcd in bringing down 
architects to inspect these houses, and 
I believe in ninety-nine cases out of 
one hundred they would report them 
as béing unfit for reconstruction. I 
agree with the Deputy, of course, as 
regards differentiation, but after all 
that has no practical effect on the 
benefits the rural community can dcrive 
under the Bill. I rcalise that the posi- 
tion of many small farmers is such 
that they arc entitled to the full bene- 
'fits of the Bill, and 1 say that thc full 
benefits in 99 out of 100 eases, in so far 
as their Association is concerned, will 
be derivcd with respect to the con- 
struction of new houses and not in re- 
constructing old houses, because the 
number of old houses capable of recon- 
structlon in the rural areas is abso- 
lutely negligible. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I deprecate any 
tendency to pitting the rural slum 
against the urban slum. We are all 
agreed that both ought to be abolished 
and replaced by decent habitations, 
and if it is to be a test as to how 
rapidly they will be abolished then it 
is a good thing. But, to be pitting 
the sores of one section of the com- 
munity against the other for the pur- 
pose of competing for certain State 
subsidies is not very satisfactory, and 
might lead rather to discord than har- 
mony in a matter of this kind. I think 
there is a tendency to forget the inten- 
tion of the Bill, which was to facilitate 
the provision of dwelling-houses; in 
other words, to relieve the pressure. 
While it is very desirable that the rural 


slum should be abolished and replaced 
by a better habitation it is not quite as 
true to say that the bad house in- 
habited by the small farmer is in the 
same position as the urban slum or thc 
semi-urban slum. There is a house, no 
matter how bad it is, and as a rule it is 
not occupied by two or three families, 
as is so often the case in the town. I 
am inclined to support the delction of 
this sub-section, first because I do not 
think it is necessary, and sccondly be- 
cause it puts a limit to towns having 
less than 500 people. 1 have in mind 
towns or villages, or the remains of 
towns which havc less than 500 people, 
where the people are living in very 
slummy conditions, where the housing 
conditions are as bad as in the City of 
Dublin and where there are houses or 
buildings within a very short distancc 
of the towns whieh might be reeon- 
structed if the Bill allowed it. It is a 
pity, I think, to introduce a Sectioo 
which would prevent the possibility of 
an old house in an old town being re- 
eonstruetcd to provide habitations for 
peoplc living in overcrowded slums 
within twenty or thirty yards of 
the big untenantcd or partly ten- 
anted housc. It seems to mc 
that even on that score this amend- 
ment should be accepted. I think 
there are provisions in the Bill 
which would allow the Minister to prc- 
scribe the conditions under which any 
grants would be given, and that alone 
would prevent the £50,000 which, if 
there were no such provisions, might 
easily bc swallowed up under a system 
of reconstruction of rural dwellings, 
being swallowed up in a short time. 
I think it is not fair or reasonable, and 
it certainly is not necessary that a re- 
stricting provision of this kind should 
be inserted in the Bill. As Deputy 
Heffernan has pointed out, it does seem 
to create a precedent which it is not 
desirable to create if it can be avoided 
and if it is not necessary. I suggest to 
the President that he could well accept 
the amendment, and by doing so the 
Bill would be improved, inasmuch as it 
would providc for the possibility of re- 
lieving the pressure in these small 
towns which, as I say, are as slummy 
even as the worst slums in Dublin city, 
and, I thinlc I may say, in the Presi- 
dent ’s own constituency. 



941 llousing (Building Facilities) 13 Febrtjary, 1924. Bill, 1924 —Third Stage. 942 

The PRESIDENT: A population of that I mentioned earlier in the day, 


less than 500? 

Mr. JOHNSON : I think so. 

The PRESIDENT: I would be glad 
to consider any cascs of that sort that 
would be put up if it were con- 
sidered advisable to insert an enabling | 
Section. But the cost to the Ministry 
would be cnormous in sending round 
from place to placc, visiting one house 
in one district, another in another, and 
so on. The return would not justify 
the considcrable amount there would 
be spent upon it. This particular Sec- 
tion, to my mind, would scarcely bc a 
suecess from the point of view of pro- 
viding accommodation for people who 
have not got it at present, but only in 
thc event of getting the type of house 

Tá. 

Pádraig F. Baxter. ] 

Seán Buitlcir. | 

John Conlan. I 

Séamus Eabhróid. 

David Hall. 

Connor Hogan. 

Tomás Mac Eoin. 

Risteárd Mac Fheorais. 

Pádraig Mac Fhlannchadha. 

Patrick McRenna. 

Tomás de Nogla. 

Níl. 

Richard H. Beamish. 

Earnán de Blaghd. 

Séamus de Burca. 

John J. Cole. 

Máighréad Ní Choileáin Uí 
Dhrisceóil. 

Patrick J. Egan. 

Osmond Grattan Esmonde. 

Henry J. Finlav. 

John Good. 

John Hennigan. 

Tomás Mac Artúir. 

Seosamh Mac Bhrighde. 

Domhnall Mac Cárthaigh. 

Pádraig Mac Fadáin. 

Pádraig Mac Giollagáin. 

Seán Mac Giolla ’n Ríogh. 

Eoin Mac Néill. 

Liam Mac Sioghaird. 

Liam Mag Aonghusa. 

Amendment 

Mr. 0’MAH0NY: I beg to move 
amendment 25:— 

In Sub-section (2) after the word 
“ Houses ” in each case on line 33 to 
insert the words “ or buildings.” 

This follows on the acceptance of 
amendment No. 2 on yesterday. 

Améndment agreed to. 

Mr. O’MAHONT: I heg to move 


that ís, one whieh has not yet become 
a tenement. I do not anticipate there 
will be the activity under this Section 
which is represented by the amount of 
money involved. I \yish it were pos- 
sible and likcly, but I do not know that 
it is. In any case, while there may be, 
in certain towns, cases for considera- 
tion under this head, I am not satisfied 
that even those cases would warrant 
us in committing the Ministry to such 
a considerable amount of moncy as is 
involved. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE 

took thc Chair at this stage. 

Amendment put. 

Thc Dáil divided:—Tá, 22; Níl, 38. 

Tomás O Conaill. 

Aodh O Cúlacháin. 

Eamon 0 Dubhghaill. 

Donchadh S. O Guaire. 

Mícheál R. 0 hlfearnáin. 

Seán O Laidhin. 

Domhnall O Mocháin. 

Domhnall 0 Muirgheasa. 

Tadhg O Murchadha. 

Pádraig O hOgáin (An Clár). 

Nicholas Wall. 


Seosamh Mag Craith. 

Peadar O hAodha. 

Criostóir O Broin. 

Seán O Bruadair. 

Próinsias 0 Cathail. 

Eoghan O Dochartaigh. 

Séamus N. O Dóláin. 

Peadar S. O Dubhghaill. 

Eamon S. O Dúgáin. 

Aindriú O Láimhín. 

Séamus 0 Leadáin. 

Fionán 0 Loingsigh. 

Thomas 0’Mahony. 

Séamus 0 Murchadha. 

Seán M. O Súilleabháin. 

Séan Príomhdhail. 

Patrick W. Shaw. 

Liam Thrift. 

Liam T. Mac Cosgair. 

declared lost. 
amendment 26: ^ 

In sub-sectión (2) after the figures 
“ 1854/ 1 in line 35, to insert the 
words “ or to a house or building 
situate within 440 yards of the 
nearest point of the boundary of such 
County Borough, or Urban District 
■ or town having Óommissioners. , ‘ 

I will not occupy the time of the Dáil 
in putting forward my reasons for this 
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amendment, as I understand the Presi- 
dent is willing to aceept it. 

The PRESIDENT: Yes. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Before this amend- 
ment is accepted, I woitld urge that the 
point 440 yards should be extended to 
880 yards, and that it should be made 
refer not only to County Borough or 
Urban Districts or towns having Com- 
missioners, but to towns having not less 
than five hundred inhabitants. What- 
ever case there may be for one type of 
town surely applies to the other. I do 
not think that there is any conflict be- 
tween the two ideas, except that it will 
bring a largcr number of towns into 
eonsideration. 

Mr. GOREY : I intended to appeal on 
the sanie lines as Deputy Johnson. 
These restrictions ereate an atmosphere 
of distrust among the people we rcpre- 
sent. I do not likc this question of 
distinctions. These distinctions obtain i 
in nearly every Government depart- 
ment. They obtain in the Post Office. 
People living outside a certain area | 
have to bear undue hardships. They 
have to pay a shilling for the dclivery 
of telegrams. We will not have thesc 
distinctions, if we can help it. 

Mr. 0’MAH0NY : Perhaps it would 
have been better if I had explained my 
reason for extending the area for 
building in the case of reconstructed 
houscs. There arc some urban arcas 
that have no available sites. In many 
cases people who carry on their busi- 
ness in the urban area are eompelled to 
live outside it—generally close to the 
town. Take the town of Fermoy: the 
population, according to the last cen- 
sus, was over 6,800. The area of the 
township is only 325 aeres. The town 
of Mallow has a population of under 
5,000, and the area is 1,600 aeres. The 
same opportunity for obtaining sites 
does not prevail in Permoy as prevails 
in Mallow. The same thing applies to 
Youghal where, with a lesser popula- 
tion than Fermoy, the urban area is 
close upon 1,200 aeres. 

This Bill follows upon the existing 
housing arrangement of the Govem- 
ment. The housing scheme that is 
being carried out by the Govemment at 
present providing a large subsidy for 
local authorities is conftned exdusive\y 


( to urban and to borough areas. When 
the question of housing proposals was 
before the Dáil some time ago I made a 
suggestion in íavour of the erection of 
these houses in the future by private 
enterprise, as public undertakings were 
known to be costly, ineffective and slow. 
The natural result of the adoption of 
the suggestion 1 madc would have been 
to confine the operations of this Bill ex- 
clusivelv to the compass of the areas 
under the present housing scheme; that 
is the urban and borough areas. But 
the Government did not restrict them- 
selves to those areas. They extended 
them to thc rural arcas, acting in a 
very generous manner in so far as the 
provisions of this Bill are concemed. 
In so far as effectivencss is concerned, 
the Govcrnmcnt are giving under the 
provisions of this Biil identically the 
same privilegcs to the rural areas as to 
the urban areas. So far as Deputy 
Johnson’s suggestion is concerned, to 
extend this limit to 880 yards instead 
oL' 440 yards, I am in agreement with 
it if thc President can see his way to 
accept it. As to thc suggcstion that it 
should apply to towns ot' a population 
of 500, I think that will be íound im- 
1 possible to earry out. As far as I 
know, these towns have no definite 
boundaries. They are not areas in the 
sarne sense as urban areas, the aroas 
under Town Commissioners or borough 
areas. 'They have no definite 
boundaries. You have no point from 
which to measurc, and the same eon- 
gestion does not jrrevail in them as ííl 
the case of the other areas. The same 
reason that would suggest an extensioii 
such as I have proposed in this amend- 
ment does not apply to these eases. The 
only variation of my amendment that 
commends itself to me, if the President 
will accept it, is to substitute 880 yards 
for 440 yards. 

Major COOPER : I think the Presi- 
dent intimated that hc was prepared 
to aceept this amendment. Before 
doing so may I suggest to him that the 
distance might be extended. If you are 
going to knock out all towns of a popu- 
lation of 500, you might allow some 
further distance from the boundaries 
of the nearest urban district or town 
commissioners’ area. I am thintóng 
mostiy of my own constituency. I sup- 
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pose we all arc. Takc Rathfarnham, 
which is a rural district, and yet on 
the tram line. Surcly it would not be 
unreasonable to build houses a half a 
mile from Rathfarnham boundary. 
Dundrum is a rural area. If this 
amendment is acceptcd it would not be 
.included. And yct it is a vóry suitable 
place for the rcconstruction of houses. 
It is within four minutes’ rail of thc 
city. Unless you allow at lcast half a 
mile vou cannot do any reconstruction 
work in this district. My personal con- 
viction is that il! we arc to taclde the 
slum areas in Dublin, the first thing 
we have got to do is to move the pcople 
out of the eity. The pcople of the slums 
must be houscd somewhete, and I 
think it is on the íringes of the city 
that we shall be most casily able to 
place tliem. 

The PRESIDENT: It may possibly 
have loft some doubt in the minds of 
Deputics when I stated that the maxi- 
mum claim that could be put íorward 
on behalf of the rural areas in 1914 
was that somethiug like 78,000 persons 
were housed under unsanitary condi- 
tions in the rural areas of all Ireland— 
that is, the t.hirty-two counties. The 
facts are that while that was the ease 
in the rural areas, in the City of Dub- 
lin aloue something likc the same num- 
ber bf persons werc living in single- 
room tenement dwellings. This Bill 
seeks, as far as its limits will alloiv, 
to deal with the congestion. Iu order 
to extcnd it beyond the areas we have 
outlined in the measure, some case 
ought to be put up for its necessity in 
those areas rather than ©ne of “ Give 
us as much as anybody else is gctting. ,> 
The case in the urban arcas and in the 
towns with a population down to 500 
is an intense case. It could not possibly 
be worse. I was speaking to the Town 
Clerk of Dublin this morning, and I 
said, “ You may not have done much, 
but at any rate for the last three or five 
years you have put up as great a pro- 
portion of houses as—if not greater 
than—you put up for any othcr 
given period of years.” He said 
that was so. I said: ‘ * Have 

you kept pace with deteriora- 
tion? Has the accommodation you 
have provided within these years 
made up for fhe number of houses 
which had to be closed?” He said: 


“ No, it did not; if we were to build 
1,000 houses every year for the next 
five years we would do no more than 
keep pace with deterioration. J * I 
would ask Deputics to look at that 
angle of the problem and not to con- 
sidcr only what is a fair distribution or 
otherwise of this particular sum that 
we are setting apart for reconstruction 
of houses. If the case bc put up to us 
that there are a eertain number of 
towns in various parts of the country 
which contain houses which admit of 
rcconstruction and which will be ex- 
cluded if w’e do not make some provi- 
sion for them in the Aet, I am prepared 
to considcr that. But what you arc 
asking me to eonsider now r is a poten- 
tial numbcr oí* houscs that might be 
adaptcd. I have only got again to say 
that it is a very particular class of 
house that will lcnd itsclf to recon- 
struction, and you arc imposing upon 
thc Ministry of Local Governmcnt tlie 
duty of getting inspcctors to motor 
írom one part of thc country to another 
to look at houses tcn milcs apart. This 
w r ork would oecupy an immense 
amount of timc; it would necessitate 
thc cxpcnditure of a good deal of 
moncy, and in the long run might re- 
sult in very littlc good. Is it the case 
that in any of these towns thcre are 
houses that would lcnd themselvcs 
to rcconstruction so as to provide 
thrce or íour sclf-contained flats? 
Do ive not know% in substance 
that there are very few such 
houscs in thc country? I submit it 
w r ould be only reasonable for me to ask 
for evidence of thc fact that there are 
| such prcmises in towns of not less than 
500 population in w r hich there is con- 
gestion. A case for adapting this 
measure* to meet those particular towns 
should be made before we ask the 
Ministry of Loeal GoVernmcnt to have 
architects and officials eternally on the 
march and secing vcry little rcturn for 
their work. Because of the cxtra- 
ordinarily hígh cost and the highly 
problematical results which would be 
realised I think this should not be 
enacted. I agree to the proposal re- 
garding the 880 yards. 

Amendment, as amended (880 yards 
ilistead of 440), put and agreed to. 

Mr. BAXTER : The next amendment 
is in the name of Deputy Heffernan, 
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and it was contingent on the passing of 
a previous amendment. It is as 
follows:— 

After sub-section (2) to insert a 
new sub-section as follows:— 

“ Nothing in this Act shall be con- 
strued so as to prevcnt the making of 
a grant in rcspeet to the building or 
reconstruction of a house by the 
owner of an agricultural holding, on 
that holding, and no conditions shall 
be prescribcd which may have the ef- 
fcct of obstructing the obtaining of 
the prcscribed grants by sueh person 
under the Act. ,> 

On bchalf of Deputy Heffernan, I de- 
sire to say that the amendment will not 
be moved. 

Mr. GOREY : Before you depart from 
that, it was only with regard to recon- 
struction. I think the rest of the 
amendment must be considered from 
our point of view. 

The PRESIDENT: I would like to 
disabuse the Deputy 's mind. This Bill 
does not restric.t farmers or other per- 
sons, but you cannot ask for them 
special facilities denied to residents in 
the towns. Take this particular sub- 
seetion: “ No eondition shall be pre- 
scribed which may have the effect of 
obstructing the obtaining of the pre- 
scribed grants by such person under the 
Act. M What does that mean? I take 
it to mean that if you want to build an 
8-room house, you must get the £100 
grant. You are not debarred. If you 
show us where you are debarred in any 
place, from cover to cover in the Bill, 
we are prepared to consider it. But 
why have special mention of it? It 
would be open to Deputy MacCarthy, 
who represents a large area of the city 
of Dublin, or to Deputy Doyle, to say 
thé sarae thing in regard to persons 
living in the towns because the word 
“ urban ” does not occur in the Bill, so 
far as I am aware, in dealing with the 
provision of new houses. Therefore, it 
is not necessary in this case. 

Mr. GOREY: We accept the Presi- 
dent’s assurance, given before, and now 
repeated, and wc are quite satisfied. 
Amendment not movcd. 

Question put:—“ That the Section, 
as amended, stand part of the BiU.” 
Agreed. 


SECTION 4. 

(1) The person to whom a grant is 
made under this Act in rcspect of the 
erection or reconstruction of a house 
shall not at any time bcfore the 26th 
day of Jun-e, 1926, scll or lease that 
house at a pricc, fine or rent exceed- 
ing the appropriate price, fine or rent 
speeified in Part I. of the Schedule to 
this Act. 

(2) If any person to whom a grant 
has bcen made under this Act con- 
travenes any of the provisions of the 
foregoing sub-section he shall be 
guilty of an offence under this Act 
and shall be liabic on summary con- 
viction to a fine not exceeding £100. 

Mr. DUGGAN: I beg to move the 
followi ng amendment:— 

To delete Scction 4 and to substi- 
tute therefor a new Seetion as fol- 
lows:— 

(1) A house in respect of the 
erection or reconstruction of which 
a grant is made under this Act 
shall not at any timc before the 
26t)i day of June, 1926, be sold or 
leased at a price, fine or rent ex- 
ceeding the appropriate price, fine 
or rent specified in Part I. of the 
Schedule to this Act. 

Provided that in the case of a re- 
constructed house to which thé In- 
crease of Rent and Mortgage In- 
terest (Restrictions) Act, 1923, 
applies, the rent shall not- exceed 
the rent allowable under that Act, 
but the perccntage increase allow*- 
able under sub-section 1 (a) of Sec- 
tion 8 of that Act shall be calcu- 
lated on the amount of cxpenditure 
referred to in that sub-seetion, less 
rhe value, to be determined by the 
Minister, of any assistance granted 
under this act in respect of the re- 
construction. 

(2) If any person contravenes 
any of the provisions of the fore- 
going sub-section he shall be guilty 
of an offence under this Act, and 
shall be liable on summary convic- 
tion to a fine not exceeding £100. 

The objects of this amendment are 
threefold. ln the first place the object 
is to atfach the conditions as to sale and 
leasing to the house itself and not to 
thp original builder, so that the house 
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will remain bound by the conditions 
after it ,has left tjie builder's hands. 
In the second place the object is to 
make provision for a possible conflict 
between the limitations against this Sec- 
tion and the limitations imposed in the 
Increase of Rent Act on the amount of 
rent, the intention being that in no case 
is thc rent to exceed the amount 
allowcd by the Increase of Rent Act. 
In the third place the object is to altcr 
sub-sectíon (2) so that any person who 
contravenes any of the provisions of the 
foregoing sub-section shall be liable to a 
penaity # and not merely the person to 
whom the grant was originally made. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I would like the 
Minister to explain more clcarly than 
has been done what is meant by the re- 
ference shall be calculated on the 
amount of expenditure referred to in 
that. sub-section, Jcss the valuc, to be 
determined by the Minister, of any 
assistance granted under this Act in re- 
spect ol* the rcconstruction. ,, 1 would 
like some explanation to be given to the 
Dáil of that. It might be assumed 
that the grants would be in all cases the 
full amount speciíied in the schedules. 

The PRESIDENT: It is meant to 
convey that whatever grant is given it 
will not be the subject of calculation by 
the landlord for an inerease in rent. I 
think on re-consideration we may have 
to make an amendmcnt to this particu- 
lar Section. I notice that a three- 
roomed house is to be let at 7/4J. I do 
not think it will be possible to recon- 
struct houscs so as to let them in self- 
eontained flats, at that pricc. I am in- 
formed that as a matter of fact per- 
sons could take over these houses and 
let them at a much higher rent than 
2/6 a room without committing them- 
selves to any expense in reconstruction 
so as to make the houses into self- 
contained flats. I may have to review 
that on the Report Stage. The inten- 
tion there is that in the event of a 
grant being made towards reconstruc- 
tion, a percentage increase in the rent 
charged would be allowed less the sum 
the Minister would allow for the re- 
construction. 

Major OOOPER: If this Section is 
going to be considered on Report, may 


I suggest to the President that the 
penalty is scarcely adequate? The 
Section states: u A fine not exceeding 
£100. ” The maximum price for which 
a man may sell a house is £450. Sup- 
posc he were able to sell it for £600, 
he would be able to pay his penalty and 
at the same time put £50 in his poeket. 
Will the President consider the ques- 
tion of an excess over the purchase 
price? 

The PRESIDENT : AU we lose is 
£100, and if we get that back we will 
make a present of the remainder. 

Mr. A. BYRNE: I do not know if I 
am in order now, but I would like to 
ask the President the mcaning of the 
word “ grant ” in this Bill. I would 
like to have some information regard- 
ing the remission of rates. Suppose a 
builder refuses to accept your cash 
grant because of the eonditions sur- 
rounding it, is there anything to debar 
that builder from getting a concession 
from the local Council giving him a 
remission of the rates on the building 
he erects out of his own money, with- 
out applying for thc Government 
grant ? A case has been put to me in 
which a builder is prepared to build a 
house with his own money sooner than 
avail of the faeilities in this Bill. The 
Corporation of Dublin quite rccently 
adopted a report—I do not know 
whether this Bill takes the powers from 
them now—under which anybody who 
wanted to build a house on virgin soil 
within three years shall be facilitated 
to the extent that thc Corporation will 
make the roads and scwers free of 
ehargc. If this Bill passes, can the 
Corporation do that work for the pri- 
vate builder who does not want to avail 
of the cash grants contained in this 
Bill, or ean they, under the scale men- 
tioned here, give a remission of rates 
for twenty years? I would be glad if 
the President would give me some in- 
formation on th*e point. The mattcr has 
been put to me by persons interested in 
house building. 

The PRESIDENT: I do not. know 
that it would be possible for them to 
take something and lcave the rest as 
far as this Bill is concerned. This Bill* * 
as the Deputy knows, is a complex 
measure whieh seeks to provid'e for a 
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elass, as I explained before, between 
the sums of £250 and £400. It needs a 
speeial effort. The Statc subscribes a 
certain sum; it enables local autho- 
rities to make a further grant, and it 
prescribes that only a pereentage of 
rates shall be eharged against the per- 
son oecupying the house for a certain 
numbcr of years, and for all those con- 
cessions made there is a set pricc laid 
down for the sale of the house. In 
that case the State bears a portion and 
the local authority bears a portion. 
We anticipated the othcr two contract- 
ing'parties, thc employers and the em- 
ployees, would of themsclves eontri- 
bute something. If there is a case made 
now that one of the parties to that par- 
ticular part of the eontract says, “ No, 
we would rather take something that 
is there and givc us a free hand with 
regard to the rcst/ , what is to prevent 
thc other side saying, “ This is not a 
time when we ought to be called upon 
to put forward a maximum effort be- 
causc somebody is going to make 
money out of it. ” 

Obviously, i£ a builder wants somc 
concession to be given to him and to 
avoid all the other obligations we are 
not in a position to ask the maximum 
contribution from the other two parties 
to the agrecment. If the Corporation 
were incíined and they put up a pro- 
position to us in the shape of a Bill 
from themselves we would bc prepared 
to give it consideration. It is not on 
all fours with the purpose of this Bill, 
and I think we ought not to deal with 
it in this Bill. 

Mr. LYONS : Will the same conces- 
sion be given to every public body if 
they wisli, say, to allow a big number 
of ratepayers to do this? As far as I 
can see, l)eputy B^rnc’s question 
means that a man could withhold the 
rates in lieu of a grant. If this wcre 
given I think it would be very bad 
policy indeed from thc ^ 0 ^ 0 ^ point 
of view, and from the ratepayers , point 
of view. The ratepayers would in 
other cases then try to get the same 
concession by withholding rates in lieu 
of the grant. There is anpther point 
of view in this Section 4. That is, the 
provision in the case of the reconstruc- 
tion of houses, “ shall not exceed the 
amount allowed under the Act. M What 


does that mean? Docs it mean that 
the question I raised on the Second 
Reading, that there will be no increase 
of rent allowed 021 the portion of the 
advancc and the poition of the grant 
given by the Government ? Would the 
person who would get the gi^ant be in 
a position to charge an increased rent 
on the ground that he can charge on 
his own expenditurc—am I right in 
that? 

The PRESIDENT: That is the inten- 
tion. As regards the other point, it is 
for the locaí authoritiefi to put up a 
ease for the remission of rent in the 
event of the buildings being con- 
structed on vacant sites or 011 virgin 
soils and so on. It is not for us ahvays 
to be leading the pace. We ought to 
gct some assistance from persons 
having some knowledge of this work. 
There is a danger, as the Deputy says, 
that the ratepayers may say: 
“ We ought also to have a 
rclief from the rates. ,, But where 
is the moncy to come from? One 
could go too far in this matter. It is a 
dangerous principle. Even what we 
have ourselves put forward in the Bill 
of remitting rates for a period is a dan- 
gerous principle, because the people 
who get these houses will not bear their 
share of the burden for 20 years. But 
it must bc admitted that they are in a 
very different position to their brothers 
who had houses built 10 years ago, and 
at a much smaller priced market and 
who had the bcnefit of occupying the 
houses at a fair rent for the past 10 
years. These houses, 110 matter how 
one calculates the advantage given by 
the State or the local authorities, are, 
nevertheless, very much dearer than 
the same class of house built in 1914, or 
previously would have been so far as 
the rents are concerned. But the exist- 
ing burden must be distributed as 
fairly as possible, and the distribution 
is not always perfcct. It is, however, 
the best thing we can do in this ease. 

Mr. LYONS: Is the President aware 
that in the towns thcre is an awful 
amount of outstanding rates? What I 
want to know before this particular 
clause is inserted in the Bill is this—Is 
a person who may owe £100 in rates at 
present to be in a position to come in 
and say: “I intend to reconstruct 
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thesc houses which havc not paid rates, 
and I dcmand my right to withhold the 
rates in lieu of a grant. ,> I quite 
agrce that if ratepayers have paid up 
their ratcs in full, and then if thcy 
intcnd to reconstruct that it would be 
right to allow this portion of the grant 
in lieu of rates. But I do not agree that 
people who owe rates should be allowed 
to comc in now and make their claim 
successfully. 

The PRESIDENT: I suggest to the 
Dcputy that he should hancl over sueh 
ratepa.vers to the Cumann na mBan to 
be destroyed. 

Mr. LYONS: lu that case I think I 
should hand ovcr half the 
6 o’cloch. Saorstát. 

Amendment put and agreed 
t o. 

Mr. MORRISSEY : There is an 
amendment standing in my name 
(amcndment 29), and as the first part 
of the amendment has been accepted in 
Deputy Duggan's amendment, I desire 
the leave ot* the Dáil to withdraw my 
amendment. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Mr. LYONS: I wish to ask for leave 
to withdraw my arnendment (No. 30). 
It. vsays: In sub-section (1), line 38, to 
insert after the word “ person ” the 
words “ or persons. M 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I beg to move the 
amendment standing in the name of 
Deputy Corish. It is:— 

“ It shall not be lawful for any 
person at any tirne beíore the 26th 
day of June, 1926, to transfer or ac- 
cept the transfer of an option or 
agrcement to purchase, lease or rent 
a house in respeet of the ereetion or 
reconvStruction of which a grant is 
made under this Act in return for the 
payment of any sum or the giving of 
any other consideratión . 9 9 
The object is to prevent the possibility 
of (to use a word which has come into 
common use) wangling, between a 
builder and his friends, and to really 
embody the intentions of the last new 
Section—Section No. 4—which has 


been agreed to for still further restric- 
tions on the possibilities of making a 
profit out of a State subsidy. I think 
the Minister will recognise the neces- 
sity for preventing the sale of options. 
Probably the amendment is quite clear. 

The PRESIDENT : I wonder does 
that amendment meet the purpose in 
view? It appears to me to be very in- 
volved. What Deputy Corish had in 
mind was that thero was to be no key 
money or a partieular option outside 
thc price. Now, I do not know that 
the passing of this particular clause 
would effcct that purpose. If it does, 
I have no objection to it, but it appears 
to me that no mattcr how one words 
a Section of this sort that there is a 
possibility of a Joophole, a transfer or 
re-transfer, or a boxing up one way or 
another, in which it may be evaded. 
Each transfer costs money, and to that 
extent the oftener the transfer takes 
place the more costly it is. Now, I am 
not satisficd that this is watcrtight as 
it stands, or any more watertight than 
the one we have put down. I am pre- 
pared to have it examined to that ex- 
tcnt to see if it could be done. But I 
think one could easily slip in with re- 
gard to that, and possibly not come un- 
der the clause, where they would be 
liable to a fine of £100. 

Mr. GOCD: But there is a difference 
in Ihis clause and the preceding 
one whieh has been adopted. The pre- 
ceding clause says that a house could 
not be sold at a price exceeding" the 
figure laid down in the Schedule. This 
new Section goes further, and say§ that 
a house cannot be transferred. It is 
quite obvious you cannot sell a house 
if you cannot transfer it. It would be 
rather against the interests of the Bill 
that the house cannot be sold at the 
figure mentioned in the Schedule, for 
this would do away with the right to 
sell at the rate set out in the Schedule, 
if the owner is prohibited from selling. 

The PRESIDENT: That is what I 
feared about this particular amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HEWAT: Might I suggest that 
the amendment is not of any particu- 
lar advantage to the Bill. The prin- 
ciple underlying this Bill has often 
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been repeated and that is of unneces- 
sary Governmental interference in con- 
nection with dealing in those houses. 

Aftcr all, is not thc purpose of the 
Bill mainly to get houses built and to 
get them built as quickly as possible? 
Where is the object of putting in a 
number of restrictions that seem to be 
trying to providc for every possible 
contingencyV You cannot do it. In 
other words. thc main idea is that 
nobody is to make anything out of it at 
all. Human nature will not allow you 
to c*arry that very far. People will 
make money here and there, and all the 
Acts of Parliament that you put on the 
Statute Book will not prevent dealing 
in these houses. I think thc clause is 
making the Bill more involved than is 
necessary, and I do not think it will do 
any good. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I would ask the 
Deputy to notc that there is a restric- 
tion in the Bill, and that the subsidy is 
being given on condition that the rcntal 
charged. for instance, shall be 
restricted to a certain sum and that the 
price of the housc shall be within a 
ccrtain limit. If there were no such 
protective clause as this, the intention 
of those restrictions may well be lost. 
The builder will receive his subsidy and 
there may be a transfer any time be- 
tween now and July, 1926, and the 
benefit of the subsidy would be gained 
by somebod/ for whom it was not 
intended, but there will be profit-mak- 
ing in the State subsidy. If it is in- 
tended that the Bill should allow that, 
I will not quarrel very much with it be- 
cause I do not think the Bill is going to 
do very much good, and, therefore, I 
am somcwhat careless on that point. 
What I am trying to ensure is that the 
intentions of the Bill should be 
guaranteed, and whether this par- 
ticular drafting would insure that 
intention I am not going to argue too 
strongly. If the Minister will find some 
better drafting between now and tlie 
next 'Stage, so as to ensure that there 
shall not be trafficking in the Govern- 
ment subsidy, I would be satisfied. 

Mr. HEWAT: As Deputy Johnson 
says, there are restrictive clauses in 
this Bill. Of course there are, and they 


may be necessary, but I say it is un- 
fortunate that there should be any 
further restrictions. As a business pro- 
position, I say it would be much more 
effectivc- 

Mr. JOHNSON: It is not a business 
proposition. 

Mr. HEWAT: If it were a business 
proposition, what I think any business 
man would say would be: “ I want so 
many houses; to everybody who will 
put up a house that will come within 
the range of the purpose I have in view 
I will give £50 or £100, as the case may 
be. ” It would leave the thing clear 
and effective and you would get your 
houses built, which is the main object 
of the’Bill. 

Prof. O’SULLIVAN: I trust the 
President will reconsider this, and see 
whetner hc can mcet the position by the 
wordimv o: the amendment, because un- 
doubtedly this Bill is not merely to pro- 
vide houses, but fo provide houses of a 
certain type, and it is clear from the 
business-men’s point of view that they 
do noí want to excludc (íovernment in- 
tcrferencc, but only Government, inter- 
fcrencc of a certain kind. They do not, 
object. to everything. They do not 
object, for instance, to the amount 
given by thc Govcmment, and in a 
sense that is Government interfcrence. 
But what they object to is that the 
Government tries to impose conditions 
on the grant. It is quite clear from 
what Deputy Hewat said that there is 
I nced for an amendment. 

Mr. HEWAT : May I say that person- 
ally I think it is a misfortune that it 
should be necessary to ask thc Govem- 
ment for any subsidy in this matter at 
all. It is only on account of the pecu- 
liar circuinstances of the case, .that the 
houses cannot be built economically 
without some assistance, but I depíore 
the necessity for having to ask the 
Government for anything. It would 
be much more satisíactory if the houses 
could bc built as an ordinary commer- 
cial proposition, and leave the Govem- 
nunt free from all liability. 

Mr. O’MAHONT: This amendment 
was apparently put down without any 
knowledge of the amendment just 
passed. It provides exactly for the 
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things that Deputy Duggan has dealt 
with in his amendment, that no person 
shall, before Junc, 1926, sell the house 
at a price iri exccss oí‘ that provided for 
in the Bill. In the Bill originally, as 
Deputy Duggan pointcd out, that pro- 
vision applied only to the person to 
whom the grant was made, and the 
Deputy who tabled this amcndmcnt 
used the vcry same exprcssion that 
Deputy Duggan used, that is that “ It 
shall not bc lawful for any person, M so 
that the amendment was cvidcntly put 
in withcut any knowlcdge of the amcnd- 
mcnt moved by Deputy Duggan, and 
carricd, which exactly provides for the 
prevention ol* the abuse that Deí)uty 
Johnsor» seeks to provide against. 

Prof. THRIFT: Thore is a real mis- 
apprehension about this amendment. It 
docs not interfere with the actual sale 
of the house. it merely refers to a pos- 
siblc bargain behind the scones for some 
money to be paid for an agreement by 
an option to buy the house. Nothing 
at all was said about the transfer of 
the house itself, but the transfer of an 
option or agreemont to purchase. I 
think what the Prosident said was 
quitc right, that no amount of 
legislation will be able to prevont 
some kind of bargaining. It is 
desirabic to prevent it, but can it pos- 
sibly be donc by legislation? The 
amendment does not at all interfere 
with or rcfer to what- has been allowed 
by the previous amendment, that the 
hoose eannot be openly sold for a sum 
above a certain spceified sum. 

The PRESIDENT: I take it that De- 
puty Corish does not object if these 
houses are sold at the priccs specified 
in the Schedulc. His objection does not 
lie against a sale as such, but he would 
like it to be a bona-fíde sale, and at the 
price mentioned. That raises an op- 
portunity for me at this stage to say 
something upon the general lines of the # 
Bill and the special need that there is 
for taking something more than ordi- 
nary steps to make it a success. Some- 
where about the year 1876 a number of 
gentlemen from all classes of business 
and commerce and the professions, 
came together in the city, of Dublin 
and formed a society known as the 
!>ublin Artisans’ Dwellings Co. Look- 


ing over the list now, and sceing the 
huge subscriptions that were made by 
these people, one is amazed to find that 
there was at that time such a concep- 
tion on thcir part of their duty as citi- 
zens, and how they discharged it. It 
may be that a great change has come 
í over the city of Dublin sinee, but I do 
! think it is possible to get together again 
in our day, fifty years afterwards, an 
organisation of business and profes- 
sional people who would be able to do 
as much without incurring any loss 
whatever, as those gentlemen did in 
their day. There is a refcrcnce in this 
morning’s paper by, I think, the Chair- 
man of th(» Tramways Company, in 
which he said that his Company had 
been considering thc question of hous- 
ing; that they had already housed a 
number of their employees, and that 
now with this Oovernmont measure 
they intended to sec what they might 
further do in that direetion. Is it pos- 
sible to get together thc Chamber of 
Commerce, the big business and profes- 
| sional people to mcct and see what 
guarantees they will give, granted we 
are satisfied that this Bill is a praetical 
pioposition, and enter into a eontract 
for, say, something like 500 houses 
under this Bill? It only means 
£200,000, and with the Dáil, Seanad, 
and business pcople puiling together on 
this, with any assistance that can be got 
from other sourccs, ít ought not to bc 
said of us in our day that we were not 
able to get a sum of money cqual to 
putting up 400 or 500 houses in the 
city of Dublin. Certainly we are poor 
representatives if it could be said of us 
that we arc unable to do it. There can- 
not be, as far as I can see, a loss if our 
Bill is a sueccss. If it be not a success, 
this is the place where we should hear 
about it. We have in thc Dáil members 
drawn from all walks of society; the 
professions are represented, business is 
represented, the labour representativcs 
are here, and v agriculture, the principal 
industry in the country* is represented. 
and if we cannot be so satisfied as to be 
able to back our opinion of this, then I 
say the Bill is going to be a failure. I 
would be prepared to call a meeting at 
any time with a view to considering 
that, and giving an exhibition of our 
being able to do something other than 
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write íieadlines for other people to 
follow. 

Mr. JOHNSON : Do I understand the 
President to say he will consider mak- 
ing this a watertight provision betweeti 
now and the Report Stage? 

The PRESIDENT : I do not think it 
is possiblc to draft anything through 
which you cannot drivc a coaeli and 
four, but I will try and see if it is 
possible to make the provision any- 
thing more watertight, or how far this 
will meet the purpose, but I am not 
sanguine as to the results. 

Mr. JOHNSON : I think the provi- 
sion is necessary, and that it would be 
found possible. by referring to the 
Rent Restrietions Act, to have phrase- 
ology insertcd in the Bill to cnsure 
what is desired by the amcndment. [ 
would ask Dcputy Corish not to press 
the amendmcnt at this stage, if we are 
givcn some assurance that somc 
attempt will be made to find ways of 
making this Avatertight. If the Mini- 
ster cannot do that by thc Report 
Stage, I supposc we will be able ío 
move an amendracnt in this form, or 
some amended form, for that stage. 

The PRESIDENT : Ye;s. 

Amendmcnt, by leavc, withdiawn. 

Amendment 32 by Mr. S. Lyons was 
not. moved. 

Mr. CORISH: I wish formally to 
move: In Sub-section (2), lines 43 
and 44, to delete the words il to whom 
a grant has been made under this 
Act, M and in lines 44 and 45 to delete 
the words “the forcgoing sub-section, ,, 
and to substitute therefor the words 
“ this Section. ,> 

Mr. JOHNSON: Surely it is obvious 
that if any person contrávcnes an Act 
he should be punishcd. That is the 
intention; not only those persons to 
whom the grant has been made. If, 
for instance, a person has been engagcd 
in the manipulation of the grants who 
is not a person to whom a grant has 
been made, that third part.y ought to 
be amenable to the law just as much as 
the immediate recipient of the grant. 

Mr. DUOOAN: I think the point 


made by Deputy Corish’s amendmeur. 
has already been covered by my amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDENT: I think a miscou 
ception arose owing to a word or two 
being left out in thc Bill as drafted, 
and consequently in the amendments 
as they appear. 

Mr. CORISH: I am pcrfectly satis- 
fied on that point. 

Amendment, by lcave, withdrawn. 

Qucstmn: That new Section 4 

stand part of tho Bill ”—put and 
agrced to. 

SECTION 5. 

Evc*ry graiit made by thc Ministcr 
under this Act shall be paicl at such 
time or times, in such instalments, 
and upon production of such evidence 
(in thc case of paymcnt of an instal- 
mentl ot partial eompliancc with the 
conditions imposed by or under this 
Act, or (in the case of a final pay- 
ment) of complctc compliance with 
the conditions aforesaid, as shall from 
rime to time be prcscribed, and the 
deeision of the Minister as to whether 
any sueh condition has or has not 
been compíied with (whether wholly 
or partially) or as to whether suffi- 
cient evidcnce of such compliance has 
or has not been given shall be final. 

Mr. S. LYONS: I movc :—ln line 56, 
to add after the word “ final the 
words: 11 Each house for which a grant 
is made by the Minister for Finance 
under tliis Act shaJl be insured by the 
Ministcr to the extent of the value of 
tlic grant. ,> I do not know if this will 
be causing an increased expenditure bv 
paying a premium on the moncy inves- 
tcd. But I think it should be essential 
before anybodv gives away £250,000 for 
building houses, and £50,000 for recon- 
struction, that some means should be 
adopled for saving that amount of 
money in case these houses were de- 
stroyed. 1 understand why thc money 
is given away gVatis, and that once 
it passes through the hands of the 
Minister for Finance you have no more 
call to it. ' What I want to safeguard 
is that the tensnt who builds his house 
would, by having this amount of monev 
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insured, i£ the house was destroyed at 
any time, be protected, and that the 
landlord will have to rebuild, or that if 
the house is not rebuilt he will forfeit 
the total amount of the grant he re- 
ceived. I hold no brief for any insur- 
ance societv. I only want to try, if 
possible, lo safeguard the amount of 
money granted. Even if the Govem- 
•ment were to start themselves a new m- 
surance society to insure their own pro- 
perty, it might be more profitablc than 
giving £300,000 away without. any 
guarantee as to how the money will be 
saíeguaided. I think this amendment 
or something etiuivalent should be ac- 
eepted. 

The PRESIDElfT: 1 do not know 
whether the Deputy has anythmg else 
in his mind besides this. In this Bill 
£100 is the inaximum grant. The in- 
surance on that would be ls. 3d. 

Mr. LYONS: That may be all very 
well frcm your point of view, but it is 
not from the point of view of the i 
tenant. I 

Mr. HEWAT: I think that the matter 
might be safeh leít in the hands of the 
person who puts up a very much 
grtuter snm of money, so far as he is 
concemed, than the monev the Govem- 
ment puts up, and he is not iikely to 
íeavc the housc uriinsured. | 

Mr. LYONS: There is no safeguard 
at all for the £300,000 given by the 
Govemment. If these houses are de- 
stroyed, the persons who get this grant 
will probably come on next year or 
later and ask for another grant. 

* Amendment put and declared lost. 

Section put and agreéd to. 

SECTION 6. 

(1) Any local authority may with 
the. approval of the Minister, and 
subject to the prescribed conditions, 
do any one of the matters following; 
that is to say— 

(a) make to any person to whom a 
grant is payable by the Minis- 
ter under this Act in respect of 
a house situate within the area 

Vdl. 6. 


of jurisdiction of the local au- 
thority, a further grant not ex- 
ceeding the amount of the 
grant payable by the Minis- 
ter in respect of that house; 

(b) make to any person to whom a 
grant is payable by the Minis- 
ter under this Act in respect 
of a house situated within the 
area of jurisdiction of the local 
authority, a loan not exceed- 
ing twice the amount of the 
grant payable by the Minister 
in respect of that house, such 
loan to bc repayable by instal- 
ments or otherwise within a 
period not exceeding fifteen 
years from the making of the 
loan, with interest at a rate not 
more than ten shillings above 
the rate at which the local au- 
thority can at the date o£ the 
making of the loan themselves 
borrow money, and to be 
secured by a mortgage or 
charge on the house aforesaid; 

(c) grant or lease any portion of 
any land then in the possession 
of the local authority to any 
person, subject either to a 
covenant that such person will 
erect on such land a house or 
a specified number of houses to 
which this Act applies, or a 
ccvenant that such land will be 
used solely as additional gar- 
den space for a reconstructed 
house to which this Act ap- 
plies; 

(d) execute any works necessary 
or incidental to, or tending to 
promote the development of, 
land suitable to the erection or 
reconstruction of houses to 
which this Act applies. 

(2) Any local authority may, with 
the approval of the Minister, borrow 
money for the purposes of the fore- 
going sub-section, and moneys bor- 
rowed for those purjioses shall not be 
reckoned as part of the total debt of 
such local authority for the purpose 
of any limitation on borrowing im* 
posed by or under any statute. 

Mr. DUGGAN: I beg to move:— 

In sub-section (1), line 58, to dó- 
lete the word “ one ” and to add Ín 

H 2 
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[Mr. Duggan.] 

page 4, at the end of the sub-section, 
the following proviso:— 

“ Provided that the total value of 
such assistance, as determined by 
the Minister, shall not exceed the 
value of the grant payable by the 
Minister in respect of that house.” 


is going to limit the powers of the local 
authority much more drastically than 
possibly the mover of the amendment 
thinks. Pirst of all, take the remission 
of the rates. The Government grant. 
in this proposal on a three-roomed 
house amounts to £60. I hav<& not 
worked it out, but I question if the 
value of the remission of the rates for 


Mr. JOHNSON: I had an amend- 
ment down to delete the word “ one 99 
so that it would be within the option of 
the local authorities to assist in a 
variety of ways if they thought/ it 
desirable and were able. The amend- 
ment is to limit the assistance to be 
given by the local authorities to a sum 
equal to the sum given by the Govern- 
ment, but that that sum will be valueu 
in a more elastic manner than was 
originally provided for. That is to say, 
part of the sum may be a grant, pait 
of it may be loan, part of it may be by 
the provision of site. While I think 
it is better in thc form that is now 
moved than in the original form, I am 
not satisfied as to the wisdom of 
restricting the generosity of the local 
authorities in this matter. If they are 
able and willing to give greater assist 
ance than the Government, why should 
they be restricted? If thc desirc is the 
provision of houses, and the local 
authorities are in a position to assist 
to a greater extent than the Govern- 
ment, I submit that they should have 
the liberty 1o do so. I think more par- 
ticularly the opening up of the site for 
building purposes by the local 
authority should not be included in the 
amount of assistance that a local 
authority should be empowered to 
give. That at least should be outside 
the limitation suggested by the 
Ministry. I would like to know what 
justification there is for restricting.the 
activities of the local authority in this 
way, and would urge that the restric- 
tions should not be imposed and that 
the local authority, if they wish, should 
be free to extend the amourt of suca 
assistance to any or all of the methods 
submitted in the Bill as originallv 

drafte4. 

Mr. QOOD ; One would fflce & Jittie 
explan&tion of what is meant by this 
qmendment. lt appea ta to xpe tbat this 


20 years would not approximate to tho 
same sum. Gonsequently, thc hands of 
the local authority woulcí be tied in go- 
ing bcyond that. It was always the in- 
ention of the framers of this Bill, as far 
as I was able to find out what was i n 
their minds, that thc site, plus the 
rates, mains, and the other incidentals 
of a sitc, was to be provided free by the 
local authority. If the local authority 
is tied up, as apparently is thc inten- 
tion of this amendment, it is going tx> 
defeat thc wholc object of thc Bill. 


Mr. 0’MAH0NY: I have tabled an 
amendment based on the proposal of 
Deputy Johnson. Furthermore, I pro- 
pose to eliminate the word “ may 99 
in the case of the local authority, or 
that if the local authority rcfused that 
an appeal could be madc to the Minis- 
ter to compel the local authority to 
grant any or all of these concessions, if 
the Minister were satisfied that in the 
publie interest it was desirable they 
should be granted. I feel that at any 
rate in the urban areas in Ireland it 
would be necessary, if the scheme is 
going to be a success, to avail of all the 
concessions that are tabled here by De- 
puty Johnson. Furthermore, it must 
not be left in the hands of the local 
authorities absolutely to refuse the con- 
cessions because local authorities in the 
country, like some local authorities 
nearer here, occasionally have friends' 
to whom they make concessions while 
there are other people to whom they 
will make no concessions. Take the 
case of a scheme in an urban area as 


compared with a scheme in the city of 
Dublin. Everything stands in favour 
of building in the city of Dublin as 


compared with areas m the provinces. 
I wiii give you a practical instance. 
Recently I had occasicn to buy plaster 
slabs here in Dublin. Tbeae slabs are 
delivered on the site to any eontraotn^ 

£20 4a., and the railwaj earriage alone 
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was between £9 and £10. That meant 
that a person in the provinces building 
a house would havc to pay an addi- 
tional sum of £9 or £10, as compared 
with the Dublin builder, on an outlay 
of £20. I had also recently to buy a 
consignment of 2,000 floor tiles, and 
the carriage on the 2,000 was £5 6s. 6d. 
So that if you go into the details it will 
be found that if effect is going to be 
given to the provisions of this Bill in 
the urban centres, it will be necessary 
to make all the concessions that are 
provided under this Seotion rnan- 
datory on thc local authorities subject 
to subsequent investigation and ap- 
proval by the Minister. Unless you do 
so ^ocal authorities throughout the 
country will be placed at such a dis- 
advantage as regards the cost of con- 
struction, compared with thc cities, 
that the natural result will be that 
building under this Bill will be almost 
exclusively confined to the large city 
areas. That is not the intention of the 
Bill. In order that the intention of 
the Bill should be carried out the Gov- 
emment should accept the amend- 
ment standing in the names of Deputy 
Johnson and myself. 

Mr. HUGHES: I cannot agree with 
Deputy O’Mahon^ when hc says that 
he wants to make it mandatory on local 
authorities to carry out the provisions 
laid down in the Bill. If the Deputy 
had any experience of local authorities 
he would know that what would per- 
hapr; suit one loeal authority would not 
suit another one. There should be 
some elasticity allowed in the carrying 
out of the Act so that local authorities 
may not be hampered. It is a very 
easy thing to have a cheap jibe at local 
authorities. Most of the local autho- 
rities do their business as well as any 
other body of men would do it if put 
in their place. I do not say they are 
all perfect, but it is not the thing to 
have a cheap jibe at local authorities. 

• Bír. 0’MAHONY: As a matter of 
personal explanation, I made no cheap 
jibe at the expense of local authorities. 
I simply pointed out the difficulty of 
building in urban arpas as compared 
wití* tjbe city of Dttblin owing to the 
enormott^ transit charges. I can assure 


the Deputy, also, that I have some 
little experienee of public bodies. 

Mr. HUGHES: This Bill, I take it, is 
I for the provision of houses in urban 
areas, no matter where situated. I 
thinlc there is too much made of and 
too much talk about the city of Dub- 
lin. The Deputies seem to think of no 
i place else as far as this Bill is con- 
j cerned. The Bill provides for the 
| building of houses by local authorities 
| in the twenty-six counties. If people 
are going to get the real benefits of the 
Bill I think the local authorities should 
have power, if they so desire and if 
they can, to give the assistance pro- 
posed in thc Bill. I would not go so far 
as Deputy 0’Mahony and make it man- 
datory on the loeal authoidties to give 
assistance. If Deputy O’Mahon^’s 
amendment is accepted I believe it will 
hinder the building of houses in certain 
areas in the country while giving the 
benefit of the Bill to other areas that 
do not perhaps need it. 

Mr. 0’MAHONY: That is exactly 
what I want to provide against so that 
the benefits of the Act would be ex- 
tended to urban areas throughout the 
country where building cannot be done 
as cconomically as in the city of Dub- 
lin. The amendment I had tabled, if it 
had been printed as I sent it in, did not 
make it mandatory on public bodies. I 
altered the original provision, as De- 
puty Johnson also did, to provide that 
public bodies might do all these things 
and not as provided originally in the 
Bill. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

We are not now discussing Deputy 
O’Mahon^’s amendment. We are dis- 
cussing the amendment moved by 
Deputy Duggan. 

Mr. 0’MAHONY: I thought we were 
discussing jointly the amendments of 
I)eputy Johnson and Deputy Duggan. 
One hangs on the other. 

Mr. JOHNSON: As a matter of 
order it seems 'to me that precedence 
should have been given to the larger 
amendment, and if that is defeated thc 
one having the smaller effect could be 
taken. Inasmuch as the diseussion 
has ranged around the two amend*- 
ments, it would probably be simpler 
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[Mr. Johnson.] 

if it was allowed to go on in that direc- 
tion. I would like to know from thc 
Ministry whether they are prepared to 
accept the amendment in the names of 
Deputy O'Mahon^ and myself. If not, 
why do t-hey restrict the power of the 
local authority in this matter? 

The PRESIDENT: Deputies will re- 
colleet that a few moments ago we were 
engaged in considering how best to 
secure that only a certain price would 
be received for these houses. What 
does the amendment proposed b t y Depu- 
ties O’Mahon^ and Johnson really 
mean? We have put down £100. If 
a house can be built for £500, and the 
grant from the Govemment is £100, if 
the house is sold for £500, there is a 
profit on the building. No one is dis- 
satisfíed, and to a certain extent nobody 
suffers. Take it the other way. The 
Government puts down £100, and the 
local authority puts down £100. A 
house that cost £400 is sold for £500. 
Somebody benefits to the extent of £100. 

Mr. O ’MAHONV: Reduce the price. 

The PRESIDENT: Then you will 
have to reduce the scale. That is the 
difficulty. You will have a different 
scale according as the local authorities 
are interested in making the scheme a 
successful one or not. If you are going 
to build and to have a definite price, 
the less conditions and restrictions there 
are on the other subsidies that are going 
to be given, the better. In this case the 
local authority would consider first of 
all what would be their duty; what they 
ought to do and what the circumstances 
of the case demanded. If this house 
can be built in Dublin for £400, with 
the Govemment subsidy it is £500, the 
builder has a profit, not an exorbitant 
profit, but there is no great necessity 
for the local authority contributing 
more than the site and the rates. The 
Minister will take into consideration 
whai the value of the contribution from 
the local authority ought to be, bearing 
in mind the sale price of the house. In 
that way we get nearer to the economy 
of the situation than if one gives the 
local authority absolute power and dis- 
cretion with regard to. whatever they 
may give. A case may possibly arise 
that Deputy 0'Mahony, I think, desires 
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to avoid. We take the town of X--, 

where there are three or four friends 
of a local builder. They get the local 
authority to give the maximum contri- 
bution that they can give. Possibly it 
might amount to £150. 

Mr. GOOD: It has to be approved 
by the Ministry. 

The PRESIDENT: The Minister 
must to some extent be influenced by 
the representations madc by the local 
authority. 

Mr. A. BYRNE: What is the maxi- 
mum? 

The PRESIDENT: £100. 

Mr. BYRNE: In cash? 

The PRESIDENT : In value 
cstimated Oy the Minister. 

Mr. BYRNE: Iioad maldng, remis- 
sion of rates and acquiring of sites. 
That would bc more than £100. 

The PRESIDENT: Thatds for the 
Minister. The question is whether it is 
advisable iu the eircumstances not 
make the restriction as moved by 
Deputy Duggan. I think it is wise. If 
it be unwise, and if it be necessary to 
extend it, it must eertainly have some 
cffeet on the ultimate price. I think I 
would have no hesitation whatever in 
saying that the Bill was going to be a 
real success if we take out that 
schedule at the end. There is nc doubt 
whatever about that. 

Mr. JOHNSON: The Minister is 
working on the assumption that houses 
will only be built by speculators who 
think that there is a chance of making 
something out of them. If that was 
the only idea the restrictions are quito 
satisfactory, but I submit that it is 
reasonable tc* expect that even a locai 
authority may desire to impose restric- 
tions, and if they are prepared to 
extend their grants beyond the sum of 
the Government grant. they should be 
allowed to do so under conditions. For 
instance, the condition might be that 
the weekly rent would be Hmited to a 
certain sum. In such a case, if the local 
authority are prepared to spend a 
larger sum than £100 the tenants might 
get houses at^ a weekly sum which 
would come Within the limi ts of their 
incotne; and allow the Bill to fulfil the 
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purpose for which it was designed. Or 
they might make a condition that the 
sale price should be even less than the 
Government sale price. I do not know 
whether there is any possibility of this 
happening. I have not the slightest 
idea whether any local authority is 
willing to do it, but I am against plae- 
ing restrictions upon local authorities 
where they are willing to do the enter- 
prising thing and show what can be 
done, what perhaps the Government 
ought to have done, and may be 
eventually obliged to do, but are not 
yet willing to do. I think the local 
authorities should have the opportunity 
to do that if they are willing to do it. 
even thougli they make restrictiona 
limiting even more than the Govern- 
mcnt has limited in the Bill the rental. 
or, alternatively, the price at which the 
house may bc sold. 

Mr. CORISH : I dcsire to support 
this amcndment. I do not think the 
Government need have any hesitancy 
in accepting it, in view of the fact that 
the Minister has full discretion in the 
mattcr, as recorded here in the begin- 
ning of the Section: “ Any local 
authority may, with the approval of the 
Minister. ” I do not think it is ríght to 
restrict a loeal authority to grant any 
one of the following conditions: For in- 
stance, a local authority might have 
sitcs at its disposal and might im- 
mediately oífer those sites, practically 
free, to any speculator—after all, there 
will be speculators under this scheme— 
who is willing to build some houses. 
There may be some areas in which 
builders would not be inclined to take 
advantage of this scheme. As a fur- 
ther inducement, I think the local 
authority ought to be allowed to give 
a grant or a loan. I suppose we may 
take it for granted that when the 
Govemment were making their calcu- 
lations to arrive at a figure at which 
these houses ought to be sold, they Hid 
not take into consideration that local 
authorities might give * a grant or a 
loan. 

The PRESIDENT ; If the Deputy 
will look at the second note in tho 
Schedule, he will find that provision is 
made for that. 

Mr. OORISH: That is a footnote. In 
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that connection I would like to know, 
at this stage, if the Government re- 
ceived any encouragement from any 
part of the count.ry that they are likely 
to get any number of houses built in 
the different areas in the Free^ State. I 
am inclined to think, as I said on the 
Second Reading of the Bill, that this 
Bill is not going to be the success we all 
desired it should be. 1 believe still that 
local authorities should be allowed to 
entcr into it more fully than they are 
allowed to. I believe it is absolutely 
neeessary that this amendment should 
be accepted, especially when the 
Minister has such powers as are af- 
forded to him in the Bill. I think the 
Government should not have any hesi- 
tancy in accepting it. I do believe that 
it will be absolutely necessary to offer 
some inducement, to private builders, 
apart from the offer of a free site. As 
I said before, the Minister has power to 
prevent local authorities going too far. 

Mr. ALFRED BYRNE: Might I ask 
the President, at this stage, what are 
the privileges of councils so far as the 
Bill is concerned? You have provisions 
for the acquisition of sites, freedom 
froni rates for twenty years, and the 
Dublin Council, at any rate, has an 
order published that they will make the 
roads. I want to know whether under 
this Bill the builder is entitled to only 
one, or all, of these concessions, that 
is: the Council to make the roads for 
him, to provide sites and to relieve him 
from rates, as well as the grant of £100 
under the Bill. These things are not 
yet clear, and I would like to have them 
made elear—whether a man can apply 
for the three eoncessions as well as the 
grant. If this clause goes through, 
Couneils can only give a sum equivalent 
to the grant, whereas these three con- 
cessions for a five-roomed house in 
Dublin would work out at about £160. 
It works out at about £40 to make a 
road and foatpath outside a house with 
a twenty-foot frontage. It does not ap- 
pear to be clear whether the builder 
. ean get all these concessions or only 
one of them. I would be glad to know, 
as a member of a Council—I have been 
asked to raise these points with a view 
to finding out exactly what are the 
powers of Councils at the present 
moment. 


13 Fbbbxjart, 1924. 
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The PRESIDENT: At the present 
moment councils have not got power 
to do any of these things. Under the 
Bill, as introduced, they were restricted 
to one of the various sub-sections of 
Section 6. With regard to the second 
sub-section, with the approval of the 
Minister they could borrow money and 
lend the moncy to a person going to 
build. In the next section power is re- 
tained by the Minister to allow rates 
oflf. making a charge of only 5 per 
cent. of the rates during the first year. 
I think it may be taken generally that 
that power will be universally exer- 
cised by the Ministcr. You may write 
that down as eertain. It is proposed, 
then, in amcndment No. 35, to take out 
the word “ one ” in the phrase “ any 
one of the following matters —that is 
to say, do any of the matters—and 
there is a proviso, then, limiting the 
value of the assistance to be given by 
the local authority to ihe sum of £100. 
That is what the Deputy asked me. 

Mr. A. BYRNE : In the case of a five- 
room house I have given you roughly 
the cost of providing the requirements. 
Roads, and sites and rates work out at 
about £160. 

The PRESIDENT : What is the point. 
the Deputy is making? 

Mr. A. BYRNE: All that councils 
can do is give a man a sum equal to 
£100, but £60 is spent straight off the 
reel by the builder in the acquiring of 
public services, which are going to pro- 
vide rates some time or other. That 
£60 for acquiring the site has got to be 
recovered somehow, and it is telling 
against the cost of the building. 

Professor THRIFT: Would the Pre- 
sident make it quite clear—or perhaps 
I should say repeat—that in estimating 
tliis total value referred to in the pro- 
viso introduced by Deputy Byrne, the 
value of the remission of the rates is 
not to be counted? That comes in in a 
later section. 

The PRESIDENT: Yes. 

Professor THRIFT: That should not 
be referred to now, 

Mr. GOOD: There ought to be a 
clause excepting that. The words 


“ total value ” may be given a very 
wide interpretation. Pollowing on 
what has been said by Deputy Byrne, 
if the total amount a local authority 
can spend is only to be an amouqt 
equivalent to the írovernment grant, 
that in the ease of a five-room house 
is a sum of £60. Taking an average, 
it would be £80 as between a three- 
room and a five-room house. £80 will 
produce about £4 per annum, and it is 
quite obvious that under this Bill the 
local authority could not expend any 
sum that would be in excess of £4 per 
annum per house. 

The President has behind him at the 
moment a number of oflficials who have 
a very large experience in the cost of 
acquiring of lands for housing in Ire- 
land and the cost of laying out lands 
for roadways, pathways, sewers, light- 
ing, etc. I would like to know what 
the eost per house of those items I have 
mentioned amounts to. 

The PRESIDENT: The Deputy 
knows very well that is a very involved 
question. Jf he asked me what the de- 
velopment of a sitc along a seaboard, 
which we could take as running along 
here beside Deputy Good, with a com- 
plete road along which you are going 
to build liouses from one end to the 
other, would eost it would be a diflíerent 
proposilion to taking virgin soil over 
where Deputy Byme is seated, and de- 
veloping that all round with roads and 
lighting and so on. In addition, there 
is the question of how these houses are 
going to be disposed over the whole site. 
I have had some experience of it mysel£ 
in the Dublin Corporation. I must say 
that I did not see the last word being 
written on development. Some archi- 
tects paid veiy great attention to 
having every possible economy in the 
number and cost and size of the roads 
through .the various sites. Others were 
utterly indifferent in this respect. I 
have known of one case in which de- 
velopment cost £20 per Jiouse, and I 
have known of another case where it 
cost £80 per house— all according to the 
extravagant notions of the particular 
archítect dealing with it. To write 
down a mean for that sort *of 
thing would be impossible. If it were 
the concem of the builder to save as 
much money as possible iu the circum- 
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stanees, a very consiáerable saving 
might reasonably be expected from that 
service. I do not know whether the 
Deputy has seen one site that was de- 
veloped by the Dublin Corporation—a 
site known as the McCaffrey Estate. 
There, there was very great economy in 
the provision of roads, but it would be 
utterly impossible to say what the cost 
would be in these cases. You would be 
obliged to have regard to the character 
of the site, its levels and so on. I am 
sure we would be on reasonably solid 
ground if we were to write down £40. 

Mr. GOOD: Is that £40 per house for 
the purchase and la.ying out of the 
laud? 

The PRESIDENT: I did not say the 
purchase of the land. I would like to 
tell the Deputy that the very same 
variation in prices exists in that respect 
as in regard to the matter I have men- 
tioncd. I have known £300 given for 
an acre of land in Dublin, and I know 
other lands to have cost £10,000. 

Mr. GOOD : The whole basis on 
w r hich these figures have b’een erected is 
the free site. I mentioned that at the 
veiy start, and that is the basis on 
which we went into calculations. Now, 
if the local authority is prevented by a 
olause such as this from giving a free 
# site to builders, the whole scheme col- 
lapses. 

The PRESIDENT : I move to report 
progress. 

Agreed. 

DÁIL RESUMES. 

Progress reported. Committee to sit 
again on Thursday. 

CANALS AND INLAND WATER- 
WATS. 

Motion by Deputy Darrell Figgis 
(resumed): 

“ That the Dáil is of opinion that 
the Executive Council should put 
into effect the recommendations of 
the Report of the Canals and Inland 
Waterways Colnmission, July, 1923. ,, 

Mr. DAVIN: When I first saw the 
motion standing in the name of Deputy 


Darrell Figgis I, naturallyi 
7 o’cloch. decided, as one of the Com- 
missioners responsible for 
the recommendations contained in the 
report, that I would be compelled to 
vote for the motion. At the same time, 
I decided that I would not take part 
in the debate arising out of the motion, 
for two or three reasons. The first 
reason is that I was fully aware, from 
previous statements made by the Pre- 
sident, that he had a decided hostility 
to the recommendations of any Com- 
mission which involved the expendi- 
ture of State funds. That is quite clear 
from previous statements made in the 
Dáil by the President. The only Com- 
mission whose recommendations the 
Rresident did not give any opinion 
upon was the Fiscal Inquiry Commis- 
sion—a Commission composed of five 
Free Trade Professors, who made no re- 
commendations because they were not 
given the power to do so. I was forced 
on the last occasion to move the ad- 
journment of the debate because there 
was not what is known as a 
“ House. M When I moved the ad- 
journment of the debate, there were 
only 14 members in the House, with. 
the Minister for Finance, on behalf of 
the Government, supported by two 
membcrs of his party. I did not 
think it was quite right, or in keeping 
with the importance of the subject 
under discussion, to allow the debate 
to proceed when there was not a 
House, especially as we were told that 
it was impossible for the Minister re- 
sponsible to be present to make any de- 
claration in connection with the policy 
of the Government arising out of the 
recommendations of this Commission. 

Another reason why I felt there was 
no necessity for me to intervene in a 
debate of this kind was that I believed 
the report and recommendations and 
findings of this Commission are suffi- 
ciently lengthy, explanatory and de- 
tailed to allow either the Govemment 
responsible for the setting up of the 
Commission or any parties interested 
in its recommendations or findings to 
see in the report the very good reasons 
why these recommendations were made. 
While I am in absolute agreement with 
the terms of the motion moved by De- 
puty Figgis, I cannot, under any cir- 
cumstances, associate my name wtíh 
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the manner in which he has supported 
the motion, or, perhaps I should say, 
with his supporting remarks. Deputy 
.Figgis may be, to a greater extent, in 
the confidence of the Minister respon- 
sible, or in the confidence of the Exe- 
cutive Council, in regard to what they 
propose to do arising out of the report 
of this Commission, than I am. I do 
not know whether he is or not. 

Mr. DARRELL FIOQIS : I am sure 
he is not. 

Mr. DAVIN: If one follows his 
remarks closely one would naturally 
be forced to come to that con- 
clusion. Deputy Figgis, while sup- 
porting the recommendations of this 
Commission, and supporting them in 
a certain seetion of his speech 
without qualifícation, goes on to assume 
that 'the Government has not the ability 
or the desire, or the money at its dis- 
posal, to carry out the recommenda- 
tions of the Commission; aíid then he 
says: “ I would urge that it is very 
important to this country that the 
Government should determine that the 
canals should be disengaged from the 
stranglehold of the railways and that 
the Government should see if any per- 
son or persons, failing their own under- 
t.aking of this control, are willing to 
undertake control and run the canals 
in competition with the railways, 
that they are willing to lend such a 
proposition their active assistance: ,> 
As one who subseribes to the recom- 
mendations of the Commission, I can- 
not naturally be asked to subscribe to 
that alternative; therefore I cannot 
associate myself, so far as that part of 
Deputy Figgis 1 speech is concerned, 
with his supporting remarks. 

The seconder of the motion said he 
was only seconding in a formal manner, 
and he went on to give certain reasons 
why he was doing so. To show to the 
Government and everybody else the 
kind of misrepresentation and ignor- 
'ance that exists in regard to the find- 
ings of the Commission, let me draw 
attention to what he says: lt I do not 
expect the Govemment will nationalise 
the canals. As a matter of fact the 
farmers were opposed to nationalisa- 
tion in any shape or form. ,, I assume 
évery Députy is interested in this mat- 
ter and has read the report of the 


Commission. I want to assure every 
Deputy, including the seconder of the 
motion, that the recommendations of 
the Commission do not propose 
nationalisation of the canals so far as 
the carrying section is concerned. All 
that is proposed is that the canals, 
natural highways as they are, which 
have been constructed at a very high 
expense to the taxpayers, should be ac- 
quired and made available for the use 
of anybody who likes to use them as 
natural highways in the same way as 
the roads are utilised, provided that 
those who claim the right to use the 
canals are prepared to pay tolls that 
will meet the cost of maintenance and 
administration. 

That is the proposal of the Commis- 
sioners, and I cannot help thinking 
that Deputy Wilson, in seconding the 
motion, was in complete ignorance of 
that part of the recommendation. The 
Commission was composed of five mem- 
bers drawn from different sections of 
the community, and they were asked to 
come together and to advise recom- 
mendations, not in the interests of the 
sections they represented, but in the 
interests of the nation, as to whether 
or not the canals were of any use to the 
community. Without the slightest 
pressure of any kind on behalf of the 
Commission, or the officials associated 
with it, we had evidence from eighty 
witnesses, including representatives of 
railway companies, big business in- 
terests, and people who were concerneá 
in development in this country. That 
in itself gives some indication to those 
who have an interest in this matter of 
the interest taken in it by every section 
in the community. 

If Deputy Figgis is not prepared to 
father the motion, and if he is ashamed 
of the child he has produced before tlie 
Dáil, then I, as a member of the Com- 
mission, am prepared to take it up, 
though I would prefer the Government 
would .adopt it as their own child. I 
have no reason to doubt, or even to as- 
sume, that they will not do so. One of 
the main reasons why the Commission 
was forced to the conclusión that the 
canals and waterways should be ac- 
quired by the State was due to the íact 
that their acquisitiorf, ownership and 
control by private companies has hin- 
dered the development of trade over 
those canals, so far as what are known 

9 
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as bye-traders are concerned. In the 
case of the Boyal Canal, which was 
originally constructed at an expense 
of £1,421,000, we have seen that when 
it was acquired it was stated to be in a 
hopeless financial condition. It was 
acquired by a railway company at the 
very modest figure of £289,000. When 
you realise that the taxpayers con- 
tributed to the construction and main- 
tenance of that canal to the extent of 
£359,777, you can easily understand the 
shame it is for a company such as the 
Midland Great Western Railway Co.. 
who acquired that at the cost of 
£298,000, and by so acquiring it put it 
out of use, so far as the trading com- 
munity is concerned. 

The ropresentative of tho M. G. W. 
Railway Company stated to the 
Commission that the capital ex- 
penditure was £325,000. That may 
be so, but this is a fact: Hav- 
ing acquired a concern which 
originally cost so much money, they 
proceeded to build their railway be- 
tween Dublin and Mullingar upon the 
property originally belonging to the 
Royal Canal Co. The principal ter- 
minus, the Broadstone, is built on what 
was originally Royal Canal Company 
property. To show how the concem 
has been put out of use so far as.the 
general community and traders are 
concerned, I may be pardoned for hav- 
ing.to quote a few figures. The canal 
was taken over by the railway com- 
pany in 1846 under certain very de- 
finite conditions so far as the main- 
tenance was concerned. In the year 
1867 there were 54 boats plying on it; 
in 1877 there were 36; in 1883 there 
were 45; in 1892 there were 31; in 1906 
there were 22, and in 1923 there were 
13. So far as the tonnage is concerned 
the following figures may be of in- 
terest: In 1898 the tonnage was 32,140; 
in 1905 it was 25,336, and in 1921 it 
was 11,063. You can now ask your- 
selves^ whether or not this reduced ton- 
nage is due to the activities of the rail- 
way company, in havmg acquired the 
canal in order to put the Canal Co. out 
of competition with the Railway Co. as 
such. I do not suppose there would be 
any good reason for the Govemment 
agreeing to the proposal that Deputy 
Piggis has put before them as an alter- 
native. That is, if they are not pre- 


pared to adopt the recommendation of 
the Commission, they should take the 
Royal Canal from the M.G.W.R. and 
hand it over to some company that De- * 
puty Figgis may know of, which may 
carry out the same poíicy as the 
M.G.W.R. have already carried out. 

We were told in the evidence before 
the Commission, by the GeneraL 
Manager of the Midland Great Western 
Company—and General Managers giv- 
ing evidence before a Commission of 
this kind are not necessarily giving^ 
their own opinions, but giving evidence 
on behalf of a body of Directors whose 
fir t conccrn is profit—that the concern 
as at present circumstanced is of no 
marketable value. Wc contend that if 
it is not of any marketable value, that y 
then, it will be a verv easy matter for 
the Govemment to take it over at a 
very low figure, and to do what is neces- 
sary to put this canal in a position tbat 
wili enable those interested to increase 
the tratfic of the concem as it stands. 
to-daj. The General Manager, in sum- 
ming up his evidence, was asked: “ The 
sumniarv of your evidence, as I have 
rcnd it, is that the Royal Canal is a 
useless concern so far as the trading 
community is concerned, ,> and he 
statcd: “ I would rather put it this 
wav: I look upon it that the Royal 
Canal is of little practical use to the 
community as a whole. The suggestion 
I did make yesterday was that if any- 
thing in the way or nature of such ox- 
penditure was contemplated, that such 
expenditure would be better employed 
in being cíevoted not to the canals but 
to the roads and railways. ,> I trust the 
Deputies will understand the reason he 
was offering that suggestion. And then 
he went on: 4 ‘ If there is to be money 
available for development purposes, I 
personally think that the money avail- 
able for that purpose, if applied to rail- 
ways and roads, would be more usefully 
spent than ii> applied to canals and 
waterways, seeing that such a largc 
amount of money has been put into the 
construction of canals; I think yóu will 
have to consider whether it is desirable* 
to increase that amount or to cut your 
loss. A large amount of public money 
was used when railways were not 
thought of. But to spend more publie 
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funds because, one hundred years ago, 
a certain amount of public money was 
used would be a mistaken policy. ,, And 
then he goes on to say that the canals 
served no useful purpose «o far as the 
trading community is concerned. 

That evidence is the evidence of a 
railway manager who is. not in this 
■case giving his own personal opinion 
at any rate in the interest of the coun 
try, but the opinion of the director* 
who are. íirst and last, interested in 
the dividend carning capacity of tha 
railway company. Deputy Figgis 
stated that the ownership and main- 
tenance should be dissociated from thc 
railway and carrying companies. With 
that opinion I am in entire agreement, 
but I was in doubt as to whether 
Deputy Figgis really suggested the tak- 
ing over of the canal company from 
the railway company, and handing it 
over to the State, or to a private earry- 
ing company. I hope, in reply to tho 
discussion before this debate closes. 
that Deputy Figgis will makc that 
point. quite clear. I happened to bc 
Tistening to a debate, or at least listen- 
ing to a paper being read on a recent 
occasion in the Rotary Club where thc 
general manager of the Grand Canal 
Company made a statement in regard 
to the recommendations of this Com* 
mission. I cannot help quoting the 
statement that he made about this Com- 
mission in order to show the ignorance. 
or pretended ignorance, that prevails 
with regard to the findings of this 
Commission •— 

** The Oeneral Manager of tho 
Orand Canal Company recently pro- 
testcd his inability to understand 
why the Commission had not recom- 
mended the State acquisition of his 
oompany 's earrying business when it 
recommended the taking over of the 
waterwav, and urged that it should 
be the whole or none . 99 
In this he faiJed utterly to realise or 
pretended to fail to realise the clear 
lines upon which the mind of the Com- 
missión moved. I am quite satisfied 
that the General Manager of the Canal 
Company, vhen he was making that 
«tatement. before the people who were 
not in a position to reply to him, failed 
to understand and realise what tho 
Tecommendations of this Commission 


were. But no doubt his object in mak- 
ing that statement was tó confound tho 
minds of people in regard to what were 
the real recommendations and wishes 
of this particular Commission. Th^ 
Commission, in its recommendations 
and findings, was unanimous. 1 pre- 
sume that is well known to the Minis- 
ter, and it is a peculiar thing, par- 
ticularly in the circumstances of thc 
times in which we live, that a body of 
men drawn from different sections of 
the community should come to an 
opinion of this kind. They unam- 
mously agreed that the utilisation of 
the inland waterways for the purpose 
of transport is a factor of substantial 
value in the national economy. I wanr 
to ask the Minister whether he 
subscribes to that finding. If the Mini- 
ster and the Qovernment for whom he 
speaks are willing to subscribe to that 
recommendation, and if, as is the fact, 
that the present companies who have 
under their control the canal systems 
of this couutry, are either unable or 
that their financial position is 
inadequate to put the canals in such a 
state as will allow the passage ox 
traffie, then 1 ask the Minister to stat*3 
what is the alternative? 

In the figures which were produced 
before the Commission it was 'stated 
that the amount of money given in 
grants to the construction and mainten- 
ance of the principal canal system of 
the country amounted to the very large 
sum of £2,049,684 originally. The cost 
of the Grand Canal, I think, I have 
already given. There is another point 
which I think it is only right that I 
should draw attention to, and it is 
this—that the carrying company in 
control of the waterway is likely to 
hinder and hamper the free trade of 
what are known as bye-traders in many 
respects. I will give you this case to 
prove what I am stating—in the case of 
the Grand Canal Company at the pre- 
sent. time—and I think this is probably 
unknown to some people—the com- 
pan^’s boats plying over the canal 
number 58. The bye-traders' boats 
number 55. That is practically half- 
and-half, whereas by the figures pro- 
duced to the Commission it has been 
demonstrated that the bye-traders, 
who have a smaller number of boats 
plying, are called upon to pay 80 per 
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•cent. of the cost of maintenance and 
administration. I say that is an unfair 
thing, that the carrying companies con- 
trolling the system should be enabled, 
'by imposing an unfair charge so far as 
the cost of maintenance is concerned 
upon those wishing to use the canal for 
the purpose of developing the traffic 
of this country, to hinder competition. 
Now, in the case of the Canal Com- 
pany we very often hear what national- 
isation may mean to the trading com- 
munity. We are told on every occasion 
when nationalisation is proposed that it 
means doing away with competition. In 
the case of the Grand Canal Company, 
so far as the question of competition is 
concerned, they have entered into an 
agreement with the Great Southern and 
Western Company to get from them so 
many thousancLs per year, simply be- 
cause they came to an agreement not to 
compete with the Great Southern and 
Western Company for certain traffic 
at certain points. I tell you this to 
show-you how this competition under 
private ownership is abused. We had 
one individual coming before the Com- 
mission who informed the Commission 
that he had got certain boats working 
on the canal, plying between Dublin 
and certain points where the Com- 
panies’ boats were working. And im- 
mediately he set out to use these boats. 
the Grand Canal Company increased 
the tolls on this particular point so that 
they might cut this particular trader 
out of competition with themselves. 

The one important thing the Govern- 
ment should take into consideration, 
that is if they have any idea of carry- 
ing out these i*ecommendations, is this: 
the canals at present are in a very bad 
condition, and some of them are, per- 
haps, in a derelict condition, due to the 
fact that the companies which acquired 
thcm under certain ver^ definite condi- 
tions have not carried out the dredging 
work which I think was dearly under- 
stood they were to do when they ac- 
quired them. That has resulted in a 
reduction of the carrying capacity of 
the boats, and consequently an increase 
in the tonnage rates so far as the rates 
to traders are concemed. If the canals 
wore in a navigable condition it would 
mean that the boats would be able to 
•ca"ry a far greater amount of traffic. 


and in that way the cost of transporr 
would be reduced. 

Major COOPER took thc Chair. 

Mr. DAVIN: I speak on this matter 
also as one who represents an area over 
which the Grand Canal Companv 
shouid have a very big trade. I believe 
that if the Grand Canal were put into 
a proper condition many people who 
have business establishments or mills on 
its banks would be inelined to get boats 
and to put them into use. However, I 
am particularly interested in the de- 
velopment of one industry, and that is 
the peat industry. I claim, and I have 
claimed in any cross-examination that 
I carried out before the Commission, 
that the canah? are peculiarly suitable 
for the development of that industry. 
As iar as I know, the railway com- 
panios are not in a position to carry 
pcat at what might be called economie 
rates. That can be shown by reference 
to thc rates at present in existence over 
the Midland Great Western Railway 
and the Great Southern and Western 
Railwav for coal, as compared with 
| peat. As a matter of fact, there is a 
higher rate for a lower grade traffic, 
which peat and turf is, over the rail- 
ways than there is for coal. It is well 
! known that a canal boat can. cariy a 
| 'greater amount of coal than it can of 
j peat. The tolls at present in existence 
J on the Grand Canal Company for peat, 
as compared with coal, are, strange to 
say, the same, and I do not think that 
should bc the case. Professor Purcell, 
who is an expert on the question of 
]>eat, in giving evidcnce, stated that 
peat is at present used to the cxtent of 
6,000,000 or 7,000,000 tons per annum, 
and supplies 43per cent. of the heat 
required, native eoal to the extent of 1£ 
per cent., and imported coal to the ex- 
tent of 55 per cent. 

I contend that if we are to become a 
self-supporting country we must give 
every assistanée to the development of 
industries, which will not put us in the 
position we are in at present of depend- 
ing upon England for 55 per cent.. of 
our fuel requirements. Therefore, if 
the peat industry is to be developed. 
and if the canals are the only natural 
transport routes for thc carrying of 
peat, I say it is the duty of the Govem- 
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ment to make these canals available 
and to give favourable and, if possible, 
preferential rates and tolls for the 
carrjring of such traffic. Strange to 
say, the amount of peat fuel carried 
over the Grand Canal, and that is the 
canal which comes in contact with most 
of the bogs in the Midland areas, 
amounts only to 9,000 tons per annum. 
You can see from these figures that 
there is room for improvement, as far 
as the traffic over the canals is con- 
cerned. I understand, also, that 43 per 
cent. of the total cost of peat on the 
canal bank in Dublin represents tolls, 
loading, and unloading charges. I 
think that should not be so, and it 
would not be the case if more favour- 
able rates and tolls were given by 
those who control the canals. 

There is another section in the Re- 
port in which the Commission left open 
a matter for the Government to decide 
upon. They were not quite clear as to 
what should be the proportion, either 
to the local authorities or to the State, 
of the cost of erecting suitable stores 
and cranes to deal with canal traffic. 
It may, perhaps, be said that the local 
authorities should bear some of these 
charges for the erection of stores and 
cranes to deal with' anv increased 
traffic that might come along. 

I have dealt with the question of the 
Grand Canal and the Royal Canal, and 
I come to the question of the Shannon 
Navigation. The Shannon Navigation 
is at present under the control of the 
Board of Works, and I understand that 
one of the officials of the Board of 
Works recently stated at a public meet- 
ing that he eould not understand, or 
could not believe, that the Commission 
in their recommendations in regard to 
the expenditure of money in this case, 
really meant what they recommended. 
When the Board realises that every one 
of the locks on the Shannon Navigation 
from Limerick to Eillaloe is of a dif- 
ferent size, I think that they will 
recognise that there is something radi- 
cally wrong on the Navigation, and if 
there is to be any hope of traffic de- 
velopment, the carrying capacity of the 
boats will have to be increased. I 
think it will be the duty of the Govem- 
ment to standardise the locks so as to 


allow boats to get through without the 
difficulties that they have now to con- 
tend with. The Commission, which 
went into this whole question, decided r 
I believe, on the advice of the Ministry r 
or at any rate with its approval, to go 
around the different systems and to see 
for themselves the difficulties which 
existed. I had not the pleasure of go- 
ing over the whole of the systems, but I 
did spend a few days, in very cold 
weather, on some of the liners that ply 
over the Barrow and the Shannon 
Navigation. 

It is quite clear to anybody that had 
the pleasure of living in one of these 
up-to-date ]inei*s that. thcre are many 
things which somebody must do to im- 
prove them, and if the people in charge 
cannct do so I think it is the duty of 
the Government to do it. It was stated 
in evidence betore the Commission that 
if the Shannon Navigation were put in- 
to a proper condition, if the locks were 
standardised to allow boats of from 70 
to 120 tons capacity to get through, it 
would mean a considerable development 
of traffic from the port of Limerick into- 
the Arigna coalfields. There is plenty of 
room for development so far as the coal- 
fields are eoneerned, and one witness, 
who spoke on behalf of a very big com- 
pany owning a number of boats plying 
over the Shannon Navigation, stated 
that if they were in a position to run 
boats with a carrying capacity of be- 
tween 70 and 100 tons it would enable 
them to carry big loads of coal to Lime- 
rick at the rate of 6s. per ton. I think 
that if that could be done it would be 
something to the benefit of the general 
community, and would, to a consider- 
able extent, reduce the cost of coal to 
consumers in an area where there is a 
very bad railway service. 

I take the view that the Shannon 
Navigation should be, and is, the prin- 
cipal waterway in the country, and that 
if the canal systems were in a proper 
condition, inter-connected, that the 
Shannon Navigation would be the prin- 
cipal waterway with the Royal Canal, 
and the Grand Canal-Barrow acting as 
main feeders, and in addition to ‘that 
the Port of Limerick. At present every 
one of these seem to be disconnected. 
One can imagine, for the sake of argu- 
ment, the position óf the Great 
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Southern and Western Railway Com- 
pany i£ they had the main line railway 
.a certain gauge, and all the dlfferent 
íbranch lines with different gauges and 
•different types of engines worhing over 
the system, and you can see the con- 
fusion that would exist i£ that was the 
case. That is the position vfc íind in 
the canals and waterways to-day. Tiie 
cost of acquiring the canaLs; if such is 
the decision of the Governmcnt, may 
appear to be a very big proposidon, but 
when one looks into the original cost of 
the construction, the amount of public 
funds at any rate that has been set 
.aside for that particular purr>ose, the 
amount that would be necessary to 
aequire them in their present position 
would be smail as compared with the 
.amount of money spent on them al- 
ready. I understand, according to the 
estimates supplied to us, that the cost 
of acquisition and of putting into a 
proper condition all the principal 
canals in the country, under present 
conditions, would amount to between 
£130 or £140 per mile. That is, con- 
siderably under £1,000,000 would be re- 
quired, and it would, I think, in time 
hring a good retum on the money. 

Another thing that must be taken 
into consideration is that the cost of 
maintenance for the canals, especiallv 
virhen they are put into a proper 
condition, would be very small in 
<!omparison with the cost of the main- 
tenance of a railway. Assuming, as L 
am sure it would be only correct ro 
assume, that if the canals are put into 
a proper condition there would be a 
eonsiderable increase in the traffic, that 
increase would not mean any increase 
in expenditure, so far as maintenance is 
concerned, compared with what it. 
would mean having a very big increase 
in traffic on the railways. I stated in 
thé beginning that I 3id not intend 
to take part in the debate, and I gave 
my reasons. I merely desired to draw 
the Minister’s attention to these mat- 
te?s which I have brought under his 
hotice, because I do not think they are 
dealt with in any detail in the Report. 
I gtatéd also that while I am prepared 
to vote for the motion, I cannot, and 
will not, in any eircumstances subscribe 
to the altemative its mover has pnt 
fqrwarcL I hope the Govermqent when 
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they produce their Railway Bill wiil 
consider it necessary and advisable to 
allow the clauses of the Bill to be so 
wide as to deal with the question of the 
canal systems. Depnty Darrell Figgis 
asked a question of the Minister some 
time ago as to when he would be in a 
position to introduce a Bill in eonnec- 
tion with railway reorganisation, and 
the Minister said that he was not in a 
position to give the date of introduc- 
tion of that long-looked-for measure. 
He was further asked by Deputy 
Figgis whether the Bill would inelude 
canals as well as railways.. and the 
Minister definitely stated it would only 
deal with railways. I understood from 
that that the Government in dealing 
with this railway question, and bring- 
ing in a measure in accordanee with 
that promise, will not bring in any 
measure that will allow a greater com- 
bination of railway magnates to con- 
trol the Royal Canal, that is at present 
in the hands of the Midland Great 
Western Railway. I assume that is the 
position. I hope that he will deal with 
the questions I have raised, and indi- 
cate to the Dáil that if there was a 
doubt in his mind when this Commis- 
sion was set up as to whether the 
canal were of any use to the community 
that the doubt has been set aside by the 
detailed explanations that have been 
given in the Report and recommenda- 
tions. 

Mr. J. McGRATH (Minister for In- 
dustry and Commerce) : The Report of 
the Canal and Inland Waterways Com- 
mission is undoubtedly admirable, and 
on the face of it, and from its size, it 
shows close and exhanstive investiga- 
tion into all the essential details. It 
comes to the definite conclusion, as 
Deputy Davin has pointed out, that the 
inland waterways are of very great im- 
portance, and a great asset in the in- 
land development of the country. 

They urge very strongly the expendi- 
ture of a very large amount of money, 
very mu<?h in anticipation, of course, 
of very great beneíits that wonld be 
clerived in organising and developing 
industry. The policy of spending 
money in anticipation of organising 
and putting on a proper footing the in-. 
dustries o£ the eountry is a good one, 
and may bp admitted, but it m]ust alsq 
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[Mr. J. McGrath.] t be required to acquire those eoncerns. 

be admitted that policy must accom- í Even i£ one thought of a figure that 


modate itself to facts, particularl.v 
when the facts are of a financial nature. 
The Government have had to examine 
this question from thc point of view of 
its consistency. When you consider 
the number of present demands on pub- 
lie funds, one has to consider whether 
it would bc consistent at this time, 
taking into consideration all those de- 
mands, that they should attempt to 
spcnd the amount of money necessary 
if thesc recommendations were to be 
put into effect. The main proposal of 
* the Commission might be summarised 
as follows:—No. 1, the establishment 
of a public authority to be called the 
Waterway Board, with a technical and 
administrative staff to manage water- 
ways in all their aspects. No. 2, trans- 
. fer of the property in all waterways, 
natural and artificial, and of their con- 
trol and maintenance to the Waterway 
Board. The expenditure as an initial 
measure is estimated at £472,000 
—£444,000 from the Oentral Public 
Funds, and £32,000 from the local 
funds—on developments of impor- 
tance on the existing waterways. 
It is plain that these three main re- 
commendations do not exhaust all the 
. measures necessary that would mean 
financial support, or in other words, a 
good deal more than the figures I have 
just read out would be necessary before 
the canal or waterways could be made 
a real efficient service. The Waterway 
Board, it is recommended, should be 
comprised of representatives of people 
of standing in the commercial, agricul- 
tural, engineering, and labour life of 
the country. They are to work full 
time, and we must take it for granted 
that if they are to work full time they 
will need payment. That in itself 
would be a very large sum annually. 
Along with that they are to be provided 
with a staff, and that staff, taíing into 
consideration the very large concern 
that they would deal with, would un- 
doubtedíy be a very big staff, and 
would cost a very large amount of 
money. 

As to the transfer to a public 
authority of privately-owned concems, 
such as the Grand Canal and the Boyal 
Canaí, Deppty Davin has not even made 
ar. esthnate m to the amount that would 


would be adequate, it would be dan- 
gerous to mention it, as it might, per- 
haps, be referred to before some tri- 
bunal and taken as an official state- 
ment. Certainly, it would run into a 
very large sum of money. The Beport 
eontemplates that no charge should be 
made agaiilst the undertakings when 
acquired for the payment of interest on 
íheir purchase price; that the water- 
ways should, in faet, be regarded as 
roads, and that the eost of acquisition 
should fall absolutely on the taxpayers. 
I w r ould like the seconder of the motion 
to tako that into consideration. Fur- 
thcr, on the expenditure of £472,000 for 
works described in the Beport as an 
initial measure, interest is not to be, 
eharged on the coneern and not to be 
paid by the user of the w r aterway. One 
must strike some figure. I should say 
that in or about £700,000 or £800,000 at 
least would be necessary to put this 
Report into operation, and the benefits 
to be derived are certainly very indirect 
benefits. It would take a long number 
of years before the revenue of the 
country would derive any benefit from 
the increased trade brought about by 
the improvements. The Government 
must consider this. They have to look 
at it in this way: In view of the fact 
that the Budget is not yet balanced 
and that we do not know whether it 
will balance in the coming year, the 
Government could not undertake such 
an expenditure. In fact, we might go 
further and say that unless there waa 
an actual surplus the Government 
would not feel that it was doing its 
duty by the taxpayer if it put this Be- 
port into operation. Deputy Figgis ap- 
parently appreciated the diffictdties m 
the way of the Government. As far as 
I remember, I have not been speaking 
to Deputy Figgis on this matter. Coií 
sequently, I do not think he heard from 
me, at any rate, what the inteptions of 
the Government Were. He may have 
heard somewhere else. 

Mr. DARRELL FIOGIS: I made a 
good guess. 

Mr. McGRATH: The suggestion 
made was that the Govermneat shoufd 
give an assurance thatit wquld eneduir- 
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age and assist any person who is 
anxious to take the canals away from 
the control of the railway companies. 
It will be obvions, I think, that a 
general statement such as that cannot 
be made. If we made such a statement 
it might be taken that we were 
advocating the taking away # of pro- 
perty from persons who are the right- 
ful owners and giving it to somebodv 
else. If Deputy Figgis knows of anv 
persons, or body, who are prepared to 
do this thing and want, to take the 
canals away from the railways, their 
eourse is obvious. If they promote a 
Private Bill and bring all the details 
before the Private Bill Committee they 
would be given an opportunity of 
putting up a case in full, and the pre- 
sent owners of the canals will be givcu 
an opportunity of putting up their side 
of the case. I believe myself, without 
anticipating the decision of the Private 
Bill Committee, that according to this 
Beport a good case could be made. 
But, as I said before, the Government 
could not make a statement such as i*. 
suggested. 

Deputy Davin asked me to make a 
definíte statement as to whether the 
Government were satisfied with the 
conclusion come to unanimously that 
the waterways of the country are an 
asset of great importance to the inter- 
nal development of the country. I 
cannot say definitely that that is cor- 
rect. But, as I pointed out, the Repori: 
appears to be a very exhaustive one. 
If. the surplus I refer to were available 
perhaps the Government would have to 
give a little more and deeper considera- 
tion to the matter before they would 
commit thcmselves definitely to the 
statement that the conclusion was a 
cprrect one. 

Mr. DARRELL moIS: I just want 
lwdefly to deal with some points raised, 
both by Deputy Davin and the 
Minister. I think it will be admitted 
that I made a fairly intelligent 
anticipation of what tlie Minister’s at- 
titude in regard to the Report of the 
Commission would be. There was a 
general feeling that the Government 
was not prepared at present to act upon 
the recommendations. I think that that 
decision isvvery regrettable. I have no 
means of working out in any detail 


exactly what the cost of putting those 
recommendations into effect would be, 
but I assume that the lines of eanal to 
be acquircd would cost somewhere in 
the region of one million pounds. I as- 
sume that putting the canals into- 
efficient and effeetive repair would cost 
about half as much again. The eharges 
on that would amount to about £75,000 
per annum, plus whatever might be re- 
quired, as the Minister pointed out, for 
the Waterways Board and the staff re- 
quirements, which means to say that 
something of the order of £100,000 per 
annum would eover the cost. Directly 
one mentions any figure of that order, 
one sees the spectral figurc of the 
Minister for Finance looming up in the 
distance. 

I think it would be good expendi- 
ture. If the State were to issue stock 
for that amount it would be a right 
good investment, not only directly but 
indirectly in cheapening the cost of 
transport and lowering the cost of 
living. I touched on these points 
before and I am not going through 
them in detail now. I think it would 
be good business for the State to carry 
out the recommendations of the Com- 
mission. What are those recommenda- 
tions? As I understand them, the re- 
eommendations briefly amount to this, 
that the State should take over the 
waterways, holding them as the pro- 
perty of the nation for the use of any- 
one who wishes to use them in the way 
of conveyance companies, those con- 
veyance companies being charged tolls 
which would be sufficient for mainten- 
anee. That is not nationalisation as. 
nationalisation is ordinarily conceived.. 
It is rather a qucstion of publie policy 
that the State should say that all the 
high-roads of the country, whether 
water or otherwise, should be owned 
by some public authority, and that 
people who desire to use them might be 
required to pay tolls. I think that re- 
commendation is an admirable and a 
necessary one,*and I believe it would 
prove very speedily that tolls so levied 
would be sufficient to carry the main- 
tenance charges and also to redeem the 
initial capital outlay. 

Now I come to the point in which 
Deputy Davin comes into conflict with 
me. I agree that it is an excellent re- 
commendation, and I believe 'that' ulti- * 
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[Mr. Darrell Figgis.] 
mately that will have to be done. Now 
we are met by the statement from the 
Government that owing to the circum- 
stances of the time, financial chiefly, 
partly administrative, the recommend- 
ation which they admit now to be a 
good one, cannot be put into effect, or 
at least it will not be put into effect. 
I ask what alternative is there? Are 
we to eontinue as we are now? If I 
understand Deputy Davin’s criticism 
to-day it is that. he will press for the 
éntire 100 per cent, and if he cannot 
that he will accept nothing short of it. 
I feel that that is an admirable atti- 
tude, but I do not think it is an attitude 
that should be adopted to-day, because 
in the meantime these canals are being 
robbed of their effectiveness to the 
community by one supreme factor, and 
that is, that they are being controlled 
hy railways. 

They are owned by railways and they 
are not being developed by railways. 
‘The railway companies are actually not 
even keeping their statutory obliga- 
tions in regard to the canals. What 
I meant in the alternative that 1 
originally suggested, and I adhere to it 
in its full meaning, was that this is a 
question of public policy, that no two 
naturally opposed systems of trans- 
port should be permitted by the State 
to fall under one single control. There- 
fore, if the Government are not in a 
position to step in themselves and con- 
trol the waterways and canals, I think 
that there ought to be some assurance 
given that facilities would be given to 
#ny persons who would be content— 
and I do not know that any such per- 
sons would ever dream of undertaking 
so hazardous a proposal unless assur- 
ances were to be given in advance—to 
run the canals^ as the canals should be 
run, in competition with railways and 
not be controlled by railways, so that 
there is no competition whatever. 
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The only alternative to a State 
system is a competitive system. I am 
not going to say now which is the best 
system. What I do say is that only one 
monopoly should be allowed' and that. 
is the monopoly of the State. There is 
at the present moment practirally a 
monopoly in respect of transport. I 
feel that my motion has achieved the 
purpose I originally intended. It was 
not put down merely for challenging 
a division, but rather to elicit from the 
Minister a definite statement of policy 
in regard to a public Report. Having 
achieved that purpose I leave my 
motion where it is. I do urge respect- 
fully, that when a Commission has been 
appointcd, and made a Report, that it 
should be the bounden duty of the 
Government, at the earliest possible 
moment, to make a statement of its 
own initiative to the Dáil as to what it 
intends to do in regard to the Report, 
so that the persons who made it might 
have the satisfaetion, at 
8 o’cloclc. least, of an answer from the 
persons to whom they com- 
municated their decision. Hitherto 
that answer has not been available. It 
is now available and therefore mv 
motion has achieved its purpose. 1 
think it very regrettable that the 
Government will not put these recom 
mendations into effect. Its difficulties. 
I think, are difficulties which should 
have been surmounted and not be met 
by the admission that nothing can be 
done. That being the position, how- 
ever, I do urge that the Government 
may consider laying it down as a que 3 - 
tion of public policy that two separate 
and naturally opposed systems of 
transport -will not be suffered to fal! 
under one single control, in order that 
one of them might be stultified and 
rendered useless for the sole and singlc 
advantage oi the other. 

Motion put. 
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The Dáil divided.—Tá, 17; Níl, 37. 
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Tá. 


Seán Buitléir. 

Seán 0 Laidhin 

John Conlan. 

Domhnall 0 Muirgheasa. 

Séamus Eabhróid. 

Pádraig 0 hOgáin (An Clár>. 

David Hall. 

John J. Cole. 

Tomás Mac Eoin. 

Darrell Figgis. 

Risteárd Mac Fheorais. 

Séamus Mac Cosgair. 

Pádraig Mac Fhlannchadha. 

Risteárd Mac Liam. 

Tomás de Nógla. 

Aodh 0 Cúlacháin. 

Liam 0 Daimhín. 

Níl. 

Earnán Altún. | 

Próinsias 0 Cathail. 

Pádraig F. Baxter. 

Eoghan 0 Dochartaigh. 

Earnán de Blaghd. 

Peadar S. 0 Dubhghaill. 

Máighréad Ní Choileáin, Bean 

Eamon S. 0 Dúgáin. 

Aindriú 0 Láimhín. 

Uí Dhrisceóil. 

Patrick J. Egan. 

Séamus 0 Leadáin. 

Henry J. Finlay. 

Fionán 0 Loingsigh. 

John Hennigan. 

Séamus 0 Murchadha. 

Tomás Mac Artúir. 

Seán M. 0 Súilleabháin. 

Pádraig Mac Fadáin. 

Seán Príomhdhail. 

Pádraig Mac .Giollagáin. 

Seán Mac Giolla ’n Ríogh. 

Connor Hogan. 

Patrick McRenna. 

Eoin Mac Néill. 

Mícheál O hlfearnáin. 

Liam Mac Sioghaird. 

Domhnall 0 Mocháin. 

Liam Mag Aonghusa. 

Seán P. Mac Giobúin. 

Seosamh Mag Craith. 

John T. Nolan. 

Peadar 0 hAodha. 

Martin M. Nally. 

Críostóir 0 Broin. 

James Sproule Myles. 

Seán 0 Bruadair. 

Pádraic 0 Máille. 


Motion declared lost. 


THE STRIHE AT THE CURRAGH. 

Mr. COLOHAN: I {?avo private no- 
tice this evening that I would raise on 
the adjournment the question of mili- 
tary guards at Maddenstown and Wes- 
terna Lodges, Rildare, being employed 
by private trainers to feed and look 
after the horses while there is a strike 
of stablemen on in the establishments 
mentioned. A representative of the 
men who are on strike has informed me 
on the ’phone that military guards 
stationed at these places were looking 
after the horses, while the jockeys and 
atablemen are on strike. Several 
soldiers were seen by the pickets this 
morning working as stablemen. with 
their coats oíf and their sleeves turned 
up to their elbows. It may be urged 
that these men are doing this from 
humanitarian motives. If that plea is 
put forward in respect of the horses, it 
would apply much more strongly to the 
wives and children of the men who are 
on strike for a living ivage. The men 
on strike have not broken the law, as 
the local Superintendent of the Civic 
Guard can prove, and it is not just that 
the armed soldiers of the State should 
be used as strike breakers. The British 
Vol. 0. 


I Govcrnment tried this in the strike of 
1919, and when representation was 
made to the officer in eommand he 
promptly withdrew the men. 

I do not see why we should start 
using the Army in an industrial dis- 
pute. I do not see why the Forces of 
the State should be used te help cm- 
ployers against the workers. It is not 
good Government. I would like an as- 
surance from the Minister for Defence 
that he will withdraw the men, keep 
the ring and act impartially between 
trainers and stablemen. That is all we 
want, because the men are conscious 
that their demands are just, and they 
are determined not to go back until 
they gain those terms. I am sure, if the 
trainers apply to the Strike-Committee, 
they will be met in a sporting fashion 
so far as the welfare of the horscs is 
concerned. Again, I would urge that 
soldicrs should not be used against 
workers in the interest of employers in 
industrial áisputes of this kind, and 
that the Government should act with 
strict impartiality. 

MINISTER for FINANCE (Mr. 
Bljrthe): The Minister for Defence is 
not able to be present. I do not kpow 

* 2 
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[Mr. BIythe.] 
whether he could have been present at 
8.30 or not. However, I was speaking 
to him outside when he received this 
notice, end I understand from him that 
the military are in attendance for pro- 
tection on the requisition of the civil 
authorities, with instructions to confine 
themselves strictly to the duty of mili- 
tary protection. However, the Minister 
for Defence did say that possibly in the 
case of an animal being about to die, 
that a soldier might prevent its death; 
but that apart from that consideration 
their instructions were to confine them- 
selves strictly to the duty of protection. 
If the Deputy wants to get the matter 
dealt with in detail, I am afraid he will 
have to raise it again when the Minister 
for Defence, who has first-hand know r - 
ledge of it, would be present. 

Mr. JOHNSON: It is well to have 
the assurance from the Minister, who is 
speaking on behalf of the Minister for 
Defence, that the instructions to the 
military in question w r ere merely to 
safeguard property. But the informa- 
tion to hand is that they were doing 
much more than that—that they were 
actually doing the work of the men 
who were on strike. I take it, from 
the Minister’s statement, that that is 
going bejrond the intentions of the 
Minister, and that he will—I would as- 
sume this, but I would like to have the 


, Minister’s assent on behalf of the 
Government—instruct that no going 
beyond protection will be allowed, so 
that it cannot be made a complaint that 
the service of protection is being 
availed of as a cover for doing the work 
of the men who are on strike. If we 
can get that assurance, I am quite cer- 
tain that Deputy Colohan will be satis- 
fied, and the people concerned wrill be 
satisfied. It is the least, of course, the 
Mmistry can do, and I am quite sure 
it will be done. But it is well that the 
matter should be made public, so that 
even the men concerned will know that 
they are going beyond their instruc- 
tions, and that the officers concemed 
will know that they have no right to 
allow the men to do the work of those 
who are on strilce, under cover of pro- 
tection of propcrty. 

Mr. BLYTHE: The Deputy can take 
it that it is not the policy of the 
Government that the military shall be 
used for the employers against the men 
in this matter, or that they shall bé 
allowed to do the w r ork of the men gn 
strike. 

Mr. COLOHAN: I am quite satisfied 
with the Minister’s assurance on that 
point. 

The Dáil adjourned at 8.20 p.m. until 
Thursday, at 3 o'clock. 



$97 


998 


DAIL EIREANN 


DÉARDAOIN, 14adh FEABHRA, 
1924. 

(Thursday, 14 th February , 1924.) 


Do chuaidh an Ceann Comhairle i 
gceannas ar a 3 a clog. 


CEISTEANNA—QUESTIONS. 
ORAL ANSWERS. 


EX-INTERNED CIVIL SERVANTS. 

TOMAS 0 CONAILL asked the Pre- 
sident what are the intentions of the 
Government with regard to Civil Ser- 
vants and other employes paid out of 
íunds voted by the Dáil who were ar- 
rested and interned during the years 
1922-23, and afterwards released with- 
out charge or trial; whether he is 
awtre that several of these have not 
yet been reinstated, and that some of 
those who have been carrying on their 
work since release have not been paid 
their salaries; and, further, if he will 
•say whether the practice adopted by 
the British during the period 1919-21 
with regard to ex-intemed public ser- 
vants will be followed by the Govern- 
anent. 

The PRESIDENT: The Govemment 
has decided to set up a Committee to 
ínvestigate the cases of Civil Servants 
who were arrested or intemed subse- 
quent to lst July, 1922, on suspicion of 
*complicity with the Irregulars and this 
Committee will consider the cases of 
*those Civil Servants who have been 
suspended or refused reinstatement be- 
cause prima facie evidence existed of 
Irregular activities. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: Is the Presidenx 
in a position to state Ivhat the Con- 
stitution of the Committee will be, 
what the procedure will be, whether 
the ex-intemee will have an opportun- 
ity of making a case before that Com- 
mittee, or being represented by coun- 
:sel before itt 


The PRESIDENT: The personnel of 
the Committee is Mr. Kevin CPShiel, 
B.L.; Chairman; Mr. Diarmuid O’Heg- 
arty, Seeretary of the Executive Coun- 
cil; and Mr. Henry O'Friel, Executive 
Head of the Department of Home Af- 
fairs. Every person against whom a 
case is pending will have an opportun- 
ity of putting his ease before the Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. O CONNELL: In person or by 
legal representative ? 

The PRESIDENT: In person. 

LAND PURCHASE FUND. 

RISTEARD MAC LIAM asked the 
Minister for Finance if he will state 
how the National Debt Commissioners 
invcsted the sinking fund paid to them 
under Section 36 (2) of the Irish Land 
Act, 1903, for the year ended 31st 
March, 1922, and how much of the sink- 
ing fund was: (1) applied to the pur- 
chase of stock, (2) invested in further 
advances under this Act, (3) tem- 
porarily invested in the purchase of 
securities approved by the Ministry of 
Finance, and the approximate yield per 
cent., respectively, in the above-men- 
tioned alternatives. 

MINISTER for FINANCE (Mr. E. 

Blythe): According to the published 
account of the Irish Land Purchase 
Fund, which is available to the public, 
the greater part of the Sinking Fund 
receipts for the year ended 31st 
March, 1922, were applied towards the 
making of fresh cash advances to 
tenant purchasers. The actual figures 
were: £707,300 utilised in the latter 
manner, and £114,628 applied towards 
the purchase of stock, leaving unin- 
vested a balance of merely £399. 

The Sinking Fund invested in the 
cancellation of stock yields a percen- 
tage equal to the current market value 
of money, about 5 per cent. If dis- 
posed of in the manner described at (2) 
in the question,* and sanctioned by Sec- 
tion 36 of the Land Act, 1903, the ap- 
parent yield is less, but the difference 
is made up in the saving effected in 
such cases by the non-issue of Excess 
Stock, the interest and sinking fund on 
which would be bome by the general 
taxpayer. 
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909 Questions. 

APPOINTMENTS OF CLERKS TO 
DISTRICT COURTS. 

TADHG 0 MURCHADHA asked the 
Minister for Home Affairs whether in 
the permanent appointments of Clerks 
of District Courts to be made in 
March he will arrange that all such ap- 
pointments be made as a result of com- 
petitive examination. 

MINISTER for HOME AFFAIRS I 
(Mr. O’Hig'gins) : There will be no per- 
manent appointments of Clerks of Dis- 
trict Courts in March, and the present 
teinporary arrangements will continue 
until there is legislation supplemental 
to the Courts of Justice Bill dealing 
with the question of Court Officers. 


Mr. O’HIGGINS: That does not 
affect the statement made in answer to* 
the Deputy’s question that ít í» the 
duty of the County Council to provide 
accommodation; that our funetíoin ín 
the matter is pretty much to accept the* 
accommodation if it is reasonabIy ade- 
quate, or, in the alternative, toabandon 
the Court, and it is our opinion that the* 
latter course would eause more incon- 
venience to the district. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: Would the Mini- 
ster say if the Court is held within or- 
dinary school hours, and does it meaii 
the school is elosed on the particular 
day on which the Court is held? 

Mr. 0 ’HIGGINS : I eould not say. I 
am not sure. 


BALLINEEN (CORK) FEMALE N. 

SCHOOL. 

TADHG 0 MURCHADHA asked the 
Minister for Home Affairs whether he 
is aware that the Ballineen (Co. Cork) 
Female National School is being used 
to hold sittings of the District Court: 
whether the arrangement causes incon- 
venience to the children aml teachers, 
and is detrimental to the education of 
the children, and whether he will re- 
commend that some other arrangement 
will be madc for the holding of the 
Court in some more suitable building? 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I am aware that 
the District Court at Ballincen is held 
once a month in the place stated. I 
have not reeeived any complaints as to 
the alleged inconvenience. It is the 
duty of the Cork County Council to 
provide accommodation for the Court; 
my function in the matter is, in effect, 
to accept the accommodation offered, if 
it is reasonably adequate, or, in the 
alternative, to abandon the Court, and 
the latter course would probably cause 
more inconvenience locally than does 
the occasional occupation of the school. 

Mr. MURPHT : Might I ask the Mini- 
ster is he aware that the average at- 
tendance of the school is going down, 
and that the children are leaving and 
going to another school within a rnile 
of Ballineen in consequence of the 
Court being held theref 


Mr. MURPHY : Might I ask if there 
is sufficient accomrnodation in the 
Civic Guard Barrack for the holding of 
the Court? I am informed there is. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: There is an objec- 
tion to holding the Court in a police 
barracfcs. # 

DEPENDENT’S ALLOWANOE 
(MILTOWN-MALBAY.) 

Mr. CONNOR HOGAN asked the 
Minister for Defence if he will state 
whether the father of Private Thomas. 
Fitzgerald (30,813), Miltown-Malbay, 

I Co. Clare, will be granted dependent’s. 
I allowance as from the date of his sonV 
attestation on Ist April, 1922, having 
regard to the fact that Mr. Fitzgerald 
farms an uneconomic holding of about 
10 acrés. 

MINISTER for DEFENCE (General 

Mulcahy): Mr. Fitzgerald's claim has 
been disallowed on the ground that the 
amount normally contributed by his 
son towards the maintenance of the 
home for a reasonable period prior to 
eníistment, was less than the minimnm 
required by regulations, namely, 12/- 
per week, before an allowance might be 
issued. 

COMMANDEERED JffOTOR 
(TEMPLEMORE.) 

RISTEARD MAO LIAM (for Mféheál 
0 hlfeamáin) asked the Minister for 
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Defence whether he is aware that a 
Ford car, the property of Mr. Jarnes 
Fogarty, of Whitefield Mills, Temple- 
more, was seized by offlcers of the Na- 
tional Army on 19th July, 1922, and, 
if so, if he will state why Mr. Fogarty 
has not been compensated for his loss 
•qwing to the seizure of this.car, and if, 
in view # of the fact that Mr. Fogarty 
was dependent for his livelihood on his 
•earnings from hiring the car, steps will 
be taken immediately to compensate 
him for the loss he has suffcred. 

General MULCAHY : Delay in 
settling Mr. Fogarty’s claim is due to 
the difficulty in obtaining evidence that 
his car was in fact commandeercd. It 
is hoped to settle the elaim within a 
week. 

CLAIMS UNDER ARMY PENSIONS 
ACT. 

SEAN 0 LAIDHIN asked the Minis- 
ter for Defence if he will state if any 
tribunal has been yet set up to deal 
with claims under the Army Pensions 
Ajft, 1923, and, further, when it is likely 
such claims will be adjusted with a 
view to payment, and also if he will 
state the address to which claims un- 
•d«r. that Act are to be forwarded. 

General MULCAHY: A Committee 
has been set up to deal with elaims un- 
der the Army Pensions Act. A num- 
ber of claims have been assessed and 
payments will begin forthwith. All 
other claims are under investigation 
and will be disposed of with the leasi 
possible delay. Communications should 
be addressed to the Seeretary, Ministry 
of Defence, Army Pensions Depart- 
ment, 34 Molesworth St., Dublin. 

WESTMEATH AGRARIAN DIS- 
PUTE. 

SÉAN 0 LAIDHIN asked the Minis- 
ter for Defence if he will now release 
James Costelloe, Pat, John and Wm. 
Daly (brothers), and Richard Dalton, 
who were arrested at Ballinahown, 
Westmeath, on July 20th, 1923, in con- 
nection with the Bloomhill land dis- 
pute, and at present interned in Dun- 
dalk Prison without trial. 

General MULCAHY: These particu- 
lar prisoners will be released on their 


entering into recognizances with two 
solvent securities as provided by Sec- 
tion 6 of the Public Safety (Powers of 
Arrest and Detention) Temporary Act, 
1924. 

Mr. LYONS : Will that mean that 
these prisoners will have to give up all 
right and title to these lands? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : That is 
a hard question for the Minister for 
Defence. 

Mr. LYONS: By getting these two 
solvcnt securities will they forfeit their 
title to these lands at Bloomhill? 

General MULCAHY : Any matter of 
detail connected with the recognisance 
in question and any application in con- 
neetion with the matter should be ad- 
dressed to the Minister for Home Af- 
fairs. 

MOTOR VEHICLES COMMAN- 
DEERED BY MILITARY 
(DROICHEAD NUA). 

Mr. JOHN OONLAN asked the Mini- 
ster for Defence if he is aware that a 
Crossley tender, belonging to Mr. 
Percy Brookes, Morefield, Droichead 
Nua, and purchased by him for £800. 
Avas hired by the military nearly two 
years ago, and is still in their posses- 
sion; if, with the exception of three 
months , hirage. Mr. Brookes has been 
paid nothing for the use of the car, and 
has failed to # secure its return, although. 
he has made repeated applications 
therefor; also if a Ford touring car was 
commandeered from the same owner 
twelve months ago, and has been since 
held without payment; and if the Mini 
ster will see that this man, whose sote 
means of living is the hiring of motor 
cars, is aíforded redress? 

General MULCAHY : I am not aware 
of all the circumstances, and regret 
that the matter has been inadvertently 
overlooked. Mr. Brooke J s case is, how- 
ever, now being investigated, and every 
effort will be made to have it com- 
pleted at the earliest pdssible moment. 

FIRE OUTBREAE AT ENNIS CO. 

HOME. 

Mr. CONNOR HOGAN asked the 



1U03 Questions. DAIL EIRBANN. Oral Answers. 100£ 


[Mr. Connor Hogan.] 

Minister for Local Government if his 
attention has been drawn to the out- 
break of fire at the County Home, 
Ennis, on the night of the 8th inst., 
and if he has any information as to the 
extent of the damage done, and 
wh^ther he will forthwith institute an 
enquiry into the eircumstances of the 
outbreak¥ 

MINISTER for LOCAL GOVERN- 
MENT (Mr. Burke): The occurrence 
was reported in a telegram received on 
the 9th instant from the Secretary to 
the County Home and was confirmed 
by letter dated the llth. The matter 
was immediately referred by me to the 
local Inspector for a report, and any 
necessary action will be taken. 

DISMISSAL OF DUNMANWA7 
POOR LAW OFFICIAL. 

TADHG 0 MURCHADHA asked the 
Minister for Local Government whether 
he is aware that Timothy Murray, a 
permanent official of the Dunmanway 
Board of Guardians and Rural Council 
(Co. Cork), was dismissed at a secret 
meeting of the above bodies in 1921; 
that Murray got no notice of such 
meeting, that he is now. with his wife 
and twelve children, in very poor cir- 
cumstances. and whether, in view of 
hís service of nine years, the Minister 
will have his case further ipquired into, 
with a view to the granting to Murray 
some compensation? 

Mr. BURKE: It appears that at a 
meeting of the Guardians held on the 
18th December, 1920, it was decided to 
dispense with Mr. Murray’s services. I 
have no information as to whether the 
meeting was secret, as to the notice 
given of the intention to hold it, or of 
the circumstances of the family. It 
seems that Mr. Murray was employed 
and paid personally by the Clerk for 
acting as his assistant, and that he also 
acted as a temporary messenger. I am 
informed that there is no record of his 
having been appointed officially by 
either local body. He could not, there- 
fore, be regarded as a permanent 
official, and as he did not hold a pen- 
sionable post, he is not legally entitled 
to compensation. 


Mr. MURPHT: Is the Mimster aware 
that when Murray was appointed he 
signed the Query Forms that were sent 
out by the Local Government Board; 
and that the members of the Council 
who were in office at the time he waa 
appointed are prepared to make sworn. 
affidavits that he was permanfently ap- 
pointed by the Local Government 
Board; and is he aware also that Mur- 
ray makes the charge that the minutes 
of the Council were deliberately cooked 
in order to put him in a wrong posi- 
tion in connection with his appoint- 
ment? 

Mr. BURKE: I am not aware of 
that. So far as I am concerned, the 
only information I have is that he was 
appointed as a temporary messenger by 
the Clerk. That is the only official in- 
formation. 

1 Mr. MURPHY: If information such 
as I have outlined were supplied to the 
Minister, will he promise to have an in- 

I vestigation into the facts? 

Mr. BURKE: Certainly. 

DUBLIN OORPORATION AND 
CARNEGIE GRANT. 

Major COOPER asked the Minister 
for Local Government whether he is: 

1 aware that the Dublin Corporation 
have been offered the sum of £25,000 
to establish an Infant Wélfare Clinie 
by the Carnegie Trust, whether they 
have not accepted that offer, and conse- 
quently the offer is about to be with- 
drawn, and whether he will urge the 
Corporation not to lose this oppor- 
tunity of obtaining this Clinic. 

Mr. BURKE: I have had this matter 
specially under consideration. The 
Deputy may be assured that so far as I 
am concerned nothing will be left un- 
done to secure the Suitable application 
of this raoney. 

Mr. A. BTRNE: Árising out of the 
Minister's answer, may I ask whether 
any information was applied for to the 
Corporation, and may I say that m/ 
information is contrary to that con- 
tained in the question. The Corpora- 
tion have accepted the grant and ther 
have their plans well under way> The 
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only reason why they were not able t > 
carry on the contract is on account of 
the conditions prevailing. It is unfair 
that any question should be put down 
without making inquiries in the proper 
direction. 

Major BRTAN COOPEB: Arising 
out of Deputy Byrne’s question, I 
wish to say that I put down the ques- 
tion becausc I do not want Dublin to 
lose the money. 

Mr. BTBNE : It is not true that Dub 
lin is losing the money. They have ac- 
cepted the grant. I think the Deputy 
who asked the question ought to 
apologise. 

Mr. BUBKE: I was informed that 
there was danger of the money being 
diverted to another channel as a result 
of the delay in acccpting it. 

IMPOBTATION OF FLOUR. 

RISTEARD MAC LIAM asked thc 
Minister for Agriculture whether ar- 
rangements couíd be made to secure 
in all cases where flour is imported into 
the Saorstát that an equivalent amount 
of millers > offals (bran and pollard,) 
should accompany the imported íiour. 

MIlflSTEB FOR AGRICULTURE 
(Mr. Hogan): Owing to the shortness 
of notice I have not beon in a position 
to go into the matter mentioned in this 
question as fully as I would wish, and 
aecordingly I must ask the Deputy to 
defer the question to some day next 
week, when I hope to be able to deal 
with the matter. 

DISTRIBUTION OF WESTMEATH 
RANCH LANDS. 

SEAN 0 LAIDHIN asked the Min- 
ister for Agriculture if he will state 
whether the rancli lands of Gurteen, 
Belvedere, Westmeath, formerly held 
by Mr. R. McRenna, are now vested 
in the Irish Land Commission, and, if 
so, if he will state when the said lands 
are likely to be distributed among the 
landless people of the district for the 
relief of congestion. 

Mr. HOGAN: The lands of Gurteen 
reierred to are not vested in the Land 
Commission. The question of their ac- 
quisition is under consideration. 


BALLINASLOE EVICTION—CLAIM 
BT TENANT’S REPRESENTATIVES. 

TOMAS 0 CONAILL asked the 
Minister for Agriculture whether he 
has received an application from the re- 
presentatives of the late Patrick Gal- 
lagher, who was evicted from his hold- 
ing at Traeneerla, Rillimor, Ballina- 
sloe, in July, 1890; whether the appli- 
cation for restoration to this holding, 
made by the representatives of the 
affected tenant, was refused and the 
land given to another party; whether 
he can state the reasons why this ap- 
plication was refused, and whether it is 
proposed to consider favourably the 
application of these people for a parcel 
of land equal in value to the original 
farm. 

Mr. HOGAN: The late Michael Gal- 
lagher made application to the Estates 
Commissioners as the representative of 
his uncle, Patrick Gallagher, deceased, 
who had been evicted from a holding at 
Traeneerla, on the Clanricarde Estate. 
The late C.D. Board, on acquiring the 
lands, proposed to provide Michael 
Gallafgher with a holding. On the 
death of Michael Gallagher applica- 
tions for the lands were made by 
several persons: (1) Thomas Gállagher, 
brother of Michael Gallagher, who re- 
sided in New York; (2) Michael Gal- 
lagher, a cousin of the deceased 
Michael Gallagher, whose mother is a 
tenant purchaser of another holding on 
the Clanricarde Estate; (3) Thomas 
Gallagher, another cousin, a shop assis- 
tant in Aughrim, and (4) Patrick 
Hardiman, with whom the deceased 
Michael Gallagher had resided until his 
death, and who forwarded a copy of a 
will of the latter, leaving him any 
rights he had to the evicted holding or 
any holding granted in lieu thereof. 
Moreover, the Thomas Gallagher who 
resided in Aug]?rim, stated that the de- 
ceased Michael Gallagher had, a few 
days before his death, made a will in 
his favour, and that he had defrayed 
the burial expénses. 

The Estates Commissioners, in the ex- 
ercise of the discretion vested in them, 
decided to take no action in respect of • 
any of these applications, and the hold- 
ing wtís sold to another evicted tenant 
on the property, whose former holding 
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was not available. The Land Com- 
mission do not propose to take any 
action as regards these applications. It 
is, of course, open to them to recon- 
sider the case when lands in that neigh- 
bourhood are acquired under the 1923 
Act. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: May I ask the 
Minister if any of this clan of thc 
Gallaghers succeeds in establishing a 
claim to be regarded as a representa- 
tive of the cvieted tenant, will his 
claim be favourably considered? 

Mr. HOGAN: Of coursc. the Deputy 
knows that if anybody succeeds in es- 
tablishing his claim to be regarded as a 
representativc of an evicted tenant, 
that that claim will be considered. I 
could say no more. 

Mr. OONNOE HOGAN: Arising out 
of the original Ministerial reply, is this 
parody of the Gallaghers a parody on 
the music-hall ditty. Mr. Oallagher 
and Mr. Shean ”t 

Mr. HOGAN: Is that a joke? 

WRITTEN ANSWERS. 

HEADFORD BARER’S CLAIM. 

TOMAS 0 CONAILL askcd the Mini- 
ster for Defence if hc can state the 
reasons why the claim made by Thos. 
Reynolds, báker, of Hcadford, Co. Gal- 
way, on aceount of a lorry comman- 
deered on August 8th, 1922, has not yet 
been paid, and if he will see that this 
matter receives immcdiate attentionf 

General MULCAHY: Thc claim has 
not been paid because the investiga- 
tions necessary for its proper con- 
sideration have not yet been com- 
pleted. The investigations are nearing 
completion, and a definite decision wilí 
be conveyed to the claimant very 
♦ shortly. 

TEMOLEAOUE (CORK) SHOOTINO 
AWARD. 

TADHO Q MUROHADHA asked the 
Minister for Defence whether he is 
aware that James Hunt, of Timoleague, 
Co. Cork, whose son was fatally shot 
hy a member of the National Army' on 


April 8th, 1923, has been offered a sum 
of £10 compensation, and whether, in 
view of the inadequate nature of the 
award, he will have thc case recon 
sidered? 

Oeneral MULCAHY : I regret that it 
is not practicable to increase thc sum 
of £10 which has been paid to the 
father of the late James Hunt, not as 
compensation, for the loss of his son, 
but merely as an ex-gratia grant to 
cover funeral and incidental cxpenses. 
There is no legal liability on the mili- 
tary authorities to pay any compensa- 
i tion. 

DIVISION OF LISMACAFFREY 
LANDS (LONOFORD). 

SEAN O LAIDHIN asked the Mini- 
stcr for Agriculture if the ranch lands 
of Lismacaffrey, Co. Longford, held by 
Mrs. Fagan, are in the hands of the 
Land Commission, and, if so, if he 
would state when said lands are to be 
distributed among the landless people 
of thc district? 

Mr. HOGAN : The lands of Lismacaf- 
frey referred to appear to be those pur- 
chased by Miss Mary Rose Fagan as 
tenant-purchaser under the Land Pur- 
chase Acts and vested in her on 28th 
March, 1912. 

They have not been acquired by the 
| Land Commission. 

DAIL IN COMMITTEE. 

HOUSING (BUILDING FACILITIES) 
BILL, 1924,—THIRD STAOE. 

Debate resumed on amendment by 
Mr. Duggan to Section 6. 

“ In sub-section (1), line 58, to 
delete the word “ one ’’ and to add 
in page 4, at the end of the sub- 
section, the following proviso:— ' 

“ Provided that the total value of 
such assistance, as determined by 
the Minister, shall not exceed the 
value of the grant payable by the 
Minister in respect of that house.” 

1 The PRESIDENT: The point in dis- 
pute when progress was reported yes- 
terday was as to the taking out of the 
word “ one ” and leaving the local 
authority an option to grant all or any 
oí the items ínentioned unde^ sub-sec- 
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tions (1) of Scction 6, (a), (b), (c) or 
(d). I explained that thc proposal 
which was outlined in the amendmen' 
was putr in by the Government in the 
,sub-section and was to the effect that 
we calculated the maximum amount of 
value in the nature of á .contribution. 
from the local authority would be £100. 
That was not taking into eonsideration 
Part II of the Schedule: that is the re- 
lief from rates over a certain period. 
Some objection was made by certain 
Deputies on the ground that we were 
restricting the local authorities by not 
giving them an opt-ion to give greater 
advantages if they thought fit, and l 
stated the Government side of the case. 
I do not know whether Deputies wish 
to say anything more with regard to 
the sub-section. 

Mr. GOOD: I understand that th ^ 
President was to look into this matter 
•of the vaiue of the work which the local 
authority was prcsumed to do undcr 
this Bill, because we pointed out yes- 
terday afternoon, while we were dis- 
cussing this clause, that the local au- 
thority was limited in its contribution. 
The total value of the assistance givcn 
by the loeal aut.hority is limited to the 
equivalent of the grant given by the 
Government. The grant given by the 
Governmcnt in the case of a threc»- 
roomed house, as one can see by refe!*- 
ence to the Schedule, is a sum of £60, 
and it is pointed out that if the locaí 
authority was limited to a sum of £60 
it would not be able to provide the dií- 
ferent items necessary if houses are to 
be erected at the rates provided in the 
Schedule. I understood, on the ad- 
journment last eveniag, t-hat the Presi- 
dent.was to look into that particular 
aspect of the case. In the limited time 
that has elapsed since, and the difflcul-ty 
that a Deputy has of getting at figures 
which are readily accessible to the Gov- 
cmment, one has not an opportunit.v 
of inquiring as fully as one would like 
into this particular item. But in the 
local authority that 1 happen to be con- 
nected with and which is engaged ia 
erecting twenty-eight cottages on one 
•site—the other cottages on another site 
are practically finished, and they are 
erected on land that was already the 
property of the local authority, so that 
the question of the purchase oi the land 


did not arise at all—the cost of the 
land works out at £35 14s. 3d. per 
house. Only three-roomed houses are 
to be erected on this particular site. 

That land was purchaséd by agree- 
ment, so that the cost would be much 
lower than if the land had been ac- 
quired compulsorily. Bven purchasing 
by agreement and avoiding all the 
other cxpenses, it works out at £35 
14s. 3d. The development of the 
land will cost another £35 14s. 8d. 
It costs practically £1,000 to pur- 
chase the land, and the estimate for 
the development of the land—that is, 
including the different items we were 
discussing yesterday—amounts to an- 
other £1,000. In fact, it did amount to 
£1,100, but I understand that it has 
been reduced to £1,000, so thát between 
these two items we have an outlay on 
this particular scheme of £71 8s. lld. 
Then you have to add to that the ex- 
penses of the local authority. I have 
put them down at the exceedinglv 
small sum of £5 per house. I happened 
to be looking through some figures in 
connection with the Government 
scheme, and to show you that £140 in 
cotinection with that site is small, I 
notice that in the Pairbrothers , Field 
scheme—and I must be cautious about 
this matter, because I am speaking 
about thc Dublin Corporation in the 
presence of Deputy Byrne—the local 
costs were eomputed at £27 lOs. per 
house, so that I think the Dáil will 
agree that I have taken a reasonable 
figure. This does not include any pro- 
vision for interest and sinking fund on 
the money that is being provided by 
the local authority, and I think that is 
absolutely essential, because you wili 
find in the amendment proposed by the 
Government the words: lt Provided 
that the total value of sueh assistance, 
as determined by the Minister, shall 
not cxceed the value of the grant pay- 
able by the Minister in respect of such 
house. ,, So that it is only rcasonaile 
to infer that that must include all tne 
expenses of the local authority. I quite 
agree with the President when he says 
that the remission of rates is not 
included in this particular item, but in 
this connection, as in maiiy other 
clauses in the Bill, I would like to see 
words added to that effect, because 



1011 Housing (Building Facilities ) DAIL EIllEANN. BiU f 1924 Third Stage. 1012^ 


[Mr. Good.] 

local authorities are not lawyers, and 
if they see in a particular clause that 
the total value of the assistance given 
by the local autnority is limited to so 
and so, thev are very apt to think that 
total assistance means assistance of all 
and every kind. The figures I have 
given in connection with that particu- 
lar scheme hardly constitute a fair ex- 
ample, because out of the twenty-eight 
houses in that scheme, eight adjoin the 
public road; consequently. no develop- 
ment at all is necessary in connection 
with eight, and the £1,000 for develop- 
ment should really be applicable to the 
others. That would mcan £50 per house, 
but I have not taken it on that basis. 
That meaus that per house the expense 
of the local authority there would be 
approximately £80. Under the provi- 
sions of the Bill, the utmost to which 
the local authority could go would be 
a sum of £60 per house. I think that 
proves very clearly what I stated last 
evening, that the provision proposed 
by the Government is wholly inade- 
quate to meet the expenses that the 
local authority would have to incur. 

Mr. CORISH: It has just. occurred to 
me to suggest that Deputy Johnson 
and Deputy 0*Mahony might accept the 
Government’s amendment and with- 
draw theirs, if the President agrees to 
add: “ This to be exclusive of any site 
at the disposal of the local authority. ,> 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: To add 

to the proviso, “ provided that the 
total value of the assistance ,, <-—exclu- 
sive of what? 

Mr. CORISH: Exclusive of the value 
of any site at the disposal of the Urban 
Council. As the President knows, 
there are Urban Councils that have ac- 
quired large pieces of land with a view 
to providing houses. 

The PRESIDENT: I think there is a 
w§akness in the amendment. “ At the 
disposal of the local aut.hority ”—does 
that mean at the present iíioment at 
their disposal, or if they were to wait 
for three months and then acquire a 
site, would that also be covered by this 
amendment? The amendment has a 
certain ambiguity about it that would 
open a very wide avenue of experiment* 


to local authorities. If the intention 
were simply to include sites at present 
in the possession of local authorities, it 
would certainly be unfair to a Council 
anxious and willing to provide a site, 
but who are prohibited by reason of the 
fact that they have had no inheritance, 

I such as the Council has that is in the 
happy position of possessing a site. I 
do not know that that would be very 
acceptable. 

Mr. CORISH: You see the intention. 
The President understands what I 
niean, I am sure. 

The PRESIDENT: Yes, but still we 
have to contrast the various costs, not 
one particular item of cost alone. If 
we take it that in the town of Gorey, 
for example, the local authority has a 
site, which it is willing to provide, and 
that the building costs in Gorey are 
relatively less than, we will say. in Tim- 
buctoo, and that a greater case could 
be made in respect of the latter place- 
as against Gorey, obviously in that 
case the Bill would lean favourably to- 
wards the more favourably circum- 
stanced case, and would deal harshly 
with the town not so favourably cir- 
cumstanced. I do not think in equity 
there would be a ease for the accept- 
ance of the amendment. I think 
Deputy Good will plead guilty to 
having some knowledge of the cost of 
sites and cost of development, and how 
much they vary. With regard to those 
local authorities generally, they pool 
the whole lot with regard to the 
costs of the site. In other words, 
if you take the cost of a site in 
Dublin you cannot start in al- 
phabetical order running down the 
costs of the various sites acquired.since 
the Housing Acts came into operation. 
but one would be able to say at a 
moment^s notice what would be the 
average price. Deputy Good has men- 
tioned one case in which the cost of 
acquisition for virgin soil was rather 
high. I could have told him of two ( 
other cases where the cost of a.cquisi- 
tion of virgin soil in the City of Dublin. 
was relatively low, amounting to some- 
thing like £300 per acre, and the cost 
of development bore a favourable com- 
parison with the cost of development 
of other sites. If I were Minister for 
Local Government and if I were askeá 
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to determine what the value of this 
particular Section meant, I would 
put down a certain figure which I 
would earmark for a site, and put 
down a certain figure for development 
in places like the City of Dublin. The 
fact that it costs more would not weigh 
with me very considerably if I had the 
average amount. It is no advantagt 
to a person who is going to occupy one 
of these cottages to know that it cost .3 
the local authority, as it did in some 
instances, £10,000 per acre, as against 
cases where they were lucky enough to 
get the soil at £300 per acre. What is 
the difference to the occupant of tho 
house, whether it is the former or the 
latter? None whatever. With regard 
to development, the Deputy’s figur«í 
was rather high. Development cost 
might be run up from more causes than 
one. It might not be a well-developed 
site, or might have been developed ex- 
pensively, or the lay out may not havc 
been considered with due regard to the 
cconomy which ought to be practised 
in matters of this sort. That would be 
the concern of the local authority, and 
I do not see why if they spent more 
money than would be reasonable the 
occupier or builder should be called 
on to suffer on account of that. 'I 
do say the Minister should have some 
discretion with regard to the eost of 
development in certain cases. With 
regard to the general question, £100 for 
a five-roomed house can be divided into 
various different compartments. There 
might be a free grant of a portion of 
the £100. The cost of acquisition might 
in many cases approach a figure of £40, 
and development £20. There would 
then be a case for a grant of £40, where 
the cost of acquisition and development 
may be £60. If the Minister were to 
ear-mark a sum of, say, £60 for the 
site, and £30 for development, then the 
local authority would be able to sub- 
scribe £10. I do say that in the major- 
ity of cases in large cities, such as Dufc- 
lin, Cork, Waterford, and other places, 

' the Minister should certainly put down 
a figure wbich he would estimate as the 
value to a builder of the site that he 
would get and of the development cost 
of it. 

Mr. QOOD; If the President would 
alter the Section so as to leave it in the 


discretion of the Ministry, I quite- 
agree, then, that the Section will be a 
workable one, but as it stands it is an 
unworkable one. The Eresident has re- 
ferred to the example tnat I have taken 
as possibly being an excessive cost, that 
is £35 14s. 8d. per house for develop- 
ment. If I might again refer to the 
Corporation, I may say they are carry- 
ing out a scheme at Marino, and I do 
not know whether the President is~ 
aware that the development there< 
amounts to £53 15s. per house. 

The PRESIDENT : I am, and I think^ 
if my recollection is correct, that the 
original valuation of the cost of deve- 
lopment in that particular case was. 
even in excess of that sum. I pointed 
it out when the Report first came be- 
fore the Corporation for consideration. 

Mr. GOOD: 1 only wanted to show 
that the figure I had taken was a low 
one. 

The PRESIDENT : I can cite also a 
ease in which the Corporation paid £9 
in one instance for one particular site 
and £59 in costs for the proof of title 
for the very same site. You will find 
it in the records of the Council for the 
year 1910 or 1911. These are isolated 
instances. At the moment I would not 
Hke to express an opinion as to how 
this Marino site was dcveloped, but 1 
would like to know whether there is not 
a road joining Drumcondra with the* 
Malahide Road, and if the cost of that 
highway, that has nothing whatever to 
do with the houses to be constructed, 
is included in the cost of development. 

Mr. JOHNSON : Might I ask if the 
President could explain the effect of 
the present proposals on the second 
note on the schedule regarding the 
maximum price—a sum equal to half 
the value being deducted from the total 
maximum. * My attention has « bemi 
called to this. It may have some effect 
on the general discussion if the Presi- 
dent would explain what thc effect of 
the various proposals now before u» 
would have upon the note or vice versa. 

The PRESIDENT : It is not intended 
to alter the note by reason of the pro- 
vision of this amendment. 
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Bir. JOHNSON: Would that mean 
that the builder would be bcnefited by 
the increase of the local gránt? 

The PRESIDENT : No; to the extent 
oí“ 50 per cent. dí the value of the grant 
as determined by the Minister. I arn 
inclined to think that the amendment 
as drafted meets the point that De- 
puty Dood asked me to insert; that is 
that thc Minister should have discre- 
tion. It is mentioned that the Minister 
should determine the value. 

Mr. OOOD: Yes, but I think the 
power of the Minister is limited. I am 
afraid there is too much, what we 
might call in ordinary language, am- 
biguity about this Bill. I am afraid 
it will keep our new Courts of Justice 
busy for some time. I am not very ex- 
perienced in the drawing of legal docu- 
ments, but from what I have seen of 
the Bill, except some of those who have 
been engaged in drawing it up are pre- 
sent, there will be some difficulty in 
interpreting it in future. I think that 
is exceedingly unwisc. This is another 
one of the ambiguous Sections. It 
reads as follows:—“ Provided that. the 
total of such assistanee as deterrnined 
by the Minister shall not exceed the 
value of the grant payable by the 
Minister in respect of that house. ,, As 
to whether that particular wording 
gives that discretionary power, that one 
is anxious that the Minister should 
have, is exceedingly debatable to my 
mind, reading the Section as it stands. 
If the Minister will undertake that any 
ambiguit.y will be put right, as far as I 
am concerned, I am quite satisfied. 

The PRESIDENT : If the Deputy 
would do me the justice of allowing me 
to explain, that places me also in a 
difficulty. 

Mr. O f MAHONY: The President has 
^cleared up some matters of detail which 
I had intended to raise. One was that 
ip caíses in which the combined value 
set upon the site and the development 
«f the site did not reach the equivalent 
of the Government grant of £100 in 
value, would the person applying for 
the grant then be entitled to draw on 
the local body for the balance repre- 
«ented by the £100 grant? The Presi- 
dent has said yes. 


, Tho PRESIDENT: I would like to 
qualify that by aaying that the local 
authority “ may, with the approval of 
the Minister. ,> It is not mandatory on 
the local authority. 

Mr. 0’MAHONY: 1 have an amend- 
ment further on which, in the event of 
refusal on the part of the local author- 
it.y, would give the pcrson applying for 
the grant the right to appeal to the 
Minister to get a decision on it from the 
Minister. In urban areas it will be 
found that, as a rulc, the free grant of 
a site by the local authority and the 
relatively small amount of development 
in such cases will by no means reach 
£100. If it. were optional with the 
local authority, under such circum- 
stances, to repudiate any further lia- 
bility, then persons intending to build 
would be at a serious disadvantage and 
loss. It may be urged that they have 
the altcrnative of applying for the 
grant. of £100 in lieu of these conces- 
sions. But, in some cases, even 
though the grant of £100 may represent 
more than the actual value of the land 
and deveiopment, it may not be possible 
for the person desiring to build to 
secure land for the purpose. There- 
fore, even though land and develop- 
ment would have a eombined value of 
considerably less than £100, the fact 
that the person applying for the grant 
would be unable to get a site, will com- 
pel him to aeeept the site and th’e de- 
velopment associated with it, though 
they represent substantially less in 
value. 

I think, however, after all that has 
transpired, that it would be possiblc 
to accept the amendment proposed by 
Deputy Duggan provided that in the 
event of the site value and develop- 
ment not reaching £100 the person ap- 
plying for the grant would get an ad- 
ditional sum to make up the £100 in 
value, and in addition placing no value 
on the concession witb respect to rates, 
and no value on the provision of a loan 
1 suggest, though it. might not be pos- 
sible now, that the President should 
insert a Section entitling a person tip- 
plying for the grant to get the equiva- 
lent of £100 even if it be neces- 
sary to make that up by raising the 
site value, development value or 
money grant aild maldng it cléar that 
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no value will be placed on the conces- 
sion with respect’ to rates, and also 
on the concession with respect to rais- 
ing a loan to the extent of £200. We 
might come to an agreement to accept 
that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT: I do not know if I 
am in order in discussing the matter 
that has been raised fby Deputy 
0’Mahony, but I should like to point 
out some grave difficulties that would 
arise in the event of that particular am- 
endment passing into law. In order ío 
keep within the strict rules, perhaps 1 
had better not touch upon that aspeet 
of t-he question now. Tlje Minister for 
Local Government is here and I think 
in the absence of any statement to the 
contrary that his interpretation of this 
Seetiou is governed by what I have 
stated—that is, in the case of large ur- 
ban districts, or even small urban dis- 
tricts, he would himself assess the par- 
ticular value for a site upon which a 
house is to be constructed under this 
Act, and a certain sum for develop- 
ment. Then I think most of the fears 
and apprehensions of Deputy Good 
would vanish. This is not a matter 
which will be interpreted in Court. It 
will not and need not be the subject of 
legal argument by Counsel. It is a 
matter at the discretion of the Minis- 
ter who is responsible to the Dáil, and 
not to me or the Executive Council. 

It is his discretion that will be exer- 
cised in interpreting this particular 
Act. If the Minister has no objection 
to what I have stated as to the inter- 
pretation he will i>ut upon it then I 
do not see what fears Deputy Good can 
have on the point. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I would just like to 1 
say on that question, that I hope it will 
be recorded somewhere what value was 
placed on the site so that if any accre- 
tions come to that value in future 
years the beneficiary will be made to 
pay upon them. 

The PRESIDENT : That is another 
very difficult and complicated subject 
that I am not in a position to deal with 
at a moment’s notice. 

1DNI8TER for LOOAL OOVERN- 
ttENT (Mr. Burke> : I wish to say that 
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I would have cxpert advice 
4 o'cloch. with respect to the value of 
the site and other things. 
The President has interpreted my views 
on these matters. * 

Mr. O’MAHONT: I think that in 
assessing the value of sites in possession 
of Councils in no case will the Minister 
place a higher value on the land than 
that which it cost the public bodies. 

The PRESIDENT: I think I can give 

that assurance. 

Amendment put and agreed to. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : That 

disposes of Amendment 36. The word 
“ cne ” is already deleted. 

Mr. NAOLE: I move amendment 37: 

In sub-section (1) (c), page 4, lirie 
17, after the words “ possession of 
to insert the words “ or acquired for- 
the purpose by.” 

I do not exaetly understand the sub- 
section as it stands. You would think 
the word “ then ” would mean that a 
local authority would have power to- 
grant land or lease land in their posses- 
sion at the time the houses were built. 
I would like to know if it would be 
possible for local authorities, after the 
houses have been started, to acquire the 
land on whieh the houses are being 
built, and grant it to the owner or the 
builder? I merely want to get infor- 
mation on the point. N 

Mr. ALTON: Might I ask the Minis- 
ter bcfore he replies, would he elucidate 
| one point in the Sub-section. What is 
the point of the word “ then.” A 
time limit is set up by Section 3 so that 
there seems no use in having the word 
then ” on line 16. 

The PRESIDENT: I will have it 
looked into. It appears to me that it is 
not necessary there. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Is it the intention 
that the word “ then ”'shall apply to 
land in the possession of the local 
authority at the time the grant is pay- 
able, or at the time of the passing of 
the Act? Is it intended to prevent a 
local authority from purchasiug land 
for the purpose of facilitatiAg the build- 
ing of houses f I suggest that the looal 
authority ought to be aHówed to pur- 
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[Mr. Johnson.] 

«chase land or acqnire it by gift, if some 
good landlord would be generous 
•enough to hand it over to the rightful 
•owners—the community. May they ae- 
quire that land? 

The PBESIDENT: They have the 
power already. I do not quite under- 
stand the amendment put forward by 
Deputy Nagle. Is it a proposal of this 
character: that A intends to build and 
gets a lease of a site, and that he 
desires the local authority should then 
vcome in, and acquire that particular 
land? If that is the intention—to 
acquire the land after building has 
:started, and after a bargain has been 
made between A and the landlord, I do | 
not think a good case would lie there 
for the local authority acquiring the 
land, in the circumstances. We ought 
to examine what is really meant by a 
proposal like that. It would mean 
that A has made a bargain in respect 
of certain land and accepted it in good 
faith, and the only advantage that 
ought to lie, as far as A is concerned, 
is the commutation or purchase by 
agreement, for a certain number of 
years purchase, of the rent of that par- 
ticular site. In the Acts which pro- 
vided for the acquisition of land, 
various scales are laid down for the 
valuation, and I think under the Land 
Clauses Act there was some small per- 
centage allowed for disturbance. ín 
that case it is more than possible that 
A has paid for the disturbance already. 

He might be mulcted for a higher 
percentage for disturbance, the disturb- 
ance in such cases meaning the change 
of investments. I do not think that it 
would facilitate the building of houses. 

It would be more in the nature of a 
purchase scheme for ground rents than 
one which would affect the Bill. I 
think, on the whole, it might limit the 
opportunities that prospective builders 
would have of taking land on a lease, 
which might be much the easier way 
to acquire land for the purposes of 
building. 

Mr. NAGLE : In that event, I with- 
-draw the amendment. Do I understand 
that the word “ then ” has been 
knocked outt 

The PBESIDENT: I am not so sure. 


Looking over it again, I would say at 
the time of the giving of the grant the 
word “ then ” would be inserted. 

AN CEANN COMHAIBLE: Does not 
this dispose of amendment 39 as well? 

Mr. GOOD: Amendment 39 has for 
its object the clearing up of certain 
ambiguities. Deputy Johnson asked 
the Presideiri whether local authorities 
had, under uiis Bill, power to acquire 
land. The same question is being put 
to me, and to clear up that point I put 
it as an added section as one of the* 
powers which the local authority would 
have. 

The PRESIDENT : Not under this 
Bill, but under other Acts. It is not 
necessary to include any provision here 
unless one intended to altcr the methods 
and costs with regard to the acquisi- 
tion of land. 

Mr. GOOD: Reading the Act which 
is in operation in England, one sees 
•that it sets out under which provisions 
of thc Act local authorities will acquire 
land or can purchase the land for the 
purpose of carrying out the objects of 
a particular Act. If it is only put in 
an explanatory way, it would help lay- 
men like myself to understand the Bill. 
Local authorities will look through the 
Bill to see how they can facilitate the 
erection of houses, but they are all lay- 
men, and, consequently, in my opinion. 
the system which appears in the Eng- 
lish Act could with advantage be 
adopted here. 

The PRESIDENT : I should have 
stated that it is the municipal authori- 
ties who have had power to acquire 
land up to this. The County Councils 
had not got that power. I would not 
like in a clause like this to insert a pro- 
vision for the acquisition of land with- 
out looking into the previous Acts. No 
case has been put to us by any local 
authorities that I know of for extend- 
ing their powers, but I will look into 
the matter before the Report Stage. 

Mr. GOOD: Might I suggest that 
éven if a mandatory clause were not 
inserted an explanatory clause should 
be put in to the effect that land for the 
purposes of the Act can be acquired 
under clause so and sof 
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The PBBSIDENT : Yes, I understand. 
Amendment 37, by leave, withdrawn. 

Mr. LYONS: I beg to move amend- 
ment 38, whieh is as follows:— 

In sub-section (1) (c), page 4, line 
22, to add aíter the word 44 applies M 
the words “ and that nothing under 
this paragraph of the Act shall pre- 
vent local authorities from borrow- 
ing the amount required for the rc- 
construction of amalgamated work- 
houses into suitable dwellings, and 
that all rents be paid to said local 
authorities as part of repayment of 
the ioan raised under this Act . 9Í 

I wish to point out that this arnend- 
ment runs more or less in conjunction 
with amendmcnt 23, whieli was dis- 
cussed yesterday, and in connection 
with which the President agreed' to 
scnd an Inspector to inquire into these 
amalgamated workhouses, to see if they 
are suitable for conversion into dwel- 
ling-houses. If this amendment is ac- 
cepted local authorities will have power 
either to make gardens out of the land 
attached to these workhouses, or to al- 
low other people to build on them 
where sites are searcc. There is a large 
number of these amalgamated work- 
houses in the country, and if each of 
them only house 30 people, I am sure 
you would find accommodation for two 
or three hundred people. In Westmeath 
and Longford we have three or four 
auch institutions which would be cap- 
able of housing 110 or 120 people at 
least. The amount of money raised by 
the local authorities by way of loans 
will not fall on the ratepayers, as the 
rent of such dwellings will go tó repay 
the loan. I t.hink it is necessary that 
such buildings should be utilised for 
some useful purpose. In the near 
future I am hoping to see all the mili- 
tary barracks evacuated, and these, 
too, can be used for the purpose of 
housing. If people in the locality were 
provided with housing accommodation 
ín such barracks, it would be much less 
expensive than erecting new houses. We 
have heard a good deal about the neces- 
sity of providing houses in the city of 
Dublin, and I am of the opinion that De- 
puty Good, Deputy Johnson and other 
íeputies simply imagine that the whole 


of Ireland is condensed and compressed 
into the city of Dublin, and that they 
must get all the facilities in the city, 
while the people in the eountry paust 
be forgotten. These workhouses are 
situated in the heart of small country 
towns, and it is essential that the people 
in the eountry should be housed there. 
You may have a great number of people 
in the slums in the city, but the people 
in the country are suffering as rnuch 
hardship as those in the city. I do not 
see why local authorities should not get 
permission to have these workhouses 
converted into suitable dwellings for 
the aceommodation of the people, and 
thcy should be allowed to raise a loan 
for that purpose. 

The PRESIDENT: I do not know 
whether the Deputy has made an esti- 
mate of the cost of adapting any one 
! of those institutions to house a eertain 
number of people, or whether he is 
speaking speculatively. I think the 
Dáil ought not to be asked to pass an 
amendment so strangely worded as 
this. Nothing can prevent you from 
doing something but who is to give you 
power to do it? The Deputy is a mem- 
ber of a local authority. He knows 
where one of those buildings is and 
| whether it is suitable for re-construc- 
I tion and lie should be able to show us 
that it is an economic proposition to 
I adapt one of those. 

Mr. LYONS: I think it is economical. 
I gave you a case yesterday of a work- 
house in the town of Athlone where 
you could house 35 families, each for 
four persons, for the sum of £500. I 
think that is far more economical than 
the provisions of this Bill. Then you 
have the town of Granard, where thc 
people are in dire want of houses. 
This building in Granard can be recon- 
structed for £300 or £400. 

The PRESIDENT: May I ask where 
the plans come from, who drew them, 
and where are*the estimates? 

Mr. HEWAT: Is there anything to 
prevent local authorities from doing 
that without this Bill at all? Why put 
a matter into the Bill that is not re- 
quiredt 

Mr. LYONS: The Town Council of 
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[Mr. Lyons.]i 

Atblone some time ago wrote to the 
Minister for Local Government asking 
for permission to convert the worlc- 
house there into dwellings. He wrote 
back saying he thought it would not be 
a business proposition. That is why I 
brought up the amendment, because 
people there who paid for the upkeep 
of the workhouse should be allowed to 
house people there now. I see no 
reason why those buildings should go 
into decay. 

AN OEANN COMHAIRLE: Havc 
local authorities got those powers? 

Mr. O y MAHONY: The workhouses 
are vested in the Minister for Local 
Government as a trustee. Even the 
Boards of Guardians or Rural Oouncils 
have no ownership and if this amend- 
ment were passed it would be abso- 
lutely inoperative. 

The PRESIDENT : The local author- | 
ity which would undertake to do any 
reeonstruction work provided in this 
Bill wouid first have to acquire the prc- 
mises. Some person owns them. The 
ratepayers own them. The poor rate 
district comprises, in the Oity of Dub- 
lin, ratepayers out as far as Tallaght. 
If the Dublin workhouse wcre acquired 
by the Dublin Council what about thc 
ratepayers in Tallaght who have con- 
tributed for a number of years to this 
institution? The question is too com- 
plicated to be put in an amendment of 
four or five lines. 

Mr. LYONS: What good is such an 
institution if left idle? 

The PRESIDENT: I see you driving 
a car. I notice you are not driving it 
properly, and that it is no use to you. 
Does that destroy its value ? Will you 
give it to me beeause it is no use to 
you? 

Mr. LYONS: I would say if I am not 
able to drive it, you would not. Will I 
get an assurance from the President 
that, if a local authority wishes to do 
this it can do so? I do not want the 
County Home Cpmmittee to get it. I 
want the people who paid rates, the 
Town Council, to get it. 

Áinendment put and áeclared lost. 


AN OBANN OOMHAIRLB: Amend- 
ment 39 is disposed of, and is not bemg 
moved. 

Mr. 0’MAH0NY : I beg to move 
Amendment 40:— 

To insert before Sub-section (2) a 
new Sub-seetion as follows: 

‘‘ And should any local authority 
decline to do any of the foregoing 
matters outlincd in paragraphs (a) 
(b) (c) and (d) the person or per- 
sons applying for the grant shall be 
entitled to appeal to the Minister. 
who shall have power to direct the 
local authority to grant any or all 
of the matters appealed on.” 

Thc amendment is simply a precau- 
tionary one. It is only intended to 
apply in cascs that may arise where the 
ma f jority of a Board opposed t.o an in- 
dividual applying for a grant may re- 
fuse to give him the facilities provided 
for in this section. Possibly. the occa- 
sion would be very rare, but at the 
samc time to prevent hardship, it is 
only fair that if such a eircumstance 
should arise, an appeal should be given 
by the individual to the Minister. 

The PRESIDENT : I very rnuch fear 
that in this case great complications 
would be likely to arise. Everybody 
knows that the local aut.hority must 
estimate, just before the financial year 
closes, its expenditure for the forth- 
coming year. Everybody equally 
knows that the local authority which 
has not made provision in its estimates. 
for any particular service, is not en- 
titled to spend money on that service.. 
Granted that is the case and no provi- 
sion is made on the estimate, the ques- 
tion arises, what power has the Minis- 
try to get the money which has not 
been struck? That leads us into & 
veritable vista of difficulties. You sue 
the local authority for a sum of money 
that has not been struck under its esti- 
mates. Our law prescribes it can only 
spend money for the purpose estimated, 
and if called upon to provide the 
money, their Treasurer has an excellent 
case for saying, “Such moneys were 
not raised by us and cannot bc paid by 
us . 9 f How will you make them do it? 
By getting an order in Court compel- 
ling them to strike a rate. Striking a 
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second rate costs as mnch for striking 
one penny as for ten shillings. The same 
machinery has to be used. Whatever 
way a matter of this sort is looked at, 
vre could not countenance herc any pro- 
vision* in any Act compelling a local 
authority to pay money which it has 
not raised and has not got. Usually 
what would be done is to see where 
funds would be at their disposal, out of 
which such charges might be made. The 
British Government had a happy knack 
in the case of the Corporation of Dub- 
lin of prescribing that the sum should 
be paid out of the Borough fund. 

But there are few local authorities 
which have anything in the nature of 
a Borough fund. A Borough fund is 
a sort of revenue that comes in irres- 
pcctive of rates altogether, and in the 
case of Dublin it amounts to a sum 
of between £28,000 and £30,000. When 
certain moneys have been expended out 
of that fund, the remainder goes in re- 
lief to the rates. In the case of an 
Urban authority, unless it has an es- 
tate and has set aside or earmarked 
a portion of the revenue from the 
estate, I do not know of any other 
source from whieh it- could get this 
money. I think it would precipitate 
much the sáhie sort of uproar as oc- 
eurred here when the British Govern- 
ment did the same thing with regard 
to the Criminal and Malicious Injuries 
Acts of 1919 and 1920. They, in an 
evil moment, gave way to a very evil 
temptation to undo everything that 
they had spent twenty, thirty, or forty 
years in trying to do, and that was to 
make local authoritics safe for demo- 
eracy. I am satisfied that, in most 
cases, Urban and Borough Councils 
and other public. bodies, will deal fa- 
vourably under this Act, and I am 
satisfied it would be a very unpatriotic 
action on the part of any local autho- 
rity not to render all the aid they 
possibly could towards facilitating the 
working of this Act. It is in their owr. 
interests it has been put forward. For 
something like ten, fifteen, or twenty 
vears one of the duties of local autho- 
rities was to look after housing in their 
district. For a great number of years 
they did that according to their means, 
in some cases rather well, in other cases 
bádly; but, generally, the means of the 
local authority was onft of the con- 

Vol. 0. 


| trolling impulses with regard to any 
facilities that it might provide or in 
the attempts it might make in the 
nature of housing. We are coming in 
now to help. We came in rather gene- 
rously last year and the year before, 
It is brought home to everybody now 
tliat the cost of housing is a cost which 
ought to be redueed. There is scarcely 
any other service in the State that 
requires reduction more than this par- 
ticular one. In that connection, I am 
j sure local authorities will realise their 
j responsibilities, and if they are not pre- 
pared to do so, I do not know th^t by 
a clause like this you are likely to 
eompel them. 

Mr. JOHNSON : 1 do not know 
whether the name of Deputy O’Mahon^ 
appeared in the list of those present 
at a meeting recently addressed by the 
Minister for Education, but whether 
he was present or not I will guarantee 
that he approved most heartily of 
the proposition of the Minister for 
Education that people should not look 
j to thc State for everything. Ile as- 
i sents, but he desires the State to come 
( down upon the local bodies and to com- 
j pel them to be generous with their 
I rates. I was glad to hear the President 
express the vicw that he did about fhe 
local authorities—thc development of 
their powers as one means of insuring 
the safety of democTacy. I commend 
that- sentimcnt to the Minister for 
Local Government, whose views I 
would like to hear expressed on this 
motion. If we had his views we might 
then have some clue to the state of his 
mind with regard to local authorities 
and their position in the State. I think 
it is a very good thing that when local 
•authorities are really negligent of their 
obvious duties there should be a 
supreme authority to interfere, but I 
decline to approve of this amendment, 
which says that the Minister for Locaí 
Government, whose mind we do not 
know, should ,, have authority to come 
down upon a local authority and tell 
them that they must comply with A, 
íi, C, D, or E in this Section under such 
( penalties as he may have power to in- 
| flict. I -think the amendment is quite 
! impracticable, but I think it is worse 
in principle, and I would like to be 
I present when the Minister for Educa- 

x 2 
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[Mr. Johnson.] 

tion is talking this matter over with 
Deputy 0 ’Mahony. 

Mr. HEWAT: I would like to join 
in condemnation of this amendment, 
mainly on the principle that Deputy 
0 ’Mahony embodies in the amendment 
compulsory powers against local autho- 
rities. In connection with this Bill, the 
President has appealed to us for our 
co-operation. Many of the clauses in 
the Bill, in the nature of Deputy 
O’Mahon^’s amendment, will, I think, 
be fatal to the good will that is so 
necessary in the carrying out of this 
measure. Deputy Johnson has not 
given very enthusiastic support to the 
Bill on the whole, but I hope that be- 
fore we are finished with it his mind 
will have taken a firmer stand on the 
condition of housing for the working 
classes. As regards the working 
classes, I suppose Deputy Johnson re- 
presents them. He talks about de- 
mocraey, but we have to look now 
for a new definition of democracy. 
We find the Labour Party in England 
now including within its ranks Lords 
and Earls. 

Mr. JOHNSON: And even ship- 
owners. 

Mr. HEWAT : It seems to me that the 
old Labour Party is spreading its tent- 
acles in such a broad way that we may 
all become members of it before very 
long. I hope, at all events, that the 
Dáil will unanimously reject this 
amendment as being bad on the face of 
it. 

Mr. CONNOB HOGAN : It appears to 
me from Deputy O’Mahon^’s spcech 
that he has pretentions to becoming 
the Napoleon of contractors. If the 
Government were to accept. his amend- 
ment, his battalions of contractors 
would simply move on Oovernment 
buildings and there besiege the Mini- 
ster, and their ranks, I suppose, would 
extend as far as Permoy. I maintain 
that local authoritics have already done 
many of the things specified in sub-Sec- 
tions A., B., C. or D. They have al- 
rcady contributed a large and generous 
effort towards solving the housing 
question, and I hope the Govemment 
will not accept this amendment. 


Mr. O y MAHONY : One would ímagine 
from the statements of several Deputies 
that compulsory powcrs had not hither- 
to been exercised by public bodies in 
lreland; one would also imagine that 
neither Minister nor DepuQr had 
hitherto uttered a word of condemna- 
tion as regards the administration of 
their powers by these public bodies, or 
tliat it had not been necessary in more 
than one case to supersedc these local 
authoritics. The first objection raised 
by the President was that public bodies 
could only dispose of such moneys as 
had been raised by them during one 
particular year for the purposes for 
whieh the money was earmarked during 
that year. That is a doctrine or a 
maxim that is well known by cveryone 
who has been connected, or in associa- 
tion, with the publie life of the eoun- 
try, but surely it is equally well known 
that before this Bill eomes into opera- 
tion all, or nearly all, the public bodies 
of the country will have struek their 
rate, and that if the objeetion raised. 
by the Presidont to this amendment is 
valid it will also be valid as regards the 
provision of funds in those* cases in 
which public bodies approve and make 
grants under this particttlar Seetion. 

I do not remembcr that I was present 
at the meeting to which Deputy John- 
son refers, but this I do know that he 
is quite right in surmising that I am in 
active sympathy with thc doctrine laid 
down by the Minister for Education 
as expressed by the Deputy when he 
said we should not call upon the State 
to spoon-feed in all things. I have not 
asked the State to spoon-feed in this 
case. I have drawn attention to the 
fact that it may be only in rare cases 
that public bodies, because of hostility 
to an individual, might refuse to grant 
facilities that they are entitled to grant 
under this Section and it is only in such 
cases, if such cases arise, that the Min- 
ister for Local Government would be 
called upon to exercise what I say is a 
legitimate duty that ought to be ex- 
ercised by the State in such conditions. 

I confess to the mentality of the 
Scotchman as regards the joke at- 
tempted to be perpetrated by Deputy 
Connor Hogan. It would take more 
finesse than I am capable of to see the 
point of that joke.. I am not going to 
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address mysclf therefore to a matter 
outside the compass of my intelligence 
and for which you would have to 
create a new era of Irishmen, actively 
alive though the present generation is 
to the spirit of humour, to see where 
the point of the Deputy’s joke comes 
in in this ease. No one has addressed 
himself so far actually to what the 
amendment stands for. The amendment 
operates only in a case where a publie 
body, through personal hostility to an 
individual, refuses to grant to him the 
rights they would grant to gentlemen 
in more favour with them, and in such 
an event, which may be rare and in- 
deed which may not oecur at all, the 
individual would have the right to ap- 
peal to the Minister for Loeal Govern- 
mcnt to be placed in the enjoyment of 
the facilities granted to othcrs under 
the operations of this Bill. 

The PRESIDENT: I would like to 
say that the ease put by Deputy 
()’Mahony, in regard to an individual 
against whom the local authority 
would appear to have some grudge, is 
a^ difBeult one. Generally if the local 
authority dces not enter into the spirit 
of this Act then the people of that. 
district or town or city, as the case may 
be, would suffcr a disability as eom- 
pared with people more fortunately 
situatcd, but I do not knowthat the case 
would be remedied or improved by 
the amendment moved by the Dcputy. 
But the case he has made is one with 
which I am in entire sympathy. It 
would be lamentable if out of a hun* 
dred local authorities ninety-five are 
willing to grant these concessions and 
five were not, but I think local opinion 
ought to be able to exert sufficient in* 
fluence to compel a local authority in a 
case like that to review any decision of 
that sort in a case of that kind. 

Amendment put and declared lost. 

Question: “ That Section 6, as 
amended, stand part of the Bill ”—put 
and agreed to. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE, 

at this stage, took the Chair. 

SECTION 7. 

(1) Any local authority having 
power to levy rates may, and when 


required by the Minister shall, in 
every of the first nineteen financial 
years after the valuation for rating * 
purposes of a house in respect of 
which a grant shall have been made 
by the Minister under this Act, remit 
a portion of the rates leviable in 
respect of that house in that year by 
the local authority. 

(2) The amount of rates leviable in 
any such year as aforesaid which 
may or shall be remitted by a local 
authority under the foregoing sub- 
section shall not exceed the propor- 
tion of sueh rates specified in the 
second column of Part II. of the 
►Schedule to this Act opposite the 
number of such year in the first 
column of the said Part II. 

Mr. CONNOR HOOAN: I beg to 

move Amendment 41 :—“ To delete the 
Section.” I do not propose at this 
stage to advance any argument in sup- 
port of my amendment, but I feel that 
facilities should be afforded to the 
President, who is in good fighting form, 
to defend this novel proposal. 

The PRESIDENT: In regard to this 
amendment, I hope not to take up any 
more of the Deputy J s time than is abso- 
lutely esscntial. The facts are, as I 
statcd, almost ad nauscam , that build- 
ing costs are prohibitive; that ih conse- 
quence porsons who are now under the 
disability of having to build a house or 
buy ono suffor in comparison with 
pcrsons who purchased or built houses 
ten, ninc or eight years ago, and there- 
fore a person coming forward to build 
a house now, deserves some considera- 
tion at the hands of the community. 
Tho Stato is giving a certain subsidy 
towards tho building of houses. This 
subsidy in this Section is a subsidy we 
are asking from the local authorities, 
and I think, if the Deputy examines the 
aecounts of every local authority 
in tho country, he will find, in the 
vast majority of cases, as those who 
have indulgeff in housing, pre-war, 
during the war, or post-war found, that 
it was not an economic proposition. 
Now I have proved my first premises, 
and, as to my second premises, I put it 
to the Deputy’s generosity that the 
ratepayers should be called upon to* 
forego some of the advantages con- 
ferred upon them by persons who build 
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[The President.] 

houses during the period mentioned, 
that is for the first year to the nine- 
teenth year. 

Mr. 0’MAH0NY: All I liave to say 
with respect to this Section is that I 
wish to draw the attention of the De- 
puties, who denounced my attitude a 
moment ago as undemocratie, to the 
fact that in this Section it is provided 
that any local authority having power 
to levy rates may,” and when re- 
quired by the Minister shall ” do 
certain things. They are actually ac- 
«epting the undemocratic principle 
which they denounced a momcnt ago. 

Mr. C. HOGAN: The President, in 
defending this measure, stated that 
houses cost more to erect novv than ten 
years ago. We admit that. But the 
President should have taken into ac- 
count also that, relatively, the general 1 
wages paid ten years ago were low, as 
w r as the cost all round. I do not think 
on a comparative basis that houses are 
more costly to-day in relative terms 
of money than ten years ago. Wages 
have gone up 200 to 300 per cent., and 
I do not think the eost of erecting a 
house has advanced to such an appreei- 
able degree. In the measurc proposed 
in this Bill the rateS are to be relieved 
'for a period. I think the period is too 
long. During that twenty years the 
fortunate oecupants of those houses 
will pot bear their full share of loeal 
responsibility, but will the remission 
of rates in the first year, amounting 
to 95 per eent., prove sueh a great 
boon to those people? 

The PRESIDENT: Would you lilce 
> get it yourself ? 

Mr. HOGAN: A penny is often wel- 
ome, but is this a time when the State 
should set a bad example by giving 
Joles when the Minister for Local Oo- 
rernment has a penal Bill before the 
Jéil for the collection of rates, which 
neans that many ratepaycrs are finan- 
cially unable to meet their obligations? 
CJnder Section 7. however, their burden 
will be very largely augmented, because 
:hey will have to bear the rates remit- 
ted from the*fortunate oceupants of 
*ouses that are being erected. Now let 


us examine what the position is. What 
wdll the valuation of one of those hóuses 
be in Dublin? For a five-roomed house 
it will not amount to more than £15. 
livcn under the regime of the Dublin 
Corporation, about- wdiich we hear so 
mueh, the rates are not more than 20s. 
in the £, so that the normal rates of 
such a house would be about £15. That 
is not a very large sum in rates. How- 
ever, it is the only contribution in 
ratcs, or contribution to loeal services 
that the inhabitant of such a house 
uould make. 

If we take 5 per cent. of £15, it 
only represents 15s. IIow can you build 
up a civic spiiit with a man paying 
15s. for one year, 30s. for a second 
year, and 45». for the third year? It 
is rnerely fiooding the country with 
eheap voters. There is even a larger 
principle involved. The principle of 
doles and subsidies has been the ruina- 
tion of this country. Doles represent 
the incipient state of decay, but unfor- 
tunately in this country they have put 
us to the last gasp. 

The PRESIDENT: I do not know 
that I am called upon to defend this 
particular Section from such an extra- 
ordinary attack. The Deputy, I am 
sure, is not so young as not to remem- 
ber thc liand Act of 1903, and he re- 
members that there was a bonus given 
at that time. 

Mr. CONNOR HOGAN: It came from 
the State, not from the local authori- 
ties. 

The PRESIDENT: Does it not mat- 
ter, tlien, in the least what comes from 
the Statef Is the Deputy concemed 
only with what comes from the local 
authorities ? 

Mr. CONNOR HOGAN: Yes. 

The PRESIDENT: Yery well. If we 
have to admit that some big contribu- 
tion must come from somebody, and 
that the matter in dispute is that the 
State should bear the whole of it, then 
I understand the Deputy’s position. If 
this particular imposition ought to be 
put on the State, in addition to the 
£100, £80, or £60 of a grant, as the 
case may be, I quite understand him. 

Mr. OOHJTOR HOGAN; The Presi- 

• £ ‘V 
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dent misnndcrstands my point, which 
is that thc occupants should pay the 
rates in full and should not get any 
preferential treatment. 

The PRESIDENT : It is* argued that 
the local authority, which is having 
£500 spent in the district, the expen- 
diture of which sum improves its valua- 
tion and enhances the health of the 
citizen, the local authority thereby 
deriving more benefit directly and in- 
directly, should not be asked to forego 
its full pound of flesh in the very first 
year. The Deputy apparently does not 
understand how far things havc moved 
since 1914. A house valued now at £11 
would have been valued in 1914 at pos- 
sibly £7 or £8, and the occupier of a 
house now will be at a potcntial and 
reversionary disadvantage by the end 
of twenty years. From practically thc 
fifteenth or sixteenth year he has to 
bear a valuation that his brother, who 
had a housc built in 1914, has not to 
bear or will not have to bear during 
his lifetime. 

I do not know if I have made the 
point clear. It is that a house built in 
1914 bears a valuation of £7; the same 
sized house now would bear a valua- 
tion of £11. The house constructed in 
1914 gets the benefit of the Small 
Dwellings Act. Houses valued at £8 
and under were. allowed off something 
like 33^ per eent. of the municipal rate. 
In essence it comes to this, that some 
of the smaller houses which were built 
by the Corporation during the last 
tw<mty years paid in rates something 
likc ls. per week. Houses built within 
the last four or five years, valued at 
£11, when the rates were 21s. in the 
£1, paid almost 5s. a week. Just weigh 
in your mind what the respective liabi- 
lity is that has to be bome by two 
citizens, one of whom has the misfor- 
tune to be ten years younger than the 
other,. and it is the young man I am 
speaking of now. He must pay five 
times what the other pays. I do not 
mean to say that it is a íair parallel. 

I would say that a parallcl of 1 in 3 
would be fair. 

We are taking that into aecount in 
this Bill. The house which now costs 
£500 could have been built in pre-war 
for something liké £200. We are not 
able to pay a larger subsidy than £100, 


'] but we are looking around to see who 
is, I do not like to put on the Dcputy’s 
constituents, or on his particular sec- 
tion of the community, valuablc as it 
is to the Statc, any undue burden, and 
I am rcstricting to the Urban Districts 
in which these houses will be erccted, 
an ordinary small sharc of the liabil- 
ity of the cost of erection. In essence 
it will not be a liability at all, becaiisc 
if it wcre not for the State subsidy 
they would not get the 5 per cent, and 
somc of thcse people might be lodging 
in houses and might not be paying any 
rates whatever. The local authority 
j will benefit by sueh men and the fami- 
lies of such mcn. 

Mr. GOREY: I recognise the case 
that the President has made, but I 
would prcfer if thc difficulty were met 
in somc other forin without establish- 
ing this preecdent. I do not know that 
! it is a very wholesome precedent. It 
I lcaves the door open to people who may 
j find themselves aggrieved with regard 
| to their financial position. The case 
I made by the President is that the oc- 
cupants of thcse houses will be put fin- 
ancially in a worse position than the 
people about them. They can make a 
! ease, and a case can also be made for 
most othcr people wbo pay rates. I do 
not think that it is sound local* finance, 
and I wouid like to sce the difficulty 
met in some other way. It will lay the 
foundation of many local agitations, 
and of cases being put up by people 
who consider themselves aggricved. I 
am in sympathy with the position the 
President has put forward, but I think 
it will lead ou to unhealthy ground. I 
do not like it, and I think the Prcsi- 
dent will admit that it cstablishcs a pre- 
cedent that is not desirable. 

The PRESIDENT: If the proposal 
werc that for twenty years no 
rates would be paid, I would say 
yes. It is, however, a gradually 
increasing bift’den. The man who 
gets a house of this sort, if he has 
to borrow money, pays at, a high 
percentage, somothing like 6 per cent., 
and an effort ought to be made to re- 
íieve him as mueh as possible so that he 
can rcduce the amount. The idea is 
that iií one or two years the house hé 
will occupy, as soon as it is buiit, will 
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be eoming down in value, beeause we 
hope and expect that the cost of house 
building will come down. If he built 
for £400, in onc or two jears’ time thc 
value will be about £20 less. What, 
then, is his compensation, or how can 
you compensate him unless by some 
gradual process like this, which enables 
him to sec that even though the article 
he has purchased at a given time is de- 
teriorating in value, nevertheless he 
has another advantage which will come 
by way of eompensation to him? 

Mr. GOREY : If the President is 
satisfied, I am. 

The PRESIDENT: I am satisfied, 
and I would like Deputy Hogan to be 
satisfied, too. 

Mr. CONNOR HOGAN: I am not 

satisfied. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

I shall put the motion. 

Question: “ That Section 7 stand 
part of the Bill,” put and agreed to. 

SECTION 8. 

(1) The Minister may at any time 
if he thinks fit, order a local inquiry | 
into the cost (including the whole- 1 
sale and retail prices, the transport, 
handling and overhead charges, and 
the margin of profit) in any county, 
county borough, town, district or 
other area of any materials or ap- 
pliances used in the building of 
houses, and if he is satisfied, after 
the holding of such local inquiry, 
that the cost of such materials or ap- 
pliances in that area is excessive and 
restrictive of output of building 
work, the Minister may by Order 
prescribe the maximum amount of 
the wholesale price or of the retail 
price which may be charged for such 
materials or appliances in that area 
or the maximum amount of profit and 
of transport, handling and overhead 
charges which may be ineluded in 
the wholesale or the retail price 
charged for such materials or ap- 
pliances in that area. 

(2) Any person aggrieved by an 
Order made by the Minister under 
this Section may appeal from,such 
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Order in the manncr provided by this 
Act. 

(3) If any person charges in any 
area to which an Order under this 
Section applies a price for any 
material ot appliance to which the 
Order applies in excess of the price 
which may lawfully be charged 
under the same Order, he shall be 
guilty of an offence under this Act 
and shall be liable on summary con- 
viction thereof to a fine not exceeding 
£50, and where the pcrson guilty of 
such offence is a company, the chair- 
man, managing director and every 
other director of the company shall 
bc guilty of the like offence unless he 
proves that the act constituting the 
offence took place without his con- 
sent or eonnivance. 

(4) Article 32 of the Schedule to 
the Local Government (Application 
of Enactments) Order, 1898, shall 
apply to every local inquiry held 
under this Section. 

Mr. GOOD : I beg to propose amend- 
ment 42:— 

To insert before Section 8 a new 
Section as follows:— 

“ If the Minister is satisfied, by 
local inquiry or othcrwise, that the 
erection of any buildings within any 
borough or urban or rural district is. 
or is 3ikely to be, unreasonably im- 
peded in eonsequence of any byelaws 
with respect to new streets or build- 
ings in force therein, the Minister may 
require the local authority to révoke 
such byelaws or to make such new 
byelaws as hc may consider neces- 
sary for the removal of the impedi- 
ment. Tf the local authority do not 
within three months after such re- 
quisition comply therewith, the Mini- 
ster may himself revoke such bye- 
laws and make such new byelaws as 
he may consider necessary for the re- 
moval of the impediment, and such 
new byelaws shall have effect as if 
they had been duly made by the local 
authority and confirmed by the Mini- 
s.ter. ,, 

In view of thc atmospherc that is 
being created, unintentionally, I am 
sure, by Deputies O'Mahon^ and 
Hogan, against any interference by the 
Dáil with any of the rights exercised 
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by the local authorities, I havc some 
hesitation in proposing the amendment 
that I have put down. It is a ncw Scc- 
tion, and the object of the Scction is, 
that in the event of any of the byc-laws 
requiring revision, that that should be 
possiblc. Many of thc existing bye- 
laws of some of our local authorities 
are antiquatcd, and some of them, at 
least, require revision. These local 
authorities, sccing that thcse bye-laws 
have been in existenee for a great many 
years, may be unwilling to alter them. 
Then the Minister would havc thc right, 
in order to get facilities for the erection 
of houses, to ask the local authority to 
alter thc bye-law, and, in the cvcnt oi* 
the failure of the local authority, to 
take steps to have the byc-law altercd 
so that housing facilities would be pro- 
vidcd. It is only a powcr that will be 
exercised, I am surc, in very fcw cases. 

But a little inquiry into the matter 
will show that it is a power that is 
absolutely necessary. The Deputies 
will remember that, on ycsterday, we 
had under discussion a very important 
question, the question of the time to 
be allotted for thc erection of thesc 
houses; and some of us who have had 
practical experience in connection both 
with working local authorities, and also 
with the erection of houses, are quite 
satisfied that the t.imc put forward in 
the Bill was wholly inadequate. Twelve 
months was put forward as the time 
for the operation of the advantages 
under this Act. After a great deal of 
pressure wc succeeded in getting the 
President to go as far as extonding 
that clause to eighteen months. But he 
was adamant. against going any further. 
I am quite satisfied, from my expe- 
rience of this particular matter, that it 
will require all the co-operation that 
can be exercised between the local 
authority and those who build houses 
to get the houses erected within the 
stipulated time. It is obvious, there- 
fore, that if variations were necessary 
in some of the old and antiquated bye- 
laws of some of those local authorities, 
alteration should be made immediately; 
otherwise if there was any delay it 
would be impossible to have the houses 
erected within the time required by the 
Act, and, therefore, it would put that 
local authprity outside the Act. This 
clause is brought in with that intention. 


May I say, further, that it is taken 
word for word from thc elause that is 
at the moment in operation in the new 
Housing Bill recently introduced at the 
other side, where they have just the 
same difiiculty to deal with as we have 
here. The bye-laws are not up to date. 
Building construction, and building 
materiaís suitable for the erection of 
houses, have altered very materially 
since many of those bye-laws were 
drawn up. Consequently to erect those 
houses with modern materials would 
be contrary to the terms of the bye- 
laws in many cases. I hope I have 
made it elcar that this Section will only 
come into opcration when absolutely 
necessary, and will not bc, therefore, 
to thc disadvantage of thc local autho- 
rity. I, thercfore, move that this clause 
be added. 

Mr. HEWAT: Deputy Good asked 
I me to support him. I am afraid it is 
a case where friends fall out, or where 
thieves fall out, but I rise to oppose 
this amendment. I oppose it on the 
( samc grounds as before. I think 
Deputy Good makes a good 
5 o y cloclc. oase. He turns this into 
supporting the local autho- 
rity, but í do not agree. It is putting 
in “ shall ” too often, making it com- 
pulsory on the local authority to do 
certain things, within a certáin time, 
and if they do not do them tho Govern- 
ment will stcp in and throw them out. 

! Now, the local authorities are elected 
by the demoeracy; at all events, they 
are elected by constituencies which 
send representatives to the local autho- 
rity, and all the pressure that is neces- 
sary on this housing question will be 
as acute in one local authority as in 
another. But I think it would be a 
healthy state if the different local 
authorities were competing with one 
another to see who would build the 
most houses. If the bye-laws of the 
local authorities are obsolete, then the 
sooner they start to work to amend 
those bye-lawS the better. 

The PRESIDENT: I do not know if 
Deputy Good has read Section 11, Sub- 
section 3. I do not think it is so ele- 
gantly worded as his amendment, but. 
I think it gets there, and there is more 
punch in it than in the Deputy*s 
amendment. 
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Mr. GOOD: Will the President give 
us an undertaking when we come to 
Clause 11, that if Deputy Hewat and 
others will raise similar objections, 
they will be ruled out? 

The PRESIDENT: I will try to 
undertake to ease their minds with 
tfegard to it. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

Is the amendment withdrawn? 

Mr. GOOD: Yes, provided it is 
covered by Section 11. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Mr. GOOD: I beg to raove the dele- 
tion of Seetion 8. I have already 
drawn attention to Section 8 of this 
Bill. It is, to my mind, a most drastic 
and far-reaching Section, and it estab- 
lishes a most dangerous precedent. I 
do not know whether the Deputies have 
read this Section. I will not takc up 
the time of the Dáil in reading it in 
detail. But what it means is that the 
Minister may at any time, if he thinks 
iit, have a local inquiry made into thc 
prices charged for any material neces- 
sary for the erection *of houses. 
Purthermore, as the result of that in- 
quiry, he may fix the selling price of 
these materials for the future, under a 
penalty of something like £100 for each 
breach of the deeision arrived íit. 

I said that this is a most drastic and 
far-reaching clause. I am not aware 
that such a clause has appeared in 
any Act before, either in tliis or the 
sister country. This drastic section 
is not confined to the time during 
which the Bill will operate—in other 
words the operation of the Bill, as re- 
gards the assistance it gives to houses, 
is confined to houses erected in 18 
months, whereas this particular clause 
is not so eonfined. It goes on after 
the Act and the provisions of the Aot 
have passed away. What strikes one 
about this is, first of all, what does it 
hope to accomplish? As I said before 
here, there has been no evidence of any 
kind of profiteering in conncction with 
building materials in this country. I 
challenge anybody to give me evidence 
on that particular point. Possibly, bc- 


! fore we are done with this Bill we will 
know where the profiteering is in the 
building industry and who are the pro- 
fiteers. But suffice it at the moment to 
say—and I have some knowledge of the 
subject—that there is no profiteering 
in connection with building materials. 
Having had a considerable knowledge 
of the trade, both in this eountry and 
in the adjoining island, I have yet to 
get any evidence of profiteering. When 
no such evidence has been forthcoming, 
I cannot understand the reason for 
such a drastic clause. On the other 
side they appointed a committee some 
years ago for keeping in touch with 
the prices of building materials. That 
committee meets frequently, reports 
on any variation in the prices and thc 
reasons for the variation. That com- 
mittee, with all the powers at its dis- 
posal, has not been able to bring 
forward, as far as I have been aware— 
and I have been in touch with its 
decisions—any evidence of profitéering 
in the building industry. Nevertheless 
it keeps thc department in touch with 
variations in the prices of building 
material and the reasons for such 
variations, which is of advantage to 
the department. If the Government. 
had set up sueh a committee, one would 
not have taken any exception to it, but 
to take the drastic step that it has, 
without any evidence of profiteering, 
is excoedingly unwisc. I say so be- 
cause I am quite satisfied that the 
clause will do no good, but will do an 
infinite amount of harm. Capital is 
exceedingly shy; men will not invest a 
large amount of capital in any in- 
dustry when the # Government can walk 
in at any moment, hold an inquiry, and 
fix a selling price for the output of that 
particular industry. 

A few days ago I was approached in 
the hall of the Dáil and asked if I would 
use my influence towards establishing 
a cement industry in Skerries. I was 
p()skibly one of the first to draw atten- 
tion to the necessity for establishing 
such an industry in Ireland. CeiAent is 
a product that ought to be easily and 
econornically manufactured in Ireland, 
Before a Commission which sat on the 
cther side to deal with building sup- 
plies I drew attention to that fact, and 
gave some figur^i in conr.ection with 
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it. That was several years ago. Since 
then nothing has been done, but an 
Bnglish company is anxious—it has so 
expressed itself—as soon as conditions 
are favourable, to start a factory in 
Skerries, which is considered a suitable 
place. What would be the effect of this 
proposal on those people? The Govern- 
ment take powers in this clause as soon 
as that factory is erectcd—and it will 
cost between £200,000 and £250,000— 
to step in and fix a selling price for its 
product. What will the effcct of that 
be on the industry? I am sorry to say 
that people on the other side do not 
look with favour on this country of 
ours as a suitable place for investing 
capital. Thcse people were prepared 
to take the risk, and how will they view 
this clause? If you or I were.advising 
them, what would our advice be? I ain 
afraid that in that particular instance 
it would do a serious injury to thc coun 
try. 

Let us look at it from another point 
of view. The Government is establish- 
ing a precedent in this. In the absence 
of proof of profiteering, they have 
thought it wise to bring in such a 
clause. Having once done so, there is 
no reason why they should not extend 
this to other industries. We wcrc all 
proud of the fact that three tobacco 
factories have been established here, 
ánd are expending some hundreds of 
thousands of pounds at the momejit. 
If such a clause were to operatc in con- 
nection with that industry, does any- 
body think for a moment that that 
money would have been spent ? I know 
something about capital; I know the 
minds of those who have capital; I am 
qúite satisfied that if there was any 
feát of such a clause, in no circum- 
stances would they havc invested the 
mOpey that they have invested. All this 
will do will be to frighten capital out 
of the Pree State across the border, 
where it can supply the requirements 
qf jthe Bree State ánd be frec from 
siich a burden as this. I ásk those who 
áré-Iresponsible for the Government of 
this country: is that. a state of affairs 
that they desire to promote, or that 
they ought to support? I think if they 
cóntíder the matter, in view of what 
I h$yé said, they wiíl come to the con* 
ciiisíon thát the clause is ekceédingly 


unwise and undesirable. I have no< 
hesitation whatever in moving, for the 
good of this country of ours, that this 
clause be deleted from the Bill. 

Mr. 0’MAHONY: I am again going 
to be consistent, and I am again going 
to give the Minister power to exercise 
control whcn the circumstances of the 
case demand that he should do so. Of 
course I anticipate that Deputy John- 
son will support Deputy Good on this 
occasion. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Wait and see. 

Mr. 0’MAHONY: I assume that he 
is going to be consistent, and, as a re- 
sult of consistency, that, I think, will 
be the natural attitude he will adopt. 
Deputy Good has raised objection to 
the inclusion of this clausc, mainly 
because of the adverse effcct it would 
have upon the building providing 
trade, but he has visualised 
this cvil effect as if the pro- 
vision the Governmcnt is making 
in this Bill was a provision that was 
to be applied generally to industrial 
products in the country, and not, as is 
actually the ease, the conserving of 
their po*wers only with respect to such 
intcrests as are conéerned, and to such 
an extent as they are concerned, in re- 
lation to the new housing proposals. 
These, as we all know, in relation to the 
general business of the firms concemed, 
are a negligible factor. He suggests 
that it may be laid down as a prece- 
i dent, and hc cites a particular case in 
| which a cement industry may be es- 
t tablished in Skerries under the auspices 
of Bnglish industrialists. The Deputy 
knows just as well, or better, than I do 
what has been the effeet of English 
association with that particular indus- 
try in Ireland. He knows that that 
association has with respect to the few 
cement industries that werc established 
in this country had the effcct of wiping 
them out of existence, and I feel that 
in this partieular case, too, realis- 
ing that sooner or later a ccment in- 
dustry must be established and deve- 
loped in Ireland, at any rate to the 
(»xtent of our own requircments, that 
they are going to take time by the fore- 
lock, and secure control of that indus- 
try in favour of British interests, and 
1o sell the artide not in relation to 
its value as determined by the cost of 
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production in Ireland, but in relation 
to the amount they can impose on the 
country that ceases to produce for it- 
self, and is dependent on outside firms 
to provide matorial factors of this kind 
foi’ the purpose of national develop- 
ment. I fear the Deputy was not wise 
when in consultation with our friends 
across the Channel he gave them a com- 
plete analysis of the position in Ireland. 
It is not always wisc to go to the out- 
sider with information that pertains to 
national development in this country, 
bccause I r.eed hardly suggest that the 
natural utilisation of that information 
on the part of people whose sympathies 
are less Irish than British will always 
bc developed in fávour of that interest 
which stands first with them. Deputy 
(íood, and T)cputy Hewat also, have 
on different oceasions complained of 
the higli ratc of wagc paid to the 
worker, and the relativcly small output 
for the wage paid to him, and we have 
elaimed that thc Government ought to 
take cognisancc of that. We have 
claimed that the worker has been a 
sinner in that respect, and that he 
should do penance for his sin. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Who will forgive 
him? 

Mr. O MAHONY : And I say that if 
that is our attitudc towards Labour, 
and if we demand that an inquiry 
should bc made with regard to the high 
wagc and low output, if we are con- 
sistcnt wc should also demand that in 
connection with the materials required 
for thc building trade inquiry should 
also be inade, where the circumstances 
warrant, as to the prices charged for 
thcse materials. We may rely on it 
that the Minister will take no actidn 
except in cases where he is in posses- 
sion of a statement that warrants him 
doing so. Therefore, there is no hard- 
ship, because before the Minister will 
act a case will have to be presented to 
hippt by people competent to do so, 
showing that thcrc is an abuse in the 
trade rates that these people are 
charging. I havc no fear of this estab- 
lishing a precedent, or that ijt is going 
to keep away„ industrial ventures. 
This Section is only intended to apply 
and operate in cases in which it is 
shown that the trading is not con- 
ducted on the basis of legitimate trad- 


ing, that the trader is not satisfied wíth 
a legitimate profit in connection with 
the business. This Section can have 
effect only in those cases in which it is 
conclusively proved that that. trading 
is dctrimental to the general interests 
of the country, and when trading is de- 
trimental to the general interests the 
Government would be failing in . its 
duty if it did not see that the. prices 
are regulated in accordance with the 
requirements of the country, giving to 
the trader a legitimate and proper 
profit on the transactions. 

Mr. GOOD: What about the price of 
porter? 

Mr. 0’MAH0NY: I do not apply the 
inquiry into that, although the extent 
of my personal consumption would not 
affcct my* budget very much, one way 
or the other. I think as this Section is 
only to be applied in connection with 
the relativcly small amount of inaterial 
to be associated with this housing 
scheme- 

Mr. GOOD: That is not so. 

Mr. 0’MAH0NY: Used in the build- 
ing of houses. 

Mr. GOOD: But not the building of 
houses under this Bill. 

Mr. 0’MAH0NY: We all know what 
the expression “ building of houses ” 
means. It only refers to houses con- 
structed under the provisions of the 
| Act, and we have no power to go 
beyond thát. I take it that in the cir- 
cumscribed circumstances in which this 
Scction will be applied, and bearing in 
mind also the necessity there is that 
these houses should be constructed as 
economically as possible, the Sec- 
tion is one that ought to stand. Nq case 
has been made against the Section, ex- 
cept that it may favour trusts, and, the 
Dáil is not going to support, as against 
public policy, the sustenance of trusts, 

Professor O’SULLIVAN: It is a real 
treat sometimes to attend this Dáil, bé- 
cause you will be convinced, I think, 
gradually that we are becoming an Is- 
land of Saints. Some time ago when De- 
puty Milroy was speaking it was the 
manufacturers who were the competi- 
tors for the halo. To-day, when Deputy 



1045 Rousing (Building Facilities) 14 Frbruary, 1924. Bill, 1924 —Third Stage. 1046 


Oood was speaking, it was the building 
trade. There is no evidence of proíi- 
teering in the building trade, according 
to Deputy Good. There is certainly a 
very strong feeling amongst the or- 
dinary public that there is profiteering. 
There is a principle to which, 1 think, 
Deputy Good gave his assont some 
weeks ago—the distinction between 
legal proof and common knowledge. I 
wonder would he accept that to a cer- 
tain extent in connection with the 
building trade? Personally, I have had 
the good luck not to suffer much at 
their hands. Some time ago, however, 
thinking that the consumption of coal 
in the house was a little too much, and 
sorry that I could only givc l)eputy 
Good’s friends an opportunity for 
philanthropic work by interfering a 
little with the equally philanthropic 
work of Deputy Hewat \s friends, I 
went to see whether the grates could 
not be looked after. I went to one of 
the big contraeting firms in the city. 
They sent out a man. 

Mr. GOOD: One of Deputy Johnson's 
friends. 

Professor O’SULLIVAN: I will come 
to that in a moment. Pcrsonally, I am 
not able to settle the figures Í got, and 
I will leave them to Deputy Good and 
Deputy Johnson to dispute between 
them, The firm sent out a man, who 
spent an hour taking some measure- 
ments. A couple of days afterwards a 
mason and his attendant turned up, and 
spent the best portion of a working 
day settling the grates. Then came 
the bill. They charged for every item, 
naturally; mortar, bricks and every- 
thing else. The only item I am 
interested in at* the momcnt is this: 
“ For one day, mason’s and labourer's 
time, repairing grate and furnace 
range, £2 17s. M It is a pleasure to me 
to know that masons and labourers in 
Dublin are paid as much as that. I 
waited, I will confess, until the collec- 
tor came. There are reasons, unfor- 
tunately, at this period of the year. I 
cannot go into them, but I did wait 
until the collector came. I protested 
against the charge, and incidentally 
dropped a hint that in this Dáil I had 
heard a discussion between Deputy 
Oood and Deputjr Johnson about the 


charges in the building trade. I sug- 
gested that I doubted if a large portion 
even of this £2 17s. went to the mason 
and his assistant. The collector asked 
if I required a reduction. I said not, 
that I would pay the bill then, but I 
asked him to send me an itemised re- 
ceipt. The receipt came, not in the 
form that I first got the bill, but with 
an interesting amendment:—“ Pore- 
man’s time measuring, 12/-; mason’s 
and labourer^s time, £2 5s.” Even at 
that, I was glad to see that there were 
( such high wages given to the masons 
I and labourers in Dublin, because there 
| is a chanee of their purchasing these 
j houses if they get a fair portion of what 
I I was charged for one day’s work. 

; Mr. JOHNSON: They will be able to 
í pay the rent now. 

Mr. HEWAT : On this occasion, I rise 
to support my friend, Deputy Good. 
The Seetion is objcctionable. One 
asks, why is it there at all. The 
answcr that I give is “ eyewash. ,> It 
brings in the principlc of Government 
interferencc in connection with trade, 

1 which is generally recognised as being 
I of no advantage to trade or anybody 
| else, but distinctly disadvantageous to 
everybody. It introduees a principle, 
which if once adopted, one wóuld find 
it very hard to lcnow where it is going 
to end. If it is logical to put it into 
this Bill, it is equallv logical to put it 
j into force in every business transaction. 

I The basis of the Section, I think, is the 
j cry of the man in the street as to the 
j ccst of living. That has bcen largely 
; fomented by the fact that when the 
time came for a reduction in wages, the 
labour leaders raised, I would not like 
to say a parrot cry, but, at all events, 
a cry that was not genuine, and put jt 
forward as a reason why uneconomic 
j wages should be paid in conneotion 
| with all industries. I would like the 
Dáil to consider what is the position in 
business. On the one side, the business 
man has to buy, and on the other, he 
has to sell. There is very little differ- 
ence in the importance of both these 
operations. In every business, whether 
that of manufacturing, banking, or 
stock-broking, the state of the profit 
and loss account will be largely a mat- 
ter of good buying or good selling. 
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Does the Minister who introduced this 
Bill imagine that he is going to regu- 
late prices? If he does, he never made 
a greater mistake in his Jife. He has 
no more power to regulate the price of 
articles than I have to stop the tide 
coming 5n. Supposing you regulate 
the price of any artiele, and say that a 
certain profit is to attach to it and a 
certain cost of production, the seller of 
that article is going to make the maxi- 
mum price his minimum price, and if 
he has got a fair margin of profit, he is 
going to have a good time of it, because 
the incentive to increase his business, 
or otherwise, will be gone. This takes 
away the personal initiativc altogether, 
and leaves the trade stagnant. That is 
the effect of tíovcrnment interference 
in the control of any industry. Deputy 
Professor O'Sullivan has given us an 
amusing instance of his personal ex- 
perience in conneetion with a grate. 

Professor O'SULLIVAN: It was not 

amusing. 

Mr. HEWAT: I think he has given 
us an instance also of how the buyer 
can look after his own affairs. I thinlc 
the basis of his argument was that 
these poor unfortunate buyers are very 
helpless. But are they? I think not. 
In business and in dealing with the 
public I do not thinlv you come across 
so many “ mugs 99 as the man in the 
street would have you believe. I do 
not think thát a man’s business is going 
to prosper in any way, whether in 
Dublin or anywhere else, by charging 
more than the value of the article he is 
supplying. I do not think such a man 
is going to be long doing a very pros- 
perous business. 

Mr. DAVIN: What about “ thc 
ring M ? 

Proíessor O’SULLIVAN: This is one 
of the biggest firms in Dublin. Do you 
want the name? 

M t. HEWAT: I do tiot. 

Mr. JOHNSON : Name. 

Mr. HEWAT: In exactly the same 
way Deputy O’Sullivan gives part of 
the case/ Might we hear the other side 
óf the ease? Probably the man on 'the 


i other side, the sellcr in this'case, cóuld 
j put a very different complexion on the 
I transaction as between himself and 
Deputy O’Sullivan. I do not know. At 
all cvents, are you going to put a Sec- 
j tion in a Bill like this, so enormousiy 
I far-reaching, on the assumption that 
! Deputy O'Sullivan and his like, are 
| such a lot of “ mugs 99 that they are 
• going to submit to be overcharged for 
j every article they buy? If you are go- 
; ing to legislate for M mugs 99 I am 
; afraid you are going to have a busy 
j time of it. Some Deput-y on the 
j opposite side said “ rings. M “ Rings,” 
j as a matter of fact, very often reduce 
| prices. “ Rings 99 do not occur, and 
. will not occur—in the ordinary way. 

I They will occur under certain condi- 
j tions. These “ rings 99 are always 
! liable to competition, and competition 
! is thc only way in which you will satis- 
j factorily regulate prices in any trade. 
i I object to this Section in the Bill 
: mainly on principle. I say t-hat the 
I whole basis of business is that both 
! buyer and seller are very well able to 
i take care of t.hemselves, and t.hat this 
1 namby-pamby Government interfer- 
ence in trade matters is good neither 
for thc individual nor the communit/ 

I as a whole. Deputy 0’Mahony went 
j into some matters—lrish affairs—and 
í it seemed as if his principa! aim and 
! object was to keep foreign capital out 
j of the country. 

Mr. 0’MAH0NY: No. 

i 

Mr. HEWAT: This is quite a help- 
ful clause for that. It does not do 
much in the building-up line. I thinlc 
the more commonsense vicw would be 
j to encourage as much eapital as pos- 
| sible to come into the countrjr. It is 
! then under your own control, or under 
| the control of the State. Make your 
own regulations, but do not make this 
sort of regulation. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Deputy Hewat says: 
“ Encourage foreign capital to come 
into the country, and then it is urider 
your own control.” Apparently he 
desires that it should be under the con- 
trol of the State. I ask him does he 
desire that foreign capital, having 
come into the country, should be 
regulated in its activities by the Statef 
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This Section, as far as I can read and j 
understand it, just purports and in- j 
tends to do that very thing, and also to 
control and regulate thc not less 
omnivorous parasites that are home- 
bred. One is amused to hear Deputy 
Hewat occasionally expounding the 
economics of the early nineteenth een- 
tury, and proclaiming the gospel of 
free competition; the inability to 
regulate priees, and saying that yoa . 
might as well try to keep back the tide J 
as to regulate prices. He then tells us, 
in almost the next breath, that trusts 
and “ rings 99 do not always raise 
prices. They sornetimes lower prices. 
The faet remains that they fix priees 
higher or lower, and if that is not 
regulating prices, doing what it is 
alleged one cannot do, my rcading is 
very faulty, and rriy understanding of 
the movemcnts of trade and commercc ;* 
as well as the official declarations of ! 
public companies, is at sea. Deputv 
ilewat might be aware of the existenee 
of combinations which quite effectively 
rule out competition, which he says wil! 
always regulate prices, if trusts or 
rings ” endeavour to overcharge. He 
is very innocent. Perhaps he will 
remember the experience of the tobaccc 
manufacturers in Ireland and Englaml. 
and the very great fight they had to 
try to be independent. Perhaps he 
will remember the experiences of some 
of the shipping companies who 
gobbled up oompetitive lines, made 
“ rings, ,> raised prices, and then 
covered over their faults by enlarging 
the nominal capital, and saying they 
are only paying a moderate dividend. 
Perhaps Deputy (Tood would reuiind 
Deputy Hewat of the existence of, say 
the Light Castings Association, or the 
Cement Combine. Perhaps in his repiv 
or further contribution to this discus- 
sion the Deputy will tell the Dáil what 
he knows about the Light Castings 
Association, the Cement Combine, and 
any other of the combines in the build- 
ing materials trade. Deputy Hewat 
says you cannot fix prices. Ther ' 
exists a combination of Portland 
cement manufacturers, formed in 1900 
as a union of thirty undertalrings, 
the purchase consideration being 
£6,335,000. It extended its power in 
1012 by merging thirty-three other 


firms. One of its declared objects is to 
control priees in the home market, 
which is divided into specified areas, 
each with a committee of manu- 
facturers appointed by the Federation. 
Perhaps Deputy Good knows something 
about it. Thesc committees are em- 
powered to malce increases in the prices 
ruling in their respective areas, and 
any such increases are binding in all 
the areas upon all the members of thc 
Federation. 

Mr. HEWAT : Have you to be a 
member of the Federation? 

Mr. JOHNSON: In dealing with th"i 
distributing trades rebates are granted. 
thc maximum allowance being máde to 
ihose merchants who bind themselves, 
to buy only from members of the 
Federation and to sell to the consumer 
at not Jess than the scheduled price, 
and conform to all the other terms as 
to discount, packagcs, etc. 

Of course tliat is not peculiar to tho 
assoeiated cenient manufacturers. You 
might ask Messrs. Cleeve if they knew 
anything about combinations in thc 
condensed milk trade, and the way 
prices were regulated in that business 
ultimately to the detrirnent of Messrs. 
Cleeve. In very nearly all thc big 
trades there are eombinations, more or 
less effective, but for Dcputy Hewat to 
say that anybody can come into com- 
petition is, I say, childish, because wo 
know what the effect of the competi- 
tion of the small manufacturer is 
against a big consolidated capital of 
these trusts and eombines. We know r 
how the small competitor is met when 
he tries effectively to meet the com- 
petition of the combine. It is a matter 
of common experience. For Deputy 
Hevvat to say that you cannot control 
prices, when it is done every day in the 
week and every month in the year, is, 
as I say, childish, and is asking us to 
believe that which we know is not 
accurate. Of*course it is true, I will 
admit at once, that with Ihe develop- 
inent of modern industries, trusts are 
able to make more than the average 
profit by saving in expenses by a more 
cfficient organisation, and by improved 
methods of production. I quite agree 
that it requires big organisation to do 
it., I am not objecting to the big or- 
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ganisation, but 1 am objecting to the 
way the big organisation is too often 
used. Sometimes it is said that the de- 
velopment of the trust is the necessary 
preliminary to taking over the trust in 
the commou interest. I do not know 
whether Dcputy HeAvat would subscribe 
to that as thc inevitable course of in- 
dustrial development or not. 

Mr. HEWAT: All in good time. | 

Mr. JOHNSON: Deputy Hewat says | 
all in good time. 

Mr. HEWAT: The world is going to 
be greatly improved between this and 1 
then. ! 

Mr. JOHNSON: Now it is quite clear 
to anybody who will follow the pro- 
ceedings that. thc organisation in the 
building trades in Ireland is very de- 
íective indeed, so far as efíicient out- 
l>ut and service arc concerned, but 
there is some kind of a general lacka- 
daisical feeling amongst those engaged 
in the trade that if by going easy they 
could make as heavy a profit as by 
going hard, well, then, they might as 
well go easy. Of course it is not quite 
true to say that the firms in the build- 
ing trade are having such hard times 
as has been suggested. I cannot give 
all the details of the financial position 
of all thc companies, and I eannot tell 
you how they manipulate their shares, 
and how they grant bonusc^ to reduce 
the apparent ratc of profit, and make 
bonuses in the form of new shares, but 
I have some figures which may not be 
exhaustive, I do not think they are, but 
they indicate that the building trade 
providers were not in such a very bad 
condition during the last two or three 
years of very bad trade in the build- 
ing industry. I find, for instance, from 
the official returns supplied by'the com- 
panies themselves that for the four 
years ending 1916 the amount distri- 
buted in the shape of dividends in 
ordinary shares of Messrs. Brooks, 
Thomas and Co., averaged £3,000 a 
ycar, while the average, distributed in 
the four years ending 1922, was £5,100. 
That is to say, there was an average 
increase of from £3,000 to £5,100 at a 
time when the building tvade was sup- 
posed to be out of action. When it is 
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retorted, as it probably will be, that 
the rate of increase is not as great as 
the rate of increase in the rate of wages, 
1 agree, and, of course, here we come 
across the fundamental opposition that 
tbere is a very different tale to tell 
when you are dealing with payment for 
work donc, payment for personal ser- 
vice, and payment for allowing money 
to lie in a particular eonccrn. 

If it is contended that the rate of 
profit must always increase concur- 
rently with any increase in the rate of 
wages, I dissent. The figures I have 
quoted in regard to Messrs. Brooks, 
Thomas & Oo. certainly show that dur- 
ing those bad years the amount of 
money distributed as dividends upon 
the ordinary shares has increased on 
an average from £3,000 per year to 
£5,100 per year, while the rate of pre- 
ferenee shares of coursc remains stable. 

Mr. OOOD: Was there any increase 
in capital? 

Mr. JOHNSON: I have another 
illustration of a firm in the same busi- 
ness wherc for the four years ending 
1917, the amount distributed as 
dividcnd on ordinary shares averaged 
£3,500, and for the four years ending 
1921 that average increased to £8,900. 
That again shows that people in tha*, 
trade, at any rate, did fairly well not- 
withstanding the slump in the industry. 
The ease that Deputy Hewat makes is 
particularly interesting, coming from 
a man who sat on the Profiteering Com- 
mittce, the inquiry into the cost of 
living in the city of Dublin and 
country. 

Mr. HEWAT: I did not sit on an/ 
profiteering committee. I would not 
do such a thing. 

Mr. JOHNSON: One can, perhaps, 
undendand the failure of that commit- 
tee if Deputy Hewat was able to 
dominate it as he would like to domin 
ate the Dáil on this question. 

Mr. HEWAT: Do not draw me on 

that subject. 

AN CEANN COMHAIELE, at this 

stage, resumed the Chair. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Surely one would not 
agree to make inquiries into the profits 
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of private distributors of j 
6 o 9 clock . iood-stufifs, and be afraid to 
make inquiries into the 
profits of the manufacturers, and 
builders 9 providers in the building 
trade. I suggest that having entered 
into one inquiry, and having learned 
some lesson as to how that inquir/ 
ought to have been conducted, the 
lesson should be taken to heart, and 
applied in the case of the building in- 
dustry. 

I think that the Section under dis- 
cussion is probably the most valuable 
in the Bill. I hope it will be amended 
before it passes from the Dáil so that 
the inquiries will not be merely eon- 
fined to loeal inquiries, such as are 
suggested in the Section itself, but that 
they may be enlarged to cover not only 
local prices, but prices over the 
country as a whole. Deputy 0 ’Mahony 
desired to know whether I would likely 
be consistent and object to the inter- 
ference by the State authority in the 
activities of those engaged in the build- 
ing trade. I tell Deputy (VMahon/ 
that if he will support me in advocat- 
ing that the local authorities should 
have power to enter into the building 
industry, to provide building material, 
and if he will say that the building 
material providers are to be elected 
publicly, as the local authorities are 
elected, and that they will be respon- 
sible to the public for the conduct of 
their affairs, then I will object to un- 
due interference by the central 
authority. Considering that builders , 
providers and manufacturers of build- 
ing materials are not prepared to enter 
into any understanding regarding the 
public services, but are only prepared 
to enter into it with a view to private 
profit, and while they are doing that, 
and while there is every evidence that 
they will persist in taking advantage 
of the public need for their own 
aggrandisement, then I say tbat a pub- 
lic check upon that aggrandisemenc. 
such as provided in the Bill, should be 
retained and carried into iipmediate 
eífect. 

The PRESIDENT: I beg to move 
that we report progress, and sit again 
to-morrow. 

Agreed. 


The PRESIDENT : In answer to my 
appeal last evening, I have received 
from a member of the Dáil an intima- 
tion of his willingness to be liable for a 
sum of two thousand pounds towards 
forming a company to carry out the 
purpose of this Act. I am not at 
liberty to divulge his name, but if 1 
get his permission I shall give it to the 
Dáil later on. 

DAIL RESUMES. 

Progress reported; the Committce to 
sit again on Friday. 

MOTION FOR THE PUBLICATION 
OF THE EVIDENCE OF THE 
BROADCASTING COMMITTEE. 

Major COOPER: I beg to move:— 
“ That the evidence and the documents 
laid before the Committee on Wire- 
less Broadcasting be printed and 
circulated. ,, In moving this motion, 
I shall not intrude very loug on the 
patience of the Dáil, and I shall try 
to make the two arguments I put 
before them as free from contro- 
versy as possible. I have put down 
this motion for two reasons, first, 
as a general principle that when 
a matter is referred to a Committe^ 
of the Dáil every member of 
the Dáil retains a certain right to 
know what is heing done on that Com- 
mittee, and that is especially the case 
when a Committee takes evidence. We 
have, every one of us here, our respon- 
sibility—responsibility to our con- 
stituencies; responsibility to our own 
selves—and by placing a matter 
on the shoulders of a Committee 
we cannot eompletely divest our- 
selves of that responsibilit,y. Before 
we are asked to confirm finally the 
result of any Committee it is our duty, 
so far as we can, to weigh the evid- 
dence that that Committee has received 
and to come to our own conclusions on 
it. As for the general question I should 
prefer to know—I am very ignorant of 
this subject *of broadcasting—what the 
Committee had before it before it. 
framed what I think is an admirable 
and most satisfactory report, satis- 
factory in that it exonerates the Post- 
master-General from all. blame, and 
satisfactory in its conclusions. Still I 
would like to see what they have had 
before them, and I should like to see 
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things for myseJf. So much íor ihe 
general principle. 

The second is, as everybody knows, 
and as we lmow ourselves, from the In- 
tcrim Report and the discussion on it 
in connection with this particular mat- 
ter of wireless broadcasting, that therc 
have beon abundant rumours spread 
about, aft'ceting the credit of Deputies 
in this Dáil. This is the first case of 
the kind that has come up before the 
Dáil. It is a casc in which we are 
charged with a very heavy responsi- 
bility, beeause the aetion we are taking 
now sets a precedent for futurc cases. 
It may be, I hope it will not be, the 
ease that eharges of this kind—charges 
of graft, corruption, jobbery—whatever 
you like to call it—will become com- 
monplace in our politics, as fifteen or 
twenty years ago they were common- 
plaee in Canadian politics. I have been 
reading the life of Sir Wilfred Laurier, 
and was disgusted to see that politics 
in Canada at the beginning of the cen- 
tury was a question of which party 
would bring home the largest number 
of scandals to its opponents. I hope in 
this we shall not follow the Canadian 
prccedent. and that is why I wish for 
the publication of this evidence, to clear 
the good name of this Dáil. If it is be- 
lieved that we are hushing matters up, 
and are parties to suppression, then 
our reputation will sufter in the face of 
the publie. 

I am very jealous for the honour of 
this assembly. I have been received 
here with kindness and eonsideration, 
for which I ean never he sufficiently 
grateful. and so far as it is in me to try 
and vindicate the honour of this as- 
sembly, I shall do it. I do not act from 
any partisan motive. I have absolutely 
no political axe to grind in this mat- 
ter, but I believe it would be bad for 
the Dáil, and for public life in Ireland, 
if there remained the slightest sus* 
picion in the mind of the general public 
at large that we were trying to hush up 
anything. 

Major SPROULE MTLES: I beg to 

second the motion moved by Major 
Bryan Cooper. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I agree most hear- 
tily with the sentiments which Depnty 
Bryan Cooper expressed as to the neces- 
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I sity for preventing, if possible, the oc- 
j casion, thc excuse and the practice that 
• he referred to as having prevailed in 
| Canada, in the early part of the pre- 
sent century. I agree with the prin- 
ciple that evidence and documents that 
havc been laid before a Committee of 
the Dáil, making enquiry into any pub- 
lic matter, should be made known to 
the Dáil and to the public. There is no 
harm in saying that when the matter 
was raised in the Committee regard- 
| ing the public reporting of thc pro- 
! ceedings at a date very late in these 
j proceodings, I was one of the minority 
that agreed that the Press should be 
admitted. 1 did that because I feafred 
the possibility that, under the present 
Standing Orders, if wc refused to allow 
tho Press in, when they made applica- 
j tion, to the proceedings of the Com- 
mittee, it might be taken as a prece- 
I dent. But I recognise quite well that 
i the majori1y had much reason upon 
! their side. 

! Tho fact romains that the Standing 
Orders on whicli we have boon working 
did not oontomplate an onquiry of tho 
kind which tho Committoo on Broad- 
1 casting has beon dealing with. That 
Committee’s work bcgan quite as a de- 
]>artmental inquiry. It was not oponed 
with the idea of taking evidence so 
niuch as to examine documents and 
i (íonsult experts, and it was only by 
! virtue of circumstances which arose un- 
' expectedly that the demand for 
| publicity arose. And it arose at a time 
much too lete for the purpose such as 
Deputy Cooper would like to have been 
assured on. 

The motion, as it stands, asks that 
the evidence and the documents laid 
tefore the Committee on Wireless 
Broadcasting be printed and circulated. 
I am just doubtful, notwithstanding my 
desire for the fullest publicity, whether 
the acceptance of this motion, in this 
form, at present, would do justice to 
people concerned, whether the Com- 
mittée ’or the Dáil or the members and 
non-members i*eferred to in the evi- 
dence. The documents quoted here 
wére very extcnsive. They were not 
selected documents. Thfere were files 
of papers put in dealing with matters 
quite apart from-Broadcasting, and by 
no means selected for the purpose of 
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evidenee appertaining to the enquiry. 
They were put in by the Postmaster- 
General himself and others, a complete 
file of all their eorrespondenee, some 
dealing with matter quite extraneous 
to broadeasting, and those were put be- 
fore the Committee. 

I question whether it is just and rea- 
sonable that all these documents should 
be printed, even on the ground of ex- 
pense, and also on the ground that 
much of the matter is not germane to 
the subject under review. So far for 
that point. 

Now as to the evidence. Matters 
have developed which, I think, require 
that the evidence relating to broad- 
easting and relating to extraneous sub- 
jects, if such evidence is to be submitted 
tc the public, ought to be submitted in 
such a manner as would be fair to the 
persons concerned. As one of those 
probably chiefly at fault, I admit that 
the form of the questions put to the 
witnesses was, in many cases, probably 
unfair to the witnesses Avho may have 
been lcd to say things which they would 
not have been allowed to say if the evi- 
dence had been taken in public court 
tefore one versed in legal procedure. 
It. is possible that the members of the 
Committec, including myself, may have 
formed judgments, and having formed 
judgments, put questions in a manner 
which really were innuendoes and 
ctarges, and in such a case I doubt. 
whether it is fair of the Dáil to pub- 
lish all the evidence in the form in 
which it has been taken. Witnesses 
came to the enquiry and said many 
' things that they probably would not 
ltave said had they been examined in 
public, and possibly they would have 
been less truthful; but, at any rate, 
witnesses have a right to know the con- 
ditions under which they are giving 
their evitfence, and they did give their 
evidence on the assumption that it was 
not a public inquiry. So far I think 
there is something to be said in favour 
of not publishing the evidence, but I 
desire that all the facts germane to the 
diseussion on wireless and on the dis- 
cussion of other matters quite ex- 
traneous to wdreless should be made 
kno # wn to the public. . v 

In the Report which was issued by 
the Committee, and which will be the 

Vol. 6. 


subject of further discussion, there is 
a referenpe to a memorandum fumished 
to the Committee by the Postmaster- 
General. This memorandum had no- 
thing whatever to do with broadcast- 
ing. It was placed in the file supplied 
by the Postmaster-General, at the rc- 
quest of the Committee that all the 
documents should be handed in to the 
Committee. The memorandum in ques- 
I tion had reference to the relations be- 
tween the chief promoter—one might. 
say the sole person coneerned in an 
eífective way with one of the companies 
referrcd to in the Postmaster-General ’s 
White Paper. The memorandum put in 
by the Postmaster-General purported to 
i be a record of the relations between 
I Mr. Andrew Belton, of Irish Develop- 
J ments, Ltd., and Deputy Darrell Figgis, 

! long before the latter was a Deputy, 
presumably wit.h the object of showing 
the relative virtues of the two persons 
eoncemed. The reading of that memo- 
randum disclosed the motive underly- 
ing Mr. Belton when he entered into 
| eertain associations of a business char- 
acter with Deputy Figgis, who was then 
Mr. Darrell Figgis; and it was so!ely 
because of the fact that the memoran- 
dum disclosed the motive of this 
gentleman that. Mr. Belton was called 
to give evidence to the Committee, and 
on that evidence, written by his own 
hand and supplied by his own words, 
I had no hesitation in coming to the 
conclusion that the company with 
which he was associated as the lead- 
I ing spokesman ought not to receive a 
■ concession from any Department of 
State. Arising out of that, Mr. Bel- 
ton handed in his file of correspondence 
i which affected matters long anterior to 
j the project of an Irish Broadcasting 
! Station or an Irish Broadcasting Com- 
pany. Deputv Figgis also handed in 
his file dealing with contemporaneous 
matters. The point of these statements 
of mine is this: That wireless broad- 
casting and matters connected there- 
with form the subject of a distinct in- 
quiry from matters relating to the 
association of Mr. Belton and De- 
puty Figgis and other persons in 
projects of an industrial and 
financial kind. These documents, for 
instance, deal with matters long an- 
terior to broadcasting: to projects 
. which it was sought to obtain the sup- 
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port or assistance in one forrn t or other 
of the Government of the time; pro- 
jects, for instance, regarding the fiota- 
tion of public loans; and projects, for 
instance, with regard to the establish- 
ment of a Casino to replace some of the 
Continental resorts of the aristocracy 
of England, and to which the Gov- 
emment were invited to become par- 
ticipants. These are matters that are 
extraneous entirely to broadcasting, 
and ought not to be mixed up with an 
inquiry into broadcasting such as has 
devolved upon the Committee which 
the Dáil set up. These matters, there- 
fore, while throwing light upon the 
qualifications, shall I say, of the pro- 
motcr of the Irish Broadcasting Com- 
pany, which was to receive a conces- 
sion and which only came indirectly 
within the purview of our Committee, 
have opened new doors leading into 
different quarters, and which, I think, 
require a different kind of enquiry. 

My suggestion is that the evidence 
relating to broadcasting should be fol- 
lowed up by the Cómmittee on Broad- 
casting after this, if the interim report 
is adopted, and should be published in 
due course. All the matters connected 
with these extraneous subjects should 
be made the occasion of an entirely 
new inquiry. There should, in fact, be 
set up by the Dáil a smaller Committee 
composed of people who have not pre- 
jttdged any question, and the evidence 
that is to come before that Committee 
should be given in a strictly legal form, 
and all those persons who have been 
named by the various witnesses, and in 
the documents, should have liberty to 
appear either personally or be repre- 
sented by solicitors or counsel. The 
fullest inquiry should be made, and all 
the párties concemed should have ac- 
cess to all the documents; then the mat- 
ters which are of public importance 
will certainly and necessarily be 
brought out in a proper form, and 
every question that could possibly be 
raised will be raised in a public inquiry, 
conducted in strict conformity with the 
rules of evidence. 1 believe that would 
be the fairest course to adopt, fair to 
those who may be implicated, and it 
will do more eredit to the Dáil and be 
more satisfactory to the public. 

If, after the whole matter is disposed 


of, having been dealt with in such a 
manner as I have suggested, it is still 
thought desirable that all the past evi- 
dence, in the form in which it has been 
taken, should be made public, then I, 
for one, would have no objection what- 
ever. I think, in fairness to all parties, 
in fairness to the public, and with the 
utmost desire to have every fact deal- 
ing with public affairs placed before 
the public, all those who may consider 
themselves interested or involved, . or 
upon whom any reflection of any kind 
has been placed, should have a right to 
appear before a quasi-official inquiry, 
which will conduct the case in a much 
more formal, and probably much more 
effective, manner than an amateur Com- 
mittee dealing informally with matters 
which were really extraneous to the 
immediate purposes of the Wireless 
Broadcasting Committee. I would, 
therefore, suggest to Deputy Cooper 
that a course such as I havc suggested 
would promote his purpose much more 
effectively than the mere printing of 
the evidence and the doeuments laid be- 
fore the Committee. Such a Commit- 
tee as I have suggested would have 
fuller powers and be able to do the 
work more efYicient]y, while the present 
Committee can, if it is considered neces- 
sary by the Dáil, proceed with its work 
of inquiring into wireless broadcasting. 

Professor MAGENNIS : Deputy 
Johnson r s statement fills us with ad- 
miration for his generosity. As a 
member of this Committee to inquire 
ínto the White Paper Beport on wire- 
less broadcasting, I have found’myself 
continuously, more especially at every 
important point of the inquiry, in the 
completest harmony with Deputy John- 
son. I regret to find that on this par- 
ticular motion I arn obliged, very much 
against my will, to part company from 
him. I support Deputy ‘Cooper's 
motion with one slight reservation. I 
quite appreciate what Deputy Johnson 
has urged. The inquiry was initiated 
by the members of the Committee as a 
Departmental inquiry. It was not 
thought in thc beginning that it would 
be necessary to call witnesses, and só 
the question as to the advisability or 
otherwise of publicity throughout 1 all 
the stages of the investigation did not 
strike the mind of every member. It 
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was only at the stage of the twelvth 
day of the inquiry, when certain rum- 
ours had gone abroad and had been 
intensified by reference to them in the 
daily newspapers, that the claim of the 
Press to be present at our investiga- 
tions was made. 

It is, no doubt, true that those who 
came there and gave evidence, gave it 
very freely under the obvious impres- 
sion that what they said was more or 
less in camera. They knew, of course, 
that the Official Reporters of thc Dáií 
were making a record of what they 
said, and of the doeuments that they 
handed in. But I think we might, 
without exaggeration, declare that they 
felt these notes were taken rather for 
the subsequent information and con- 
vcnience of the members of the Com- 
mittee, than for ultimate publication. 
It may, therefore, not be altogether 
fair to a witness who gave his 
testimony freely and without reserve— 
without reticencc, in fact, as was the 
case with regard to some of the wit- 
ncsses—and it might not be altogether 
equitable without the witness's permis- 
sion or consent, to order the publication 
of the evidence precisely as it now 
stands in the records of the Official 
Reporters. 

On the other hand, I would urge 
that this is one of the accidents of life. 
The Committee was set up, the Com- 
mittee proceeded on its inquiry, and 
documents came under its notice which 
forced it to extend the scope of the 
inquiry. Now, what with all respect 
to Deputy Johnson, I would bring be- 
fore his notice just at the present 
moment is, that we were not inquiring 
into wireless broadcasting absolutely, 
but . into wireless broadcasting 
relatively as affected by the White 
Paper of the Postmaster-General. A 
portion of the report which it was our 
mission to 4 bring in should be therefore 
a report giving our considered judg- 
ment with regard to the policy set out 
or proposed for the Dlil in the White 
Paper. 

Now a very essential part of that 
policy was the handing over, by way 
of a State concession, of the working 
of wireless to a company set up ostcn- 
sibly on the model of the British Broad- 
casting Company, and when, bv virtue 


cf the revelations made in a document 
found in thé Departmental file, w 
found that*the chief agent in the pro 
motion of this Irish Broadcasting Com 
pany was a man of a certain type as 
levealed in his own documents, we 
eould not form a proper cstimate of the 
policy of handing over a State conces- 
sion to an Irish Broadcasting Company, 
in which he was the chief and central 
figure, unless we pursued this obliquc 
investigation into the document, and 
the other matters whicli arose out of 
that document, which no doubt came 
accidentally under our notice. It 
would not be fair, therefore, I suggest 
to this Committee thst furnished the 
present Interim Report which you are 
to debate shortly, to postpone, or per- 
haps altogether to suppress the evi- 
denee upon which the present Interim 
Report was based. I am as anxious as 
Deputy Johnson to do justicc to pre- 
serving the equities in regard to every- 
body conccrned. It is a most regret- 
table fact that. charges were made and 
bandied about wdth regard to the Post- 
master-General and to a Deputy of the 
Dáil. The fact that they were made 
is known to all the world. We have 
reported as regards the charges made 
against the Postmaster-General, and 
declared that they were wholly un- 
founded. 

As regards the implications of 
another Deputy of the Dáil in thesc 
rumours and in these aspersions, we 
are not in a position to give a finding 
yct. At the same time, the documents 
which bring him in by way of implica- 
tion arc really necessary, or might 
prove to be necessary, to aid in the for- 
mation of a judgment as to the right- 
ness or the wrongness of thc Interim 
Report so far as it extends. There is 
this, however, to be remembered. As 
a Committee of the whole Dáil we con- 
sidered that the Postmaster-General 
was an External Minister within thc 
meaning of the Constitution, and that 
the administration of his office, his pro- 
posed policy, and everything of that 
sort, was subject directly to the criti- 
cism and control of the Dáil, and that 
as a Committee of the 1 Dáil we were en- 
titled to have the files of his Depart- 
ment submitted. The Postmaster-. 
General met us fully upon that pomt, 
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and submitted the entire files of his 
Department, showing every document 
from the first mornent of the Broad- 
casting project to the first sitting of 
our Committee. 

Now, to publish all these, with De- 
partmental notes upon them, would be 
simply to provide a bulky volume that 
would serve no useful purpose. Memos. 
to’the effect that “ A Memorandum has 
been received and duly noted, M and 
things trivial, will go to swell the bulk 
of the volumc, and the purpose of De- 
puty Bryan Cooper would be defeated, 
if the volume is such that people will 
not read it, dcterred by the fact that 
there is so much to go through. I quite 
appreciate the retort that may be made 
that if any documents are withheld at 
all, the suspicious mind of the public 
will at once raise the cry : “ Suppres- 
sion of documents. M But these are 
things with which we must deal in the 
ordinary eourse of life. We shall not, 
no matter what we publLsh or what evi- 
dence we reveal, prevent tongucs from 
wagging. We must, therefore, merely, 
as experienced men who know what the 
world is, put up with the possibility of 
these allegations being repeated. 

Meanwhile, for the purpose of the 
public service, and more particularly to 
aid the Dáil in the formation of a right 
judgment, there are certain documents 
that ought, in my humble opinion, be 
published, to wit, all upon which the 
examination of witnesses bore, and to 
which explicit reference was made in 
the examination. I may assure you 
that, even if all the evidence as taken 
by us, and all the documents to which 
I allude, were published it would con- 
stitute a pretty large octavo volume, 
and it would take a considerable time 
to read and digest. I take the liberty, 
thcrefore, of proposing to Deputy 
Bryan Cooper, while I support his 
motion in the main, that he should limit 
the requirements to the evidence taken 
by the Committee, and the documents 
put in and examined upon in the tak- 
ing of the evidence; 

Mr. MILROY : I*rise to support De- 
puty Johnson’s suggestion. I am rather 
apprehensíve that the tone of the 
speech of Deputy Magennis will rather 
heighten than allay public apprehen- 
sion. I have been a member of that 


Committee, and I am really astounded 
to hear there has been such a crop of 
wild rumours. So far as the broadcast- 
ing business proper is concerned, 1 
think there is nothing to which the 
finger of reproach can be pointed, un- 
less that to which Deputy Johnson 
alludes. If Deputy Magennis’s sugges- 
tion were adopted it would certainly 
require a Committce to select and sift 
the papers which were to receive publi- 
cation. I cannot see that that is going 
to eope with the situation created by 
those wild rumours. 

I take it that the purpose of the 
publieatioii of the evidence is to dis- 
sipate thc idea that there has been any 
erooked work in connection witli 
broadeasting. lf a Committee is ap- 
pointed to select evidence, those who 
are hankering after intrigue and 
sensation-mongering will still say t.hat 
something has been left out of the pub- 
lication, whcreas the suggestion of 
Deputy Johnson will give ample oppor- 
tunity for every scintilla of evidence 
relative to the matter to be brought in, 
and to be brought under the publie 
observation. I do not think that there 
is anything else to be said. I think 
Deputy Johnson's statemcnt was lucid; 
it was one that stated calmly the facts. 
and showed a very commonsense way 
of disposing of this matter. These 
things that have given rise to appre- 
hension have nothing whatever to do 
with broadcasting, and should be dealt 
with by some other body, and the Com- 
mittee that is already dealing with this 
question of broadcasting should be al- 
lowed to proceed with their work un- 
impeded by these irrelevant matters. I 
strongly support Deputy Johnson’s 
proposal. 

Mr. WILSON: I rise also to support 
what has been so admirably expressed 
by Deputy Milroy. The suggestion 
made by Deputy Magennis of the ap- 
pointment of a Committee of the Dáil 
to sift evidenee would not allay thc 
feeling in the minds of the public that 
there is something that needs the light. 
aild, therefore, in order to be fair to 
those who arc conccmed, and whose 
honour will affect the honour of the 
Dáil, I say that we should adopt the 
suggestion made by Deputy Johnson 
and appoint this Committee, who wíll 
investigate in públic, hear the evidence 



14 Fbbruary, 1924. of Broadcasting Committee . 1066 


1065 Publication of Evidence 

ln a legal manner, ancl give their deci- 
sion. 

Mr. DARRELL FIOOIS: A fortnight 
ago to-day, in speaking on the recep- 
tion of the Interim Report of the Com- 
mittee on Wireless Broadcasting, I 
stated that it was my intention at some 
future date to call for the production 
of documents, and I also added that I 
would urge the Dáil that these docu- 
ments might be released from privilege 
in order that, the matter might be taken 
by me into the courts of this country. 
I made that statement publicly, and 
that statement was printed the follow- 
ing day in the papers. I did not lose 
many days before I consulted my 
solicitors as to the action requisite in 
the matter. It was my intention that 
no delay should follow what I said. But 
what I feared has happened. Within 
a few days of my statement Mr. Belton 
sold his effects in this country and has 
left it. I am, therefore, put in a rather 
awkward position, because of the 
document handed in, as Deputy John- 
son has said, a long time prior to its 
production before the Committee, 
handed in to the Postmaster-General, 
which, although it had no referenee 
whatever to wireless or anything con- 
nected with wireless, was put into the 
íile of correspondence and documents 
put before tlie Committee. I want verv 
carefully, very deliberately, to avoid 
using any words that might give 
offence. I have my own very strong 
feeling. I have very strong reasons for 
that feeling, as to the reasons for the 
production of that document. 

I t-hink it- would be a very unfor- 
tunate thing for thé future of this 
country, if a Deputy, pressing an en- 
quiry into a matter, would always have 
hanging over his head the possibility 
that some person concerned would file 
a document that would be put into evi- 
dence, making charges against him, 
charges whieh must either be true or 
false. If true, the document ought to 
,be known, and if false, it is a scandal, 
and there will always be some person to 
say that there is never smoke without 
fire. I was prepared to support Deputy 
Bryan Cooper’s motion fully and 
heartily, and I had intended to have 
said so quite briefly, and to have left 
the matter at that. Deputy Johnson ’s 


suggestion, however, has brought a new 
conception into the field. It is only 
necessary now for me to say in regard 
to it that I weleome, vcry heartily wel- 
come, any such proposal as he has out- 
lined. The honour of this Dáil is af- 
fected. The honour of this Dáil is 
affected in two ways. The honour of 
t-he Dáil is affected in as far as it re- 
fers to one of its members, because its 
entire honour is reposed in each one of 
its members, and it is also affected in so 
far as one of its members has been the 
subject of an attack so framed as this 
has been. Therefore, I think the cor- 
rect procedure would be, if Deputy 
Johnson’s proposal is to be acted upon, 
that a Committce should be appointcd, 
and I would urge, and I think those 
who are familiar with the praetice in 
sueh matters in other places will follow 
the reasoning I have in my mind, that 
a proposal to that cffect, that a Com- 
mittee having power to investigate 
these matters extrancous to the Wire- 
less Inquiry, and raised in course of it, 
to investigate judicially, and strict-ly 
aceording to the laws of evidence, 
should be moved by the leader of 
this Dáil, the President of the 
Executive Council. If the proposal 
is to be accepted, I would prefer 
that it should be he, who is the 
leader of this Dáil, who should move 
such a motion, and I presume in that 
case the Committee would be put up 
in the ordinary way by the Committee 
of Selection. However, I have only 
risen now to say, and I leave it at this 
sentence: I weleome the appointment 
of a.ny such Committee. 

Professor MAGENNIS: On a point 
of explanation, would you permit me to 
say a word. In view of Deputy Mil- 
roy’s critieism, I desire to say that I 
have not asked to suppress anything 
which has any bearing whatsoever, 
either as a document or in evidencc, 
upon the Intevim Report, and its for- 
mation. Deputy Milroy is under the 
impression that I want to select docu- 
ments. I want to leave out all bulk- 
making things that are of no value 
whatsoever—merely routine correspon- 
ílence—and I am supporting Deputy 
Bryan Cooper’s proposal to have tho 
whole of what came before the Com- 
mittee, with this slight reservatiotl, 
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[Frofessor Magennis.] 
pnblished for the reading of the mem- 
bers of the Dáil. When they have read 
these things thev can form their own 
opinion as to the desirability, or other- 
wise, of pnrsuing the matter further. 

Mr. BAXTER: I do not know if we 
have heard any Deputy, with the ex- 
ception of Deputy Bryan Cooper and 
Deputy Figgis, who has spoken on this 
mattcr but those who are members of 
this Committee. 

Mr. WILSON: And myself. 

Mr. BAXTER : The point of view that 
I look at this 1‘rom ought to be the 
point of view of the ordinary membcr 
of \he Dáil who is outside of this Com- 
mittee and who has not had an oppor- 
tunity of knowing the evidence put be- 
ícre it, and that to a certain extent 
must be under thc influence of all the 
rumours that have beon circulated 
through the Press and outside it. I 
would imagine that Deputy Bryan 
Cooper would be in a somewhat similar 
position, and I take it that he put down 
his motion because he felt that it was in 
the best interests of every Deputy, in 
the best interests of the mcmbers of this 
Dáil whose names were mentioned be- 
íore this Committee. that all the docu- 
ments that went before it, the docu- 
ments on which that Committee based 
its Report, should be published and 
should go to the public. Deputy John- 
son has put forward what I am sure m 
a.n admirable suggestion, and Deputy 
Magennis , suggestion is admirable in 
its way, too, but take all their sugges- 
tions from the point of view of those 
outside this Committee, and what con- 
struction must be put on them? De- 
puty Johnson suggests that another 
Committee ought to be set up to con- 
sider the evidence again. I take it that 
that is really what his suggestion 
amounts to. 

The conclusion that must inevitably 
be drawn, if such a Committee as that 
be set up, will be that there was somo- 
tfcing in the evidence that went before 
the previous Committee that ought 
not go to the public, and because it is 
not suitable to go before the public 
another Committee must be set up to 
inquire into the whole matter. You 
rnay set up that Committee, and may 


give to the public a Report that in ont 
sense may be more satisfactory than 
you can give them on the evidence that 
has already been given, but will it be 
entirely satisfactory to the public who 
are to-day very suspicious? I say it 
. will not, and I say it will be a dan- 
' gerous step for the Dáil to decide, and 
tliat it will be in the best intercsts of 
every Deputy, and more particularly 
of the Deputies whose names have been 
I mentioned before that Committee, that 
' every document that was put in there 
end used as evidence, and on which the 
Heport that came before the Dáil was 
based, should be made public. Even 
though it will make a bulky volumc it 
ought to be published. Let the public 
know everything that is to be known; 
let them know the worst that is to be 
known. We have good reason to be- 
licve that things are not half so bad as 
the sensation mongers, as Dcputy 

ilroy has said, have tried to make out. 
If you do not do that they will say 
things twiee as bad as they would if 
they knew the whole truth. From my 
point of view the Motion should be ac- 
cepted, and let everybody have an 
. opportunity of knowing the evidencc 
I that was advanced before that Com- 
j mittee. That evidence ought to be suf- 
ficient to clear the names of members 
! of the Dáil from the rumours and sug- 
gestions that have been made against 
their character and integrity. I tluníc 
that it is in the best interests of th’cir 
good name, and in the best interests of 
the Dáil that selected that Committee, 
that the information that was before 
the Committee should be published 
fully and frankly. 

Professor THRIFT: I think I feel as 
strongly as anybody the importance of 
the purpose that Deputy Bryan Cooper 
has in view, and of the necessity for 
doing everything to prevent # the 
slightest suspicion that the Committee, 
or anybody else, wants to keep any- 
thing secret in this matter. But while 
I hope I shall say nothing which will be 
in the slightest way contrary to that, 
for that is what I feel very strongly, I* 
do not feel that the suggestion Deputy 
Johnson made is open to the interpre- 
tation Deputy Baxter put on it. In 
fact, I thiiík Deputy Johnson was care- 
ful to say himself, in the first place* 
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that if any such Committee were ap- 
pointed they would have immediate ac- 
cess to the documents and evidence be- 
fore the previous Committee. That 
would get over any suggestion of hush- 
ing up anything. But I rise particu- 
larly to express the hope that the Dáil 
will recognise the real importance of 
drawing* a sharp line between two 
things. This Broadcasting Committee 
has one definite piece of work to do, 
which it has begun, and I think, as one 
of the Committee, I may express the 
hope that the Dáil will be sufficiently 
satisfied with what it has so far done 
as to allow it to proceed. There is no 
reason for mixing that work up with 
something else; there is every reason 
for keeping it apart, and it is not the 
business of that Committee to go into 
these extraneous matters. I support 
Deputy Johnson strongly in this; I 
think it is for the Dáil to decide what 
line they will take with regard to these 
suggestions, and I think, if I might say 
so in passing, that the Deputy con- 
cerned has a strong right to have his 
wishes appreciated and met as far as 
possible. Let the Dáil decide what they 
want to do about that. It is a totally 
different thing from going on with the 
work of the Broadcasting Committee. 
I do not think what Deputy Professor 
Magennis said really differed from 
what was in Deputy Johnson’s sugges- 
tion. I think both were equally 
anxious to secure publicity. Deputy 
Professor Magennis suggested two 
points, and I think they are important, 
with reference to thé publication of 
these particular documents that merely 
are concerned with the broadcasting 
proposal, and which I have separated 
now entirely from the documents con- 
cerned with these other suggestions. 
So far as these business documents are 
concerned, two points of view were 
mentioned by Deputy Magennis to 
which I want to draw attention. A 
large number of them are absolutely 
unimportant, and would merely tend to 
prevent people getting to know the 
real meaning of the various suggestions 
about this proposal. Otherwise depart- 
mental papers, which, I think, if pub- 
lished exactly as put before that Com- 
mittee, would lead to difficulties in de- 
partmental work. There are papers 
that are semi-confidential, comments 


from officials, members of the Post- 
master-GeneraPs staff, of various kinds, 
giving their personal opinions as to 
whether such-and-such projects are 
likely to be successful, and such things, 
unimportant in themselves, no doubt, 
but I think they would lead, if pub* 
lished, to a doubt in the minds of offi- 
eials in sueh departments in future as 
to how far they were likely to have any- 
thing they said more or less confiden- 
tially to their chief made public at any 
particular moment when something 
might happen. I do hope the Dáil will 
. draw that line I suggest between these 
| two things, and try to keep them com- 
pletely distinct, and to decide quite 
separately what they will do on the one 
hand, and meanwhile allow the Broad- 
casting Committee to go on with its 
work as it wants to do. 

Mr. HEWAT: I had some difficulty 
in making up my mind as this discus- 
sion went on, but I am quite 

7 o*chck. clear now' that at the pre- 
! sent stage the Dáil would be 

| wiser to follow the arguments put for- 
ward by Deputy Magennis and Deputv 
Thrift that a certain number of the 
documents that are pertinent to the 
matter should be made public. As for 
the fear that the public would consider 
there was a suppression in this matter, 
if the names of the members of 
the Committee are appended to the 
Report, I do not think any member 
of the publie would imagine for one 
moment, for instance, that Deputy 
Thrift would put his name to a docu- 
ment where there was material evi- 
dence suppressed. As regards the 
suggestion that this should be pub- 
lished in the first instance, and if it was 
thought necessary afterwards by the 
Dáil, or the public, that a greater 
amount of publicity should be secured, 
then I think that Deputy Johnson's 
proposal for an inquiry in public might 
be arranged, but at the moment I feel 
confident that if the material docu- 
ments of the case were made public, 
either members of the Dáil or the pub- 
lic in general will ask for further 
evidence in the nature of Deputy 
Johnson's proposal. 

Mr. ALTON: I had no intentiori of 
speaking on this matter as it is a paiu- 
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[Mr. Alton.] 
ful one, but I must say that I agree 
completely with Deputy Johnson. I 
think it is the only way to meet the 
case, that a Special Committee should 
be appointed to go into this matter of 
the wireless broadcasting evidence so 
far as the conduct of any member of 
the Dáil is affected by allegations. I 
think it is only a Special Committee pf 
that sort could select from the evidence 
that is before the existing committec 
what should be published. Deputv 
Johnson’s proposal is the only practical 
proposal, and I think the only proposal 
that will be accepted by the public with 
confidence. 

The PRESIDENT : I would like to 
know if Deputy Cooper agrees witn 
that suggestion. It appeared to m.> 
when listening to the discussion th«t 
'he majoritv of the Deputies who spoke 
/eaned towards the suggestion that was 
made by Deput.y Johnson. It was 
subscribed to by some others. I see a 
danger in the point that was mentioned 
by Deputy Magennis as regards certain 
extracts. Departmental files, as 
Peputy Thrift very sensibly pointed 
out, cannot be made the subject of pub- 
lication. That is fairly obvious. We 
could not be sure of the confidence of 
heads of Departments, or others, if 
there was the idea that within three, 
six or twelve months their comments 
on proposals were to be made public. 

In these matters, there ought to be 
admitted a certain privilege or confi- 
dence, which is absolutely essential if 
vou are to discharge business. That is 
all I have got to say as regards that. I 
do think that Deputy Baxter, if he 
knew the quality of the material that is 
contained in these reports, the various 
hands through which they must go, and 
how much men’s reputations, records, 
promotion, and all the rest, depend 
upon the amount of ability that is 
shown in the various files, would admit 
that it was not a reasonable thing to 
ask for them. A person outside, being 
utterly irresponsible, might easily at- 
tract some popular attention to a 
matter of that sort and say: 1 ‘ Here is 
an attempt to cloak. ,> AU we can say 
about that, is that we have to wait until 
these irresponsible people have some re- 
sponsibility, when they will themselves 


see that there is no attempt to cloak in 
a matter of that sort. But there is cer- 
tainly an attempt to preserve the inde- 
pendence of a service which is of great 
importance to the State. If Deputy 
Cooper is inelined to agree to this pro- 
posal, I would undertake to consult him 
with regard to a motion that I would 
consider about introducing some day 
next week to deal with the matter. 

Major COOPER: I am afraid I did 
not catch the President’s proposal. 

The PRESIDENT: I said that I 
thought there was a general feeling of 
agreement with Deputy Johnson’s sug- 
gestion about the Committee, and I 
! would undertake to consult Deputy 
I Cooper during the weck regarding a 
| motion that I would introduce next 
week, about the appointment of the 
Committee, and also with regard to the 
personnel of it, if he so desired, and 
ask the Dáil to accept that personnel. 

DEPUTIES : No. No. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : That is 

for the Selection Committee. 

Major COOPER: I am prepared to 
leave the matter in the hands of the 
President and Deputy Johnson. There 
is one great advantage about Deputy 
Johnson’s suggestion which came to me 
when he was speaking, and that is that 
it enables action to be taken in this 
matter at once. To print the evidence 
would necessarily take some time. Pre- 
sumably, the usual course would be fol* 
lowed, and a proof would be sent to the 
witnesses. Some of these witnesses, we 
are told, have left the country, and 
there might be considerable delay be- 
fore the proceedings came into the 
hands of the public. I do think, how- 
ever, that sooner or later that material 
evidence will have to be published. But 
I am perfectly prepared for the present 
to withdraw my motion, because it is 
obvious that if the President acts on 
Deputy Johnson’s suggestion, the mat- 
ter will then become sub judice, and it 
would be entirely wrong to have a mass 
of fresh material issued whilst this 
Committee was sitting, or possibly 
when it was just considering its report. 
That would not make for justice. It 
would simply create a false scent. I 



1073 Publication of Evidence 14 Februart, 1924. of Broadcasting Committee. 1074 


am prepared to withdraw my motion 
íor the time being, but I reserve to my- 
self the right to re-introduce it, prob- 
ably in an amended form that may meet 
some of the objections of Deputy Ma- 
gennis and the President. If the Presi- 
dent will agree to my doing that, I 
should be very glad to withdraw, sub- 
ject to the leave of the Dáil. 

The PRESIDENT: Very good. 

POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. J. 

J. Walsh) : I would wish to know 
whether Deputy Johnson has in mind 
the exclusion of evidence bearing on 
broadeasting proper from membei’s of 
this Dáil. If that is so, I think the 
decision will be an unfortunate one. 
That is the only point with which I am 
personally concerned. I am not in the 
least involved in extraneous matters, 
but I am, as Minister responsible for 
the White Paper, deeply concerned to 
see that the edifice built up by my 
Department—an edifice which I still 
stand by—will be displayed in its 
entirety to Deputies before they are 
called upon to destroy that building 
.and set up something else in its stead. 

I just want. to know at this stage 
whether this particular motion ex- 
cludes the production of that broad- 
casting evidence proper. 

The PRESIDENT: I am very puzzled 
to know what the Postmaster-Genera« 
means. The matter, as it stands at 
present, is that Deputy Cooper has con- 
sented to withdraw his motion, and I 
i am undertaking to bring up something 
which I hope will meet with +he ap- 
proval of the Dáil. It is open to the 
Postmaster-General when that motion 1 
is mtroduced—I have not the faintest ! 
notion at the moment of what the terms ' 
will be but I know the general lines 
upon which it will run—if there is any 
objection to the motion to enter his 
objection. It certainly is not intended 
at any time to shut out the Postmaster- 
General from displaying whatever 
edifice he would like to display. 

Professor MAGENNIS: What we 
would like to know is, is the inquiry 
to be into what I will call, for con- 
venience, the Belton-Figgis affair, or an 
enqniry into broadcastingt I think, 
with all respect to Deputy Johnson, 


there is now a possibility of a great 
deal of confusion. As I understood 
Deputy Jobnson, he wanted to have an 
inquiry into the Belton allegations. 
That course I suggest would follow 
upon the public being madc aware of 
what these things are, to see whether 
they are of sufficient importance or 
otherwise to warrant the enquiry. 

Mr. JOHNSON : I am at one with the 
Postmaster-Gejieral in desiring that 
everything connected with BroadcavSt- 
ing and with the plans and proposals 
of the Postmaster-General should be 
published. I would like that all the 
matter eould be made public, if it were 
going to be eomprchensible to the 
reader. The faet remains—and I chal- 
lenge anybody who sees the evidence 
to deny it—that to publish it as pre- 
sentcd and reported it would be incorn- 
prehensible. I would assure the Post- 
master-General, so far as I am con- 
cerned, that all the coherent cvidence 
of himself and his Department might 
even be detaehed and publishcd for his 
satisfaction and justification. Of 
course, that will be a matter for the 
Committee. The suggestion madc by 
Deputy Magennis—or at least the 
qucry put, apparently to me—was as to 
whcthcr there were to be two enquiries. 
Undoubtedly, if the Broadcasting Com- 
mittec is to go on with its work, by the 
will of the Dáil, then, by all means, let 
it proceed with this w r ork. I am quite 
eonfident, and I am glad the Dáil has 
agreed, that the other inquiry which 
the Deputy has referred to as the 
Belton-v.-P'iggis enquiry, should be 
scparate, but it will not be merely a 
Belton-v.-Figgis enquiry. That is the 
reason 1 proposed such a course of 
action. If it were the mere printing of 
the evidence in its present form, or as 
it has been given, the Broadcasting 
Committee, would have to follow new 
lines altogether, and there would be in- 
evitably, evemthen, a nccessity for a. 
further inquiry. Súggestions have 
bcen made, and I have no doubt that 
the President, on behalf of the Govern- 
ment, will be required to explain its 
position, or the position of the Govern- 
ment that preceded it, in relation to 
some of the proposals that have been 
made. That is why I want this other 
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[Mr. Johnson.] 

iAquiry so that all these matters of re- 
futations of suggestions should be ma.de 
public, and the course of public life 
made clean. That is the whole purpose 
of my suggestion, and I think this is 
much the more cffeetive way of secur- 
ing that end. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Appar- 
ontly the suggestion is that Deputy 
Cooper’s motion for the immediate pub- 
lication of the evidenee and the docu- 
ments should be withdrawn. The 
President, then acting on what he 
cleerns to be the feeling of the Dáil, is 
to bring in a motion next week for the 
setting up of a Speeial Committee of 
the Dáil to investigate particular mat- 
ters that 1 find it difficult to classify, 
but which we might, perhaps, call per- 
sonal matters—dist-inct altogether from 
the question of Broadcasting. Is not 
tliat the position? 

The PRESIDENT: That is it. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: I have 
an interest in this matter, as' there is 
one particular point which, perhaps, 
should be made clear. The Committee 
which was appointed to go into the mat- 
ter of broadcasting was obliged, owing 
to the nature of some of the documents 
submitted, to go into other matters. 
It is only fair to say, as far as it .was 
represented to me, that the Committee 
could not help that. Nobody could 
have avoided it. In paragraph 9 of the 
Committee’s Report they go into a per- 
sonal question, in which the name of a 
Deputy of the Dáil is mentioned. They 
eame to a conclusion—as they were per- 
fectly entitled to come to a conclusion 
—about a gentleman who was con- 
cemed in getting some form of conces- 
sion from the State. But they re- 
frained, as they were obliged to refrain, 
from going into any question relating 
to charges or counter-charges concern- 
ing a Deputy. They say:— 

“ The Committee refrained from 
enquiring into these charges and 
counter-charges any further than was 
requisite to form a clear judgment as 
to the suitability of Mr. Belton to be 
a State conccssionaire.” 

I am interested in this matter from 
this point of view, that it leaves the De- 


i puty in the position that a particular 
thing has been started and has not been 
carried to a conclusion. That is a mat- 
ter that seems to me to concern not 
only the Deputy, but the whole Dáil. 
That is why I speak of it. There ap- 
pears to be some confusion in the 
minds of some Deputies; the idea, as 
far as I can gather it now, appears to 
be to investigate that matter in order 
to make a definite report to the Dáil 
on the question raised about a Deputy, 
and to investigate any other matter 
concerning pubíic men which may have 
arisen. If that is not the proper in- 
terpretation we might as well get it 
made clear now, because it is a very im- 
portant matter from the point of view 
of the whole Dáil. I take it that is 
what Deputy Johnson meant. 

Mr. JOHNSON: That is certainly my 
I interpretation. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : And the 

President’s motion will be to implement 
that idea? 

The PRESIDENT: Yes. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: The ap* 

pointment of a small Committee. On 
that understanding do I take it that 
Deputy Cooper is given leave to with- 
draw his motion? 

Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 

INTERIM REPORT OF SPECIAL 
COMMITTEE ON WIRELESS 
BROADCASTING. 

PADRAIC 0 MAILLE : Cuirim os 
comhair na Dála: Go n-aontuionn an 
Dáil leis an tuarasghabháil interim on 
gCoiste Speisialta ar Fhoirleatha Nea- 
Shrangach. 

Mar a miníodh cheana, do cuireadh 
adhbhair diospóireachta fé bhráid an 
Choiste nach raibh aon dhlú-bhaint aca 
le Foirleatha. B'é tuairim baill an 
Choiste go raibh sé de dhualgas ortha 
ná rudaí seo do scrúdú, toisg go raibh 
baint ag duine de'n Chólucht 
Fhoirleatha leo. 

I wish to submit this Interim Report 
from the Broadcasting Committee. Aá 
has been explained, outside matters 
were introduced that had no practical 
bearing on Broadcasting. The members 
of the Committee felt that it was their 
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duty to examine into these matters, as 
they affected the character of one of 
the leading promoters of the Broad- 
casting Company. 

We felt it was not within our duty 
to form or pass any judgment in refer- 
ence to the accusations made against 
a Deputy of this Dáil. Some sugges- 
tions in the Press would lead one to 
believe that the Committee had somo- 
thing to keep from the public. There 
was nothing further in the minds of 
the members of the Committee than to 
hide anything that was of public in- 
terest, and I think, without going into 
the other matters, the best way to make 
the work of the Committee a success is 
to takc away from it those outside 
matters and leave the Committee co 
continue the work for which it was 
formed. I beg to propose the adoption 
of this report, and I hope that the 
Committee will be allowed further time 
to go into the matter again and sub- 
mit a final report. 

Professor MAGENNIS : I beg to 

second the motion. The members of 
the Committee share the same desire as 
the Chairman of the Committee, that 
the Dáil would approve and adopt the 
Interim Report. It might be well for 
the sake of clearer thought, if I begin 
by saying that the description of ele- 
ments in our Report, as extraneous 
matters, is not altogether accurate. 
Strictly speaking, we have investigated 
no extraneous matter. The terms of 
reference were that we were to con- 
sider the White Paper, and as the Re- 
port elaborately sets out, we consider 
that quite a large number of questions 
in detail were involved in the considera- 
tion of the White Paper. We bave set 
out these questions in full, and have 
attempted to answer them, in so far as 
at the time of furnishing this Interim 
Report, we were able to do so satisfac- 
torily. In the last discussion about the 
Figgis-Belton affair, there was a pos- 
sible suggestion to the members of the 
Dáil that what was popularly called a 
red herring had been drawn across the 
trail of our inquiry. That is not so. 
A finding of the Report deals with a 
very important rejected policy on the 
part of the Postmaster-General. He, 
and the members of the Committee, are 
very, very desirous of providing a 


broadcasting station in Ireland, and 
when- the Postmaster-Ceneral looked 
through what had been done in this re- 
gard in other countries, he found an 
excellent model in the British Broad- 
casting Co. Various negotiations were 
attempted between the Post Office 
Ministry, and firms in the Saorstát, and 
I eventually the Postmaster-General had 
' formed a model on the British Broad- 
easting Company, a composite Company 
I to take over the work of broadcasting. 

' Our Report is adverse to the formation 
of that Broadeasting Company, not 
merely on the ground that Mr. Belton 
figured so prominently in its forma- 
I tion and constitution. This is impor- 
| tant to dwell upon. The real reason is 
! beeause we considered' that in the 
1 Broadcasting Co. in England, the con- 
stituent units are firms engaged in the 
manufacture and sale of eleetrical ap- 
! paratus, and if the Broadcasting Com- 
pany. set up in lrcland, is to claim to 
be after that model the constituent 
units should be firms of that sort. There 
1 was none of that type, and it appears 
that at the moment there is none, be- 
cause of cireumstances. 
í Our Committee came to the conclu- 
| sion that in the absence of similar 
firms in Ireland to constitutc a com- 
posite eompany, the concession should 
be made to what only appears to be a 
similar company. We had before us, 
as witnesses, varioas representatives of 
what are called in the White Paper, 
the five constituent units. The judg- 
ment at whieh we arrived, not without 
very considerable discussion and 
deliberation, was that we eould no': 
regard all of those five firms as eligible 
to form a eomposite eompany to receive 
the State eoncessions. Now, in the 
course of his evidence, the Postmaster* 
General laid great stress upon an 
aspect of Irish Broadcasting to which 
he, in response to a representation of a 
body of musicians, adverted, and upon 
whiah he áwelt at length in a letter 
published in the newspapers yesterday. 
and that is the advantage that would 
be provided for Irish cultural deveiop-, 
ments if there were an Irish Broadcast- 
ing Station at the service of cultural 
agencies which would provide lectures, 
concerts, music and the like to develop 
I and cultivate an Irish taste in the mat~ 
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[Professor Magennis.] 
ter of the arts as practised in lreland. 
We share t-he same view. Our Commit- 
tee agrees heartily with the Postmaster 
GeneraPs aspirations in this regard. J 
think it was with reference to that that 
he claimed on the first occasion that this 
report came before the Dáil that we 
had confirmed his judgment. There 
are three things in which we confirm 
his judgment. One is that there ought 
to bc an Irish Broadcasting Station, 
that Wireless Telephony should not be 
merely such for Irish listeners-in 
as would be provided by foreign sta- 
tions, that there ought to be distinctly 
Irish stations; secondly, that it ought 
to be kept strictly under Irish national 
control; and thirdly, that the purposes 
to which that Irish station should be 
devoted, in addition to the strictly 
utilitarian purposes of giving meteoro- 
logical information to farmers and 
fishermen, and reports about ruling 
prices to business men, tbat it should 
be utilisable for educative purposes of 
a higher type. These are very imporr- 
ant elements of the White Paper upon 
which the Committee agree witli the 
Postmaster-General and endorse his 
policy. 

The only one real respect in which 
liis policy is not adopted or approved 
is with regard to the formation of the 
company. You will see from the re- 
port that there are cert.ain items which 
we reserve, inasmuch as we require to 
hear the evidence of experts. A point 
which was made between the Postmas- 
ter-General and certain members of the 
Committee was this: whether or not the 
Post Office should retain the ownership 
and the control or a section of the 
ownership and installation of a broad- 
casting station, or whether, as the 
White Paper seems to propose, that 
the setting-up and the expense entailed 
by the setting-up and the subsequent 
working and its expenditure should be 
handed over to a company. We have 
yet to determine that point. What we j 
would ask is that the Dáil approve of 
the report so far as it goes. There is 
one other item 011 which there is an 
appearance of frietion, and it is an 
appearance which the letter which 
those musicians published, and to which 
I have just now referred, would inten- 
sify. The Committee was of opinion 
that f acilities for listening-in to what is 


alrcady broadcasted from other sta- 
tions should be at once provided to our 
Irish citizens under licence on payment 
of a fee as determined by the Post- 
mas t er-( í eneral. Th e Postmast er- 

General, it would seem, has grave 
fears that if the Irish public 
beeome accustomed to the enjoy- 
ment of programtoes furnished from 
other sources that the demand for 
an Irish broadcasting station would be 
híssened and,. in fact, that the public 
will forget that there is no such station, 
and that his hand in demanding the 
creation of it would be weakened. I 
would beg the Dáil to support the view 
which the members of the Committee 
of Inquiry put upon their own Report, 
that is to say upon the very first clause 
of it, that they reeommend the setting 
up of an Irisli broadcasting station, and 
tliat they believe it ought to be set up. 
We take Scction 1 and Section 9 to- 
gether. We do not reeommend any- 
thing whieh would postpone, unneees- 
sarily, even for an hour, or militale in 
any way against the setting up of an 
Irish station. We confidently believe 
that when the Irish public begin to 
appreciate from experience what broad- 
casting can afford them in the way of 
cducation and cultural entertainment, 
they will demand the provision of fur- 
ther pabulum of a distinctive Irish 
character, and, witli belief in Irish ar- 
tistic capacity, they will demand that 
foreign listeners-in will have an oppor- 
tunity of being acquainted with the de- 
velopment in Ircland of the civilised 
arts as exhibited in the matter broad- 
casted. Therefore, we have great faith 
in the larger repercussion, as I may 
call it, of Irish broadcasting than the 
advoeate of it, the Postmaster-General 
himself. I have much pleasure in 
seeonding the proposition of the Chair- 
man of the Committee, that the Dáil 
adopts and approves our Interim 
Report. 

POSTMASTER-GENERAL : There 

are eertain items in this Report which 
are quite acceptable to the Post Office 
viewpoint. One of them, that of the is- 
sue of licences, is, for instance, accep- 
table, for the reason that the situation 
had so developed that some such de- 
parture was essential, and also because 
of the iact that the Committee in its 
wise judgment recommended that in the 
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interests of broadeasting eontrol those 
steps should be taken. There is 
another recommendation which has all 
the appearance of reality, but at best 
it only conveys a pious expression of 
opinion, and this is, to my view, the 
kernel of the whole situation, that of 
the erection of a broadcasting station. 
Paragraph 8 demolishes the programme 
presented to this Dáil in the White 
Paper, but the Committee, while ask- 
ing the Dáil to aceept that demolition, 
has taken no steps whatéver to ascer- 
tain whether a feasible substitute is 
possible. It is said, for instance, in 
paragraph 7, that the Committee is eon- 
sidering whether it would not be ad- 
visable to erect this broadcasting sta- 
tion by State funds, and to provide the 
cultural side* of Irish life through some 
co-ordinating medium between the oul- 
tural people, and the State itself should 
be responsible for the running of the 
broadeasting station. It says that in 
providing that cultural programme not 
only would it be possible to do it for 
nothing, but that the State coneeivably 
would makc profit from the transac- 
tion. I wonder is the Committee serious 
in this matter. Has it considered 
whether such a thing as this is possible? 
Has it considered, beforc destroying a 
feasible proposal eonstructed over a 
period of six months, before destroying 
it in a period of six days, whether there 
is a practical alternative available? I 
would imagine the first duty of the 
Committee is to ascertain whether this 
alternative is at their disposal. I would 
imagine that before asking the Dáil 
to turn down the product of our ex- 
tended labours, some feasible scheme 
for ensuring the provision of a broad- 
casting station for this country would 
have been presented. It is all very fine 
to say we believe the best thing is to 
put up a station at the expense of the 
State. Can this Committee guarantee 
to the Dáil that the State is prepared 
to expend its money in this venture? If 
it cannot guarantee Ihat, why destroy 
the only material available? I see no 
reason whatever for the presentation 
of this Interim Report, ór at least for 
its adoption here. There is nothing 
whatever to prevent the Committee 
from getting ahead with its further in- 
vestigations and presenting an alterna- 
tire for the one which they seek to re- 


move without in any way binding the 
Dáil or the Committee to a refusal to* 
sanction that which has becn placed be- 
fore them, and which, to my mind, is 
the only means through which a broad- 
casting station can be set up here. 
There is a lot of confusion in the public 
mind in this matter, and it would have 
simplified our position very much had 
thc evidence been made public from the 
outset. For instance, people want to 
know is this a monopoly. I think the 
Committee will agree that it is the re- 
verse of a monopoly, and that the one 
thing the Post Office aimed at from the 
outset was the avoidance of anything 
that would give the appearance of a 
monopoly. 

He said, in effeet, there are no people 
cngagcd in the manuíacture of wireless 
in this country and, seeing that we be- 
lieve that a broadcasting station would 
not be a proper investment for State 
monies, it is our duty to see that any- 
body within the country, any citizen of 
the Free State, who is able and willing 
to participate in a Oovernment conces- 
sion of this sort, should be pcrmitted 
to do so. We followed the direct line, 
that the one thing to be avoided in the 
ereetion of a broadcasting station here 
was that under no circumstances should 
we be open to the charge of ereating a 
monopoly. Now, I venture to say, if the 
State refuses to speculate its moneys 
in this broadeasting project, that the 
Committee will again be thrown back 
on the necessity of following in our 
footsteps and inviting Irish citizens to 
come forward with their money to 
erect the station. I have a feeling, in 
this conneetion, that paragraph 8 im- 
plies a reflection on somc of those citi- 
zems—citizens of verv great repute, 
eitizens who have contributed materi- 
ally to the freedom which we enjoy 
here, citizens of the type of Mr. Dow- 
dall, of Cork—that it implies in the 
mind of the public that men of his type 
are unsuited or unfitted or not entitled 
to participate in a Government conces- 
sion. That may or may not be the in- 
tention of the Committee, but the 
paragraph is capable of that interpre- 
tation. What I suggest to this Com- 
mittee is—and I do not see any objec- 
tion to it—that there is no necessitjr 
whatever for the adoption of this In- 
terim Report. There is no reason. 
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whatever why an Interim Report 
should be presented. The Committee 
was set up to consider the White Paper, 
to consider a proposal already made 
and, failing acceptance of that pro- 
posal, to put up something in its stead. 
That was their job. It has not been, in 
any way, altered by anything that hap- 
pened in the interval. 

There is just one point on which I 
would like to dwell, in connection with 
this whole matter. Anything in the 
nature of a Government concession is 
pretty sure to bring trouble. The same 
question has caused serious trouble in 
other countries. We do not stand alone 
in respect to it. People rush to the 
conclusion that a concession of this 
kind is something in the nature of the 
presentation of a gift on the part of the 
Government. As a matter of fact, in 
our own experience, we found it ex- 
tremelv difficult to get anybody to ac- 
cept the gift. We found it necessary 
to advertise on four successive occa- 
sions, and beg of our countrymen to 
chanee their money in what, I think, 
may be reasonably regarded as a risky 
speculation. But that is not a matter 
that eoncerns me, so much as the causes 
whieh, in my view, led to the original 
inquiry. 

It will be remembered that the only 
questions raised on broadeasting in this 
House, prior to the issue of the White 
Paper, were raised by Deputies Figgis 
and McGarry. It will be also remem- 
bered that both Deputies were sub- 
sequently appointed to the Committee. 
and it will be further remembered that 
neither Deputy signed the Report. All 
these coincidences must have some 
meaning to the observer. If the evi- 
dence to which I referred on the pre- 
vious motion were published before the 
Dáil was ealled upon to endorse this 
Interim Report, I venture to say that 
it would come to the conelusion that 
an extern company—a combine in a 
neighbouring country—is directly 
associated in an effort to prevent the 
control of broadcasting by the Irish 
people. It will be seen in that evidence 
that both the Deputies concerned—the 
Deputies to whom I have just referred 
—were in communication with the 
chairman of that combine. This is/iyhy 


1 I ask that the evidence be placed at 
the disposal of the Deputies of the 
Dáil before they are called upon to pass 
judgment on this Interini Report. It is 
eommon knowledge in local circles at 
the present time—I want the members 
of the Committee to take a special note 
of this—that the first move to prevent 
the adoption of the broadcasting 
scheme embodied in the White Paper, 
and the subsequent Press campaign. 
which, I venture to say. had some bear- 
ing on certain decisions, were both the 
work—the direct effect—of this foreign 
company. 

It is common talk here that this Com- 
pany initiated the efforts to destroy 
this White Paper, to destroy the 
scheme brought forward by the Post 
Office, that they did it with the so^e 
object of collaring and controlling 
wireless in Ireland in the future, # that 
by their able tactics, within and with- 
out the Committee, they have been 
enabled to succeed far beyond their 
expectations, that they havc now de- 
prived this country of a Broadcasting 
Station, that they have thrown the 
country open to free exploitation in 
regard to the sale of sets, and that in 
short Ircland, for their purposes, is 
simply a continuation of an Enrlish 
Shire. They say further that once they 
brought broadcasting to its present 
stage, it is onlv a matter of time when 
they will be appealed to to take up the 
running to include Ireland in their field 
of exploit. That is actually the posi- 
tion. I believe myself that the Com- 
mittee has the best intentions in the 
world, when it suggests that a broad- 
casting station should be set up hcre. 
I believe it really wishes that that 
should be done. It means well and 
hopes that it will be done. But hopes 
and good intentions are all very fine. I 
believe that before it destroys what is 
at its disposal, its hopes and intentions 
shoiild be translated into something 
practical, and that before the Commit- 
tee asks the Dáil to reject what, in my 
view, will prove eventually to be the 
only practicable solution of this mat- 
ter, it should see to it that there is an 
altemative, work out the details of that* 
alternative, and prove here con- 
clusively that there is something to be 
put m jts place., If y 0U do not do that, 
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you have no right to reject the only 
course which I personally can see open 
to the Committee, that of falling back 
again on private enterprise to produce 
a Broadcasting Station and control 
broadcasting here. 

Already the position is very much 
queered. The fact of issuing ’licences— 
although I agreed to their issue, I did it 
without enthusiasm—to people who had 
walked on the law, to people who had 
imported sets, knowing their action was 
illegal, has queered the pitch of Gov- 
ernment control of this very potent in- 
strument in the íuture. I can conceive 
a situation in which the users of wire- 
less will continue to defy the 
8 o’cloch. Postmaster-Generars con- 
trol in this matter, will not 
pay licence fees, will erect their minia- 
ture wireless stations as they please, 
and will bring the utmost chaos and 
confuálon into the wireless world here, 
in the hope and belief that should the 
Postmaster-General be foolish enough 
to attempt again to bring them under 
control, another Press onslaught will 
save them. This is the predicament to 
which broadcasting has been brought. 
We have legalised law-breakers. We 
have deprived this country of a broad- 
casting station; we have turned it over 
to British music-hall dope and British 
propaganda, and no one of us, on the 
Committee or off the Committee, secs 
any way out of the dilemma. There is 
only one solid fact, and that is that the 
product of a Department’s efforts, 
covering a whole six months, are 
roughly tumed down. 

Mr. JOHNSON: The Postmaster- 
General regrets the damage to his own 
wee ewe lamb, and he feels sore that the 
Committee should have destroyed his 
hopes, that the company which he 
worked. so hard and ardently to bring 
into being has not received the recom- 
mendation of the Committee. Because 
of the loss of that particular creation of 
his own, he thinks that the whole pros- 
pect of Ireland’s cultural development 
through broadcasting is lost. I am sur- 
prised that after a fortnighVs contem- 
plation he should be in the, same mood. 
I eould understand his feeling sore 
upon the first day, but I would have 
thought that a little reflection would 


have led him to a happier state of mind. 
When he urges that-there was no occa- 
sion for an Interim Report, I would re- 
mind him and the Dáil that we were 
bound to produce a report, and unless 
he desired us to say ditto, without in- 
quiry, to his own proposal, or to refrain 
from taking notice of the evidence 
which he himself placed before us, it 
was quite impossible to produce the 
report which he now thinks ought to 
be produced—simply an approval en 
bloc oi the White Paper. The necessity 
for producing a report was imposed 
upon the Committee by the Dáil. 

The Postmaster-General thinks the 
whole prospect and outlook of wireless 
broadcasting in this country is dam- 
aged almost irretrievably by the loss of 
this Irish Broadcasting Company. He 
desires to assure the Dáil that it is not 
a monopoly, and he thinks the Com- 
mittee is unanimous with him in that 
protestation. It depends upon his de- 
finition of the term “ monopoly. ,, I 
say distinctly it is a monopoly—it is a 
monopoly in the transmission of broad- 
casting and the control, subordinate 
only to the Postmaster-General—of 
trading in wireless apparatus. The 
monopoly may be extended to those 
who are in the trade and who get 
licences but even the Postmaster-Gene- 
ral would not claim that the new ad- 
herents to the company, who might be 
allowed to eome in under the terms of 
the White Paper, are going to have con- 
trol of the business of that corporation. 

The direction of the corporation is 
to be retained, even under the White 
Paper proposals, in thc liands of the 
five eonstituent firms. And that com- 
bination, the Irish Broadeasting Co., is 
to have the sole licence for conducting 
vnreless in this country. If that is not 
a monopoly, thcn I misunderstand the 
use of the word. I am not finding 
fault with the monopoly. A monopoly, 
if well controlled and of good charac- 
ter, in such a.case as this may be justi- 
fied. But as the Postmaster-General 
challenges the wisdom of thc Commit- 
tee in its reflections upon his good 
sense, respecting the constituent firms 
of this Irish Broadcasting Company, it 
is necessary to defend the views of the 
Committee. Deputy Magennis has' 
shown that it departs from the plan of 
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the British Broadcasting Co., on which 
it is obviously dcsigned. One has to 
bear in mind the conditions surround- 
ing the formation of this Company and 
the very important faet, that must 
never be forgotten, that the proposal 
was to give a coneession to that Com- 
pany, which Company was to be the 
sole concessionaire for this service, it 
is immaterial whether it is a good spe- 
culation or not. The very fact that 
the Postmastcr-Gcneral proposed that 
thc State should give monopoly rights 
to a company, reqnired him to make the 
closest inquiries as to the business, 
prestige, bona fides and gencral char- 
acter of those firms. Now I subscribe 
to the Postmaster-Generars praise as 
to the public spirit of many of the 
people who formed, or were intended 
to form, some of these companies. But 
we must bear in mind, as we are bound 
to do, that they were brought into ex- 
istence almost, or shall I say forced in- 
to existence, cultivated into existence 
if you like, for the specific purpose in 
this form to make it appear that there 
were five firms, when there might be 
only two; the same people were asso- 
ciated with the two firms that eventu- 
ally became fivc firms. 

Major COOPER took the Chair at 
this stage. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Wlien the project 
was first mooted for this Company, and 
the names of the persons associated 
wdth the Irish Dcvelopment, Ltd., were 
submitted, otherwdse Andrew Belton, 
there were twelve to fifteen names of 
reputable people sent into the Post- 
master-General as men who were pre- 
pared to enter into this business. Some- 
thing happcned Avhich led to delay in 
the promotion of that company. But 
it reappeared a littlc later, and on its 
reappearance it was t-hree companies. 
The same people were three companies, 
neither of them having had any connec- 
tion whatever, as far as we know, with 
electrical work or broadcasting or any- 
thing appertaining to it in this country. 
The proposed chairman of the Com- 
pany, the chairman of one of the con- 
stituent companies undoubteily had 
had experience a good many years ago 
as an electrical engineer. But I sub- 
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mit that it was the duty of the Post- 
master-General, before recommending 
that a concession should be given to a 
company of this kind, to have assured 
himself, especially when the evidence 
had been put into his hand, of the 
character of the chief promoter of the 
company. He should have hesitated, 
before otfering a concession to such a 
company with such a spokesman. Pour 
of the five firms had no great expecta- 
tions, so it is alleged, of this being a 
profitable venture. One of them who, 
by the way, was pressed, and had to be 
pressed into the company, who had to 
be imposed upon the company, belicves 
it would be a vcry good bnsincss specu- 
lation. Another is actually in the busi- 
ness, and quite naturally expects to re- 
ceive profits out of his ordinary 
electrical business. 

I say the Committee is well justi- 
fied in urging the Dáil not t 5 ap- 
prove of that portion of the White 
Paper which suggests the handing over 
of this concession to an Irish Broad- 
(asting Company whose constituent 
firms who will always be the directors 
and controllers, comprise the names in 
the White Paper. 

It may be necessary, if thc Post- 
master-General will not recommend the 
obvious, to establish another private 
undertaking to set up a broadcasting 
station. But let it be openly a financial 
undertaking. Let it be clcarly set up 
as a business concern, and let one com- 
pany do it, however big that company 
may be, and not pretend that there are 
five separate constituent coinpanies 
who may at some futurc time cnter into 
the business of buying and selling wire- 
less apparatus. The suggestion un- 
doubtedly left from all the matter that 
came before the Committee is that 
some, at least, of these constituent 
firms, within a very short time after 
the company would be set up, would 
sell out, unload, after boosting tho 
shares, and leave the Postmaster- 
General, or their successors, to do what 
they liked with the Company. It was 
not a legitimate company of the 
character that should receive a State 
concession from the Postmaster- 
General. The Postmaster-General has 
referred to a series of coincidences. I 
wish he had been a little more frank íti 
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the mattcT, and stated bhmtly what had 
becn in his mind. llc spokc ot* taeties 
within and withont the (k>mpany, prc- 
sumably suggesting that membcrs ot' 
the Company, or that the Company it- 
self, was infliien(*ed in its judgmont by 
the propaganda, whieh he allcgcs took 
plaee on behalf of the Marconi Com- 
pany. IIc did not mcntion Mareoni, 
bnt, no doubt, it is Mareoni he referred 
to. 

Mr. WALSH: 1 intended to. 

Mr. JOHNSON: 1 do not know what 
the taeties within the Company may 
have be(»n. I do not know what. the 
faetirs withont th(* (\)inpany may have 
been. rxrept that they did what all 
kinds of Companies (lo, and what the 
ehief spolvesman of llie pt*t ( i ompany ot* 
the Postmaster-(í(‘iieral admitted in evi- 
denre he had done, that is, endeavonred 
to prrsnade all kinds ot‘ people to snp- 
port tlieir rlaims for a ronrcssion. 
Whrn the Postmaster-ííenrral refers to 
people havinjr interviews with the 
Chairman ot* th(* Mareoni Company, 1 
do not know whether he is referrinp: to 
thr evideiire. snbmitted by Mr. Prlton 
of the faet that he had an interview 
with the Chairman of the Mareoni Com- 
panv in London. No, not hy Mr. Pel- 
ton liimsrlf, perhaps; I am not snre, 
bnt rvidenre was rertainlv submitted 
by a witness to the effeet that Mr. Bel- 
ton had aeeonipanied the pj*oposed 
(‘hairman of the Company in a mission 
to the Chairman of the Mareoni Com- 
pany in Lomlon. So Mareoni is not out 
of it, even under the Postmastcr- 
(tcneraCs pet srheme. I think l)eputy 
Hewat, if he were here, would say thal 
the Covernment rould even rontrol 
Mareoni if they established a station in 
Ireland, just as well, I am sure, as they 
conld have eontrolled Andrew Belton, 
Bsq. Then the Postmaster-deneral re- 
fers with sorrow to the reeommcnda- 
tion that the existinp holders of wirc- 
less apparatus should be licensed 
forthAvith. I though* he wouíd liave 
acceded frankly to that/reeommenda- 
tion; he now regrets it because, for- 
sooth, it was legalising law-breakcrs. 

I wonder did he ever hear of a man 
who had forgotten to take out his dog 
lieenee being granted a licence. And 
surdy the harm is v«ery much* less to 

the State and to the good name of the 

Vol, o. 


Post Office, as well as of the holders of 
apparatus, that they should bc liccnscd 
and recorded than that they should be 
conducting these operations furtively 
and in seeret. I think the Postmaster- 
| (íeneral is probably right in saying* that 
! it will not be possible henceforward to 
j capture rrrords of every wireless re- 
i ceiviii" srt in the country. No change 
| lias taken place in that rcspect. If it 
j will not 1h* possible now, it never will 
I be possible, and if what. wc read about 
men being able to carry receiving sets 
in their watrh pochets, attach them to 
their umbrellas, and receive messages. 
í is 1ik(*ly to be true, then the chanees of 
i liccnsing every set arc very small in- 
i deed. I ani not at all enamoured of thc 
j principle of licensiiif*- these sets. 1 am 
i not. sure whether it would not be safer 
and more sensible to make no restric- 
j tions upon the holders of wireless re- 
ceiving sets. I expect. that it will be 
found in future that no such registra- 
tion will be possible, and that the wlioh* 
prineiple of lieensing sets of this ldnd 
will have to go by thc board. But in 
view of the expert rccommendations, 
I was quite prepared to subscribe my 
name to the suggestion that licences 
should be requircd. There are several 
I positive proposals in the Report, one 
negative proposal of a very emphatic 
kind, and other questions whieh are 
held in abeyance. If the Dáil does not 
agree to the Report, then I think it is 
obvious that the Committee’s usefulness 
is at an end. If the Postmastcr-Ooncral 
desires to test the views of thc Dáil on a 
specific paragraph of the Report he 
should move in that direction. He 
should move, for instance, for the de- 
letion of paragraph 8, or any other 
paragraph of whieh he disapproves, but 
I can assure him that the Oommittee, 
so far, at any rate, as I can read its 
mind, is quite enthusiastic about t^e 
nceessity for an Irish broadcasting sta- 
tion. and the members will individuallv 
do all they cai>to impress upon the Dáil 
the nccessitv for establishing spch at 
the earliest possible date. Speaking for 
myself. I would say to the Postmaster- 
Oeneral that he should frame a pro- 
posal for the establishment of a broad- 
casting station immediately, spending 
£20,000, or thereabouts, in the opera- 
tion, and doing it as Póstmaster-Gene- 
ral. Leave the question of the opera- 
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[Mv. Jolinson.] 

tion of tliat station to be deeidcd at a 
later dalc, prior to thc erection, and I, 
at any rate, would support him cnthu- 
siastically if hc will sct about thc ci*ce- j 
tion ot' this station as a Post Office • 
oncration. I 

1 do not liclicvc lu* would bc ; 
thwartcd bv th(* Ministcr for Finance, I 
and if hc is hc cau comc to thc l)áil i 
and ask for pcrmission. 1 do uot bc- 
lieve for a monicnt that thc Ministcr ! 
for Financc will prcvent it, and l ask j 
him to pursuc his cnthusiasm for the ; 
establishmcnt of an Trish station, to thc j 
point of doing it as a Post Officc 
operation. 

Mr. WALSH: I only wish to say I 
havc no intention of movinff to dciete 
paragraph 8. I lcave thc responsibility 
for providing the alternative to the 
Committec with a light heart. It is 
their funeral and not mine. 

ACTING CHAIRMAN: The Post- j 
master-Oeneral eannot speak again j 
exeept on a point of explanation. Is j 
this a point of explanation? 

Mr. WALSH: You can call it that, 
and let me speak. 

PADRAIC 0 MAILLE: On a point 


of ordcr some decision must be taken 
before 8.30. 

The PRESIDENT: We must under- 
stand whether or not the Report is to 
be aecepted or rejected. If t-here ís an 
objection to the Ileport, and a division 
is to be ehallenged, thcn 1 would move 
that we adjourn the debate unt-il to- 
morrow at 12 o’elock. Lf it is going 
to bc aecepted th(*rx> is no necessity for 
that, and an explanation by Ihc Post- 
mastcr-Oeneral would, 1 suppose, be 
all right. 

Mr. WALSH: í really lielicvc we 
should give a littlc further tiiue to the 
j (‘onsideration of this matter, as very 
i few pcople havc had an opportunity of 
1 spcaking on it. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I support thar view. 

ACTING CHAIRMAN: Probably it 
would be more satisfactory for the par- 
ticular purpose if the President movcd 
the adjournment of the dcbatc. 

The PRESIDENT: I have no objec- 
tion to that, but I hope it will not bc 
antieipated that I havc anything to say 
in the matter. I move the adjournmcnt 
until 12 o’cloek to-morrow. 

The Dáil adjourned at 8.30 p.m. 
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GRANTS FOR ROAD WORK. 
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Do (*liuai(lli an (Vann Fomhairlc i 
«roannas ar a 12 a clog. 

CEISTEANNA—QUESTIONS. 
[ORAL ANSWERS.] 


MILITARY OCCUPATION OF CORK 
HOUSES. 

TADHG 0 MURCHADHA ask( d the 
Ministei* for Financc whethcr hc is 
awarc that awards made to Tirnothv 
Murray, Dnnmanway; Cornclius Rior- 
dan, Dunmamvay, and Jcrcmiah (VI- 
lins, Paris Houso, Dunmanway, Co. 
Cork, by the Commissioiíers of Public 
Works in rospcct of the occupation and 
dama«o to elaimants’ prcmises by thc 
National Army, have bocn rcfuscd by 
elaimants ou the j»rounds of boing cn- 
tirely inadequate; whether such awards 
were rcconimended by an official who 
onlyspont a few minutes in eacli house: 
whethor the awards did not covcr dam- 
age to furniture and furniturc taken 
away in each case, and whether he will 
order that the claims will bc ajrain 
thorouí?hly investigated ? 

; MINISTER for FINANOE (Mr. 
Blythe) : I am informed that the claim 
lodg«»d by Timothy Murray. Dunman- 
way, was extravagant. The award 
made to him did not includc any allow- 
anee in respect. of damage to furniture, 
but it was arranged to make inquiry 
into this portion of his claim, and a 
furth(*r eomrnunieation will be ad- 
dressed to him. 

No awards have ye + been made on 
the claiins furnishcd by Oo'rnelius Rior- 
dan, Dunmanway, and Jcrcmiah Col- 
lins? Paris House, Dunmanway. 

All claims ariaing out of the comman- 
deering of property by the Army are 
subjected to a. thorough investigation 
before any award is made. 


| RISTEARD MAC FHEORAIS asked 
i the Minister for Ijocal Oovernment if 
it is rif?ht to assume that the f?rants 
mentioned as being availablc for road 
work to the County Councils in the 
Saorstát are derivcd froni sources of 
motor taxation, and, if so, if he will 
statc how hc dcrivcs his authority to 
íix waj?cs to be paid for this work? 

MINISTER for LOCAL GOVERN- 
MENT (Mr. Burke) : The Deputy is no 
doubt aware of the fact that with the 
object of relieving unemployment siuns 
derived from motor taxation have been 
larj?ely augmcntcd. 

Aceording as County Councils can 
submit acccptablc schemes, allocations 
to the extent of £1,000,000 ean be made 
at oncc. 

As regards th(‘ seeond part of the 
question, I would refer the Deputy to 
Parts II. and III. of the Development 
and Road Improvement Funds Act, 
j 1909. 

Mr. CORISH: Is the Minister satis- 
fied that under the Section of the Act 
he has referred to he can fix tho waf?cs 
of road workers in the various coun- 
ties? 

Mr. BURKE: I am. 

TIRCONAILL MOTOR DUTY—(COST 
OF COLLECTION.) 

Major J. S. MYLES asked the Mini- 
ster for Local Government if he will 
state what was the amount of motor 
vehicles duty paid in Tirconaill durinf? 
the year 1923, and the annual cost of 
the collection of this tax in that county? 

Mr. BURKE: The total amount of 
the reccipts from Motor Vehicle 
Licence Duty and Drivers’ Licences 
| paid in Tirconaill during the 
year 1923 was approximately £8,745, 
and thc total ciaim for expenses in re- 
spect of the 18 months cnding 30th 
September last was £269 6s. lld., of 
which £226 2s. 9d. has been paid. The 
annual cost would thereforc be some- 
thing about £180. 

Mr. WILSON: Is the Mimster not of 
opinion that the expense is very great 
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|Mr. Wilson.] 

for such a small collcction—it costs 
£180 to collect £8,000? 

Mr. BUBKE: Not undcr thc cxccp- 
tional circunistanccs ot* the ease. 

Major MYLES: Arisinsj out of thc 
Ministcr's rcply, may I point out that 
during 1922 no stcps vvcre takcn in any 
shape or íorm to collect this money, 
and that, thcrcfore, thc cost ot! collcc- 
tion docs not arise for any part of 1922. 

1 am given information for 18 months 
cndin^ Septemhcr last, whcrcas l askcd 
for iníormation for thc ycar 1922. 

Mr. BURKE: I will look into that 
question again. 

LOSS OF REGISTERED LETTER. 

DOMHNALL O MUIRGHEASA 

askcd the Postmastcr-Gcncral if hc will 
state his reasons for rcfusiní? to com- 
pensatc Mr. Joseph O’Mcara, Thc ' 
Hostel, Abbey Strcet, Tippcrary, for a 
registercd lettcr eontaining £4 l()s. j 
which was lost on the 21 st Dccembcr, 
1923? 

POSTMASTER - GENERAL (Mr. 
Walsh) : As stated on the back of cvery 
certificatc of posting issued, aiul in the 
current cdition of Eoluidhc an Phuist, 
compensation in respect of thc loss of 
a registercd packet containing Bank 
Notes, Currency Notes, etc., is payablo 
only if particulars sufficicnt for their 
identity can be furnished. 

Mr. O’Meara is unable to furnish the 
neccssary particulars in the case of thc 
contents of the registered lettcr in 
question, and his claim for compensa- 
tion cannot, therefore, be entertained. 

WATER SUPPLY FOR MILITARY, 
ATHLONE. 

SEAN O LAIDHIN asked the Mini- 
ster for Dcfence whether he is aware 
that a sum of £334 3s. 3d., calculated 
on the basis of the prices paid by the 
British Military Authorities, is due to 
fche Athlone District Council for water 
supplied to Custume Military Barracks, 
and whether he can statc. if an agree- 
ment has becn snbmitted by the Clerk 
i>f the Council to cover future supplies, 
nnd, if so, when a reply may be ex- 
pected f 


MINISTER for DEFENCE (General 

Mulcahy) : A claim and a form of agrc<‘- 
mcnt havc bcen received. Th(‘ lattcr 
document is under consideration. and 
when a conclusion has been arrived at, 
which will be soon, the elaim will 
settled. 

DEPENDENT’S ALLOWANCE 
(EENMARE). 

Mr. CONNOR HOGAN (for Pádraig 
K. O hOgáin) asked the Minister for 
Defcnce if he is awarc that Mrs. Mar- 
garet O’Bricn, rnother of Private Janies 
O’Brien, 27b, Henmart*, No. 5673. Pay 
; Book 13985, has received no d(*pen- 
dent’s allowance since he attcsted on 
March 15th, 1922, although he signed 
a form stating that lie contributed 25s. 
p(*r week to her support, exelnsive of 
all, and whethcr he will take steps to 
have the matter inquired into? 

General MULCAHY : Mrs. O’Brien’s 
elaim has been disallowed, aftei* dne 
investigation, on the ground that thc 
normal amount contributed by hcr son 
I towards thc upkeep of the home over 
j and above the cost of his own mainten- 
I ance therein for a rcasonablc period 
! prior to enlistment, was less than thc 
j minimum required by regulations, 

: namely, 12s. a wcek, bcforo an allow- 
; anee might be issued. 

í COASTAL MARINE SERVICE 
. ACCOUNTS (WEXFORD). 

RISTEARD MAC FHEORAIS asked 
, thc Ministcr for Defenco if he has rc- 
; ceived rcpcated applications for pay- 
j mcnt of thc sum of £49 14s. 5d. (due 
j on foot of accounts contracted by the 
; Coastal Marine Service) frorn Mr. M. 

: Wallace, of the Atlantic Hotel, Cullens- 
town, Co. Wexford, and, if so, when it 
is proposed to pay samc? 

General MUL0AHY : Enquiries are 
being made, but they have not yet been 
completed. I will communicate with 
the Deputy as soon as possible. 

RELEASE OF KILGARVAN * 
(KERRY) INTERNEES. 

TADHG O MURCHADHA asked the 
Mmister for Defen ce whether he is m 
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« position to recommend the releasc of 
John Randles, of Kilgarvan, Co. Kerry, 
di‘tained in Harepark Camp, and James 
<>owley, of Connagh, Ballineen, Co. 
Cork ? 

General MULCAHY: I am still un- 
ahle to order the release ot* James 
Crowley. The case of John Randles is 
being eonsidered at present. 

WRITTEN ANSWERS. 

ACCIDENTAL SHOOTING IN 
ATHLONE BARRACRS. 

SEAN 0 LAIDHIN asked the Minis- 
ter for Defence whether he is awan* 
that no compensation has been granted 
to Thomas Farrell, Goshen, Kdge- 
worthstown, Co. Longford, in respect 
of his son, Voluntecr Edward Farrell, 
who was aceidentally shot in Athlonc 
Barracks on April llth, 1922, and 
whether as his father is in poor circum- 
stances the Minister will have payment 
expedited. 

General MULCAHY: Mr. FarrclFs 
claim is under investigation. The ne- 
cessary inquiries are being expedited. 

SOLDIER’S RATION ALLOWANCE. 

SEAN 0 LAIDHIN asked the Minis- 
ter for Defence if he is aware that A. 
Ilyslop, late of the National Army, has 
made several applications for ration 
allowance due to him according to 
statemont. on the matter published in 
the daily Press, and if he will state why 
said allowanee was withheld from Hys- 
lop from April lst, 1923, to November 
7th, 1923, the date of his discharge, 
and further if payment of samc will be 
expedited. 

General MULCAHY: I regret that I 
ftm unable to trace any application of 
the kind made by Mr. Hyslop. If he 
will state to me the grounds of his 
daim the matter will bave due attcn- 
tion. 

CtiONMULT AMBUSH.—ATHLONE 
OOMPENSATION OLAIM. 

SEAN 0 LAIDHIN asked the Minis- 
ter for Defence if he will state if im- 
mediate payment of claitn to Mrs. 


! Annie Morrissey, Castlemaine St., 
Athlone, in respect of her son, Volun- 
! teer Joseph Morrissey, who was killed 
! in the Clonmult ambush by British 
! forces on February 21 st, 1921, can be 
made. 

General MULCAHY : Mrs. Mor- 
rissey’s claim will be considered as 
; quickly as possible on reeeipt of the 
I appropriate claim form properly com- 
j pleted. The form was sent to her on 
t.he 12th instant. 

TEMPLEMORE MERCHANT’S 
! ACCOUNT. 

DOMHNALL 0 MUIEGHEASA 

asked the Minister for Deieiicc if he 
! will state whcn it is intended to pay tbe 
l sum of £11 13s. 8d. due to Mr. John 
! Phelan, Templetuohy, Templemore, for 
I eoods supplied to the forces of the Pro- 
j v’sional (.Tovernment in March, 1922. 

í General MULCAHY : There is no re- 
cord at. Headquarters of the receipt of 
the claim referred to. If particulars 
are sent to the Chief Clairns OfficTer, 
Portobello Barracks, the claim wilí 
have due attention. 

NEW ROSS CLAIM. 

RISTEARD MAC FHEORAIS asked 
the Minister for Defence if he has re- 
ceived applieations for pavment. of an 
aceount amounting to £94 5s. 8d. from 
Messrs. Freneh and IIaydcn, New 
Ross, and if so, if he will state when he 
proposes to pay same. 

General MUL0AHY: A cheque for 
£75 Is. 6d. in full settlement of this 
aeeount will be issued forthwith. 

CORONERS (QU ALIFIC ATION) 
BILL, 1923—FROM THE SEANAD. 

MINISTER for HOME AFFAIRS 

(Mr. Kevin O'Higgins) : I move that 
the Dáil agree with the Seanad in the 
amendment which appears in the Order 
Paper and whieh reads:— 

Inserted in Section J, linc 27, after 
the word il Act ” the words {i and 
shall be deemed to have.been so quali- 
fied since the flrst day of January, 
1919.* 
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Question: “ That the Dáil agree with 
tlie Seanad in the amendment, ” put 
and agreed to. 

Ordered that a mossage be sent to 
the Seanad aceordingly. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (COLLEC- 

TION OP RATES) BILL, 1923— 
PIFTH STAGE. 

MINISTER for LOCAL GOVERN- 
MENT (Mr. Burke) : I movc that the 
Local Govcrnment (Collcction of Ratcs) 
Bill do now pass. 

Question: “ That the Local Govern- 
ment (Collection of Rates) Bill do now 
pass, M put and agrecd to. 

Ordered u That the Bill bc sent to 
the Seanad accordingly. ,; 

WIRELESS BROADOASTING. 

Motion of PADRAIC 0 MAILLE: 

That the Dáil adopt the Interim Re- 
port of the Committee on Wireless 
Broadcasting, ,, resumed. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: I desire to 
make a brief statement more or less 
in the nature of a personal statement. 
When the matter of the Interim Report 
came on before t.hc Dáil yesterday it 
followed a decision of the Dáil that 
was to be put into writing and submit- 
ted to the Dáil by the President. Thai 
very largely put the matter, so far as 
I was concerned, sub judice. 1 there- 
fore, was careful to leave thc Dáil when 
the actual Intcrim Report was on. I 
did so quite deliberatelv Nevci*theless, 
when I was gone I saw from thc paper 
this morning that the Postmaster-Gene- 
ral introduced my name iu a still 
further connection. I think that that 
was rather an extraordinary procedure 
to adopt under the circumstances; but 
seeing that it has been adopted, I can- 
not refrain from mentioning it and some 
of the circumstances attendant upon it. 
He stated, or inferred, or suggested, 
that I was moving in the interests of a 
company, that company being the Mar- 
coni Company. I was linked in this 
connection with another Deputy who 
was not present then, and whom I do 
not see prcscnt now. Bcfore I go 
further into it let me say that I have 
not thc honóur or the advantagc of 
knowing anything in rcgard to the 


Marconi Company whatever. It was 
only after a suggestion 1o that effect 
was made in Committee. and made with 
a great deal of virulence by the Post- 
master-General, that I l(‘arned even 
that they had an establishment in this 
countrv witli eertain persons attaehcd 
to it, one ot! whom is a Senator. 

L only discovered that as a result of 
definit.e and deliberate inquiry. The 
suggestion was made, and seeing it has 
bcen rriade, I want to point to this kind 
of procedure that has becn adopted. I 
do not wish to advert to any of the 
matters that are to bc made the subject 
of inquiry. But it was elicitcd in the 
Dáil yesterday that a doeument was 
handed iu reflecting upon nie and my 
actions long prior to wireless, long 
prior to the honour that was conferred 
upon me when I was made a member of 
the Dáil. That has been put into the 
hands of a Committee to invesligate. 
That rnattcr not having been already 
investigated, I am precluded from re- 
ferring to it. But then immediatelv 
another charge is made. I endea- 
voured yesterday very earefully to 
avoid using words that I was very 
much tempted to use. But l do ask if 
this proeess be not a proeess of black- 
mail what else is it? On what basis 
was this suggostion made yesterday? I 
learned, when the matter was first men- 
tioned, that it arose in this way—that 
the Postmastcr-General appointed a de- 
tective to frequent the lobbics of the 
Dáil, and to watch the Deputies. I 
learned that that detective saw a cer- 
tain pcrson speaking to me in the 
lobby. That is true. He did. At 
that. time I did not know that t.hat per- 
son had any connection with Marconi. 

Now, there are two raatters involved 
in this. The first is, is this the kind of 
proccdure that ought to be adopted; 
that a Minister, in order to make his in- 
quiries. will put detectives into the lob- 
bics of the Dáil? 

POSTMASTER - GENERAL (Mr. 

Walsh) : On a point of pcrsonal ex- 
planation, I think the Deputy has 
outstepped the facts of the situation 
here. I have not at any time stated 
that I put detectives into the House. 

AN CEANN GOMHAIRLE: I would 

suggest to Dcp\\ty Figgis that the mat- 
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ters he is going into now would, 
perhaps, be niore suitable for the Com- 
mittee whieh it is proposed to appoint, 
and whieh it was understood would in- 
vestigate all personal matters, and that 
hc should confine himself now to ask- ; 
ing the P.M.G. what his meaning was ! 
yesterday whcn he made lise of certain 
words. We might in this way be able ; 
to get rid of this whole matter. It is 
not one whieh ought to form a subjeet 
of debate in the Dáil. It is one whieh, 
certainly if it has any substanee, should 
be invovstigated by a Committee whieh j 
would report upon it to the Dáil. That | 
was the agreement yesterday, and 
while I sympathise with Deputy h'iggis' 
desire to have a persomil expíanaíion in j 
thc’mattcr, and while I do not wish in 
any wav to restrict him, I suggest wc 
might be able to dispose of the matter 
in that way. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: So deeply | 
am I in agreement with you that 1 de- 
liberately rcfraincd from referring to 
certain rriatters yesterday that 1 had 
desired to rcfer to. I am pcrfeetly 
willing to leave the matter for this * 
subsequent investigat.ion, with my em- 
phatic deliberate denial of the sugges- 
tion that was made. I only want, with 
your permission, to refer to one other 
aspcet of it that I think it is propcr I 
should mention and that would not eon- 
travcne, aS I may have contravened be- 
fore. It is this: my only interest in 
moving for wireless broadcasting was 
not in connection with wireless or 
broadcasting whatever. It had no con- 
nection with any company or com- 
panies that were interested in the mat- 
ter. My only interest in the matter 
was that the White Paper, that was 
initially circulated, containcd certain 
proposals that I believe contravene the 
Constitution of thig country. My ac- 
tion had no connection as to whether 
Marconi or anybody else has it. That 
is a matter that leaves me entirely cold, 
and the Dáil has my hostages in that 
connection. I have the proceedings of 
the House in my hand for Friday, the 
14th December, on which day the reso- 
lution in my name was adopted, by 
which the Committee on Wireless 
Broadcasting was appointed. I will 
read that resolution:— 

“ That a Gommittee of the Dáil be 


appointed to consider the circular ad- 
dressed to Deputies entitlcd ‘ Wire- 
less Broadcasting,’ espeeially in re- 
gard to thc proposal by which it is 
intended that the State should pass 
over the right to licence and tax in- 
eoming apparatus through a elearing 
house under the control of a private 
cornpany. M 

That was my interest in the matter, 
and not whether this company or the 
other company should do the business, 
but that these things that I eonsidered 
t o be the special prerogative of the 
Minister for Finance should remain ab- 
solutely in the charge of the Minister 
for Finance, acting on behalf of the 
State, nothing whatever to do with 
wireless, nothing whatever to do with 
broadcasting, nothing whatever to do 
with any companies who vvcre, or might 
be, intcrested in the matter. 

Professor MAGENNIS: As you are. 
sir, the custodian of the honour and the 
guardian of al! the rights and privi- 
legcs of all the members of the Dáil, 
there is a matter I would like your per- 
rnission to bring under your notice. 
Thcre is nothing in the Terms of Refer- 
j ence to the Oommitt.ee, which have just 
been read out by l)eputy Figgis. de- 
j claring whether or not the proceedings 
! of the Oommittee were to be private or 
public. Therc has been persistent de- 
nunciation of the ("ommittee in severai 
ncwspape.rs on the ground that it arro- 
gated to itself illegal powers of pur- 
saing a secret inquiry, and a great deal 
of 1 he awhAvardness and unpleasantness 
that have ensued in the course of dis- 
eussions, both licit and illicit, in the 
deliberations of the Committec, is 
ascribed to the alleged secrecy of the 
tribunal. There is a very admirablc 
leading article in the “ Freeman’s 
Journal ” this morning, with every- 
thing in whieh I most heartily concur, 
with the exception of the demand that 
the further proceedings of the Commit- 
tee should be public, and retrospec- 
tively, the criticism that the earlier 
proceedings should have been public. 
We had nothing whatever to guide us, 
except the Constitution and the Stand- 
ing Orders. Article 25 of the Constitu- 
tion lays it down that “ Sittings* of 
each House nf the Oireachtas shall be 
public. M Standing Order 65 proceeds 
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[Proíessor Magennis.] 
to elucidate and apply the imperative 
clause, shall be public. ,, In this offi- 
cial copy of the Standing Orders Rule 
65 is headed Visitors. ,, Visitors 
may be introduced by Teachtaí to such 
places as may be reserved for them by 
the Ceann Comhairle, and authorised 
representatives of the Press nmy be 
present at sittings of the Dáil and Spe- 
cial Committees, M and in the index to 
the Standing Orders it is spolcen of as 
permission for the Press to be present. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: It is 
under “ Press, ,, page 172. 

Professor MAQENNIS : Yes — 

“ Press, representatives of—must be 
authorised; permission to attend the 
Dáil and Special Committees. ,, Now, 
the indcx is as much an authoritative 
and official publication as the body of 
the text. The Constitution prcscribes 
that mc(‘tings of the Dáil and meetings 
of the Seanad shall be public. Are \ 
they to be open to all the public all tlie | 
time with respect to every part ot' the 
accommodation that they might pro- 
vide? These questions are determincd 
by Standing Order 65:—“ Visitors 
rnay be introduced by Teachtaí to sueh 
places as may be reserved for them by j 
the Ceann Comhairle, and authorised j 
representatives of the Press may be 
preseut at sittings of the Dáil and Spe- 
cial Committees. ,, Our Co’mmittee was 
a Special Committee. It was not, in 
the technical and strict sense of the 
words, a Depai-tmental Committee, 
though it was an inquirv into depart- 
mental procedure, and projected de- 
partmental policy. It was a Spccial 
Committee, and under Rule 65 of the 
Standing Orders, the Press “ may be 
present. ” That makes it dear to any- 
one who should raise the objection that 
the Press are not at liberty to be 
present, but I submit, sir, that it 
does not confer upon the Press the 
right to be present. Apart altogether 
from that, there are other Committees 
of this Iíouse that meet, and meet in 
private, and the Press never tender a 
request to be present. I am a member 
of several Committees at present that 
are carrying on their investigations, 
and there is no Press present, and there 
is no eomplaint as regards the absence 
of them from those Committee meet- 
ings. 


No application was inade to the Com- 
inittee on Wireless to have the Press 
prescnt until the twelfth day of the 
sittings. In order to keep the air clear 
of othcr issues than the eentral issucs, 
and not to cloud anv more unriecessar- 
ily the findings of the (Vunmittee by 
suggestions of secreev that the publie 
might ignorantlv suppose to be secrecy 
in the interests of eorruption, I am de- 
lighted to have the opportunity of mak- 
ing this statement that the reason that 
there was a majoritv vote at that 
twelfth sitting, when th<‘ íirst. applica- 
tion for the presence of th(‘ Press was 
madc on behalf of the Press, was that 
all these matters about graft and eor- 
ruption, or implications of graft and 
corruption, had already bcen disposed 
of. and we were entering upon, let me 
call it, a ealmer seene. Tf tK‘ Press 
had begun to report at that stage the 
public would liave got a wrong im- 
pression altogether. It was not through 
hostility to the Press. The declared 
seuse of the Conmnttec was that in 
view of what had actually oeeurred we 
regretted very tnuch that th<‘ Press had 
not been there from the bcginning. 

It was not in the spirit of restricting 
the privileges of the Pr(\ss, or desiring 
to prcvent publicitv for our work, but 
it was meroly that, we, who bad gone 
through all the documents and had 
heard the evideii(*e. werc convinced 
that if the Press wer<‘ brought in at 
that stage, instead of helping matters it 
would only have made the difficulty 
greater. 8o that it is necessary, in the 
interests of the propcr attitude of the 
publi'* towards the findings, so far as 
they are finding;., of thelnteriin Report, 
to have it madc elear that the meetings 
were secret in that sensc: they were 
not secret because of any preconceived 
design to keep them secret. They were 
non-public becíause the members of the 
Committee considered that it was bet- 
ter that they should be non-public* 
They simply, if I may use the expres- 
sion, drifted into non-publicity, and 
then reaching the stage at which pub- 
licity did not seein beneficial. It is for 
you, sir, and thc Dáil, with your con- 
currence, to decide, if this Committee 
proceeds with its enquiry, whether fur- 
ther proceedings are to be madc in the 
presence of representatives of thé 
Press. 
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Mr. WALSH: I wish to raise a point 
of personal explanation arising 1 out 
of- 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Am I 

asked to deeide somethiiif»- on this 
other question first? 

Professor MAOENNIS: Ves. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE:. IVrhaps 
we ought to take that other <|uestion 
first. 

Mr. WALSH: All ri|?ht. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: What 
preeisely am I aslced to deeide upon ? 
Am I asked to deeide whether the Com- 
mittee went outside its powers? 

Professor MAGENNIS: Ves. Was the 
('ommittee eorreet in believin*** in th(' 
eireumstanees tliat it had a right to de- 
eide its own proeedure, and is it the 
wisli of the Dáil that in future it shall 
he bound by the requirement to liavc* 
tl»e Press presmit? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: In the 

íirst plaee, tho Dáil appoints its Com- 
mittees. The Dáil itself is supreme, and 
ean give to its Speeial Committees any 
instructions whieh the Dáil desires. The 
Dáil, thcrefore, in appointim»* a Com- 
mittec could instruet the Committee 
to eonduct its proeeedings in private, 
or eould instruet the (V)mmittee to eon- 
duet its proceedings in puJdie, or eould, 

1 think, instruet a Committee to eon- 
duet its proeeedings in publie, and if it 
thought desirable that eertain sittings 
should be held in private to report ae- 
eordingly to the Dáil for leave to ex- 
clude the Press. No instnietions what- 
ever wcre given to this Committce when 
it was appointed with regard to the 
question of the presenee of the Press. 
At a certain stage in the proceedings, 
after thc Committee had hcld several 
meetings, thc question was raised that 
imder Standing Order (55 the Commit- 
tee had not power to exclude the Prcss. ! 
1 understand that that was the conten- j 
tion. It seems to me that the word ; 

may 99 means that. the Press may bc 
given permission to be prescnt. The 
Oommittec had no instrretions from 
the Dáil, and I think, therefore, that the 
Committee was right in deciding the 
matter itself, and was within its right 
in deciding that the Press should not 


be present, just as thc Committee would 
havc been within its rights had it de 
cided that the Press should bc present. 
Ii niay be nccéssary to frame additional 
Standing Orders bcaring on this matter, 
with partieular rcfcrencc to thc dif- 
fcrent kinds of Committces which we 
sct up. Thcre is a eertain diffcrcncc», 
an obvious differencc, bctwccn a 
Speeial ('Oinmittce sct up to consider a 
Bill, for example, and a Special Com- 
miltce sct up to considcr soine othcr 
mattcr, and it may bc necessary for thc 
Committcc on Proccdure to framc 
Standing Ordcrs dcaling with thcsc 
mattcrs. P>ut in thc abscncí» of thesc 
Standing Ordcrs, and on thc construc- 
tiou of Stnnding Ordcr 65. thc Com- 
mittce, I think, was (piitc within its 
rights in assnming tliat it had itself 
power to dccidc whether the Press 
should or should not be present. Thc 
Postmaster-fleneral desires to make a 
personal explanation. 

Mr. WALSH: It appears that thc 
Prcss, in its rcport of last cvcning’s 
pi oceedings, convcycd thc imprcssion 
that úi th<‘ covrsc of mv soeeeh I im- 
puted eertain motives to thc Commit- 
tec, or rathcr that I conveyed the im- 
prcssion that tlie Committec wás in- 
íluenced in its deeision by exterior 
forccs. As a matter of faet, if my re- 
fcrenec did convcy tliat impression, I 
wish it to be understood it is not in any 
way apolicable to what I had in my 
mind. I had not for one instant con- 
eeived the idea that this Committee 
came to its decisions on any other 
fvrounds than that of its own unaidcd 
judgment. I regard this Committee as 
being the maximum of integrity, and 
I have said so here. I am perfect1y 
satisficd that any decision it has come 
to, or that it will conu» to, is a decision 
based solely on honesty and the best. 
interests for the country. 

The PRESIDENT: Yesterday even- 
ing, in movin£ the adjournmcnt of this 
debate, I did not feel very happy about 
it, beóause this is a subject which would 
require very close examination and a 
good deal of study. Many complexities 
arise from the nature of the casc. The 
Postmaster - General is an Extern 
Minister, and the Executive Council, as 
sueh, has no responsihility in sq f&r as 
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the control of his Department is con- 
«cerned, outside of one partieular mat- 
ter, and that is questions affecting 
finance. In listening to the Postmaster- 
Oeneral yesterday evening,. and in read- 
ing the Press report of his statement, 
this morning, I have not becn satisfied 
by the statement he has made that this 
Report should not be adopted. They 
werc íaced with a certain difhculty in 
its adoption; first as regards its inter- 
pretation, and secondly with regard to 
the decision that was givcn, partieu- 
larly one decision which is very de- 
finite. In Paragraph 4, Sub-section 
(e), the question is: “ Should the pub- 
lic necessity require that a concession 
he given to a composite company? ls 
the Irish Broadcasting Company, as set 
out in the White Paper, sueh in its in- 
ception, formation, and composition as 
to warrant the gi’ant to it of the broad- 
casting concession. M If I correctly in- 
terpret the Postmaster-tíeneraPs state- 
ment yesterday, it was to the cffect that 
the answer to that question should be 

yes. ,J If I am wrong in that inter- 
pretation. I think it is due to the Post- 
master-tíeneral that he should put me 
right, but that is the real question at 
issue. 

The Postmaster-tíeneral went fur- 
ther, and said that if the evidence 
before the Committee were belore the 
Dáil that it would scarcely adopt that. 
suggestion, and the Dáil is in this posi- 
tion that it has set up a responsible 
Committee which has examined this 
problem and has given us the benefit of 
its advice, and there is no minority 
report from any person on it. We 
should be fair in this matter to thc 
Postmasterdíeneral, whose main idea, I 
take it, is to provide a service for the 
public. which he believes the public 
needs, and which in his opinion, ought 
to be provided in the way he suggests. 
On the question of evidence, I think it 
will be generally admitted that the 
ritual usually prevailing where evi- 
dence .is taken, is that one promises to 
tell the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth. The Committee 
was faced with the still further diffi- 
culty that I atn surc it had to take into 
consideration what was germane in 
evidence. This was the first Commit- 


subject like this, and obviously there 
would creep in, in the nature of evcjits, 
matters which would be entirely ex- 
traneous. 

I have seen one document in connec- 
tion with this business which would not 
fulfil or would not be vdthin that ritual 
which is inseparable from a person 
giving evidence, that when you are 
telling the truth you must tell the 
whole truth. The other question then 
arises: if you ai*e going to tell the whole 
truth, how far will it be relevant to 
the matter under consideration? I 
must say that. 1 belicve, in so far as 
any disability in connection with tell- 
ing the whole truth is concerned, it 
was entirely unintcntional. But there 
is this unfortunate disadvantage, that 
the telling of the whole truth rnight 
retlect on an individual,* and that re- 
flection might be intensified by reason 
of the position he liolds in the State. 

The next question that the Postmas- 
ter-tíeneral dealt with in his statement 
yesterday evening was that there was 
connected with this proposed company 
a gentleman of the highest standing in 
the country. I accept that unrcser- 
vedly. I do not know that there is a 
inore eminent, more respectable or 
more honoured citizen than Mr. Dow- 
dall. I would have the utmost possible 
«íonfidencc in any company in which 
Mr. Dowdall would be interested. But 
whilc saying that, I must state my 
experience with regard to these mat- 
ters. I rceollcet somewhere within the 
last quarter of a century a company 
being formed in Dublin, with one of 
the most emincnt eitizens of the (*oun- 
try as chairman, the iate Alderman 
Meade. The company was to have pro- 
vidc‘d motor or electric bicycles, or 
soinelhing like that, at a cost of £7 lOs. 
A good deal of public money was in- 
vested, and Alderman Meade found 
that he had to use all his ability and all 
his industry to preserve for the people 
who had put their money into it, by 
reason of the fact that his name was 
associated with the company, their 
rights, and only succeeded in doing so. 
That is not a position I would like to 
see Mr. Dowdall plaeed in. I take it 
the Report of the Committee was that 
t-his was thp judgment of the Committee 
in connection, with this matter, and í 
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take it that Deputy Johnson subscribed 
to that. 

Looking over the White Paper, we 
find that the conclusion come to in the 
second paragraph was that an Irish 
Broadeasting Company should be es- 
tablished, the main capital of which 
should be provided by the chief firms 
interested in the industry. In th(i re- 
commcndation that is made from the 
Post Officc is that eondition fulfilled by 
the various companies, 1, 2, 3, 4, and 
5? If I am correct, outside of No. 4, 
I do not know of any firm that does. 
Possibly No. 1 may be interested in this 
business, may have some knowledge of 
it. But the facts are, that we appeai 
to be dealing in this case with company- 
promoting rather than with companies 
that are in the business. I do not thini: 
that the Dáil would subscribe to a pro- 
position of that sort. If, on the other 
hand, these companies have all the olc- 
ments indicated in the second para- 
graph of the White Paper, I thinl; it 
was due to the Dáil that the Postmas- 
ter-Oeneral should give the Dáil t.hat 
particular information. 

Ooing further and cxamining the 
lines upon which this particular com- 
pany should be formed, we are faced 
with, perhaps, the greatest complexity 
that I have ever seen or heard of in 
connection with the formation of a 
public company. The company is to be 
established with a capital of £30,000, 
and by some ext,raordinary reservation 
£7,500 of that money is to be reserved 
to fiims which, according to the second 
paragraph of this White Paper, should 
have a predominant interest in this 
particular company. But there is a 
further liabilitv on persons interested 
in wireless or broadcasting who propose 
to take a £5 share, that in order to es- 
tablish, as it were, their bona fides, they 
must buy £50 worth of our Savings 
Certificates. There would be, to my 
mind, a case for insisting upon the 
purchase of an eqaivalent amount in 
some sort of security if the sum sub- 
scribed were to be a proportion of the 
capital. In other words, if there was 
to be liability to a call on the shares 
there would be some justification 
for asking for security in respect to 
the amount of capital that would not 
be called up. But I fail to see, through 


any examinafion or othcrwise, how you 
arc going to establish your hona fidcs 
by purchasing £50 worth o,f Savings 
(Vrtificates, to be left in the custodv of 
the eompany, and to revert to the indi- 
vidual when hc separates himscll* from 
thc eompany. 1 presume in separating 
himself from the companv he would 
have to confer upon any person taking 
his place the same Iiability that ho had 
whcn he cntcred it. The position then 
would bc that a pei*son wishing to lcavc 
tho eompany should forfeit his £5 and 
sav : “ I am no longer a member of thc 
companv, 7 ’ and make the companv a 
l>rescnt of his share, if he could not get 
somc person who wuuld undertake to 
put up a £50 Savings Certificate. What 
would be the position, I wonder. in the 
event of our eeasing to issue these £50 
Savings Oertificates? What would bc 
ithe position of a person who (*ould not 
get any equivalent security to securc 
his bona fides ? The proposition ap- 
pears to me to bc the most oiithmdish 
one that. I ever heard of in my expe- 
rience. That experience may havc been 
shoif, it may not havc been varicd, but 
| 1 havc yet to learn of a similar casc m 
I eonneetion with any parallel eoncern. 

The G-overnment’s position in regard 
to this is to eonsider whether, as a 
question of policy, the British paral- 
lel of handing ovcr to a company thc 
exclusive broadeasting rights should bc 
adopted. That is number onc. Num- 
ber two is: What proportion of the 
licencc fees paid by individual holders 
of wirelcss sets should accrue to the 
State and wdiat proportion to the pro- 
posed company? I take it, as regards 
the second point, our main eonccrn 
would be as to whcther any service w^e 
would provide in the matter would be 
covered by those licence fees. Apart 
from that it is a question of policy and 
for the Postmaster-General to recom- 
mend. I understand that we w r ere as- 
sured with^regard to that, that the 
licence fees would pay for the service. 
But another point arises. It is upon 
this point I would like to im ke the 
position of the Government perfectly 
clear. It is a difficult position. It is 
the first time this question has arisen 
and I would like in considering it that 
the utmost possible justice should be 
done to an Extern Minister, It is a 
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[Tht; President.] 

eonstitutional position that we have 
scarceljr had an opportunitv v)f dcalinj? 
with so far. My interpretation of it is 
this: In eonsidering this matter as 
leader of the Dáil I do not assoeiate 
with that position my membei'ship of 
the Exeeutivc Council. In othcr words, 
this is a matter that should l)e deeided 
by a free vote of the Dáil. The Post- 
master-Oencral is responsiblc- to the 
DáiTand, therefore, the «veighr of tlie 
Exeeutiví* and of the Covernment 
should not be thrown into the seales 
one way or the other. It is a business 
proposition upon whieh every Deputy 
ought to be perfectly free to exercise 
his dis(*retion and judgment according 
to the best of his ability. In saying 
that I may say there is no limitation 
with regard to Deputies in matters put 
forward by the (Tovernment. 

Mr. O CONNELL: Oh, no. 

The PRESIDENT: With regard to 
that question, the interpretation of this 
Report is a matter of considerable im- 
portance. The Oommittee finds that it 
is not yet in a position to say 

1 u'dock. what its answers are to H., 

^ 0. or D. of sub-Seetion 4. 

That qucstion was developed to 
souh' extent by Deputy Johnson. I 
do not altogether subscribe to his inter- 
pretation of it. Unquestionablv if a 
sum of money is i'equired by any Mini- 
ster, extern or intcm, that sum of 
money must be provided by this Oire- 
aehtas in the manner and form laid 
down by the. Constitution. I do sub- 
scribe to Deputy Johnson's vicw, to 
this extent, that if an Extern Ministcr 
com(»s to th(; Dáil and says “ I want 
£20,000 for a service and the Exeeutive 
Council would not give it,” it is in the 
nature of a vote ot* want of confidence j 
in the (lovernment. The Minister 
ought to be in a position to move for 
that votc of want of confidence. To 
that extent I think we would maintain 
the Constitutional position aiul give tho 
Dáil full authority in the matter. I do 
not know of any other way in which 
the matter ean be solved constitution- 
ally, keeping within the four eorners of 
the Constitution, which will be as bind- 
ing on the successors of the persons 
forming the Executive Council, who 


have been so dcposed by that vote of 
want of confidenee. To that cxtent only 
is there a diflference between the De- 
put.v’s position and mine. In the event 
of the l)áil passing a resolution to that 
cffect, it is a vote of want of eonfidence 
in the Covernment, and the Govern- 
ment cannot keep offiee. With regard 
to “ D., M wliich is the main question, I 
do not snbscrihe. and I think the Dáil 
is not asked to subscribe, to the pro- 
posal that by not. accepting the recom- 
mendation in the White Paper we are 
committed to this expenditure out of 
public funds to sot up - broadcasting 
station. Other than that I do not think 
1 have anvthing further to say. 

Mr. D. J. GOREY : I have not listened 
to all the sp(»eches on this qiiestion of 
broadcasting, but, as far as I have lis- 
tcned to thom, it struck me t.hat the 
subjeet was one of great national irn- 
portanee. It is scareely necessary to 
say that hroadeasting in the future may 
develop into one of the greatest ele- 
ments of our national life. Perhaps in 
the vory near future broadeasting may 
find its vvay into a good many homes, 
possibly into every home. When one 
rcalises the great educational influence 
that broadeasting will have in this and 
every other country where it is opcrat- 
ing, to my mind it will be almost as im- 
portant ín * national and moral sense 
as our schools. 

Any Government or any representa- 
tives of the people who are careful 
of the national, as well as the moral, 
life of the nation will bc anxious to see 
the system controlled in the same way 
as our national edueation. Who in 
this country, I ask, would think of 
handiug over national edueation to a 
private companv or to a foreign com- 
pany? There is no doubt at all about 
the importance and the influence of the* 
matter that will be broadcasted. It is 
not a matter, I think, that. ought to be 
passed over very lightly, or on which 
a quick decision should be come to. It 
is new and has been sprung upon us, 
and consequently deserves the most 
careful attention we could give it in ali 
its aspects. That is what impressed me 
in connection with it. 

Recently we have had complaints 
about the harm the films have done. If 
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we are not earcful about broadcasting , 
we wiii have the same eomplaints, amt 
in addition to a film censor wc will 
have to have a broadcasting censor. 1 
think the Governmcnt would be wcll 
adviscd to move carefully in this 
matter and not shut its eycs to thc vast 
importance and to the far-reaching ef- 
fects of broadcasting. 1 believe that 
broadcasting should be controlled by 
the Government regardless of the ex- 
pense involved. The matter that will 
be transmittcd should, in my opinion, 
bc carefully revised from the moral 
and national standpoint. We do not 
wmit the minds of our youths contam- 
biated with some of thc stuíf that the 
you1hs of othcr countries have been irn- 
bibing. We do not want to have a re- 
petition in connection with broadcast- 
ing of our expcrience of the films. I 
would ask the Minister responsible to 
look at the qucstion from that point of 
view. It has been stated that this is 
only a business proposition. It is much 
more: it is a national proposition. I 
quite agrec with the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral\s statement of yesterday that we 
ought to be carcful not to make this 
country an English shirt*. There are 
vast possibilities in broadcasting. It 
is only in its infancy and we want to 
be very careful as to who eontrols it 
and how it is used. 

b Professor THRIFT: 1 think the Pre- 
sident cleared the air a great deal. 
Possibly t-he last Deputy devoted his 
attention too rnuch to what were 
mei;ely suggestions in the Report of the 
(Jommittee for it to bc really quite 
clear to members of the Dáil as to what 
is the actual issue before them and 
what they will commit themselves to if 
they agree to Deputy O’Maillc’s mo- 
tion. I take it that there are three de- 
finite recommendations in the Commit- 
tee\s Report and three only. There 
are suggestions, and the Committee has 
asked permission to discuss these sug- 
gestions further in order to work out a 
practical scheme. I take the three 
points that are dealt with, not exactly 
in the order on the Paper. 

First, there is the issue of liccnccs. 
That was really within the power of 
the Postmaster-General, and I am glad 
to say that he has alrcady acted on that 
recoinmendation. I do not at all share 


the pessimistic fcelings he has with 
regard to his action. I think lic will be 
very glad he did so in the end. The 
seeond point, more important pcrhaps 
to us, is the recommendation that a 
broadcasting station should be cstab- 
lished. That has been recommended 
by the Committee, not merely as a pious 
opinion, as the Postmaster-Gcneral 
stated, but recommended with equal 
strength to that wit.h which they re- 
eommended the first point I reterrod to. 
lt merely says that they recommend thc 
setting up of a broadcasting station. 
Until t-he approval of thc Dáil is given 
to t-hat, as a general principle, it does 
not scem worth while for the Commit- 
tee to proceed with its work, because 
they could do nothing useful. The 
Committee asked for a provisional ap- 
proval ol‘ that. As the President 
stated, that does not in any way. I take 
it-, commit the Dáil to any State expen- 
diture. The Committee asked permis- 
sion to consider further what wouid be 
the best way of carrying out that, pro- 
posal. 1 think the Postmaster-General 
is, as I said, rnore likely to get nearer 
that rcalisation if the Dáil at this stage 
gave 1 hat provisional acceptance that is 
proposed in Deputy 0 Maille\s motion. 
As to the third point, there may pos- 
sibly be some ditference of opinion be- 
tween the Postinaster-Gcneral and the 
Committee. I do not think he made 
himselí quite clear, and I t-hinlc the 
President was not quite clear as to 
what exact attitude the Postmaster- 
General was taking on that point. They 
seemed rather to cloud the issuc. I 
doubt very much if the Postmaster- 
Gcneral would advocate in the Dáil, at 
t,he present moment, that this parti- 
cular concession should be given to the 
part-icular company as constituted in 
the White Paper. That, I think, is the 
only point upon which there is any 
difference of opinion at all possible 
between the Postmaster-Generai and 
the Committee. 

I do not refer to other reasons, and 
I do not agrce at all with the Post- 
master-General t-hat the Report, as 
issued by the Committee, casts any re- 
flections on any other people but one. 
I fear the Postmastcr-General has failed 
to realise the very big issue that was 
raised in this question, quite apart 
from the broadcasting problem at all. 
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The rommittee was definitely of 
opinion that this eoncession should not 
])(' íriven to a eompany constituted as 
descfibed in the White Paper. I think 
the (ommittee has givcn sufficient 
reasons in its Report to the Dáil for the 
Dáil not to go with the Postmaster- 
(íeueral if he was openly to advoeate 
that that eoneession should be given to 
that partieular company. That is 
(|uiti* *a different thing from saying a 
eone(*ssion should not be given to some 
other eompany. I might pass on to say 
that the Whitc Paper was such that it 
would not be a practical proposition to 
eopsider it at all at present. I doubt if 
that partieular company mentioned in 
the White Paper is still a matter of 
praetieal politics for us. We were 
told y(*st(*rday, and I think it is true, 
that Mr. Belton has already left the 
eountry. If it is true, the proposal 
falls. and I doubt if any real difference 
remains between the Postmaster- 
(reneral and the Committee. If it does 
eome to an issue I hope that the Dáil 
will givc a definite expression of 
opinion as to whether this or any other 
State concession should be given to a 
firm against any single one of whose 
rnembers can be raised the points that 
have been raised against this particular 
one. I do not think there are any 
other recommendations of a definite 
nature in the Report. Thc Dáil is 
merely asked to agrec to the Committee 
going on further with its work on 
those lines. Tt is not asked to commit 
itself to anything further than that. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: I just wish to say 
that the Dáil ought to be thankful to 
the Deputy who has spoken last for put- 
ting the matter so definitely and clearly 
before it. There was a tendeney, I 
fcar, to wander into things that were 
not. altogether pcrtinent to the question 
at issue. The motion before the Dáil, I 
take it, is that this Report, submitted 
by the Committee set up by the Dáil, 
should be adopted. As Deput.y Thrift 
pointed out, it contains three definite 
reeommendations and a request that it 
should be given authority from this 
Dáil to continue its investigations into 
(ffher matters. The three recommenda- 
tions that it. makes are set out de- 
finitdy. It states quite positively: 


REANN. Broadcasthuj. 

“ That the control of broadcasting 
i in Ireland must be rigorously pre- 
served a national control, and that 
the transmission service must not be 
i permitted to become a monopolv in 
private hands.” 

I Tt is not so vcry iong ago since we, 
on this side of the House, put beforo 
the Dáil a Bill in which wc endeavour- 
ed to take back again into the hands 
of the peoplc what was in effect, and is 
in eífect, a national service and we 
found there was very considerable diflS- 
culty in doing it. We would advocate, 
therefore, any proposition which would 
prevent, at this stage, what should be a 
i national service getting into the hands 
of private monopolists. 

The second question, which is an- 
swered definiteiy, is whether or not this 
special eompany that is mentioned in 
the White Paper should be given this 
power. The answer to that is equally 
definite. If any mcmber of the Dáil 
wishes to make- up his mind as to how 
he should vote on the motion, he has 
on1y to ask himself whether or not he 
agrees with the suggestion of the Oom- 
mittee with regard to this question and 
the othcr two questions. From what 
has been put before the Dáil by mem- 
bers of thc Committec. and from what 
is in the written Report, I think nobody 
can come to anv other conclusion but 
that the particular company that was 
suggested should not in any circum- 
stances be given this right. 

As to the question of an Irish Broad- 
casting Station, I think that there can 
be no doubt. that it is high1y advisable 
that we should have an Irish Broad- 
casting Station set up. It is not often 
that 1 agree with Deput.y (Iorey, espe- 
cially on edueational matters, but I do 
thoroughly endorse the sentiments 
which he expressed, that broadcasting 
can be made a service of great educa- 
tional valuc, and of great value espe- 
cially to the niain industry of the coun-. 
try. For that reason I think it is essen- 
tial, in the national intcrests, thát the 
national aathorities should keep con- 
trol of it. I have no hesitation in re- 
commending the Dáil to adopt the Re- 
port of the Oommittee. 

Ma.ior BRYAN COOPER.: I think. on 
thc whole, as far as I can see. the Re- 
port of tlie Committee is an admirable 
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one. Therc is only one small point on 
which I wish to take issue with them. 
They speak of “ broadeasting lectures, 
edueative or entertaining. ” I do not 
like the word “ or. ,> I should like lee- 
tures to be educativc and entertaining. 
Rut there were two Professors on the 
rommittee, and they, presumably, are 
authorities on lectures. They laid it 
down that no lccture that entertained 
ean be also educative. 

M?. JOHNSON: Or viee versa. 

Major BRYAN COOPER: Or viee 
versa. As an humble lecturer myself, 
from timc to time, I am very sorry that 
lectures cannot be enterlaining as well 
as edueative, but it is dcfinitely laid 
down here as a dogma that they eannot 
be. With that exeeption, I endorse the 
ltcport. 

1 also, on this oceasion, must enrol 
mvselt under Deputy O’ConnelPs ban- 
ner. I am not a believer in State 
monopoly, in many things, but I do 
hoid that a broadcasting service has cer- 
tain tremendous factors in the develop- 
ment of a people, and is sueh a tremen- 
dous aid to education, that it ought to 
be under direct State control. That is 
partieularly so in regard to one item. 
It is proposed, among other things, to 
broadcast market reports, as I gather 
that the farmers are going to have iis- 
tening-in sets. From all we have heard 
hcre, I do not know how they are going 
to buy them. Perhaps thcv are going 
to get Government grants to buy them 
in order to receive market reports. I 
hope the market reports will not be 
solely concerned with the rise and fall 
of the price of jute, which, whenever I 
read the market reports, seems to be the 
chief item. I do not cvcn know .what 
jute is; I believe it comes from India. 
I hope the Report will also refer to 
things of more intercst to the farmer, 
such as the prices of butter, eggs, and 
poultry. Surely you cannot run the 
risk of allowing some outside source 
nQt under direct State control to dis- 
tribute those markct reports, because 
unscnipulous people by broadcasting 
a false report might conceivably reap 
an •enormous profit and might* cause 
serious loss to the farmer. That, I 
think, is a very strong argument for 
direct State control. But I think we 


would be going too far if we, as thc 
Post master-G eneral appa rently desires,. 
should try to create an entircvly self- 
containcd lrish broadcasting service. 
Perhaps it is neccssarv, as the sugges- 
tion has bccn rnade, to say that 1 am 
not interestcd in the Marconi Company. 

I havc not thc smallest tinancial con- 
nection with it, and I have nevei* been 
approached by anybody on behalf of 
the Marconi Company. 

1 somctimes feel intcnsely insignifi- 
oant because nobody seems to think it. 
worth while to approaoh me in connec- 
tion with these matters. Apparentlv 
other Deputies are approached in this- 
way. But the only people who ap- 
proach me in connection with financia! 
matters are people who want to get 
money out of the Minister for Finance. 
That is not infrequent. I have not been 
inílueneed in this matter by any out- 
sidc consideration whatsoever. But if 
we are to have proper education, we 
are not going to obtain it by building a 
Chinese wall around our country. Tfyat 
is paiticularly so in regard to music— 
and most of the broadcasting is con- 
cerned with music. Lectures are a. 
comparatively subordinate feature. I 
saw a letter to the Postmaster-General 
in which there was talk of broadcasting 
art. Broadcasting has made immens? 
strides, but I do not think it is yet pos- 
sible to broadcast a picture. Music is, 
undoubtedlv, the main feature of every 
broadcasting programme. The Minis- 
ter, in his speech yesterday, dismissed 
all wireless which comes from outsidc 
this country as 4Í British music-hall 
dope and British propaganda . 9 ’ I do 
not know if he has studied the pro- 
grammes of the British Broadcasting 
Company. The last time I “ listened- 
in ” in London, the propaganda, what- 
ever it was, was not British. 

I must say thal I ncver experienced 
so much Scotch—externally—in my 
life. There wag not one word of Eng- 
lish in it. I looked up the wireless pro- 
gramme for to-night and I lookcd for 
the “ British music hall dope. ” I find • 
that to-night the prineipal featurc of 
the British Broadcasting Oompan^'s 
programme is “ Hamlct. ,, Tlamlet, I 
suppose, is “music hall dope. ” Hamlet, 
which I, personally. should think 
enough for an evening, is to be fol- 
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lowed by the third act of Parsifal.’ 1 j 
I think we, in Dublin, have never 1 
heard “ Parsifal.” The Postmaster- j 
General cannot dismiss all these things ! 
as “ British musie hall dope. ,? Neither | 
can they be described as “ British pro- i 
paganda . 9 9 \ 

Now, we aj*e a small conntry. We ean- . 
not aiford the resources of plaees like i 
London or Paris or even Manchester in ! 
the wav ot’ orchcstras or in the way of 
music. We can get a symphony by 
Glazounov played at Manchester that 
was never played in Manchestcr before; j 
it has been specially arranged for. I 
do not think a Russian symphony can 
be called British music hall dope ” 
or “ propaganda . 9 9 There are to be 
supplied, too, movements from ! 
BeethoveH. The Fifth Symphojiy was ■ 
played in Dublin last year, but I do not j 
th nk that for ten years the other sym- j 
phonies were played in Dublin for the 
reason that we have not an orchcstra ( 
eapable of the task. We have a first- ; 
elass military band; we have the ! 
nucleus of a chamber orchestra, aiul we j 
have also a numbcr of able ’celloists, ' 
but we have not any great orchestra, ’ 
.and if it is tlie intention oi tlie rost- • 
master-General to deny us any oppor- j 
:tunity of picking up these British and 
vContinental concerts we will be at a 
great loss. 

I am sure the Postmastcr-General, ás 
a good patriot, would like to see some ; 
great musical genius arise in Ireland. • 
But that genius is not likely to arise i 
if we keep in a narrow circle and if 
the young composer never hears any of i 
the really íirst-class orchestras or any of 
the really great compositions of the 
masters, none of whom, with perhaps 
•one exception, was English. By this ex- 
traordinary invention of wireless, you 
•can bring first-class music tothe door of 
almost everybody. Evcn the poor boy, , 
who cannot afFoi’d a set, will find some 
ldnd neighbour who will obligc him, or ! 
•on some public occasion—a bazaar or j 
something of that sort—he will be able J 
to pick up some of this music. In this j 
way, it may have an influence on his 
life and majr tum his mind to great 
things. An Irish stafion will never be ’ 
able to provide this on a really satia- | 
*factory scale. I am afraid that if we 


are to have wireless established on an 
exclusively Irish-Ireland basis, the re- 
sult will be “ Danjiy Boy 99 four times 
a week, with variations by way of cam- 
oufiage. 

fívery perforiner will be told: “ The 
Postmaster-General wishes you to sing 
something ot* an exclusively li’ish char- 
acter. ” Thc rcsult will bc “ Danny. 
Boy, M and then, of course, we shall have 
the Postmastcr-GeneraUs speeehes 
about the Tailteanu gamos to follow 
up. 1 am afraid tluit at'tei* a short time 
the people will b(*gin to look for 
varietv, and I urge tliat in any schenu 
s(»t up some opportunity of obtaining 
that variety should 1 h* given. It is not 
v questiou of cutting out Manchestcr 
or Cardilf or London; it is a question 
of cutting out Paris as wcll. I ncvcr 
“ listened-in 99 in [reland in my lifc. I 
ani a law-abiding citizen. I do not go 
about with pirate sets, but I am told 
by people who do—as a matter of fact, 
1 havc been told bv a Deputy who sup- 
ports the Governnient—that you can 
receive Paris admirably. In time, no 
doubt, we sliall reeeive the United 
States. It is my very deep and pro- 
fcund convietion—if I have spokeii 
fHvolously ou this matter it is not be- 
eause I feel lightly—that we eannot set 
up a Chinese wall around the eountry 
or establish an exelusive qivilisation. 
If we wisli to do that, let there be no 
wireless broadeasting, let there be no 
telegrapbic cables, no foreign postal 
scrvice. If we are to pursue that policy 
let us pursue it to its logical conelusion. 
We are not a little island in the Atlan- 
tic bctween America and Europe. For 
goocl or evil we are a part of fíurope. 
In the past—thc distant past—we in- 
fluenced fíurope profoundly, and I hope 
it will be our lot to do it again. We 
shall not do it by pursuing a policy of 
isolation and by shutting out the edu- 
cation that cornes from fíuropean civi- 
lisation. 

• PADRAIC O MAILLE rosc to speak. 

AN CEANN COMHAIELE : Depnty 
G’Maillc will coneludc thc debate. 

The POSTMASTER-QENEEAL (Mr. 
Walsh) : I think I should be permitted 
to reply bcfore the debatc concludes, 
seeing that I am the Minister respon- 
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sible and that a few matters arose con- 
cerning me. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: ls the 

Dáii agreeable that the Postmaster- 
(ícneral shouid be allowed to speak a 
second time? 

Permission granted. 

Mr. WALSH : My position in this 
House as an Extern Minister provides 
that I may rcport to the House, and to 
thc House only, on any partieular pro- 
ject. and that it is solely a matter for 
the Housc to accept or reject any of 
my proposals. I have necessarily, be- 
cause of that subordination and respon- 
sibility to thc House, to accept thc de- 
cision of the Dáil without question. 
Therc can bc no doubting that position. 
lt is one that I suppose is understood 
by the House generally and by Mini- 
sters in a similar position to that in 
which I am. As a matter of fact, it 
would be vcry strange if it wcre other- 
wisc—for instance, if I were to act in 
Ihe capacity of dictator in matters of 
this kind, if I wcre not subordinatc to 
thc Cabinet, if I werc not subordinate 
1(. thc Dáil, in short, if it was my own 
aífair to introducc any proposal con- 
eerning public policy, and that that pro- 
posal should not be subject to close 
scrutiny and revision where revision is 
desirable. 

When opposiug proposals of the Com- 
mittee yesterday in this Interim Re- 
port, I did not move an amendment for 
obvious reasons, nor did I intend that 
there should be any vote on the subject, 
as many members of the Dáil con- 
cluded, apparently. I tried to impress 
on the Committee the rather obvious 
fact that it would be inadvisable to 
come to definite conclusions in regard 
to the matters contained in Section 8, 
in the absence of some alternative. In 
any ease the.re was no pressing reason 
why the Dáil should be committed to 
conclusions in regard thereto.. Not 
only has the Committee not provided 
an alternative, but likewise the subject 
matter arising out of Mr. Belton's rela- 
tions with a Deputy of the Dáil, are yet 
to form the subject of investigation, I 
understand from a resolution passed 
yesterday, and it strikes me, without in 
any way defending, or attempting to 
defend, Mr. Belton, it is a rather unfair 
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attempt to prejudice his position in ad* 
vance. It is purely a matter for the 
Dáil to accept or reject the proposal 
put forward by the Committee. In 
either event I will not have any griev- 
anee. ln accepting the proposals, they 
throw directly on the Committee the re- 
sponsibility of providing an alternative 
programme. 

1 only hope the Committee will pro- 
vide an alternative programme. I am 
not taking a narrow vicw-point. I am 
not taking the view-point that because 
evidence which was not at my disposal 
at the time I agreed to the formation of 
this Company, may have actuated them 
in a decision eontrary to mine; that de- 
eision may not be justified, or that had 
I been on the Committec with that 
evidenee at my disposal, I would not 
say I would have agreed with the Com- 
mittee. It is quite possible I would. 
That is the point I want to emphasise. 
It is quite possible, were I on the Com- 
rnittee, and had the further evidence 
which this Committee had placed at % its 
disposal, I may or may not have been 
in agreement with their decision. But 
for mc to question the decision at this 
particular stage, beyond the fact that 
I believe it would be more advisable to 
come to no deeision on it, or to question 
the justification for that decision, is not 
a thing I could stand over or attempt 
to stand over. 

A great deal of play has been made 
with some apparent desire of mine to 
exclude foreign music. Now, every- 
body knows that even if I tried to ex- 
clude foreign music, I could not do so, 
once the instruments were in the coun- 
try. The thing is obvious to anybody 
who wants to understand it. I have 
never for one instant suggested that 
foreign music and foreign propaganda 
should be excluded. As everybody 
knows, there is such a thing conveyed 
through wireless as dope that will not 
assist this country, and dope that the 
people of thia. country do not desire. 
Nevertheless, that is conveyed through 
wireless. fíven if I tried to prevent its 
dissemination here, I could not suc- 
ceed. It is my obvious duty to see that 
that material which is of the utmost 
importance to the life of this country v 
material concerning the country and 
coneerning its culture, should not be 
quietly placed aside to leave the field 

n. 2. • 
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free for this foreign material. That is 
my only standpoint, and I am glad to 
see that at any rate the Committec is 
sat-isfied that this standpoint mnst be 
maintained. I know that many Depu- 
ties have beon asking themselves why, 
in the first instanee, this broadcasting 
station was not put up by the State, 
and why, in fact, wc worried to intro- 
duee private capital. 

I know suíficient of the Treasury 
niind of the Oovernmcnt to satisíy m'e 
that if I had prcsented a proposal 
which might evcntually cost the funds 
of the State tens of thousands of pounds 
per annum for thc ereetion and main- 
tenance of a broadcasting station, my 
projiosal would get very short shrift; 
it would be scoutcd out. Evcn if 1 
proposed i* to thc Dáil, which now, 
apparently, is so anxious to speculate 
State monics in a project of the kind, 
it would be vcry sharply turncd down. 
I would not drearn of doing any sueh 
thing. It would not get one half-hour’s 
consideralion by the Dáil or the Fin- 
anee Minister, for the reason that I 
could not satisfy anybody that in in- 
vesting State monics in a broadcasting 
station if would not be a reckless 
chancing oí monies which are not our 
own and which we should not chance. 
I determined, therefore, that there was 
onlv one alternativc in this matter, and 
that was an invitation to private citi- 
zens to (jrganisc, financc and control 
this station as had becn done in Eng- 
land. I may say in this connection 
were I a private eitizen—I said so to 
thc Committec—and had I been invited 
t» put my rnoney into a broadcasting 
station, I would not do so. It may not 
appenv pcrfectly honest to invite others 
to do it, but that would be their own 
outlook. and very few of them re- 
sponded. If I took that course, it was 
beeause of the fact that I had no alter- 
native. 

The President wants to know is there 
any parallel anywhere to this proposal 
of ours, that shareholders in the pro- 
posed broadcasting company should 
deposit a. sum of £50 in Savings Certi- 
ficates. It would have been some en- 
lightenment to the President had he 
been enabled to read the evidence cn 
that snbject. There are parallels and 


definite reasons for this course. I do 
not suppose the President thinks for 
one instant that a Department délibe- 
rately inserted a proposal of that kind 
\v r ithoiit having direct justification forit 
or without having a parallel. He also 
spcaks rather lightly of companies 
which wcrc thc main constituent ele- 
mcnt. At least, three of these compa- 
nies werc as much involved in electrical 
business bere as any of the other agents 
of foreign eompanies, beeause that is 
vvhat they all are. There arc no manu- 
facturers o l wireless liere. In all pro- 
babilitv thc whole five eompanies would 
cventually have been engaged in elec- 
trical busincss. I cannot., at any rate, 
say they would not. But to talk of 
clectrical people in this country is to 
st.retch one's imagiimtion to some 
length. They are all only agents of 
British companies. There is no real live 
manufacturer herc. We hope there will 
be, but at prcsent there is not. To 
suppose wc could raise the necessary 
funds for a project of this kind from 
people who at the present momcnt are 
engaged in the manufacture of wireless, 
is to anticipate something that is not 
possible. 

I only want to assure the Committee 
that I have no personal objection, nor 
do I take any cxccption to a deeision 
ot* theirs contrary to my judgment. It 
would be v(‘i*y small of me to assume 
that, even though I was at the Ilead 
ot‘ a Department and advised by my 
Dopartment, my opinion is of more 
importance than that of thc Committee 
specially selceted or that the decisions 
of that Committee are not based on 
grounds solely in the interestS of the 
Nation. Now whatever decision thls 
Committce comes to I hope sincerely 
they will get money from the State for 
the erection of a Broadcasting Station. 
I ean assure them so far as I am per- 
sonally coneerned and so far as m # y DvV 
partmcnt is concerned that they will 
find in us the utmost loyalty and co- 
operation in the carrying through of 
that project. 

Mr. JOHNSON; On a point of order. 
or I think I should say proccdure, I 
wish to say that the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral is referring to this Committee as if 
it were a Committee in authority over 
him and his Department directly. I 
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think it is as well, right at. once, tha‘ 


hc should be disabused of that idea. We 
are not. removing from him any respon- 
sibility for the conduct of his Depart- 
m ent. 

PADRAIC 0 MAILLE : Nuair do 
ehuireas an cheist seo os comhair na 
Dála indé labhair iné as 'Gaedhilg ar 
feadh tamaill mhaith. Ach níl focal 
den chainnt a rinnc mé as Gaedhilg le 
feicsint ins na páipéirí indiu. Is minic 
a mbíonn cuid de sna páipéirí sin ag 
gearán fé nach mbíonn focal ar bith 
dhá labhairt annseo, agus anois nuair a 
labhartar as (íaedhilg ní chuireann siad 
oiread is focal i gcló. 

Dubhairt Aire an Phuist rud indé nár 
mhaith liomsa ná le haon Teachta a 
bhí ar ati gCoiste. Dubhairt sé gur 
ndearna duinc éigin laistigh den choiste 
iarratas ar ncamh-spleadhachas an 
Coiste do chur ar leath-taoibh. 

Tharraing sé síar an cainnt sin agus 
is maith liom gur dhein sé amhlaidh. 
Táim lán-chinnte nach raibh aon dúil 
ag lucht an Choisde aon rud do dhéan- 
amh ach tuarasgabháil cóir, ceart, 
neamh-spleadhach do chur cughainn 
annso gan tagairt d'aon rud eile ach 
amháin don cheist seo. 

It is not neoessary for me to say 
much in recommcnding tliis Report for 
the adoption of the Dáil, but. I would 
vvish to remark at the outset that in 
introducing the Report here yesterday 
I spoke for a considerable time in Irisli, 
and t.here was no mention made of that 
fact in cither of the two morning papers 
I saw to-day, although one, at. least, of 
those papers is not slow to make state- 
ments that. no Irish is spoken in the 
Dáil. The Postmaster-General in his 
speech yesterday rnadc one suggcstion 
that was rcsented very much by mysolf 
and every member of the Committee, 
and that is that there was influence in- 
side the Committee to interfere witli 
its independence. I am very glad that 
he has withdrawn that statement. uni’e- 
scrvedly, because, ar far as the mem- 
bers of the Committce 'are concerned, 
there was no spirit moving them except 
to bring in a truly impartial report be- 
fore the Dáil. The Postmaster-General 
seems to think that because thc Com- 
mittee didnot think well to recommend 
the broadcasting project suggested in 
the White Paper that wé had killed 
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broadcasting in lreland. That is not 
so at. all. The cliief factor that, dccíded 
the Committee in rejecting or recom- 
mending the Dáil to reject that pro- 
poscd plan was the character of* onc of 
its chief promoters, namelv, Mr. J>el- 
ton. The Committee had not the 
slightcst. desire or intention tó cast a 
reíleetion or aspersion on th(* charac- 
ter, honesty or integrity of a number 
of gentlemen who were eonnectcd with 
tliat projcct. We quito realised that 
they arc honest-minded citizens, men of 
worth arul integritv in tho nation. We 
were also convincod, and wc can realise, 
that, thc Postmaster-Gencral is disap- 
pointed bccause liis proposed plan is 
íiot bcing adoptcd. We know that the 
Postmaster-General and his Depart- 
! ment went to considerable troublo in 
studying this question. Lt was a new 
question in Ireland, and a very eom- 
plex question, and it took our Commit- 
tec a considerable time to go through 
il. But as I said the principal veason 
I that inade us turn the report down was 
' the fact of Mr. Bolton’s connection with 
the sclieiru*. The Postmaster-General 
I in his statement. to-day twits the Com- 
mittee tliat they arc not putting up 
íiny alternativc programmc. It was not 
the duty o£ the Committeo to put, up 
an alternative programme, bceause the 
("ommittee, as he knows, was appoin- 
ted to consider thc White Papcr on 
broadcasting and report to the Dáil 
thereon. We have made a suggestion 
hcre in paragraph 7 of the Report, 
which wc had not timc to develop, and 
on whieh wi* could not exprcss a dcfl- 
nite opinion until we have heard 1‘urther 
ovidonee. D(‘puty Major Coopcr found 
fiuilt with the words cducative or en- 
t(‘i # taining. M I must say that his 
speech to-dav lias been entertaining. 

Major COOPER: And educative. 

PADRAIC 0 MAILLE: And educa- 
tive, Imt at the same time I prcfcr to 
take the tvvo profcssors’ definition of 
thc meaning of lectures and cntertain- 
ments to his, because there are some 
leetures and speeches, on political 
economy and other subjects,. that are 
not oftentimes very entertaining. De- 
puty Gorey suggestcd that the Commit* 
tce did not display any anxiety about 
having a control of Irish broadcasting.. 
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Mr. GOREY: On a point of explana- 
tion, I did not refer to the Committee 
at all, nor was the Committee in my 
mind. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: No, De- 

puty Gorey made no such insinuation. 

PADRAIC 0 MAILLE : In para- 
graph 5 it is stated: 4 4 The Committee 
is convinced that the control of broad- 
easting in Ireland must be rigorously 
preserved as a national control,” and 
we also dwelt in thc Report as to how 
useful broadcasfing could be in circulat- 
ing market reports. I wish to recom- 
mend this report to the Dáil, and I am 
glad to see that the Postmaster-General 
has withdrawn his objection to it. After 
all, hiá objection was only to one para- 
graph, and it may be possible to evolve 
a seheme which can be financed by 
Irish invcstors without having to call 
upon the State to support the scheme 
by State funds. 

Motion put, and declared carried un- 
animously. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : When 
the Interim Report was presented it 
was ordered that the Report be printed 
and circulated; that the Report be con- 
sidered on tho 14th February, and 
further, that. the Committee continue 
its deliberations and present a final 
Report not later than the 14th March. 

Professor MAGENNIS: May I ask 

would it be in the power of the Com- 
mittee, in making the final Report, to 
recommend the publication of all the 
evidence that it took and all the docu- 
ments referred to in the evidence. I 
am not quitc clear in my own mind as 
to whether the decision on yesterday 
evening's debate has made it impossible 
for the public to have access to the 
evidence that we took, and if I am not 
out of order, I should li.ke to point out 
to you that a great many of the 
speeches that were made drew largely 
on that evidence. Some of us speak- 
ing on the matter were careful not to 
draw upon it until it had been decided 
to make it public. If the decision of 
the Dáil is to accept the Report mainly 
on the vote of the Committee members 
who have signed it and to leave the 
matter there, is that to hold good also 
with regard to the final Report? 
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AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : No. 

The decision yesterday was to allow 
Deputy Cooper to withdraw his Motion 
for the publication of the evidence. But 
Deputy Cooper stated, and I tliink he 
was correct in stating it, that he still 
had a right to move that the evidence 
be printed and circulatcd, at any future 
time. I have not given any considera- 
tion to the matter because it had not 
been raiscd before, but at the moment 
I see no objcction to the Committee it- 
self recommending in its Report that 
the evidence should be printed and cir- 
eulated. Therefore, there is no doubt 
that the matter is still open. Does 
that satisfy the Deputy? 

Professor MAGENNIS: It does. I 
am most anxious that the public should 
know what is the evidence upon whieh 
that Report was founded, and there 
seems to be an idea in the minds, not 
merely of the public, but of members of 
the Dáil, t.hat that is not to be made 
publie, that. instead there is to be sub- 
stituted an inquiry into the Figgis-Bel- 
t.on affair. I suggcsted yesterday, and 
I would like to repeat to-day, that it is 
wholly unfair to the membcrs of th'e 
Committec if- 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : The De- 

puty is going into an argument on thc 
question. Thc question of the publica- 
tion of the evidencc taken before this 
Committee is not finally disposed of. 

Mr. WALSH: Personally, I think 
that it would solve matters- 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Is the 

Postmaster-General asking me a ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. WALSH: Yes. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : What is 
the question? 

Mr. WALSH : Has it been definitely 
decided to publish all this evidence or 
not? It does not seem clear to many 
of us. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : No deci- 
sion has becn taken on the question of 
the publication of the evidence. A 
Motion can again be moved to publish 
the evidence. Such a Motion would 
be in order, aud presumably, would be 
decided upom' "' 
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HOUSINCt (BUILDINO FACILITIES) 
BILL, 1924. 

COMMITTEE STAOE RESUMED. 

Major COOPER took thc Chair at 
this stage. 

ACTING CHAIRMAN: Whcn Pro- 
gress was rcported yesterdáy, we were 
discussing’ Amendmcnt 43 by Dcputy 
Oood, to dclete Scction 8. 

The PRESIDENT: The motion to 
delete the Section, I take it, would be 
takcu on a vote as to whether the Sec- 
tion would stand. This is a Section 
to which we attach very considerable 
importance. As I mentioned on a for- 
mcr occasion, many statcments have 
been made on this question of housing 
as to thc contributing causes to its 
being an uneconomic proposition. In 
one case I mentioned where it had been 
alleped that the buildcrs were making 
an undue profit, we arranged that some- 
thing in the nature of a competition 
should take place between a building 
guiid and builders, and I think that 
the result of that experiment scarcely 
disclosed the fact that abnormal profits 
were nctted by builders. The question 
is now being further cxamined, by rea- 
son of this particular clause, which 
would enable us to see, and to take 
steps if we do see, that excessive prices 
are being charged for building mate- 
rials. I think that within a short period 
the Minister for Industry and Coin- 
merce will introducc a Bill dealing with 
the cost of living. To some extent this 
particular service, by reason of its high 
cost may also aífect the cost of living, 
but, apart even from that, if it had no 
such relation at all, we thought that the 
Minister for Locaí Government ought 
to have an opportunity to examine this 
question, as far as this particular opera- 
tion of the service ot the provision of 
houses is concerned. If there be no 
case for examination, we are not going 
to examine. If there be a case, no jus- 
tification that I have heard has been 
alleged as to why we should not take 
this power. The facts of the case are 
that the State, and the local authorities, 
arc called upon to bolster up an uneco* 
nomic service. It is the duty of both 
parties to that particular expenditure 
that they should see that no unfair 
impost is placed on a service of this 


sort which, on examination, could be 
'remedied, and that a responsible Minis- 
ter, having discovered that thc costs 
are prohibitive, may issue an Order. In 
other words, he may regulate prices by 
the issue of an Order, having examined 
the subjcct and having found that a 
case Hes for such a rcgulation. It is 
said that the control of certain articles 
produces an increase in prices. Well, 
whatevcr are the causes of the increase 
in prices, definite steps must ultimately 
be taken by persons in authority to see 
tliat the evil course is arrested at the 
carlicst possiblc momcnt. 

In this particular case, it may be 
taken by some that it is an interíerence 
with business. Well, business, any moro 
than anything in this country, is not 
absolutely independent, and is not going 
to have its independence guaranteed íf 
it- is operating to the detriment of the 
remainder of the community. There 
are not opportunities for other activities 
to get exorbitant prices. You do not 
find farmers making a corner in cattle 
and refusing to let them out, except 
they get certain prices. To that extent 
thev have a market, and upon that 
market they are existing. Here is a dif- 
íerent class of market, which is con- 
trolled by a relatively small number of 
)>eople. With their genuine, legitimate, 
normal profits we are not concerned. 
We realise they are entitled to that, and 
we do not intend to interfere with it; 
but we cannot lose sight of the fact that 
pcrhaps the most uneconomic service ítl 
the State is .housing. We have asked 
for co-operation between the two sec- 
tions—the builders and emplo^ees—but 
there is this other service coming in and 
cutting across it, that should be equallv 
responsible to such arrangement. Un- 
less we have a provision such as this, no 
corrective methods can possibly be 
adopted if advantage is taken of the 
fact that certain articles are required 
and prices ir\jay be kept up. I am pre- 
pared to say that it is not óur intention 
to have this permanently a statute, that. 
it is only for the life of the Bill that it 
is intended. If there are any misgív- 
ings with regard to that, I am prepared 
to consider, between this and the Re- 
port Stage, to see if it is necessary that 
some words to that effect should be 
inserted in the Bill. 
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ACTING CHAIRMAN: With rcfcr- 
ence to the President’s suggestion that 
a division should be taken as to 
whether the Section should stand, there 
are other amendments to the Soction, 
and I think Deputy Good is entitled to 
have a division on this particular 
amendment. If that is defeated, then 
the Section can bc modiíied in othcr 
ways. If he carries the amendnient the 
vhole Section falls. 

Mr. GOOD: In replying to the dif- 
ferent statcments made in connection 
v/itli this amendment, I would likc 
briefly to refer to one or two of tho 
more important. First of all, Deputy 
0’Mahony, yesterday afternoon, in 
replying to an ol)servation of minc 
where I pointed out that the effect of 
this clause would be to keep capital, 
particularly British capital, from 
being invested in Irish iiulustry, an- 
swered that by askiují: “ Do wt» want 
British capital?” Well. if that is the 
intention of the elause let it be so 
stated. If the intention on the part 
oí the Government is to prevent Bri- 
tish capital beiní? invested in this coun- 
try, let us have such a statement ofHci- 
ally from the Government. but, as I 
understand the situation, that is not 
the vicw of the Government at all. 
With ali rcspect to Deputy 0\Mahony\s 
expericnce in tliip particular matter, 1 
would like to point out to him tliat the 
very same influenecs that will kec»p Bri- 
tish capital froni investin»* in these 
neeessary industries in this poor coun- 
try will also prevent Irish' capital from 
invcsting in thcm. Referencií was also 
made to combines and the possible 
effect of combines. I think it was De- 
puty Johnson who instanced the case 
of the cement combine. I do not know | 
whether Deputy Johnson is awarc of 
the circumstances which brought about 
that combine. In the cement industry 
to-day there is a competition that prac- 
tically does not exist in any other in- 
<^ustry. 

Cement is being largely manufac- 
tured in Germany, France, Belgium, 
and Holland, and all are in competition 
with the cement manufactured in Great 
Britain and Ireland. I do not know of 
any industry to-day where the compe- 
tition is so keen as in the cement indus- 


try, and in order to prevent that in- 
dustry from being overwhelmed by 
thcse Continental competitors this com- 
binc was set up, and it has succeeded 
in maintaining that particular indus- 
try, which but for the existcncc of that 
combinc would have passed away from 
us. I would like further to inform De- 
puty Johnson that it is due to the ex- 
istence of that eombine that Irish 
eement can be purehascd at a much 
lower figure in Ireland to-day than it 
can be manufactured at. When Deputy 
Hcwat pointed out yesterday that the 
effect of a eombine sometimes is to 
lower prices, many Dcputies, I think, 
wcre sceptieal. Therc can be no scepti- 
cism at all with regard to the applica- 
tion of that statcment to the cement in- 
dustry in Ireland. I am quite satisfied 
from the knowledge I possess that but 
for the existence of that eombinc it 
wquUI bc impossible to get Irish cemcnt 
to-day at the figure at which it is sold. 
Deputy Johnson in his effort t.o pro- 
ducc some cvidencc of profffoerjng 
mentioned some figurcs in coimection 
with a local firm of builders , providers. 
From.what I know of Dcputy Johnson 
in the Dáil. I am sure he had no desire 
whatever to put forward thcse figures 
in anything but an accurate form, but 
in giving thc figures—possibly I did not 
get them correctly, and I am sure thev 
are not correctly published in somc of 
the reports in to-day\s papcrs—he said. 
as well as I could follow his statemenl 
in connection with this particular com- 
pany, that in the four years preceding 
1916 its avcrage distributivc profits— 

Mr. JOHNSON: The ordinary sharcs. 

Mr. GOOD: The ordinary shares 
were £3,000. For the succeeding four 
years, the average profits distributed 
amongst the ordinary shareholders I 
saw in one of the papers was £8,000. I 
am sure that is inaccurate, and that the 
figure mentioned by Deputy Johnson. 
was £5,100. 

Mr. JOHNSON: In the sueceeding 
four years, 1919,1920,1921 and 1922. 

Mr. GOOD : As I understand the posi- 
tion, of course, the years he has given 
now are somewhat different from what 
I undcrstood he. gave us yosterday— 
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the years 1917, 1918, 1919 and 1920, the 
years following 1916. The averagc 
distributed profit to the ordinary share- 
holders in the.se years, was £4,375 per 
annum. That would be an increase of 
£1,375 over thc four preceding years. 
Am I eorrect in that? 

Mr. JOHNSON: Quite right. 

Mr. GOOD: The point I would like 
to lay strcss on is that the inerease is 
not a large one, as the ordinary shares 
of the Company were increased by 50 
per eent. - 

Mr. JOHNSON: Aetual eash? 

Mr. GOOD: Very largcly new cash. 
It does not make any difference what- 
ever as to whether it is a transfer of 
reseives or new eash, but I understand 
in this case it was very largely new 
eash. That is a point which I cannot 
recall that l)cputy Johnson mentioned. 
I eertainly think it is due to the com- 
panv to say that. the capital of the 
ordinarv shares has inereased by 50 per 
ccnt. during that period. If that is so, 
i*elatively per share the profit is less. 

Mr. JOHNSON : Will the Deputy tell 
us what was the rate per eent. of profit 
on the ordinarv shares for 1920 and 
1921 ? 

Mr. GOOD : I have only got the 
amount before me as mentioned by 
Deputy Johnson yesterday. He men- 
tioned a lump sum for distribution. I 
think it is only fair to the eompany— 
and I am quite sure if Deputy Johnson 
had been awrare of this fact he would 
have mentioned it—to state that the 
ordinary shares of the company were 
increased by 50 per cent. during the 
period that he mentioned. Consequently 
the profit of the company, owing to the 
increased capital, was*increased. That 
is the reason for the increase. I am 
sure if w r e came to work out the figures 
we w’ould find that, relatively in propor- 
tion to the capital—1 am only taking 
the figures as they appear before me— 
the rate of profit per capita, instead of 
being increased, was really less in the 
following years. The President has 
pointed out that builders , profits have 
been alleged to be abnormal. Before we 
include drastic Sections of this particu- 
lar nature in any measure, I think we 
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want some proof of thesc allegations. 
The allegations have been suggested. I 
have not seen them put foi*w r ard wUh 
any force. I have seen allegations put 
forward in connection with other indus- 
tries. They have bcen proved, but 1 
have yet to see any action on thc part. 
of the Government in connection with 
those industries. Herc, in connection 
with an industry as to which I am 
satisfied no such allegations can be sup- 
portcd, thc Government moves and in- 
cludes a Section in this Bill. Why arc 
the others to go free, and why is this 
particular industry to be singled out 
for special treatment? I think we re- 
quire to know something morc than the 
Prcsident has given us. Outside, as 
Deputy Hewat has pointed out, this 
Section is looked upon as eye-wash. It 
is looked upon very largelv as a sop to 
Labour. The Government of this coun- 
try ought to be above these sort of 
things. If w r e are going to have tíec- 
tions inserted of a drastic nat.ure, let 
us have justification for those Sections, 
and none of us will takc cxception. 
But, in the absenee of such just.ification, 
we have every right to takc exeeption 
to a See.tion of this drastic nature. 

The President has also pointed out 
that this particular tíection is not in- 
tended to go outside the purview oí 
this particular Bill. On that point my 
information is—and I have every rea- 
son to rel.v on the information, knowing 
the source from which it comes—that 
this Seetion will operate after the other 
Sections of the Bill have ceased to 
operate, and that it is the intention oí 
those framing the Bill that it shall so 
operate. May I read from tíection 3 , 
which says:— 

“ It shall be lawful for thc Minis- 
ter, whenever, after consultation with 
the Minister for Industry and Com- 
merce, it appears to him expedient 
for the purpose of facilitating the 
building, reconstruction or repair of 
houses (including as well houses to 
which this Act does not apply as 
houses to wdiich it does apply).” 

What is the use of telling t.he Dáil 
that it was not the intcntion that the 
Bill should apply outsider the houses 
which come within its particular pur- 
view? Is it. not quite clear from Sec- 
tion 9 that the operation of this Bill is 
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[Mr. Good.] 

intendcd to go outsido the houses 
covered by the Bill? If that is not so, 
let us clearly undcrstand it. I have 
complained on more than one occasion 
during the discussion that the Sections 
are so ambiguous it would take so 
much time to undcrstand the Bill, that 
the time limit laid down will have ex- 
pircd before we really understand what 
it means. By that time its operation or 
usefulness will have ceased. I do not 
want to criticise the Bill unfairly, but I 
t.hinfc it ought to be the desirc of those 
putting forward such Bills that thcy 
should bc understood by everybody, 
and that they should be made as clear 
as possible. I suggest that the Presi- 
dent, in view of what has becn pointed 
out in connection with this Seetion 8, 
should reconsider the Section in the 
interests of thc Free State and its 
industry. 

Professor O’SULLIVAN: In refer- 
ence to the last matter mentioned by 
I)eputy Good, as I understood the 
President’s statement, it was that, this 
Section would not, apply outsidc the 
time-limit of the Bill. If you consider 
this Section it is obvious that as it ap- 
plies to building material, it must 
apply to building material used for 
other houses as well as the houses men- 
tioned in the Bill. I thinlc the Presi- 
dent made it quite clear when he said it 
did not apply, that he meant it did not 
apply outside the íime-limit of this Bill. 
He certainly did not say it did not 
apply to materials used for other 
houses that are not built under this 
Bill. Therefore, I think the point 
mentioned by Deputy Good had no re- 
ference to the President’s statement. 

The PRESIDENT: That is right. 

Mr. JOHNSON: The pressure from 
Deputy Good apparently compelled the 
President to exhibit his weakness in 
this matter. Supported by Deputy Sul- 
livan, he now tells the Dáil that the 
proposals in Sections 8 and 9 are only 
to apply during the time this Bill is in 
cperation, presumably 18 months, if the 
amendment which has now been accep- 
ted is finally embodied in the Bill. I 
put it to the Presiderit: had he not bet- 
ter throw the thing overboard alto- 
gether, rather than attempt to apply a 


big principle of this kind to an indus- 
try such as the housing industry and 
limiting it by a promise that it would 
only extend over that period? If he 
knows anything about the operation of 
combines and trusts, and rings and pri- 
vate arrangements, which do not ap- 
I pcar in evidcncc, he will know that it. 

* would takc hiin a good part of that 18 
months to ferret out the facts. I sug- 
gest that it is useless to proceed with 
this Section in the Bill under the pall 
of a proniise of that kind. It would 
simply mean that the Section is not in- 
tcnded to operatc, and, as Deputy 
Hewat said, it was morely intended to 
bc eyewash. or, as Dcputy Good said, 
it was merely intended as a sop to 
blind those people who were demand- 
ing activity to repress profiteering in 
housing materials. Far bctter abandon 
it altogether and make no pretenee if 
it is intended only to apply to the 
houses likely to be built under this Bill 
or the period during which this Bill 
will operate. Far better, I say, to run 
a risk and wait until the Government 
are compellcd to do a mue.h more dras- 
tic tMng by thc forco of events, than 
makc a promisc of this kind and prac- 
tically tie the hands of the Departrnent 
which would have the duty of putting 
thc Section into operation. 

I assure Deputy Good that he . is 
quite right in saying that I had no in- 
tention of misleading or of quoting 
figures which would have the effect of 
misleading the DáiL The figures I 
quoted were taken from the Stock Ex-. 
change Year Book, 1923. It is quite 
true there were some changes in the 
capitalisation of the company in ques- 
tion. The note that appears in the 
Year Book tells us that in July, 1920, 
£10,000 from the reserve fund were 
capitalised, 40,000 additional ordinary 
shares being created and issued to the 
ordinary shareholders in the proportion 
of one new share for each share held and 
crcdited with 5s. per share paid. There 
is no information as to how much new 
capital was supplied, if any. Reservc 
funds were taken to help in the crea- 
tion and paying up of new share capi- 
tal and the dividends which I quoted 
show that there has been a considerable 
increase in the rate of profit as com- 
pared with the years 1913 to 1916. The 
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years I quoted were 1919, 1920, 1921, 
J922. I did not quote them to show 
that there was profitcering. I am not 
going to allegc, I am too earcful of facts 
to allege, that a mere inerease in proíits 
justifies the epithct “ profiteering. ,, 
lncreasing profits may be obtained by 
other means than the exercise of the 
power of extracting prices from the 
public. I mentioned these figures 
simply to show that the pleadings of 
bad times in the building industry are 
not quite so effective when we are deal- 
ing with building material profiteers. 
During bad times, so far as housing is 
concerned, and during the slump in the 
trade, profiteers were able to maintain 
the ratc of profit and to distribute lar- 
ger sums from profits than during the 
years immediately prcceding the war 
or the earlier years of the war. 

The necessity for inquiring into the 
profits of companies which are alleged 
to be charging excessively is quite a 
different one and I shall have some- 
thing to say on this matter if my am- 
endment, No. 44, is reached. I would 
just say that there is ample proof of 
the necessity for soine eontrol of prices 
in the building trades. There should be 
no shame and no hesitation on the part 
of capitalists to have their books ex- 
amincd by a tribunal appointed by the 
Oovernment if there is nothing to hide. 
It is one of the curious characteristics 
of capitalists that they arc so anxious 
to hide thc facts whenever any ques- 
tion arises as between workmen and 
employers, between a trades union and 
the employers , federation, There is a 
determined and united resistance to 
any demand to publish the facts about 
the business. That secrecy is respon- 
sible for a great deal of suspicion, 
not only in connection with one phase 
of public life, but this particular phase 
of public life, or what*ought to be pub- 
lic life. I hope the Ministry will stand 
by the Section and remove the promise 
which is implied ip the President^s 
^tatement, that it is only intended to 
rcfer to houses built during the period 
of this grant of £300,000; remove 
the impression that the President^s 
statement has created that the Section 
has no real significance, and is not in- 
tended as anything more than what 
Deputy Hewat described as eyewash. 


Professor THRIFT: I quite accept 
the President’s intention as he has 
stated it, but I wish to put it to him 
that if that is his intention some de- 
finite amendment in the Bill, as it is 
before us, is really necessary. On the 
face of it, I think the wording of the 
Bill is definitely against that intention. 
The Bill is not for one defínite purpose, 
but for at least two purposes. It is a 
Bill to faeilitate the building of houses 
and to provide materials at reasonable 
prices. There are certain Sections in 
the Bill which are definitely made 
opcrative for a limited pcriod. Having 
left thesc Sections, we come to this Sec- 
tion whieh definitely says:—‘The 
Minister may at any time, if he thinks 
fit . 99 I submit that makes it quite clear 
to anybody who comes to read thc Bill 
afterwards, apart from the President’s 
intention, that it can only be inter- 
preted as meaning at any time, even 
after the-18 months have expired. d 
can find no Scction in the Bill limiting 
the operation of this to a limitecí 
period of timc, 12 or 18 months, or 
whatever it may be. I submit, if that 
is the President \s intention, it will be 
necessary on the Report Stage to insert 
an amending section, making it explicit 
that the operation of the Bill is for a 
limited period, as has been done with 
so mauy Acts that came before us. 

Mr. O MAHONY : I have heard 
nothing to alter the views I expressed 
last evening with regard to the main- 
tenance of this Seetion in the Bill. I 
think it is most dcsirable that it should 
]>e maintained. As far as a lay mind 
can measure the powers conferred on 
the Minister in this Section, I feel that 
its operation must necessarily be con- 
fined to the particular purpose for 
which the Bill has been brought in. 

Section 9 has been referred to by 
Deputy Good as warranting the sug- 
gestion that these inquirics into the 
cost of materials may continuc to be 
held by the Minister at any time in the 
future. But if you read the Section to 
the end you will find that the power 
that is given there to the Minister with 
respect both to houses built undcr t.his 
present Bill and houses to which this 
Bill does not apply is power not to hold 
inquiries, but power “ to purchase or 
manufacture, store, transport and sell 
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any materials that may be required.” 
The power of inquiry ceases with Sec- 
tion 8, and in viow of the statement 
raade by the Presidcnt I think we may 
rest satisfied that these powers are not 
going to be ext»rcised except in assoeia- 
tion with the neeessitics of this Bill. 
Can any objection be raised to thc 
excreise of these powers? You may 
take it that the Minister is not going 
to initiate an inquiry into the eost of 
building material or any partieular 
elass of building material, until a satis- 
factory prima facie ease has been rnade 
for him. If such a ease has been macb' 
for him, then l say that therc is a duty 
cast upon the Executive (lovernment 
to hold an inquiry and to see thal the 
purehasing public will l)e enabled to 
buy materials at a legitimate and rea- 
sonable pricc. How can such an in- 
quiry re-act upon any firni tlqit is only 
making a legitimate profit in the sale 
of* materials plus the neeessary contin- 
gencies Ihat big firms nnist allow for 
in such cireumstanees? Ií; it is proved 
and provcd eonclusively that a firrri is 
profiteering, then I say that that firm 
should be ealled upon to pay the pen- 
alty for so doing, but if proof is not 
forthcoming sufíieient to establish the 
faet that the firrn is profitecring, what 
is the position, then, of that firm ? Why, 
its name for fair trading will have got 
a baching t.hat otherwise it would not 
have. Its position will be strengthened 
in the mereantile world. 

Refercnee has becn madc by Deputy 
Oood to the question of the manufae- 
ture of cement in so far as Irish in- 
terests are concerned. It is the íirst 
time that I heard that the action of 
any manufacturing Trust in England 
was dirccted with purely philanthropií 1 
intentions towards Ireland. You will 
find that the determining factor in the 
Englishman’s mind, as it would be in 
our minds in such circumstances, is to 
do the best they ean for themselves. 
The presont low priee of eement in this 
country is not due to the fact that a 
Trust has been created in England. As 
long as that Trust in England was free 
from the competition of the Continent, 
as Deputy Good knows very well, they 
made the people of this country bleed 
in respect of the priccs they charged 
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for cemcnt. He knows also that the 
only two cemcnt manufacturing com- 
panics that wc had in this countrv 
were bought up by this Trust. He 
knows also that these works werc 
elosed down, or suspended, whcn it 
suited the English firms to do so. If 
there is a resumption on a relativcly 
small sealc to meet the requirements of 
the <*ountry that resumption will be en- 
tircly due to the fact that the Govern- 
ment of Saorstát Eircann and not the 
English Governinent is now íunction- 
ing hcre. Capital and profits in the 
past, to my mind, do not affect the 
qucstiou inasiuueh as the Ministry is 
not going to deal with what. was earned 
in 1920 or 1921. What thc Ministry 
will dcal with, if oeeasion should arise, 
is existing eireumstanecs, and it* it is 
found that thc eharges with rcspeet. to 
any particulai* elass of matcrial are 
considered too high aiul the Minister is 
satisfied on the evidcncc that he has 
bcforc liini that such is the case, then 
it is the duty to hold an inquiry to de- 
termine whether the charges are war- 
rantcd or not. I)eputy Good suggested 
that this inquiry is a sop to labour, but 
I say that this inquiry will eut both 
ways, that when tho mereliant is mak- 
inghiseasc hc will tako vc-ry good caro 
to show what part, labour plays in com- 
puting the price of the article. Eor 
that reason it is an inquiry that will 
eut both ways, and beeause of thc con- 
vietions I hold generally on the matter 
I intend to give my support to the 
Section. 

Mr. EGAN : I do not profcss to be an 
expert in the matter of interpreting a 
Bill or an Act of Parliamont, but I 
think that thc assuranco that the Pre- 
sident has given to Deputy (íood that 
the principle embodied in this Section 
(8) is not intended to have a perma- 
nent eífeet should mean that a great 
dcal of the strength of his oppositión 
1 o the inclusion of this Scction should 
disáppear. Under Scction 2 a dcfinitc 
sum of money is laid down to be con- 
tributcd by the Statc—a sum of 
£300,000. As a matter of eommon sense 
1 fail to see how, once that sum of 
money is spent, the provisions of Sec- 
tion 8 can apply at all. It appears to 
me to be perfectly evident that the pro- 
visions of Section 8 simply refer to 
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thosc building transactions which are 
covered by the sum ot* moncy which 
the State is going to put up in connec- 
tion with building. Therc is one aspect 
of the question that appears to have 
been overloolced by ncarly cvery De- 
puty, and more particularly, I think, 
by Deputy Good. Thcrc is an old prin- 
ciple that the man who pays the piper 
shall call the tune. While I, as a mat* 
tcr of general principlc, would dis- 
tinetly object to Government interfer- 
enee in the management of a busincss, 
in this casc they arc interfcring in the 
managing of a business in which they 
are investing some of their own money. 
For that reason I consider they havc a 
perfect right to have some voiee in the 
eontrol of the operation of this Bill and 
in the spending of their own money. 
On general prineiples I think the ques- 
tion of Govcrnment interfereneí» in 
business is decidedly bad for business 
and bad for the eommercial future of 
any eountry, because if a man is run- 
ning a business and he is to be inter- 
fered with by outside agencies all 
initiative on his part ceases, and he can 
never build up an efficient business. 
For these rcasons, I think it is per- 
fectly right that the Section should 
stand as it is. 

The PRESIDENT: I would like to 
say that I am rather disappointcd with 
the reception that this particular Sec- 
tion has got. Deputy Good thinks that 
it is going to mean the ruination of 
business, and other people say it is eye 
wash. To some extent Deputy Johnson 
agrees with that. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Only in conjunction 
with your assurance. 

The PRESIDENT: The timc of this 
Bill is a year and tcn months. I think 
it would be very inadvisable that we 
should pass legisíation of this sort deal- 
ing with a temporary subject, and seek 
to make certain provisions of the Aet 
permanent. It would not, I think, be a 
respectable way of doing.the thing. It 
vvould be, as it were, using a sum of 
£300,000 to get a grip on services that 
you would be scarcely justiíied in get- 
ting. There is one danger that I put to 
the Deputy, and those for whom he 
speaks—that the mere fact that the 
State has got to go into this business, 
is doing more towards raising a state 


of Socialism here than anything that 
might be done to thc contrary by us 
in seeldng to limit our costs in this re- 
gard. Day after day, and year after 
year, new burthens are being placed 
upon the State, and the State is being 
ealled upon to discharge duties that 20 
or 30, or 40 years ago would not be 
thought of. We come forward with a 
huge suni of money—huge in relation 
1o the amount we can aftord—and we 
seek to take, as Deputy Egan says, 
some prceaution. so that we will not be 
plundered. Then we are told: “ Hands 
off our busin(‘ss(*s; we must be allowed 
to develop them in our own way. M 
Why do you not devclop them? What 
is keeping you from doing it? Why 
not provide these services out of pri- 
vate enterprise ? You arc not able to 
do it. You may say the fault is nor 
exaetly your own, that the fault is with 
the people on t.he other side. But thcy 
say tu quoque. Where are we thení 
We get nowhere. 

Mr. GOOD: Why not make inquiry 
on both sides? 

The PRESIDENT: These inquiries 
usually take a long time, and they do 
not get farthcr than the allegations 
made on one side or other. If we make 
inquiry on onc sidc, and then are faced 
with making it on the other side, the 
man who rcquircs thc house, and who 
is the innocent sufferer at the hands of 
both, has naturally a grievance against 
us. We endeavoured, by doing some- 
thing like this, to bring a little com- 
mon-sense to bear on both sides of .the 
question, and to get some real result. 

I am not desirous of leaving the Dáil 
under any misappreheiision in regard 
to building materials. This clause will 
deal with building materials, whcthcr 
for this service or not. 1 have some 
justification for saying that. It might 
be put up to us that, granted there was 
the co-operation we asked for by 
labour leader», they would be prepared 
to accept a lower charge for building 
houses for thcmselves. -I would not 
accept that. This Bill is not entircly 
a philanthropic measure on the part of 
the State. In the first place, it is a 
duty. In the second place, if by rea- 
son of this Bill we can bring down th'c 
cost of living, I expect our liability 
under the Damage to Property Act will 
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be reduced. I am not going to recom- 
mend to the Dáil that a í?reat, big or- 
ganisation, such as the Hllil(lers , Pro- 
viders, should have an absolutely free 
hand at a time when, through misfor- 
tune, the Statc is called upon to con- 
struct a largc number of houses 
throughout the eountry. It would not 
be fair. I think we agreed that this 
Hill will have a life of four months be- 
yond eighteen months. I objected to 
that extension. 1 would rather the 
Bill had a lifc of only tivelve months, 
and that we would be al>le to put up 
this number of houses each year. I am 
not at all satisficd in eonnection with 
this measure that restrietive elauses, 
such as those clauscs which would tend 
to embitter either thc business people 
or the employees, are desirable. I do 
not think it would be advisable to 
stereotype for all time any such statute 
as this. I hope thc time will comc 
when it will not be necessary. If that 
time did corne, even within the twenty- 
two months during which this parti- 
cular clause will operate, the Minister i 
would not usc it. But it must be ad- | 
mitted that during the war period, dur- 
ing the period of control even of cer- 
tain commodities, building requisites 
produced enormous profits. I under- 
stand that in connection with the eon- 
trol of timber, something beyond 
colossal profits were made. Men be- 
came millionaires, 

Mr. QOOD: The industry was con- 
trolled and the profits made by thc 
Qovernment. 

The PRESIDENT : I am not so sure 
that some people did not partake of 
some of those profits—I do not mean 
to say the builders. I have heard of a 
case in which a man made £1,000,000 
in connection with timber. On a ser- 
vice like this, that is really equivalent 
to defrauding the labourer of his wage. 

I do not believe anybody stands for it. 

I do believe that just the same as the 
people on the other side anticipate and 
expect a far better standavd oi \Wing, 
the business people also expect a higher 
percentage oí proftt than thoy did 
during the war. We must shake the 
two of them . 


Mr. GOOD: But do not shake one 
without the other. 

The PRESIDENT: I am expecting 
that the people on the other side when 
they see that the employers are being 
hard hit will apprcciate that fact and 
bring down their exorbitant demands. 

Amendment put and declared lost by 
tlic Acting-Chairman. 

Mr. GOOD asked for a division. 

The PRESIDENT: Might I suggest 
that the Deputy\s purpose would be 
served equally well if, instead of call- 
ing for a division on this amendment, 
he would call for a division on the 
clause when we havc dealt with all the 
amendments. A contrary vote would 
then secure his purpose. 

ACTING - CHAIRMAN : Strictly 

speaking, I had put the question be- 
fore the Deputy called for a division. 

Mr. JOHNSON : On a point of order, 
it is possible my amendment may be 
carried, and that Deputy Good may 
agree with it, so that his action in ask- 
ing for a division at this stage is the 
correct procedure. 

ACTING-CHAIRMAN : If he had 

asked for a division before I had de- 
clarcd the amendment lost it would 
undoubtedly have been the correct pro- 
cedure. But I had declared the amend- 
ment lost before he called for a divi- 
sion. However, if he desires a division 
now I will permit it. 

Mr. GOOD: I do not insist. I will 
accept the suggestion of the President. 
Amendment declared lost. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I movo Amendmení 
44:— 

In sub-section (1), lines 45 and 46, 
to delete the words “ a locpl ” and to 
substitute therefor the word “ an,” 
and in lines 48 and 49 to delete the 
words “ in any county, county bor- 
oujrh^ town, district, or other area,” 
and in line 50, to delete the word 
“ local.” and in lines 51, 55, and 58, 
to delete the words “ in that area.” 
The objcct of this amendment is to de. 
lete certain words which restrict these 
\ mquiries to \ocal inqnities. lí the 
amendment is accepted,. the inquíir 
. ivhich thc Mininter has power to insti- 
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tute may be a local inquiry, but it may 
also be a national inquiry. It is un- 
duly restrictive to say that this inquiry, 
which the Minister may order if he 
thinks fit, should only be a local in- 
quiry in any county, county borough, 
town, district, or othcr area. One 
might say, of course, that 1 * other 
area ” would include the whole coun- 
try. But when one indicates localities 
in a Bill of this kind, the inclination 
will be rather to restrict than to en- 
large the provisions. And if one is 
thinking that i€ other area 99 would in- 
clude the whole of the Saorstát, then 
there should bc no objection to remov- 
ing these limitations in the clause. 

There is reason, no doubt, for 

having local inquiries into local 

excess. But unfortunately for the 

country the grievances which we 

suffer irom may be in many cases im- 
posed from outside, and restrictions 
imposed even upon local merchants aml 
factors by outside authorities lead to 
excessive prices. T would like thc 
powers of this inquiry to include the 
whole country, and in so far as it would 
be possible, even to go outside the 
country. In the previous discussion 
some questions were raised as to the 
possibility of regulating prices to the 
detriment of the consumer or to the 
detriment of the Building Materials 
Provider, and to show that this is not 
a mere local troublc, I proposc to draw 
the attention of the Dáil to certain 
matters which camc under thc notiee 
of an inquiry in England. The import- 
ance of this is that combines and 
trusts in England restiúct the customers 
of those combines and prevent the cus- 
tomers of those combines, for one ar- 
ticlc, buying outsidc thc combine, 
therefore preventing an Irish buyer of 
light castings, for instancc, going to 
Gormany for light castings under pain 
of being refused any article which the 
combine might supply. It would be of 
ínterest to the Dáil, and probably to 
Deputy Good who knows. all about it, 
it I remind him that the British 
National Fcderation of House Builders 
was the body which last year demanded 
that there should be an inquiry into 
^ j ac tirities of some of those trusts 
and combines, and I do that to show 
that is not merely a labour bogey. The 


house builders themselvcs were the 
people who demanded that this inquiry 
should be insisted upon. Referenccs 
have been made to the ccment combine, 
and Deputy Good has asserted that 
but for the existence of that combine 
cement could not be bought in the Saor- 
slát at anything like present priccs. 

Mr. GOOD: Irish ccmcnt. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Oh! then we are lcd 
to conclude that it is by the activities 
of thc British combine in Ireland that 
Irish cemeut is produced and sold at 
its prcsent prices. 

Mr. GOOD: Ycs. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Does not that prove 
to the Dáil that that combinc is able to 
fix and to vegulate the prices? Is not 
that an effcctive answer to Deputy He- 
wat ? Evcn if it. is a low pricc, it is the 
price which the combine is able to fix 
and, as Deputy 0’Mahony has pointed 
out. but for thc fact that there exists 
competitiou l*rora other countries, such 
as Belgium and Germany—which com- 
pctition raay vcry conveniently be also 
bought up and brought into thc com- 
bine one of these days—it might. be 
higher. It, all goes to prove the 
necessity for some control, not only 
on local prices, but national priees, 
and the powers which outside eom- 
bines are able to bring to bear upon 
local merchants and providers. It may 
be found that the State, notwithstand- 
ing its powers, is not able to control ef- 
fcctively thc big corporations, and it 
may be possible in thc days to come to 
enter into treaties with other countries 
or governments, as may be friendly dis- 
poscd to this view, to control effec- 
tively those combines, not only in Eng- 
land, but in Ireland. Treaty-making of 
that kind will, I am sure, be highly ap- 
preciated by thc general mass of the 
public. But there is another association 
about which I want to say a word or 
two, the Light Castings Association. 
This was the Subject of an inquiry by 
a Britisli Parliamentary Committee. 
That British combine has had an cffect 
here. It has its hands on the throttle 
of the traders in this eountry, and 
should be able to influence the prices in 
this country, and should be.the subject, 
of an inquiry, so far as the State is abie 
to inquire into the conduct of a body 
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outside its jurisdietion. The British 
Oommittee reported on the Light Cast- 
ingrs Assoeiation that “ that Association 
had not mcrely controlled, but fixed 
the priees of 95 per cent. o£ all the 
rnaterial they produeed for the purposc 
of house building‘. ,, That 95 per cent. 
effectively detennined the priee of the 
other 5 per eent. I am sure L)eputy 
Hewat would apree with that. This As- 
sociation was formed in 1911, and it de- 
elared its purpose to be as follóws:— 

The objeet the Association has in 
view is that of raising and heeping up 
the prices to thc buyers of goods and 
articles made and supplied to its mem- 
bers. ,> That is the first objeet. The 
second is : il This shall be donc by 
means of pooling arrangements, so con- 
trolling produetion that prices will rise 
naturally and inevitably as thcy ahvays 
do when supply is brought into equilib- 
rium with, or as soon as may be, a little 
below demand. ,, 

They laid it down that there should 
bc a pool so far as the produetion 
of matcrials necessary for 
3 o’cloclc. house building is concerned, 
and they were to take the 
output of pr(»-Avar times as a standard. 
Thcy fixed a standard based upon the 
output of pre-war times, and any firm 
which produeed a eertain quantity over 
that standard was to be penalised to 
the extent of I\ per cent. of its addi- 
tional trade, not its proíits, while the 
less efficient firm which did not pro- 
duce up to the standard set by the 
Association was to be at liberty to 
draw from the pool 7 J per cent. of the 
total value of what it had produced 
pre-war. “ In effect, ” said one wit- 
ness, who had been a member of the 
Assoeiation, by this process of pool- 
ing the Association penaliscs progrcss 
and encourages laziness.” 

The Committee rcported that íl the 
powers of the Association, which 
wields sueh eontrol over industry, are 
so open to abuse as to make it a menace 
to the well-being of the community. 
This Association, which controlled 95 
per cent. of the output of light cast- 
ings, which so largely enter into house- 
building operations, formed in 1911, 
immediately afterwards sent out a cir- 
cular adding 10 per cent. to all prices 


Avhich even had enabled profit to be 
made. Within four months an addi- 
tional 10 per cent. was added to the 
cost of the light castings.” This was 
not during the war, but in 1911. 

Mr. GOOD: Did you say 1911? 
That Avas thirteen years ago. 

Mr. JOHNSON : At least twelve 
y(*ars ago. 

Mr. GOOD: Vou are going back very 
fa r. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I am quoting this to 
shovv that it is possible for these com- 
bines to regulate prices. il Within four 
months an additional ten per ccnt. Avas 
added to th(* cost of light castings coti- 
nected with house building, while in 
another three months an additional 5 
per eent. Avas a(lded. ,, So that within 
seveu months, on the authority of thc 
British Parliamentai*y Committee, that 
great proteetive Assoeiation had added 
no less han 25 per eent. to the prices 
eharged for light castings. The point, 
is this, that it eontrols thc profits and 
the prices that the retailers or the mer- 
ehants may eharge. Tt penalises every 
merchant who buys from anybody out- 
side the Association. Therc is where I 
saw the neeessity exists for havingthis 
wider inquiry. One large London 
builder, for instance, sought to buy 
baths in Germany, and hc was as en- 
terprising as the President would likc 
house builders to be. He chartered a 
steamer and brought in 5,000 baths 
from Germany. They were put into 
the houses at 38/- a bath, as against the. 
price charged by the Association of 
70/-. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE 

took thc Ohair at this stage. 

Mr. JOHNSON : That is one way 
whereby it, may be possible, if the in- 
quiry is made to be a uational inquiry, 
and not mcrely a locai inquiry. for 
some assistance to be given to the Irish 
builders who are not manufacturers of 
castings or raw materials of any kind 
for house building, but who have to 
import, so that they may be protected 
from the operaíions of these combines 
which do, notwithstanding what De- 
puty Hewat says, effectively control 
prices. 

Mr. HEWAT: Does Depnty Johnson 
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recognise that he has eontradicted him- 
self there? 

Bfr. JOHNSON : No, I do not, I re- 
<‘Ognise that the merehant or thc small 
trader, notwithstandin«* his desire to go 
outside the combine, is effcctively 
bound by the machinations of trade to 
those combines, and the c/ompetition 
which Deputy Hcwat alludes to is not 
cffcctive. I desire that, throufth thc 
inquiry I suggest, it should be made 
effectivc. I therefore movc the amend- 
ment, 

The PRESIDENT: I would likc to 
niovc that we report prof>Tcss now, and 
we can takc the division on this amend- 
ment the next day. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

When Avill the Committee resume? 

The PRESIDENT : On Wednesday. 

FISCAL COMMISSION REPORT— 
DEBATE CONCLUDED. 

Motion hy Deputy SEAN MAC 
OIOLLA ’N RIOGH (resumed): 

“ That the Dáil is of opinion that 
the f/overnment in eonsidoring thc 
íiscal problem should bavc* reffard 
not rnerely to the admittedly re- 
stricted view of the matter takcn by 
the Fiscal Inquirv rommittce as in- 
dicated in their final Ileport. Imt 
should examim» the problem in the 
broadcst possible aspect—due regard 
bcinfí taken of all the faclors affcct- 
in«? the gcncral wcll-beiuír of the 
Saorstát.” 

Mr. MILROY: T takc it that the only 
purpose why this discussion has been 
resumed is to enable mc forrnally to 
terminate it. I think the motion that 
initiated this discussion has fully 
served the purpose I had m view. Dc- 
puty Johnson regrettcd. in his opening: 
remarks, that. these terms did not eall 
for a declaration of Governruent policy. 
Now as a matter of fact I think it did 
sccure that to a certain limited cxtent, 
but that was not cxactly what my intcn- 
tion was. I do not think there is any 
Deputy so foolish as to imagine that my 
purpose was to t get the perfectly harm- 
less and innocuous motion which I 
tabled adopted by the Dáil. I think that 
would have been rather a futile 


achicvement. But what I did wish to 
obtain was a full, frank and non-party 
discussion on the question of fiscal 
poliey in the Saorstát, before the 
Governnient mind had set into rigid 
mould in regard to it. That, I think, 
was essentiaí if the fiscal systcm and 
eeonomic Jife of thc State is to proeeed 
on enlightened and intelligent lines of 
development. 

(Vrtain Deputies liave taken exeep- 
tion to the tone of my allusien to the 
membcrs of the Fiseal rommittce. I 
think, though, that such Deputies fail 
to apprcciatc what 1 d(*sircd in that 
rcspcet. Sir, I eamc to buiy Ca?sai\ 
not to praise him. T have dealt witii 
no member of that (’ommittee in anv 
personal sense, and I declinc to aeeept 
tlu* invitation that Deputy ('ooper 
issued to me to do so. T have taken theni 
as a body eonstituted to advise the Gov- 
ernment and the people upon the best 
means of promoting the eeonomie well- 
hcing of this State, and it is no answcr 
to niy analysis ami cxposurc of the fal- 
lacics of tln* Rcport to tell me that its 
authors are men of notable aeademie 
distinctions. In the absenee of any re- 
butting arguments to the ehargcs I 
ha\ e made, these distinetions add onlv 
to tlie seriousness of my indietment, 
T have seen a suggestion in a eertain 
quartor that these gentlenien should 
bc retained in the serviee of the Gov- 
ornment to formulatc a definite fiseal 
poliey, and it wouid not surprise me in 
llu» slightest if from th<» same souree it 
was mooted that the mcmbers of tho 
('ommittee, or some of t.hem, should sit 
as a permanent tribiuial to detennine 
Government policy in regard to the 
partial Protection forcshadowcd by thc 
stalcmcnt of thc Minister for Tndust>ry 
aiul Coimncrcc. 

If such a statcmcnt was madc seri- 
ously hcrc I would feel it my duty to 
opposc it as strongly, as strenuously, 
as I could, and I hopc I would have the 
majority of the Deputies witli me in 
such an attitude. If I am asked for 
proof, or evidencc, to justify sueh an 
attitude I should refer to the Report 
as ample evidence of the ineapaeity of 
its authors so to aet. Howevcr, I trust 
to the eommonsense of the Governmcnt 
to avert such a contingency. I listened 
very carefully to what I might call the 
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ííounscl for the dcfence, and in not. a 
single speech dirccted towards that cnd 
did any Deputj rise to thc height of 
confuting, or even ehallenging, my 
main contention, namcly, that the Re- 
port was inadequate, ineomplete in its 
survey, inaccurate in its premises, and 
misleading in its conclusions. Not a 
single Deputy who differed from me on 
this matter has ventured,to attempt to 
iudicate wherc I erred in any on<' of 
lliese asscrtions. I think they werc 
very wise, indeed, to refrain from 
<ssaying such an impossible task. 
What was the nature of the aigu- 
ments of those who endeavoured to 
defend this Report? I think it is 
obvious to every person who listened 
carefully to them that thcy werc feel)le, 
irrelevant, and uneonvincing. I lis- 
tened carefully to sueh speeches as were 
delivered when I was present. I read 
in the Official Report thc others that 
were made by those who criticised my 
analysis of tho Report and, with one 
oxception, there was hardly one of 
those speeches which was not at least a 
(pialiíied admission of the wisdom of 
Protection undcr certain eventualities. 
That exception was my friend, I)eputy 
MacBride, who, though he lustily be- 
laboured Protection, gave us no case 
for Free Tradc, and made no attempt 
1o vshow that the countries that had pur- 
sued a Protectionist policy had not 
beneíited by that policy. Deputy 
MacBride, in the course of his remarks, 
said: “ Was it Protcction that made 
(iermany prosperous? It was no sueh 
thing. It was the despised professors 
who made Germany prosperous . 9 9 If 
Deputy MacBride would look up his 
history of pre-war Germany again, and 
trace the source of its suddcn commer- 
eial and industrial uprise, he would find 
that it could all be attributed to the 
adoption of the economic teaching of 
Frederich List, whom no one could 
accuse of being a Free Trader. It is 
quite true that thc patriotic research of 
eertain German professors added ma- 
terially to that prosperity,butthey were 
professors who followed IAst, and not 
Gobden, and certam\y none of them to\d 
the German people that the principlcs 
of Free Trade would act like drops of 
petrol on German brains, and clean out 
the greasy blots on these brains—that 


, ii> if therc are any German brains. 
That kind of stupid insult is reserved 
for the Irish people, to be servcd out 
ío them by, of all men of the world, thc 
person who is paid by the Irish peoplt 
I to teach national economics in the 
National University. 1 am sure that it 
is no wondcr, if such.arc the national 
cconornics taught in the National Uni- 
versity, that five profcssors brought iji 
sueh a verdiet. 

Take the other Deputies who spoke. 
Deputy Egan wound up by saying he 
had an open mind on the qucstion. De- 
puty Cooper was not a doctrinaire Frce 
Trader. Deputy IIíífTernan was only a 
conditional Free Trader. The Minister 
for Agriculturc said: u I am not saying 
for a moment that it may not be pos- 
sible evcn now, at this stage of our af- 
fairs, to select a system of protective 
tariffs which will help to develop cer- 
tain industries in the country, without 
scriously affeeting the position of tht' 
farmer, or affeeting the position of the 
íarmer to any extent. I think it can be 
I done, and I hope it will be done. * y The 
j Minister for Industry and Commercc 
i said: “ Moreover, I think it is recog- 
j niscd that it may be possible to devise 
a limited system of proteetive duties 
which will not injuriously affect ovcr- 
head charges of our main industry, 
agriculture, and which can be modified, 
and, perhaps, extended, according as 
measures for the relief and develop- 
ment of the industry begin to show sul>- 
stantial results . 99 I was intercsted to 
note that the Minister for Industry and 
Commerce had become a convert, or a 
disciple, of Mr. Baldwin, becausc I no- 
ticed, in the coursc of his statement, he 
quoted from the declaration of the ex- 
British Premier, that the question of 
Protection is more one of expediency 
• than of principlc. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Is it to suffer the 
same fate? 


mumwv * * m v/ii, i 111: v; 

stances are somewhat diffcrent. I am 
supporting the Minister for Industry 
and Commerce in his declaration, and 
I did not support Mr. Baldwin. 
When the Minister had finished his 
\ statement, I íeit inclined to sav • “ Wc 
/ , are al J Projectionists now. ” As a mat- 

/ t er . ef faot ' th <' of the walls cf 
I Jencho does not seem to me to be sueli 
an amazmg tlung after witnessing the 
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collapse of the doctrinaire Cobdenism. 
The report of the Committee is the íirst 
serious challengc. But yesterday it 
might havc sfood against the world, 
and now none so poor as to do it rever- 
ence. There are two very significant 
things which I think have been amply 
estáblished by this discussion. One is 
that few, if any, Deputies accept the 
Report as an authentic guide in the 
framing of a tariff policy íor the Saor- 
stát, and the second is, that those De- 
puties who endeavoured to defend tlie 
Report, and rebnt my chargcs against 
it, have, even to a limited extent, sig- 
nally failed to make good tlieir case, 
and, therefore, my task in reply to the 
few comments made, has been rendered 
eomparatively easy. The speeches, or 
the supposed criticisms of my statc- 
ment by Deputies who do not sce eve to 
eye with me, were, in the main, really 
criticisms of statements I did not make, 
and of vicws which I did not advance. 

Here and there in the Report there 
v/ere occasional statements made in flat 
opposition to those by myself. For 
cxamplc, Deput.y Bryan Cooper stated 
that in his experience the cost of living 
in the protectionist countries of 
Western Europe is higher than in Free 
Trade Britain. Fortunately that is a 
point upon which a good many Depu- 
ties, probably, have had personal ex- 
pcrience, and can judge how far he is 
accurate. I do not know, but it may be 
that whcn the Deputy travelled in 
Europe like onc of The Innocents 
Abroad 99 he fell into thc hands of Con- 
linental profiteers, or it may be that 
this higher cost of which he complains 
is due to an alteration in the standard 
of his tastes and requirements when he 
travels in Europe. At any rate, I know 
that my experience has been entirely 
the opposite to his. When he statcs 
that in one city on the Continent he 
bought a hat and paid 8s. or lOs. more 
for it than he would pay in this country, 
I can only reply that he has been either 
unfortunate or extravagant, because in 
another Continental cit'y I bought a 
pair of shoes for lOs. or 15s. less than I 
would pay here. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: Irish manufac- 
ture. 

Mr. MQiROT: Someone said Irish 

Vol. 0. 


manufacture. It so happened that 
whcn I was in this particular City I had 
a new pair of Irish shoes, and they 
were pinching my feet, and I thought I 
would test Deputy Cooper's theory on 
the relative prices. I may have been 
lucky, and Deputy Cooper may have 
been unlucky, but theáe are not thc 
tests to apply to an analysis or exami- 
nation of this question. The test to 
apply is the standard of cost of living 
of people ordinarily resident in these 
countries as citizens. The Fiscal Com- 
mittee stated that a protective duty 
acts as a hindrancc to the development 
of an export trade. We know that the 
protectionist countries of France, Bel- 
gium, (»ermany, and the United Statcs 
are with incrcasing success capturing 
the markets from Free Trade England. 
I think it is universally recognised that 
that successful competition is attribu- 
lable largely, if not entirely, to the 
benefits or advantages conferred on the 
manufaeturers of these countries by the 
lower cost of living. Quite recently 
the Bradford Chamber of Commorce 
passed a resolution calling for protec- 
tion of the home woollen markct 
against French competition, and I think 
the picture of the centre of thc most 
highly organised woolien manufac- 
turers in the world calling for help in 
that way points a moral thaf it is well 
for all interested in this matter to take 
notice of, and that is the kind of handi- 
cap that the protection of the homc 
market imposcs on the Freneh woollen 
manufactures. Deputy Cooper com- 
plained that I had not furnished him 
with suffieicnt stop press news about 
tariffs. I made no pretence of exhaust- 
ing the subject, though I think I dealt 
with it fairly fully, and I quoted in- 
stances from the experienccs of other 
countries ranging from the prcsera 
time back to the early forties of tlie 
last century, all pointing to the fact 
that a protective duty does not, and 
never did, iru;rease the gcneral prices. 

Deputy Cooper fastened upon the 
earliest of these examples I gave, and 
endeavoured to discredit my argument 
with the contention that it was out of 
date. He ignored all the rest, and then 
complained that I had not given him 
stop press news. I have no doubt that' 
if I had confined myself to examples 
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from recent times that the Deputy 
would have declaimed in an equally im- 
pressive way that I was basing the con- 
clusions on the existing abnormal 
times, and that, therefore, such conclu- 
sions were unreliable. That kind of 
tactics would be pardonablc in a 
schoolboys , debating society for the 
purpose of scoring a small point, but 
one looks for a more serious treatment 
of this matter from a Deputy in an 
assembly that is chargcd with the 
well-being of the nation. I hope if De- 
puty Cooper should again intervene in 
á discussion such as this that he will 
discard the transparent device of the 
Free Trade special pleader which looms 
so largely in the Report. I am glad to 
see that there is still a Cassabianca 
among the Farmers' Party. I was 
sorry, and it was tragic, I think, to wit- 
ness the pitiful show that the Farmers > 
Party made in this discussion. I would, 
however, make an exception in the case 
of President Wilson—I mean Deputy 
Wilson, and I am sure even the Deputy 
himself, if he were here, would not re- 
sent a little accidental prophecy. 

Although Deputy Wilson madc no 
pretence of understanding the subject, 
he did, in his very brief contribution 
to the discussion, display a common- 
sense readiness to learn facts and bc 
guided by them. But the other De- 
puties—Deputies Ileífernan, Gorey and 
Baxter—certainly did not give me the 
impression that they had even the most 
superficial knowledge of economics of 
any kind. Deputy Gorey, that dis- 
tressed agriculturist who goes to onc of 
the highest-priced tailors in town to 
buy his clothes, said: “ Those who are 
readiest to criticise agriculture are 
those who know least about it. ,> Then 
he^ and his colleagues proceeded to 
criticise Irish manufacturers and to 
lecture them on how to run their busi- 
ness. I think it may be taken for 
granted that the Irish manufacturer 
knows at least as much about his indus- 
trial concerns as Deputy Gorey or De- 
puty Baxter knows about agriculture. 

Deputy Heflfeman simply took as the 
text of his speech the Report itself and 
proceeded to re-state those contentions 
which I had. already disposed of. My 
audwer to his speech is the statement 
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I made in moving this Motion, a eopy 
of which I hope to furnish the Deputy 
with at an early datc. *I hope he will 
read, mark, learn and inwardly digest 
its contents. If there was anything 
wanting to show the weakness of his 
argument it was supplied in his own 
words. He said: “ My facts may be 
wrong, but these are the facts which I 
have been told. ,> In another place he 
says: “ It is rather difficult to prove 
statements of this kind. ,> Then, after 
quoting Harold Cox, he says: 

“ This is a quotation not from a 
Gcrman professor who lived eighty 
years ago, but from an English eco- 
nomist living at the present time, 
who should bc thoroughiy conversant 
with economic affairs, and his words 
are not meant to apply to the Irish 
question at all, and have no referenee 
to it.” 

I think that Deputy Heflfernan would 
be well advised, the next time he inter- 
venes in any discussion of this kind, to 
equip himself with more reliable au- 
thorities. He suggested in his speech 
that the Committee was restricted by 
the terms of its instructions from ex- 
ploring fully into the question of 
tariffs. I disagree with that suggestion 
altogether. My complaint against the 
Report consists vcry largely in the fact 
that whilst the Committee inquired 
very fully into matters entirely irrele- 
vant to such an issue, they have com- 
pletely ignored certain considerations 
and facts which are fundamentally im- 
portant and essential to such an in- 
quiry. I did not see anything in the 
Terms of Reference requiring these five 
professors to apply the telescope to the 
blind eye in one case and to the good 
eye in thc other. 

As I have said, there was very little 
in the speeches of the Deputies who op- 
posed me that I need dissent from very 
strongly. I agi*ee that this subject is a 
very wide and many-sided one, and 
that, apart from its inherent impor- 
tance, it requires the most careful 
study and thought in order to cope with 
its many complexities. But I fear that 
there was a tendency, probably uncon- 
scious, amongst those who are sceptical 
as to the advantage of a tariflf, orits 
effects on a particular industry, to mis- 
represent the facts which I have ad- 


DAIL EIREANN. 



1157 Fiscal CommUsion Report — 15 February, 1924. Debate Concluded. 1158 


vajiced, becauvse they conflict with the 
views that they have imbibed or in- 
herited, rather than arrived at by a 
process of reagon. I would say to them 
that this subject is wide enough and 
complex enough, and the relevant facts 
are numerous enough, to allow of 
honest argument and hone&t divergence 
of opinion, without the necessity to mis- 
rcpresent each other. 

For instance, most of those Deputies 
to whom I am alluding, join issue with 
me for having introduced thc example 
and experience of the United States in 
developing my argument. As a mat- 
ter of fact, I introduced the name of 
that country only once or twice, and 
then in association with the names of 
other countries, for the purpose of 
illustrating certain specific points 
which I was making. T have ncver sug- 
gested, and 1 do not suggest now, that 
the fixample and experience of any one 
country afford conclusivc proof onc 
way or the other. But that example 
and that experience are helpful. The 
example and experienee of a number of 
countries, spread over a long period of 
timc, are so helpful and so good that 
to ignore them in this eonnection 
would, I think, be an act of the most 
egregious folly. I find myself at vari- 
ance with one or two points made by 
the Minister for Agriculture. I am 
sorry he is not here. In the coursc of 
his statement he said:— 

“ My statement is that the imme- 
diate effect of a comprehensive sys- 
tem of Protection would lead to an 
increase in prices. I wonder does 
Deputy Milroy deny that? He inter- 
rupted me a good many times, but he 
did not deny that. Of course it is 
axiomatic . 1 

I would have thought that the Minis- 
ter would have realised that it was the 
severity of his rebuke that subdued me 
into reluctant silence. It is quite true 
I did not interrupt him with a denial 
at that moment, but I shall repair that 
omission now. I do deny liis conten- 
tion most. emphatically. This phrase, 
“ Protection will increase prices,” has 
been championed by speaker after 
speaker, without a single attempt at 
proof, until it has become almost as 
familiar to our ears as that rather 
moumful watchword of the Minister 


for Financc, ‘‘ I must balance my 
Budget. M It has even found an echo 
outsidc. I read that at a certain 
gathering the other day, when they 
were discussing this question, another 
gentleman, also a professor, delivered 
himseíf of this: 

“ It was his opinión that Protec- 
tion would make the country poorer. 
The country was not going to get 
rich by making people poor. M 
lle has taken one sentence of his own 
as an authority for making a subse- 
quent dcclaration. In my statement I 
cited several incontestable instances to 
show that the effcct of protection in 
such contingencies has been to lower 
rather than to increase prices. And 
what am I met with as a reply? There 
is no analogy. I suppose all these 
count.ries are thanking God that there 
is no analogy between themselves and 
Ireland. We have had from Deputies 
and Ministers declarations and con- 
jectures and the prophetic predic- 
tions of the wise young Minister for 
Agriculture. You cannot argue with a 
prophet, now matter how young he is. 
You can only contradict him. 

The Minister says his contention is 
axiomatic. If he had said it was 
rheumatic he would be much more 
aceurate in his definition. He says, 
“ There is no issue in reality as be- 
tween Protection and Free Trade to be 
considered, but merely whether we can 
impose a tariff on any article of iinport 
or protect any existing industries or 
protect the birth of any possible poten- 
tial industry in the country. ,, I hope 
he is right, and that the issuc is in. 
reality going to be narrowed down. I 
have made it perfectly clear in my 
statement that I favoured Protection 
1 only in the special economic circum- 
stances of our own country, and for 
its own particular industries. If I were 
a Britisher my position on this question 
would not, probably, be very much 
different. I might, quite possibly, be 
expressing ihe views that Deputy 
Cooper so ardently voiced here some 
time ago. I did not advocate protec- 
tion without discrimination. Jlere are 
my grounds for dissenting from the 
statement of the Minister for Agricul- 
ture. Close on 40 Irish manufacturitig 
industries gave evidence before the Fis- 
cal Committee in support of proteetive 
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tariffs, and each one of these, with one. 
trifling exception, were prejndiced or 
damnified by the Report, not upon the 
merits of each case, but upon general 
principles. Thc Committee went so far 
as to say, that so far as economic con- 
siderations entered into the question of 
protection of -these industries they 
entered objections. In other words the 
wholc forces of the free trade econom- 
ists were mobilised and drawn up in 
battle array to deny these industries 
the right which is accorded to smali 
industries by praetically all countries 
outside the one we are living in, and 
the one that Deputy Good referred to 
as the “ Sister Isle.” I think hc 
should have called it the step-sister 
isle. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE resumed 
the Chair at this stage. 

Mr. MILROY: I have been charged, 
or at least complaints have becn made 
by Deputies, Ministers, and the Press 
that I did not give sufficient details. 
To Ministers and Deputies I would say: 
“ Go to the files of evidence given be- 
fore the Fiscal Committee, and you 
will get sufficient evidence. ,, To those 
editors of the newspapers I would say: 
“ Examine the advertising columns of 
your own journals, and in the adver- 
tisements of foreign wares you will find 
details, illuminating and conclusive. ’ ’ 
In the face of the evidence given, and 
the manner of its treatment by the 
Committee, what is the use of suggest- 
ing that the only issue t.o be discussed 
. is the one advanced by the Minister for 
Agriculture? I am very glad, however, 
if he speaks authoritatively for the 
Governraent, that the issue is going to 
be narrowed down to this small com- 
pass. I am also quite satisfied that the 
issue will be dealt with much more 
satisfactorily, and rauch more profi- 
tably, now that the Free Trade battle 
front has been broken and its generals, 
or shall I say, its retainers or camp 
followers routed. 

The Minister made another state- 
ment which seemed to me to impress 
the Dáil, or many Deputies, • consider- 
ably, especially Deputy CPSullivan, 
which rather surprised me, as I under- 
stand he is a Professor of Economics, 
and I thought he might know some.- 


thing about the subject. The Minister 
stated in the most cmphatic, deliberate 
and impressivc way that 80 per cent. 
of the total wealth of the country is 
derived from agriculture. I am not 
challenging that figure. I ask, does the 
Minister ever reflect that that might 
possibly be a symptom of weakness and 
decay, rather than one of economic 
strength ? Supposing we had no manu- 
facturing industries at all, and suppos- 
ing the present system went on until 
industry was so depressed that it had 
vanished from the State, the Minister's 
percentage would go up to 100 per 
cent., even though agriculture went 
down to almost. zero. I am really sur- 
prised that such plausible and fal- 
lacious argumcnts should be put for- 
ward seriously, if the Minister really 
undcrstood the implications of such an 
argument. I tried to prove ii^ my 
statement that Protection was more 
necessary for small farmers than for 
&ny other section of the community. 
Not a single Deputy made the slightest 
attempt to controvert that statement. 
Probably no Deputy was in a position 
to do so. I deny altogether that Pro- 
tection—I mean an intelligent, dis- 
cnminating Protection—will inflict any 
hardship on the farming community. 
On the contrary, it will create employ-» 
ment in industrial pursuits for the sur- 
plus rural population. It will lead to a 
cessation of the dole, which at the 
present time is paid in the main out of 
the farmers ? pocket. It will help to 
create a more diversified home market 
for agricultural produce, and, there- 
fore, lead to the development of agri- 
culture on healthy lines. The Minister 
made one final desperate effort to put 
up some sort of case. He was driven to 
his wits * end to discover something that 
may be descnbed as a healthy tendency 
in agriculture at the present time. He 
suggested, or implied, that we are de- 
veloping our dairy industry. The fact 
of the matter ís that we have far fewer 
milch cows now than we had 60 years 
ago, and double the number of cattle of 
other kinds, which is quite the reverse 
especially in regard to the matter of 
milch cows, in every other country in 
Europe. 

That certainly is not to me an indifca- 
tion of the development of that in- 
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dustry. I am perfectly at one with the 
Minister in his desire in regard to thc 
necessity of ameliorating the lot of the 
íarmer. I cannot accept the idea that 
there is any antagonism between the 
farmer and thc manufacturer. On the 
contrary, I think they liave mueh in 
common. As Arthur Oriffith once ex- 
pressed it, one is neccssary to the othcr, 
and an injury to one means a hurt to 
the other. I am one of that small, but 
tactful, minority that issues no mes- 
sages of goodwill to the Irish peoplc at 
thc beginning oi; the ncw year. But 
you will note that therc wcrc othors 
lierc not so considcrate of the peoplc’s 
íeelings. There were several minis- 
terial messages sent out. There was 
one which struck me more than othcrs. 
1 forget the Minister who was actually 
responsible for it. It had something to 
say about hard work, and I concludc, 
therefore, that it. was issued by the 
Minister for Foreign Affairs. My ad- 
ditional reason i’or arriving at that con- 
(lusion is that if this Fiscal Tíeport is 
to bc taken as a clue to the means by 
which to provide work in this country, 
Ihen, in a short time our hornes, our 
shops, and our warehouses will bc 
stocked exclusively with foreígn 
affairs. Hard work and efliciencv. we 
were told, is the only way to build up 
the nation. Hard work is a very finc 
thing. I have had a very close 
acquaintance with it in my life. It is 
a good thing, once you can get it and 
then get paid for it. I wonder do the 
peoplc who issue these admonitions 
realise that there are many thousands 
of people in this country to-day who 
are asking what are they going to work 
at, what are they to btícomc efficient 
in? Are they to work hard at drawing 
thc dole? I believe there is even a sta- 
tutory limitation to the amount of 
energy that can be expended in that 
occupation. Are they to become cffi- 
cicnt in standing at street eorncrs, 
watching the lorries bj*inging in foreign 
gobds, the importation of whieh has 
been in a great many cases the cause 
of their unemployment? Are they to 
become efficient in listening to their 
ehildren crying for the bread they can- 
not provide, or are they to become effi- 
cient in dying like rats in a trap, or are 
they to become efficient in filling 


paiipers > graves? If there is any virtnc 
in, or any sincerity behind, these mes- 
sages that were issued at the new year, 
calling upon the people to work hard 
and to become cfficient, if it is not a 
mere ghastlv joke at the expeiise of 
those unfortunate people who are impo- 
tent to savc themsclves írom social 
wrechage or (‘xpatriation, the Govern- 
ment will devisc their policy and their 
administration so that tliose to whom 
these admonitions are addressed can 
givc cffeet to tliem. 

I think this debatc has served a use- 
ful national purpose. I think the issue 
involved in it. ean yet secure sometliing 
of even greater national value. We are 
emerging now from a period of clash- 
ing hatreds, and though t.hose hatreds 
havc been forced into a sort of 
quietude, they have not yet bcen finally 
extinguished. I think that some 
cause or some issue that would raise 
the minds oi: all sections above, and 
away from, those violent convulsions 
and those bitter antagonisms that 
swept the country during the past 
couple of years, would bring a blessing 
of infinite magnitude to this nation. I 
believe this issuc we have been discuss- 
ing can do that. The discussion on it 
will arousc not destructive- passions 
but serious thought, and examination 
of what are the real factors that cnter 
into a genuiue conception of freedom. 
If that term is to be something more 
than a mere political shibboleth, it 
must be a synonym of national health 
and advanccment. Political institu- 
tions which are not based upon and 
expressive of econoniic frcedom arc 
simply instruments of servitude. I be- 
lieve we won a great battle in the 
Treaty of 1921. We won fiscal powers, 
the use of whieh I am advocating to- 
day. England’s attempt at the econo- 
mic conquest of this country was 
thereby bottled. Let us make sure, by 
using our fiscal powers to the full, that 
the bullocks of the grazier, which • 
figure so largely in the calculations of 
my critics in this debate, shall not yet 
become the means by which that con- 
quest will eventually be consummated. 
There are many other things I 
might say, but the time draws to a 
close. I wish, before I sit down, to 
say —seeing that the Minister for 



Debate Concluded. 


1164 


DAIL EIREANN. 


1163 Fiscal Commission Beport — 

[Mr. Milroy.] 

Finance is present—that I believe I 
will have in him a staunch ally in what 
I am urging, and an ally who will advo- 
cate the achievement of the cause I 
have indicated on the lines I have indi- 
cated. I say this because I find in the 
“ Free State ” paper of May 27th, 
1922, an artiele by him in whichi the 
following occurs:— 

The plan adopted of excluding 
certain classes of British goods last 
year, though only carried out to a 
small extent, did demonstrate in its 
operation how quickly Irish indus- 
trial enterprise would respond to the 
stimulus of Protection. Enough, in- 
deed, was done to convince all who 
examined the results that the erec- 
tion of an Irish tariff wall—even one 
of the most moderate dimensions — 
would immediately be followed by 
extraordinary industrial expansion. ,> 


I wish to finish by congratulating the 
Minister for Industry and Commerce 
on embodying in his statement the ac- 
ceptance of the principle of Protection. 
It was a small, a cautious, perháps even 
a timorous beginning, but it was a bc- 
ginning on the right road—a road on 
which the Saorstát policy will yet go 
very far, according as it is realised t.hat 
it is the only safe way by which we can 
now achieve the realisation of all that 
this country struggled for in the harsn 
and sorrow-laden days. 

Motion put and agreed to. 


The PRESIDENT: I movc the ad- 
journment of the Dáil until Wedncs- 
day, 3 o’cloclc. 

The Dáil adjourncd at 4 p.m. until 
Wednesday. 
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Do chnaidh an Ceann Comhairle i 
gceannas ar a 3 a clog. 


CEISTEANNA—QUESTIONS. 
ORAL ANSWERS. 


REPORT OF COMPTROLLER AND 
AUDITOR-GENERAL. 

Major COOPER askcd the President 
whether, in view of the faet that on the 
12th Deceniber, 1923, he expressed a 
hope that the Report of the Comptrol- 
ler and Auditor-General would be pre- 
sented before the 31st January, 1924, 
and the Publie Accounts Committee as 
provided for in Standing Order No. 100 
then appointed, he is now in a position 
to state when this Report will be pre- 
sented and when the Public Accounts 
Committee will be appointed? 

The PRESIDENT: The rendering of 
accounts has been delayed by the cir- 
cumstances mentioned in my reply of 
the 12th December. I understand, 
however, that the Comptroller and 
Auditor-General will almost certainly 
have receivcd completed accounts by 
the end of this month, and that his re* 
port will probably be available in about 
three weeks from now. It is proposed 
that the necessary steps for appoint- 
ment of a Public Accounts Committee 
should be taken on the receipt of thc 
report. 

Major COOPER: Has the President 
realised that if there are to be Supple-. 
mentary Estimates it would be very 
desirable to have the Public Accounts 
Committec in existence; and might it 
not be necessary to appoint the Com- 
mittee even before the Report is re- 
ceived? 

The PRESIDENT: I do not think 
that the Supplementary Estimates 


would be the subject of any considera- 
tion by the Public Accounts Commit- 
tee. 

The Public Accounts Committce 
would deal with accounts up to March 
of last year, whereas the Supplemen- 
tary Estimates would be in relation to 
this ycar. In that case I do not see 
that the Public Aecounts Committee 
should have any control or supervision 
over the Supplementary Estimates, 
which are entirely of a different char- 
acter. 

Major COOPER : Is the President 
aware that that is the practiee else- 
where, and that when the public esti- 
mates are submitted the Public Ac- 
counts Committee, in England at any 
rate, go into thc manner in which the 
money has been expended? 

The PRESIDENT : No, I am nof 

aware of that, but last year we had 
some Supplementary Estimates, and 
there was 110 objection on the ground 
that they should have been submitted 
to the Public Accounts Committee. I 
will bring the matter to the notice of 
thc Minister for Financc, who will see 
whether it is neeessary to have any 
such action taken. 

Major COOPER: Will the President 
allow me to lay my information before 
him? * 

The PRESIDENT : Certainly— I will 
be very pleased to get it. 

AUXILIARY PREVENTIVE MEN 
(CUSTOMS). 

LIAM 0 DAIMHIN asked thc Minis- 
ter for Finance if he wiil state the num- 
ber of Auxiliary Preventive men who 
were employed since April, 1923, as a 
result of the coming into operation of 
the Customs Barricr, the number, if 
any, who havg been appointed on a per- 
manent basis since that date; whether 
it is the intention of the Government to 
appoint to the permanent staff at the 
termination of the probationary period 
all those who were found to be efficient 
and qualified, and whether any suoh 
alteration in status will mean an im- 
provement in their present pay of £3 
per week. 
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MINISTER for FINANCE (Mr. 
Blythe) : The number of appointments 
of Auxiliary Preventive mcn made in 
connection with the extra work in- 
volved by the fiscal change of lst April, 
1923, has been 161. Of the total ap- 
pointed, a certain number have resigned 
from time to timc. No permanent ap- 
pointments to the Customs Preventive 
stafif have been made since April, 1923, 
and the number and conditions of such 
appointments as may be necessary in 
the futurc, cannot at present be deter- 
mined.' 

WOLFHILL COLLIERY RAILWAY 
—LAND ACQUISITION. 

Mr. P. J. EGAN asked the Minister 
for Industry and Commerce if he is 
awarc that a number of persons whose 
land was compulsorily acquired by the 
Government in 1917 for the purposc of 
building a railway from Athy to the 
Wolfhilí Collieries, have not yct been 
paid the compensation agreed upon be- 
tween the Board of Trade and the 
owners of the land, and if he will un- 
dertafce to have them paid without 
further delav? 

MINISTER for AGRICULTURE 
(Mr. Hogan, replying for Minister for 
Industry and Commerce) : In a number 
of instances there has becn difificulty in 
proving the title to lands acquired for 
this purpose, but all outstanding cases 
have reccntly been examined, and most 
of the money due will have been paid 
before 31st March next. 

SUPPLY OF FLAX SEED. 

TADHG UA DONNABHAIN asked 
the Minister for Agriculture whether 
he will statc what steps his Department 
has taken to see that a supply of suit- 
able fibre-producing flax sced is avail- 
able for the flax growers in the Saor- 
stát this season; whether he will be in 
a position to furnish flax growers in the 
Saorstát with definitc information as to 
the quality of same, as to germination 
and purity of available brands of seed, 
and, if so, how soon this information 
will be circulated amongst growers; 
further, whether he is aware that this 
information has already been circulated 
amongst flax growers in Northem Ire- 


land, and if he will state the number of 
Flax Instructors employed in the Saor- 
stát, and publish reports as to work 
done by said Instructors, with particu- 
lar reference to arrangements as to sup- 
plying of seed, markcting of fibre, and 
results of experiments on retting; if he 
will publish a statement showing the 
acreage under flax in the Saorstát for 
each year since 1919, and, further, 
whether he will state the causes of de- 
elinc and give a definite pronouncement 
on the prospects for the eoming season? 

Mr. HOGAN: The Departmcnt have 
received reports from the various coun- 
tries wheneo supplies of sced of fibre 
fiax for sowing in the Saorstát are im- 
ported. Thcy have also made inquiries 
tlirough, and obtained bulk samples of 
seed from, the chief importers who sup- 
ply seed to retailers in the Saorstát, and 
hope at an early date to communicate 
to growers, through the medium of the 
Flax Instructors and otherwise, the in- 
formation so obtained. The Depart- 
ment are aware that the Ministry of 
Agriculture, Northern Ireland, havc 
already publishcd a lcaflct entitled 

Flax Seed, 1924. ,í Eight Flax In- 
structors arc at present working in the 
Saorstát, and reports on their work 
are published in thc Department’s an- 
nual reports, and reports dealing with 
the experimental work conducted by 
these Instructors, are published in the 
Department’s Journal and in the Press 
from time to time. 

The areas under flax in the Saorstát 
since 1919 werc as follows:—22,180 
acres in 1919, 34,218 acres in 1920, 
7,413 acres in 1921, 4,915 acres in 1922, 
and 8,066 aeres in 1923. The decline in 
flax-growing is attributable to the low 
yield and poor quality of the 1920 and 
1921 crops, consequent upon uufavour- 
able weather, and to the fact that be- 
fore the 1920 crop was scutched, the 
linen trade, in common with many 
other industries, had entered on a 
period of very severe depression which 
continued for some time, with the result 
that prices for scutched flax féll to a 
very low level. The prospects for flax- 
growing are now much brighter, for 
thc linen trade is improving; high 
prices for cotton still obtain; better 
prices are being paid for scutched flax 
—the improvement during the past few 
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weeks being very marked; and ample 
supplies of Sax seed of good quality are 
available. 

Mr. O’DONOVAN: Arising out of 
that answer, would the Minister state 
why the Departmei\t has been dilatory 
in scnding out information with regard 
to seed? The secd-sowing scason is 
now on, and farmers require that in- 
formation immcdiately. 

Mr. HOGAN: The Departmcnt has 
not been dilatory, and the seed-sowing 
seavson is not yot on. The seed-sowing 
season is between the end of March and 
tbe middle of April. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Is the Minister 
speaking now of the seed-sowing 
season in the North of Ircland or in thc 
South of Ireland? 

Mr. HOGAN : I am surpriscd at an 
agrieulturist like Deputy Johnson ask- 
ing a question like that. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Can thc Ministcr 
answer the question? 

JAMES’S STREET HARBOUR 
ROADWAY. 

PEADAR 0 DUBHGHAILL asked 
the Minister for Local Government if 
he is awáre of the very dangerous con- 
dition of the roadway from James’s 
Street Harbour to the third Grand 
Canal Lock, and that this public 
thoroughfare is not in charge of the 
Dublin Corporation, and if the neces- 
sary steps will be takcn to remedy the 
long-standing public grievance, and 
consider the possibility of ineluding 
such works within the scope of the Go- 
vernment Road Grant by arrangement 
with the Grand Canal Company or 
otherwise ? 

Mr. BLYTHE (replying for Minister 
for Local Government) : The replies to 
the íirst and second parts of the ques- 
tion are in the afíirmative. The Govern- 
ment Road Grant is applicable only to 
the improvement of public roads, but I 
will look further into tne matter of how 
an improvement may be eífected in the 
condition o:f this road. 


ERECTION OF EOUSES IN 
FERMOY. 

Mr. J. DALY asked the Minister for 
Local Government if he is aware that 
thc Fermoy Urban Council accepted a 
tender within the limit specified by his 
Department for the erection of houses 
in that district; whether subsequent to 
the aceeptance of the tender by the 
Council, the original price aliowed per 
house was reduccd by over £100; and 
to ask whether the tender originally 
accepted by the Council has the ganc- 
tion of the Ministry? 

Mr. BLYTHE (for Minister for Local 
Govemment) : The Fermoy Urban Dis- 
trict Councii received a tender for the 
ereetion of eight houses in November 
last for the sum of £6,462 10s., or £807 
16s. 3d. per house. This tender was 
considered quite excessive, and I re- 
fused to sanction it. On the 21st Janu- 
ary a fresh tender was reeeived by the 
Council for £5,402 14s., or £675 6s. 9d. 
per house. Subscquently the contrac- 
tor amended this tendcr so as to make 
the eost £4,918 14s., or £614 16s. 9d per 
house. 

This figure is still too high, and I am 
in eommunication with the Council t on 
í the subject. 

Mr. 0’MAHONY: As a matter of per- 
sonal explanation arising out of that 
answcr- 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: A mat- 
ter of personal explanation! Not now. 

FORMER RUSSIAN GOVERN- 
MENTS DEBT. 

Mr. OSMOND GRATTAN ES- 
MONDE asked the Minister for Exter- 
nal Affairs if he will state whether 
Saorstát Eireann is entitled to a share 
in the debt of £655,000,000 contracted 
by former Russian Governments with 
the late United Kingdom, and whether 
the British Prime Minister has consul- 
ted the Irish Government before taking 
the grave step of recognising the Go- 
vernment of the Union of Soviet Re- 
publics ? 

MENISTER for EXTERNAL 
AFFAIRS (Mr. Fitzgerald): To the ex- 

tent to which the debt eontracted by 
former Russian Governments with the 
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late United Kingdom is part of the as- 
sets of the United Kingdom at thc date 
of the Treaty, it may be a subject >of 
the set-off and counter-claims men- 
tioned in Article 5 of the Treaty. 

It will arise in due course on the 
statement of aeeounts between the par- 
ties to thc Treaty. 

Immediately before rccognising the 
Governmcnt of thc Union of Soviet Re- 
publics the British Government in- 
formed the Government of Saorstát 
Eireann of the step proposed to be 
taken. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Arising out of that 
answcr, can the Minister say wliethe.r 
the Government, of which the Deputy 
who asked the question was a servant, 
had alrcady recognised this Russian 
Government? 

Major COOPER: Arising out ot the 
Minister’s answer, may I ask is he 
awsre that it is extremely diffieult to 
gr3t money out of any Republic? 

Mr. GRATTAN ESMONDE : Arising 
out of that question, I would like to ask 
the Minister it* he can assure the Dáil 
that these International loans in which, 
under Article 5 of the Trcaty, we ap- 
parently havc some interest, will not 
be cancelled without a prcvious consul- 
tation with our Government. or without 
at lcast an assurance of a correspond- 
ing obligation of our indebtcdness 
under Artiele 5 of the Treaty? 

Mr. DARRELL PIGGIS: ,€ Corrc- 
sponding obligation, M if any. 

Mr. FITZGERALD: I have actuaily 
answered that. The Deput,y may rest 
assured that anything involving rnoney 
will a.lways be closely watched by this 
Government. 

OPFENCES UNDER PUBLIC 
SAPETY ACT. 

TOMAS MAC EOIN asked thc Mini?- 
ter for Home Affairs if he will state the 
number of otfeuces, to which Section 5 
(4) of the Public Safety (Emergenc.v 
Powers) Act, 1923, applies, committed 
since the passing of that Act, and the 
number of offences of the same char- 
acter committed in periods of equal 
length before the passing of the Act be- 


fore the European War, in or about the 
year 1918, and in the year 1922. 

MINISTER for HOME AFFAIRS 

(Mr. O’Higgins): The mimber of 
offences dcalt with in Section 5 (4) of 
the Public Safety (Emcrgency Powers) 
Act, 1923, which werc committed in 
Saorstát Eireann sincc thc passing of 
the Act, is 738; as regards the period 
from August, 1922, to February, 1923, 
the. numbcr of cases of a similar nature 
was 1,502. Owing to the destruction 
of offieial reeords, it is not possible to 
givc thc figures for the years 1914 oi 
1918. 

DAIL COURT CLERKS. 

Mr. D. HALL asked the Ministcr for 
Home AfFairs whcther it is intended to 
make payments to the latc Republican 
Court CJerks for tirne lost and service 
rendered prior to and after the truce, 
and, if so, if he will state when sueh 
claims shall be considered? 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: Several such^ 
claims are under consideration. The 4 
rule of the Dáil Courts was, howcver, 
that the Clerk was paid on the spot out 
of Court fees, and, consequently, such 
claims as are now being made arc 
usually founded on the plea that the 
Court fees were inadequate to pay the 
Clerh’s salary, which in turn means 
that the Clerk ’s work was by no means 
heavy. It may, therefore, be táken that 
such claims wiíl be very closcly scrut.i- 
nised, and will be admittcd, if at all, 
only in exceptional eircumstances and 
for strictly moderate amounts. 

Mr. HALL: Arising out of the an- 
swer, I would like to ask the Minister 
for Ilomc Affairs if he will take into 
consideration the fact that in many in- 
stances, if not in all, the District or Rc- 
publican Court Clerks had to defray all 
the cxpenses such as postage, sta- 
tionery, registration or service of sum- 
monses out of their own pockets! 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I am not definitely 
aware of that. If the Deputy were to 
state it emphatically I probably would 
not deny it. Court Clerks may have 
incurred certain expensés in connection 
with the Courts, just as many Volun- 
teer companies\wcre run at the expenst 
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of the mernbers, and yet it is not pos- 
sible to consider the question of com- 
pensating the latter. 

Mr. HALL: Arising out of thc latter 
rep]y, may I ask if sueh claims are sent 
.forward and the facts substantiated 
that such expenses have beeh incurred 
by the Clerks of the Republiean Courts. 
will the Ministcr undertake to pay 
them? 

Mr. DARRELL FIOGIS: ITow do vou 
substantiate a fact? 

BOYCOTTING NOTICES (CO. 

DUBLIN). 

Major COOPER asked the Minister 
for Home Affairs whether his attention 
has been called to thc fact that boy- 
cotting notiees have been issued in con- 
nection with the auctions of various 
grazing lands in the Co. Dublin, 
whether steps have been taken to detec?: 
and deal with the persons responsible 
for these notices, aiul whether adequate 
protcction will be given to persons 
desirous of bidding for these grazing 
lands. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: My attention has 
been drawn to boycotting notices in 
connection with the auction of grazing 
lands in the Saggart district, and the 
matter is being investigated with a view 
to dealing with the persons responsible 
íor the notices. Adcquate protection 
will be afforded to persons desirous of 
bidding for these grazing lands. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Will the Minister 
consult with the Minister for Agricul- 
ture with a view to having those graz- 
ing lands brought into cultivation? 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I do not regard it 
as any part of my responsibilities to 
consult with the Minister for Agricul- 
ture in that. matter. 

COMPENSATION FOR HORSES 
(NEWBRÍDGE.) 

AODH 0 CULAOHAIN asked the 
Minister for Defence if he is awarc that 
James Mullaly, of Athgarvan, New- 
.bridge, Co. Kildare, has not yet been 
paid compensation, for two horses com- 
mandeered in the town of Newbridge 


on the Ist June, 1922, one horse being 
returned to him on the lst, and tho 
other on the 21st July, 1922, and 
whether he is aware that the horses 
were commandeered by Captain 
O’Donoghuc and Farrier Sergeant- 
| Major McCormack. who can substan- 
tiate the claim, and to ask that settle- 
ment of the elaim be expedited. 

Mr. OHIGGINS (replying for 
Minister for Defence) : The only claim 
received at Headquartcrs from Mr. 
Mullaly is in respect of the comman- 
deering of a mare on the Ist July, 1922. 
The elaim will be settled in the course 
of a week. 

INFIRMARY ROAD (DUBLIN) 
PLOT. 

TOMAS MAC EOIN askcd the Minis 
ter for Defence whether a plot of land 
on lnfirrnary Road, Dublin, formcrly let 
for grazing, has now been let as a 
dumping ground, and is being rapidly 
converted into a rubbish heap; whether 
an application for the letting of the 
land for cultivation as allotments was 
made by tenants of houses in the 
vicinity through the Auctioneer stated 
by the Lands Department to be in 
charge of the matter, but was neither 
accepted nor rejected; and whether he 
will undertake that in future any avail- 
able lands of his Department, which arc 
reasonably fit for food cultivation, will 
bc let to suitable tenants for that pur- 
| pose. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS (for Minister for 
Defence) : The plot»of land referred to 
has not been let for dumpÍTrg, but has 
been let for tillage. 

An offer was received from a tenant 
of one neighbouring house, but this 
offer was not nearly up to the best offer 
received, and was rejected. 

Ministry of*Defence lands not in use 
by the military are let under competi- 
tion, mostly for grazing, but sometimes 
for tillage. Where the lands are suit- 
able for tillage, they are let accoíd- 
ingly. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Does the Minister 
deny that these lands have been used 

for dumping purposes? 
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•Mr. O.HIGOINS: It would seem so. 
I am not spealdng with any personal 
knowledge, but the reply is “ the plot 
of land referred to has not been let for 
dumping, but has been let for tillage. ,, 

Mr. JOHNSON: Will the Minister 
make encjuiries to find out whether the 
purpose for which the land was let is 
being effeeted or whcther it has not 
boen used for dumping? 

ENNIS LADYS CLAIM. 

PADRAIG 0 hOGAIN (An Clár) 

asked the Minister for Defence if he 
will state why payment of allowance 
to Mrs. Delia O’Loughlin, Pound Lane, 
Ennis, in respect of her husband, who 
died on April 4th, 1923, as the result of 
wounds received in action at Lahineh, 
Co. Clare, in 1922, has been discon- 
tinued? 

Mr. O’HIGGINS (for Minister for 
Defence) : Mrs. O’LoughlhCs allowance 
was discontinued owing to an error. 
The matter has now bcen adjusted, and 
the account is clear to date. The allow- 
ance will be continued pending assess- 
ment of pension or gratuity. 

DUBLIN ARMY PENSION CLAIM. 

PEADAR UA DUBHGHAILL asked 
the Ministcr for Defcnce if he has re- 
ceived applications from or on behalf 
of Mrs. M. A. Nolan, of 8, New Road, 
Chapelizod, widow of Volunteer John 
Nolan, No. 144, Railway Maintenance 
Corps, who was attached to Griíiíith 
Bárracks, and who was shot dead whilst 
in uniform by arjied men, on 15th 
March, 1923, for a pension undcr the 
Army Pensions Act, 1923; and whether, 
in vicw of the fact that therc is a family 
of five, he will have consideration of 
this claim expedited? 

Mr. O’HIGGINS (for Minister for 
Defence) : I am aware of the circum- 
stances in which Private Nolan met his 
death. A claim for compensation has 
been received, and will be disposed of 
very shortly. 

CLARE MEN’S INTERNMENT. 

PADRAIG 0 hOGAIN (An Clár) 

asked the Minister for Defence if it is 
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proposed to detain in internment, An- 
thony McGuane, Michael Moroney, Ed- 
ward McMahon, Michael O’Dea, 
Miehael Hurley, all of Coor, Miltown 
Malbay, and Álichael Moroney and 
John O’Bricn, of Dunsallagh, and if, in 
consideration of tlie peaceful condition 
of the district, he will favourably con- 
sider their cases with a vicw to rclease. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS (for Minister for 
Defence) : It is not at present proposed 
to relcasc any of the persons mén- 
tioned, but the case of Mr. O’Dea in 
under investigation. 

RILRUSH ACCOUNT. 

PADRAIG 0 hOGAIN (An Clár) 

asked the Minister for Defence if he 
has rcceived from Mr. Thomas Ronan, 
Vandaleur Strect, Rilrush, Co. Clare, an 
application for payment of an aceount. 
due to him in respect of debts incurred 
by the Militai’y, and if hc will expedite 
thc settlement of same. 

Mr. O HIGGINS (for Minister for 
Defence) : An account for £34 received 
from Mr. Ronan is undcr investigation, 
and will be settlcd as soon as possible. 

CO. CLARE INTERNEES. 

Mr. WILSON (for Mr. Connor 
Hogan) aslced the Minister for De- 
fencc if the ease of thc detcntion of Mr. 
Simon Mclncrney, Killimer, Co. Clare, 
has been considered, if his release will 
be expcdited, and if it is proposed to 
continue still further the internment of 
Mr. Stcphen Gallagher, Lahinch, Co. 
Clare. 

Mr. 0 ’HIGGINS (for Minister for 
Defence) : It is not proposed at present 
to release Mr. Mclnerney. Mr. Gal- 
lagher is being released forthwith. 

WRITTEN ANSWER. 


ARMY DRIVER S COMPENSATION 
CLAIM. 

Major COOPER asked the Minister 
for Defence whcther a claim for pen- 
sion has been receivcd from Mr. Wil- 
liam Pearsoií (late No. 6á0, Driver 
M.T.), who was discharged medically 
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unfit on aeeount of wounds rcceived in 
an ambush, and whether he can state 
the result of this claim. 

MINISTER for DEPENOE (General 
Mulcahy) : A claim has been received 
from Mr. Pearson. A decision has not 
yet been arrived at, but is being ex- 
pedited. 

EVENING ADJOURNMENT. 

The PRESIDENT : Might I ask for 
permission to bring before the Dáil the 
consideration of a proposal to adjourn 
somewhere about 6 o’cloch for one 
hour, for either tea or dinner, as the 
circumstances of the Deputies may de- 
cide? It has been rather a long sitting 
for Deputies, particularly for those who 
do not takc rcfrcshments in thc mean- 
time. We might then sit until 9 o'cloch, 
if the Dáil was so disposed, instead of 
up to 8.30. The proposal has been put 
before me by some Deputies. I have 
not consulted my friends about it, but 
I think it is a matter that should be left 
to the frce consideration of the Dcpu- 
ties. The suggestion, I am sure, would 
meet with approval, and if there is no 
objection to it I propose the adoption 
of that course. 


meal time and the sittings of the House 
at 3 o’cloch, and that time i& wasted, 
and I think a good many would sooner 
get home earlier than 9 o’cioch. 

The PRESIDENT: I suggest that a 
mattcr of that kind might be considered 
by thc Committee on Standing 
Ordcrs. It is a new proposal, and 
the Standing Orders Committee were to 
consider the question of the hour at 
whieh the House should rise and sit, I 
would be quite willing to leave the 
matter over for their eonsideration. 

Mr. WILSON : On behalf of the couu- 
try members, I would ask if it would be 
possible tliat an arrangement should be 
made for the eonvenience of country 
members by having the sittings of the 
Dáil fixed for Wedncsdays, Thursdays 
and Fridays, which would save them 
having to come up earlicr in the week. 
The Dáil might sit longer on those days; 
we have no objection to its sitting until 
10 oVloclc, but wc think it an injustice 
to bring us ap here on Tuesday and 
keep us here until Friday. That is a 
long period, and if we had not to come 
up before Wednesday, it would enable 
us to get through a lot of business at 
home. 


Major COOPER: May I ask is this 
intended as a pcrmanent arrangement, 
or only for to-day, or this week? 

The PRESIDENT : It was not in- 
tended to be in the nature of a perma- 
nent arrangement. Much the same 
sort of question arose when we decided 
to sit at 12 oVdoch on Fridays instead 
of 3 o’cloch. If this proposal is agreed 
to, I propose we should sit at 11 o’cloch 
on Fridays and adjourn at one or two 
fqr lunch. 


The PRESIDENT : I am quite willing 
to consider that also, but I think it 
ought to come before the Standing 
Orders Committee. 1 think a meeting 
of that Committce ought to be callcd 
and these proposals laid before it. 

Major COOPER: Is there a Standing 
Orders Committee in existencc? There 
was a Committee to draft Standing 
Orders for Private Bills, but it finished 
its labours, and I think that Committec 
has been dissolved. 


Major COOPER: May I say that I am 
entirely in accord wittl the President in 
his desire for a suspension bf the sitting 
for a period, and I agree that those 
Ministers and Deputies who rcmain in 
the Chamber all the time are under a 
considerable strain, but I would ask 
would it not be better, instead of sit- 
ting on till 9 o’cloch, if we started our 
sitting at 2.30 o’clock instead of 3 
o*clock. I think that would suit the 
general convenience of Deputies. Therc 
is a certain hiatus between mid-day 


AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Therc is 
a Committee on Procedure and Privi- 
leges which has power to. draw up 
Standing Orders and submit them to 
the Dáil. 

Mr. DARRELL PIGGIS: Is the sug- 
gestion that all the suggestions that 
have been made should be submitted 
and be considered and rcported upon 
by the Committee on Standing Orders, 
and should then come up for considera- 
tion of the Dáil? 
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The PRESIDENT: The suggestion to 
adjournffor an hour is one that I hope 
will be put in operation this afternoon. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: The 

position is that we will take it now, 
that on the motion of the President, 
the Dáil will sit until 9 o’eloeh this 
evening if neeessary. The President 
undertakes that about 6 o’eloek he will 
raove an hour’s adjournment. The 
other question, to meet at 2.30 o’cloch, 
would come ou for eonsideration by the 
Committee on Proeedure. If I reeollect 
aright that was at one time tried, but 
the Committee recommended 3 o’eloeh, 
and 3 o ’eloek was adopted. The condi- 
tions may be diíferent now. The ques- 
tion raised by Deputy Wilson would 
also come up for eonsideration by the 
Committee, but. it is one that should be 
deeided every week. Even at prc- 
sent we could meet on Monday under 
the Standing Order if we ehose, al- 
though we do not do so. I take it that 
agreement is now reaehed to sit, if 
neeessary, this evening until 9 o'eloelv. 
That would mean that the time for Pri- 
vate llusiness would be 7.30 instead of 
7 o’elock. 

Major COOPER: Half an hour’s dis- 
cussion from 7 to 7.30 would be a very 
pieee-meal way of dealing with private 
business. What I suggest is that on 
assembling after the adjournment wc 
should take up private business im- 
mediately and dispose of it. 

The PRESIDENT: We will adjourn 
at 6.30 and resume at 7.30. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : It is 

agreed that the Dáil will sit, if neces- 
sary, until 9 o'cloch this evening, Pri- 
vate Business to be taken at 7.30. 

DUBLIN CITY (SOUTH) VACANCY 
—(ISSUE OF NEW WRIT). 

Mr. McCARTHY : I move:— I 

Go n-ordóidh an Ceann Comhairle 
do Chléireach na Dála a rit a chur 
amach chun ball do thogha chun an 
fholántais a thárla imeasc ballra na 
Dála so de bharr bháis Philib Mhic 
Chosgair, ball do Dháil-cheanntar 
Bhuirge Bhaile Atha Cliath Theas. 
That the Ceann Comhairle direct 
the Clerk of the Dáil to issue his Writ 


for the eleetion of a member to fill 
the vacancy which has occurred in 
the membership of the present Dáil, 
consequent on the death of Deputy 
Philip Cosgrave, a Member for the 
Borough Constituency of Dublin 
South. 

Mr. C. M. BYRNE: I beg to second 
the motion. 

♦ 

Mr. JOHNSON : I move as an amenu- 
ment to add after the word “South ” 
the following words:— 

“ And that the Ccann Comháirle 
direct thc^ Clerk of the Dáil to issue 
his Writ for the election of a member 
to íill the vacancy which has occurred 
in tlie mcmbership of the present 
Dáil, conscquent on the dcath of De- 
puty Michael Derham, a Member for 
the Constituency of the administra- 
tive County of Dublin. M 

It seems to me to be an unneeessary 
trial of the patience of the Dáil to havc 
two separate Motions, and, also, addi- 
tional expense of printing on mattcrs of 
this kind, when they could be disposed 
of at once without any further delav. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: I beg to sccond 
the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT: This is a matter 
which I take it will sooner or later have 
to be decided. The practice in anotber 
plaee is in the case of a vacancy for a 
member of the Party to which the de- 
ceased or resigned member belonged, to 
move thc'Motion for a new Writ. Now, 
whatcver rights or privileges there are 
in another place in regard to what we 
would call the right of the Party to 
which the resigned or deceased member 
belonged, I think that right is much 
greater in a country where the system 
of election is conducted under Propor- 
tional Representation. My view of 
Proportional Representation is that if a 
member, say, of Deputy Johnson’s 
Party resigns, then, in all fairness, 
there should not be opposition for the 
return of a member who would repre- 
sent views similar to those held by the 
late occupant of that position. That 
view may not be shared by my friends. 

I do not know whether it is or not; I 
do not know whether Deputy Johnson 
shares it or not. 
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Mr. JOHNSON: Certainly not. 

The PRESIDENT : Well, I think that 
if you are to work on the principles of 
Proportional Representation that is the 
real essence of it. It is unfair, in my 
view, when the whole country returns 
a certain organisation of represcnta- 
tives that that organisation of represen- 
tatives is upset. as it inust necessarily 
bc upset, where a single election takes 
place. It would certainly be to the ad- 
vantage of my Party, or the Party to 
which 1 belong, that we should have the 
right to contest every vacancy that 
oecurs. In that case it would be open 
to any member of the Dáil when a 
vacancy occurred to move for an elec- 
tion, although it rnight not be for the 
convenience or might not suit the Party 
to which the deceased member, or rc- 
signed inember, belonged. Therefore, 

I do not think that this particular 
method of dealing with these two 
vacancies should be taken from the 
Party to whicli deccased did belong, at 

Tá. 

Pádraig F. Baxter. , 

Seán Buitléir. 

John Conlan. 

Bryan R. Cooper. 

John Daly. 

Darrell Figgisi i 

David Hall. 

Tomás Mac Eoin. | 

Risteárd Mac Fheorais. 

Pádraig Mac Fhlannchadha. 

Risteárd Mac Liam. 

Patrick McKenna. 


any rate. I suppose that will not be 
objected to. I íind myself constrained 
to vote against the amendment. 

Major OOOPER: As a matter of con- 
stitutional practice in other places the 
practice is such as has been stated by 
the President, subject to one condition, 
and that is that the motion for the new 
Writ should not be unreasonably de- 
layed, and unreasonable delay, if my 
memory serves me right, is held to be 
one month from the creation of the 
vaeancy. In this case we have delayed 
considerably more than a month. I 
am afraid if we were to take it on the 
ground of strict constitutional prac- 
tice I should be compelled to vote for 
Deputy Johnson's amendment, but 
thcre is great force in the President’s 
argument which will add enormous 
comfort and solace to my death-bed. 

Amendment by Peputy Johnson put. 

The Dáil divided: Tá, 23; Nfl, 43. 

Tomás de Nógla. 

Tomás O Conaill. 

Aodh O Cúlacháin. 

Liam O Daimhín. 

Tadhg S. O Donnabháin. 

Eamon O Dubhghaill. 

Mícheál O hlfearnáin. 

Domhnall O Mocháin. 

Domhnall O Muirgheasa. 

Pádraig O hOgáin (An Clár). 

Patrick K. Hogan (Luimneach). 


Níl. 


Earnán de Blaghd. 

Séamus Breathnach. 

Seoirse de Bhulbh. 

Próinsias Bulfin. 

John J. Cole. 

Louis J. D'Alton. 

Máighréad Ní Choileáin Bean Uí 
Dhrisceóil. 

Patrick J. Egan. 

Osmond Grattan Esmonde. 

Henry J. Finlay. 

Desmond Fitzgerald. 

John Hennigan. 

William Hewat. 

Tomás Mac Artúii. 

Domhnall Mac Cárthaigh. 

Liam T. Mac Cosgair. 

Séamus Mac Cosgair. 

Pádraig Mac Fadáin. 

Pádraig Mac Giollagáin. 

Seán P. Mac Giobúin. 

Seán Mac Giolla ’n Ríogh. 

Amendment 


Liam Mac Sioghaird. 
Pádraig S. Mag Ualghairg. 
James Sproule Myles. 
Martin M. Nally. 

John T. Nolan. 

Pádraig O hAodha. 

Mícheál 0 hAonghusa. 
Criostóir 0 Broin. 

Próinsias O Cathail. 

Aodh Ua Cinnéidigh. 
Eoghan O Dochartaigh. 
Séamus N. O Dóláin. 
Peadar S. O Dubhghaill. 
Eamon S. .0 Dúgáin. 
Aindriú 0 Laimhín. 

Séamus O Leadáin. 

Fionán O Loingsigh. 
Thomas 0’Mahony. 

Pádraic O Máille. 

Seán M. O Súilleabháin. 
Caoimhghín O hUigín. 
Patrick W. Shaw. 

declared lost. 
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Mr. JOHNSON : On a point of order, 
1 would like a direction from you as to 
whether the effect of that division is 
that the Dáil dccides that the Ceann 
Comhairle shall not direct. the Clerk 
of thc Dáil to issue the writ for Co. 
Dublin. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE. I do not 

think it has any such cffect. 

Mr. McCARTHY: There is just this 
possibility, that the Writ may not be 
movcd for Co. Dublin on Friday on 
account of *he action of Mr. Johnson. 

Motion put and declared carried. 

ELECTRICITY UNDERTAKINGS 
(CONTINUANCE OF CHARGES) 
BILL 1924. 

FIRST STAGE. 

The PRESIDENT: I bcg to move 
that leave be given to introduee a mea- 
sure to authorise the continuaocc of 
extra charges in connection with the 
sale of electricity. The Bill undcr 
which the increased eharge was placed 
on the pricc of electricity has now 
lapsed, and this Bill will be retrospec- 
tivc, but rctrospective with the reser- 
vation that an cxamination may be 
mádc as to the reasons for the increased 
charge by the Minist.ry of Industry 
and Commerce, and it will continue 
until the 31st December, 1924, the sevcn 
orders made by the Act which regu- 
lated the increase in price under statu- 
tory authority. I accordingly move for 
permission to bring in this Bill. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I sccond the 
motion. 

Question put and agreed to. 

Second stage ordered for next Wed- 
nesday. 

DAIL IN COMMITTEE. 

HOUSING (BUILDING FACILITIES) 
BILL, 1924. 

THIRD STAGE RESUMED. 

The PRESIDENT: I desire to make 
a personal explanation, if I am in order. 
I am reported in the Press as having 
stated here on Friday last that builders , 


profits were abnorinal. If I said that I 
would like to correct it. I think there 
is some doubt as to whether I said it, 
but my statement was to the effect that 
an examination of or comparison be- 
tween the prices charged by building 
guilds and the prices tendered by 
builders does not make out the case 
that there had been abnormal profits by 
buildcrs. I think that we agreed that 
these prices should be brought down. 
Even though the building guilds may 
not have bccn the most favourable com- 
parison with buildcrs, it cannot be ex- 
cluded from our eonsideration that the 
builders have had an opportunity of 
organising their business. They have 
had a great number of years of experi- 
ence of that organisation, and although 
the pcrcentage in difference between the 
price for which thc house was built by 
a building guild might not show an ab- 
normal profit, the comparison is against 
the building guild. I am satisfied that 
a little more attention and a little more 
application on the part of the building 
guilds might have produced nmch 
better results. In one case I think the 
result was not at all favourable to the 
building guild. In the other case there 
was, as I stated here I think on the 25th 
of January, a difference between the 
two of something likc 7£ per cent. That 
would not be an unreasonable profit for 
a builder to charge, but bearing in mind 
the bettcr organisation on the one hand 
and a new service on the other, that 
per cent. might have bcen a great deal 
more. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Amend- 
ment 44 to Section 8 was before the 
Committee. The amendment had been 
proposed by Deputy Johnson. 

Mr. HEWAT : Thc amendment 
seems to be to enlarge the scope, or to 
tend to do so, of the inquiries based on 
the main clause. Personally, I see no 
objection whatever if the main clause 
of the Section were accepted. The real 
damage, in my judgment, is in the Sec- 
tion itself standing at all. In propos- 
ing his amendment Deputy Johnson in- 
troduced the question of the organisa- 
tion of thc Light Casting Association, 
and I think he tried to show that the 
operations of that association were de- 
trimental to building costs. Unfortu- 
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nately I am unable to follow him with 
rcgard to his facts as, in the absence 
of Deputy Good, I havc nobody to eon- 
sult on the subject. But at all events 
the charge was that thero was an or- 
ganisation of employers for a certain 
purpose, that becausc the emplovcrs 
organised it was very wrong of them, 
and that they werc very wieked people 
to do any sueh thing. Of eourse we all 
agrce with that. It is a shoeldng state 
of affairs that employers comc together 
to do anything of that sort. It would 
have been moro hclpful to us if Deputy 
Johnson had brought his information 
more up to date and had told us what 
was the position of the Ught Casting 
Association to-day rather than thirtoon 
years ago. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Tlie Deputv is uuder 
a misapprehension. 1 said the organ- 
isation was formod in 1911, and was 
operating up to date. Tho tigures I 
gave were quito reoent. 

Mr. HEWAT: As I say, I have no in- 
timate knowlodge of this partioular or- 
ganisation, aud nobodv has been kind 
enough to supply mo with any informa- 
tion seeond hand, so that I havo to ae- 
cept that that is the position for better 
or for worse. But even supposing this 
bad company is operating in that way, 
it does not in my judgment shut out 
competition in that or any other form 
of business activity. The world is 
large, and you ahvays find poople who 
are willing to come in and try to take 
other people’s business. It is a eom- 
mon failing, but it is a human failing, 
and as against maehinations of those 
bad employers, might I draw Deputy 
Johnson's attention to the fact that 
on the other side, the opposition side of 
the Dáil, they represent porhaps the 
greatest combination that the world has 
cver seen. Trades Unionism is cer- 
tainly a very effective organisation, a 
very complete organisation, and what 
is its object? I do not thinlv that De- 
puty Johnson will ho^d that its object is 
for the general good of the community 
by reducing wages or by increasing the 
hours of work, or in the one hundred 
apd one aetivities that the unions play 
in the lives of the people; nor do I 
think he will stand for the opposite 
position of the Light Casting Associa- 
tion. The principal charge against 


them was that they tried to prevent 
other pcople buying outside themselvcs; 
in other words, that they refused to sell 
to people if they bought outside their 
organisátion. 

What do we see to-day in conneetion 
with the Ti-ades Union Movement? Is 
it not in that direction a very closc 
borough ? Does the Trade Union Organ- 
isation to-day even give full rccogni- 
tion to the rights of the unemployed? 
Does it give full recognition to thc 
I right of a man to get work? Oertainly, 
if a man is a member of a Trades Union 
he gets the full benefits that could be 
conferrcid on the individual by that 
Union. But undcr certain circum- 
stances, such as bcing in arrear or 
bcing out of the Union from one cause 
or anothcr, what is that man’s position? 
I think one must reeognise that therc is 
a vcry grave interfcrence with thc 
liberty of tho subject in these matters, 
so that I do not think that the eom- 
plaint by Deputy Johnson as against 
an organisation of employers, stands on 
quitc as íirm a footing as if we wcre in 
thc happy position of every man being 
told to take up his aetivities in any 
dircction he wished. As far as the 
amcndment itsclf is concerned, and the 
bringing in of those difFerent words, or 
changing the sense of thc clause, so as 
to enlarge it by putting in othcr words, 
I would not really see any objeetion to 
it., although on priiudple I will vote 
against the amendment, as I will vote 
against the (fiause. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Deputy Hewat has 
shown that he is quite in favour of the 
inquiry into the aetivities of 

4 o'doch. |he Tradc Unions in the 
building trade, because he 
would likc to have an inquiry into the 
operations oí! the Light Oasting Assoei- 
ation, or the Ccmcnt Trust, or any other 
combination ; at least I think that 
might be deducted from his remarks. 
Personally, I have no objeetion, but 
may I say that while he trics to draw 
comparison bctween the position of 
workmcn combined for the purpose of 
prevcnting employers playing one 
starving man against another, and re- 
ducing thc wages of one man by pit- 
ting against that man, another man 
eager for a job, another unemployed 
man looking for a chance to earn a live- 
lihood; if he tries to compare that posi- 
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[Mr. Johnson,] 

tion with the position of the Trusts we 
havc spoken of, then he is welcome to 
all that he can take out of it. If the 
Assoeiations, Light Casting, or others, 
will be as franlc and as free in regard 
to the rates of pay and the costs of the 
things they are selling, as thc workman 
who is selling his labour, then I am 
quite satisfied. If Deputy Hewat will 
advocate that everything connected 
with the pricc of the articles to be sold 
is to be made public, I am with him 
at onee. We all know what goes to 
make up the price of the labour power 
wnich a man sells his employer, and it 
is casily arrived at. Can we say the 
samc thing about artieles which the 
Light Casting Association, or the Buiid- 
ers Providers > Association, or any other 
association of employers or capitalists, 
do with the things they have to sell? 
Deputy Hcwat wants to put them both 
on the samc levcl. I am agrceable. I 
want to put the other Associations on 
exactly the same level as the labour or- 
ganisations and the workman who is 
selling his labour are on. I have not 
heard whethcr the Minister is prepared 
to removc these words which limit in- 
quiries to local inquiries. I hope there 
will be no objection to removing those 
limitations, and that the Dáil will agree 
that it is desirable that they should be 
free to make sueh inquiries as they 
think well, whether local or national. 

The PRESIDENT: T am in this posi- 
tion. I am not yet able to appreciate 
the value of the amendmcnt. It talces 
out in every place where it is men- 
tioned the word “ local ” il in any 
count.y borough, district or other area,” 
and it takes out “ that area in two 
lines lower down. We are not restric- 
ted by reason of this Clause from hold- 
ing an inquiry into the general prices 
for the whole country, but if we do not 
have power to hold a local inquiry into 
prices, reasonable in Dublin, and un- 
reasonable in Skibbereen, Wexford, 
Enniscorthy, Xilrush or any of thqse 
small towns far away in the country, 
the case to be made in an inquiry which 
would include two or three small 
towns would not appear to be justified. 
A local inquiry in those small places 
would be better. We can hold the in- 
quiry only in the City of Dublin. If 


there are undue charges loaded on to 
the prices of building materials, say 
from Dublin to Naas, Kildare or Kil- 
kenny, those exceptional charges which 
are added on by reason of transport 
from here to there may be the subjcct 
of a local inquiry, but would not neees- 
sitate the holding of an inquiry for the 
whole country. Putting in the word 

local 99 and “ that area gives very 
much more power over every particular 
part of the country than if you were to 
sav for the whole country. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I suggest to the 
Minister that if he reads the Bill in thc 
form in which it has been printed and 
in the form in which it would appear 
if the amendment were acccpted he 
would recognisc that if the amcndment 
werc accepted he would not bc pre- 
vented from holding any local inquiry 
anywhere, but that if the Bill passes as 
it stands, it may be read as a limitation. 
It may be read as a necessity to hold a 
local inquiry, and any possibility of an 
inquiry into the condition of things as 
a whole is prevented. If the President 
will look into this matter with a view 
to ensuring that. no limitation is plaeed 
upon the powers- 

The PRESIDENT: That was our in- 
tention. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Regarding a 
national inquiry, I am satisfied, but I 
think it is subject to thc interpretation 
that any inquiry contemplated is only 
to be a íoeal inquiry Every area in the 
Bill may includc the whole country, but 
it suggcsts in its conjunction that it is 
a local inquiry. If you remove the 
localising terms the powers would then 
apply to an inquiry whercver a Mini- 
ster may deem it well to hold such an 
inquiry. If the Minister undertakes to 
look through this with a view to ensur- 
ing that the powers are not limited 
I shall be satisfied. 

The PRESIDENT: I will undertake 
to do that. Prom Deputy Johnson’s 
statement now, I think we are both 
agreed on the subject. I take it my 
way is the most comprehensive method 
of dealing with it, and he thinks that 
his is. I will undertake to have it 
examined very closely. 
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Mr. JOHNSON : I beg leave to with- 
draw the amendment. 

Amcndmcnt, by leave, withdrawn, 

Mr. O MAHONY: I move:— 

In sub-section (1) after the word 

“ transport ” on line 47 to add the 

W'ords “ and with partieular re- 

ference to railway charges. M 

I do not know whether practical effcct 
can be given to this amendment or 
not; whcther the existing laws regulat- 
ing the railway rates would not pre- 
vent the Ministry from instituting an 
enquiry solely confined to the charges 
of railway companies with respect to 
the materials to be supplied for th(í 
purpose of this housing seheme. I 
want to draw the attention of thc 
Minister concerned to the high railwav 
charges that contractors and those 
desirous of building will have to deal 
with in the provinces. If the enquiry 
eould not compass an enquiry into 
railway rates with reference to mate- 
rials supplied for building purposes, 
then I would suggest it might be po:s- 
sible for the Minister to approaeh the 
companies with a view to getting an 
agreed rebatc on all building materials 
required for thc purposes of this Bill. 
A few evenings ago I gave two in- 
stanccs to show the extravagant 
charges that people associated with the 
building industry have to deal with 
in the provinces. Onc was the case oí 
a Dublin-produced article, an item of 
absolute necessity in every liouse, that 
is, plastcrers’ slabs for ceilings. I 
showed that the carriage of those slabs 
from Dublin amounted to nearly 50 
per cent. of the price of the slabs, plus 
the cost of delivery to the railway 
station. By the time a contractor 
handled them and had them on his job 
the price was increascd by more than 
50 per cent. over the figure that thev 
can bc purchased by the people in 
Dublin. I gave a second instance with 
regard to a product of the Midlands 
in England. An article there was 
manufactured in the Midlands, carried 
to the seaport, and transported to Ire- 
land, It was then taken from the sea- 
port in Dublin, and deposited in the 
builder provider’s store. It was taken 
from the store and carted to the Kings- 


bridge. Of those accumulated charges, 
over 35 per cent. were subsequently 
added in transit chargcs to the 
Soutli. In those cireumstances, every- 
one can understand the great difficulty 
there will be in building houses outside 
large centres such as Dublin, Cork, and 
Limerick. Bailway charges are prohi- 
bitive. If the Prcsident, under the 
existing law, eannot give effect to the 
amcndment, I feel the Minister should 
ask the railway companies if an all- 
round reduction on building mate- 
rials could not be made by them bcfore 
the seheme is undertaken. 

The PRESIDENT: I think that the 
word “ transport covers railway 
charges. If, on cxamination, I find 
that there is any weakness, I will con- 
sider beforc the next stage the matters 
refcrred to by Deputy O’Mahon^. I 
, would say that particular reference to 
i railway charges would pre-suppose 
j something which we have not pre-sup- 
, poscd against. anybody else, and that is 
| that a partieular body or Corporation 
was responsible for the very high cost 
of this particular service. I do not 
know that it would bc altogether fair 
that it should be put in in this way, so 
far as the railway companies are con- 
cerned. lt might prcjudice us with re- 
gard to other charges, and might pre- 
j vent the cutting of unusual eharges by 
reason of the fact that w^c stressed the 
railway charges in the Bill as one of 
the main eauses for the high cost. 

Amendment, by leave, Avithdrawn. 

Mr. JOHNSON : The following 
amendmcnt stands in my name:—Be- 
fore Sub-scction (2) to insert a new 
Sub-section as íollows :—“ An inquiry 
may be held and an order may be made 
‘under this Scction, either generally or 
in respect of a particular county, 
county borough, town, district, or other 
area. M It will be seen on reading tliis 
amendment that it was contingent upon 
the acceptance of the last amendment 
of mine. lf we had deleted all refer- 
enceto local inquiry, then the following 
Sub-section of which I had sent in no- 
tice, was to be inserted: 1 ‘ An inquiry 
may be held and an ordcr may be made 
under this Section, either generally or 
in respect of a particular county, 
county borough, town, district or other 
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area.” It will be seen that the two 
amendments would have made it quite 
clear that a local inquiry was not pro- 
cluded, but that a national inquiry 
might be held. In view of the Presi- 
dent’s undertaldng to consider this 
matter for futurc reading, I shall with- 
draw this amendment also by leave. 

Amendmcnt, by leave, withdrawn. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: I move the follow- 
ing amendment:—ln Sub-section (3), 
line 8, pagc 5, after thc word “ direc- 
tor , 1} to insert the words “ and mana- 
ger. M Thc object of this amendment 
is obvious. The idea is that the official 
on the spot should be made responsible 
íor any dcfault- there may be. Thcre- 
forc, I move to insert thc word “ mana- 
ger ” after “ diroctor.” 

The PRESIDENT : I submit that this 
is scarcely a clear amendment. A 
manager may have no authority what- 
ever in the matter of price. ITe may be 
simply an employec ot* the company 
direeted to carry on the works, to 
supervise the construction, to regulatc 
the disposition of the various articles 
and thcir distribution. and so on, and 
he may be quite an innocent person. If 
it should occur that 1 am right in that 
deseription of a manager, 1 am sure it 
is not. the intention of the l)eputy that 
he would be liable for a fine in the 
event of the director or managing 
director fixing a certain price over 
which the manager himself had no con- 
trol whatever. 

Mr. JOHNSON: And vice versa. 

The PRESIDENT: And vice versa. I 
take it if there be a managing director 
the word “ manager M is simply an in- 
dication that the manager may advise, 
but unless culpability were c.learly 
brought home, I think the inclusion of 
the word “ manager ” might do more 
harm than good. In any event, I do 
not think that the clause is much 
weaker by reason of the faet that the 
word “ manager ” is not there. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: The final words of 
the clause would apply if what 
the President says were the case. That 
is if the act takes placo without his 
consen’u or connivance, there is no 


offence committed. But there may be, 
and I am informed that there are, cases 
in which the manager is an Executive 
Officer who has the right of fixing 
prices. I think that case would not be 
covered by the clause as it stands. That 
was my reason for moving the amend- 
ment. 

1 Mr. JOHNSON : I submit—and it is 
important—that the person actually rc- 
sponsible for overcharging is, in the 
ease of limited companies, neither the 
j Chairman, managing director nor other 
I dircctor of the company. If you leave 
the rcsponsibility on the managing 
dircctor and every other director of 
the company, he may live outside thc 
country or he may live in Dubliri or 
Bclfast or Cork, when the offence is 
being committed in Wexford or 
Waterford, and he will easily prove 
that the offence took place without his 
conscnt or eonnivance. As a matter of 
faet, it is very unusual for t.he directors 
or managing director to know what 
price is being chargod for the scparate 
items that go to make up thc building 
matcrials of a house. A manager is 
running a branch of the business in cer- 
tain towns, and he fixes prices accord- 
ing to the arrangements he can make 
with his local competitors. I imagine 
, that in nine cases out of ten he is rc- 
sponsible, and all his directors requirc 
. is a return in oash. IIow he gets it they 
do not care. If you lcave the manager 
outside liability, then thc absentee 
diroctors will plead to the satisfact.ion 
of any Oourt that the offence took place 
without thcir conscnt or connivance, so 
that in the case of a company if this 
clause rcmains as it is, nobody is re- 
sponsible and nobody will be punished. 

í Mr. HEWAT: I t.hink that. what De- 
I puty Johnson wants is that nobody 
J would be responsible for the work. 
From my point of view that would be 
the right way to leave it. 

, Mr. JOHNSON: That is the case I 
made. 

The PRESIDENT: I am afraid that 
it is a very severe blow. I think in the 
case of a manager who stood to make 
10 per cent. and charges prices which 
are not moral prices or which exeeed 
those allowed by the Act, the liability 
is scarcely his. I know that Deputy 
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Johnson in other instances would sub- 
scribe to that, and it is fairly obvious 
that the manager is almost bound to 
charge these prices. I will, if Deputy 
Johnson agrees, have this clausc exa- 
mined also to see if we have made it 
fool-proof. If thera is culpability on 
the part of a manager he should not 
be allowed to go scot free. My concern 
was that if culpability could not be 
brought home to him it is not T-ight 
that he should bcar a burdcn which 
apparently he has not a free election 
to bear or not bear as he so desires. 

Mr. JOHNSON: The object is not 
quite to make tliis Section so much fool- 
proof as knave-proof. If the President 
will recollect I thinlc he will admit 
himself that quite a considerable num- 
ber of busincsses in this eountry arc 
very gencral. They will scll paraffin 
oil, turnip seeds, butter and slates. If 
the whole concern had rcturncd a gcne- 
ral profit, say of 10 per cent., it would 
be satisfactory to the dircctors, but if, 
by virtue of the Hill that thc Ministcr 
is telling the country is to be brought 
forward shortly, the groccry dcpart- 
ment fails to return a 10 pcr cent. 
profit, then it. might be necessary to 
make it up out of the slatcs, light east- 
ings, mortar and boards. It is not 
quite the way the business is done. I 
suggest he is told he must rcturn a cer- 
t.ain rate of profit on the building sidc. 
llut whether he is told thac or not, hc 
will have a right to defend himself in 
the courts, and if he can show that he is 
not responsible but somc othcr person, 
I am sure any Justice will take the 
facts into account. If we leave the Sec- 
tion as it stands, the manager is not 
responsible and the othcr people ean 
prove non-connivance and non-consent, 
that they did not know anything about 
it, and consequently no one Avill be 
made amenable. 

The PBESIDENT. Very good. I am 
prepared to accept the amendment, but 
if I find on the Beport Stage it should 
be knocked out, I will bring in an 
amendment accordingly. 

Amendment put and agreed to. 

AN LEAS-OHEANN COMHAIRLE 

took the Chair at this stage. 


Mr. JOHNSON : On behalf of Deputy 
Everett, I move amendment 48:— 

To add at the end of sub-section 
(3) the words: “ and tlie stock of 
such materials or appliances in the 
possession or under the control of 
such person shall as from the date 
of thc offencc be forfeited to the 
Minister for disposal as he shall 
think íit. ,> 

If tlic contracts are big enough a finc 
of £50 to a big business firm will be a 
mere fiea-bite and may bc winked at. 
The object of the amendment is to en- 
surc that therc shall be something sub- 
stantial in the way of a penalty, and 
that the material in question shall be 
forfeited to the Minister, to be disposed 
of as he may think well. I think it is 
obvious that soinething more than a 
fine not exceeding £50 is required in 
the case of a serious offence being 
provcd against a managing director or 
every other direetor of a company. I 
suggest that. the forfeiture of the 
materials in question is the best way 
of meeling sueh an offence. Thc matc- 
rials thcn can be used for the building 
of houses. 

The PRESIDENT : I am not disposed 
to agree to this amendment. After all, 
if thc fine is not enough, a sum which 
would bc sufficicnt ought to be inserted. 
The fine mav not succeed in arrcsting 
this evil. I do not think that jurists 
generally subscribe to the idea that thc 
pcnalties inflicted for disobeying thc 
law are in the last. resort the best seeu- 
rity that socicty has got for the pre- 
servation of its laws. In this case, if 
you forfeit hugc quantities of material, 
do you think that it is likely to impress 
every other pcrson in the country with 
the necessity for keeping prices within 
a rcgular figurc? My view of the situa- 
tion is that you want to get general 
acceptance of your regulations. The 
more gencral acceptance there is, the 
less likclihood will there be of having 
to impose enormous penalties. I. do 
admit that there are times when vcry 
stern action hes to be undertaken.. I 
subscribe to tliat very # stern action 
when it has to be taken. Here, how- 
ever, you are considering a case where 
you are not actually satisfied at pre- 
sent tbat there is a real justification 



1195 Housing (Building Facilities) DAIL EIREANN. Bill> 1924 —Third Stage • 1196 


[The President.] 

for even a penalty of £50. We have 
heard of individual cases of over-charg- 
ing. Is there a general impression that 
the profits of those companies are so 
colossal as to justify a penalty such 
as this? If you are going to go in for 
the forfeiture of property, the last stage 
may very well be worse than the íirst. 
There may be ways of evading those 
regulations very easily thought out 
which would more completely disturb 
the “ fool-proofness ” of this Bill than 
anything you might put in to make it 
certain that it would not be evaded. 

Mr. HEWAT : The further this Bill 
goes the less I like it. This amendment 
put forward by the Labour Party is 
only adding another insult. I am sure 
it will not be accepted by the Oovern- 
ment. At all events, putting the 
Government in the position of going 
in and seizing goods is ridiculous. In 
the first instance, I presume the 
Government would have to takc somo 
legal action to show that they wcre 
justified in doing anything at all. In 
the interval, if the man felt that hc 
had been breaking the law, and that 
the verdict was likely to go against him, 
naturally, I presume, all thc material 
likely to be seized would have disap- 
peared long before the verdict would 
have been given. The thing is wholly 
unworkable and ridiculous, and the 
Section altogcther is wholly unwork- 
able. 

Mr. CORISH: Hand it over to the 
Minister for Home Aífairs to bring in 
a Public Safcty Act. 

Amendment put and lost. 

Sections 8, 9. and 10 put and agreed 
to. 

SECTION 11. 

Mr. HEWAT : With reference to 
amendment 49 in the name of Deputy 
Good, I have to apologise for him, as 
he is away in London. This amend- 
ment, and any others standing in his 
name, will not be moved. 

Amendment 49 not moved. 

Sections 11 and 12 put and agreed 
to. 


SCHEDULE PART I. 
Amendment 50 not moved. 

Mr. LYONS: As Amendments 51 and 
52 in my name are both for the same 
dbjeet, to reduce rents, I would like to 
know if I can move 52 first? 

The PRESIDENT : I am agreeable to 
take first which cver the Deputy 
wislies. 

Mr. LYONS: I move Amendment 52: 

To delcte in Part 1 the figures op- 
posite the words “ Maximum rent on 
weckly letting and to substitute 
therefor the figures “ 2s. 4d., 4s. 10d., 
7s. 3d., 3s. 3d., 6s. ld., 8s. 10d. M 
That would mcan a reduction of 5s. 
all round in rents in Part 1 of the Sche- 
dule. I pointed out before the neces- 
sity for having some reduction in these 
rents, as the avcrage working man is 
not in a position to meet them at pre- 
sent. These rents, in my opinion, are 
worse than any the rack-renters in the 
Saorstát charged tenants. Possibly, we 
will hear that some tenants in the City 
of Dublin are paying 12s. 6d. and more 
for one room. The same might happen 
in some of the country towns. Ilouses 
are so scaree in some towns that the 
only way to get one is to wait until the 
tenant dies. I notice by to-day’s news- 
papers that the Minister for Pinance is 
inviting the public, particularly the 
poorer classes, to buy Savings Certifi- 
cates, and that at the end of five years 
an investment of 15s. 6d. will become 
£1. I want to know how can such 
people buy Savings Certificates and pay 
the rent demanded here on a wage of 
30s., which is the rate the GovernmjDnt 
allows? 

You cannot possibly ask tenants in 
the country to pay the rents demanded 
in Part 1 of the Schedule. In the city 
of Dublin I doubt if there is a worker 
with 50s. a week who would be able to 
pay a rent of 13s. 10d., at present, for 
a fíve-roomed house. In the country, 
how can a man earning 20s. weekly less 
pay a rent of 12s. 3£d. ? I ask the Presi- 
dent to consider this question of reduc- 
ing the rents. I visited three towns 
in the constituency I represent on 
Sunday last, in all of which the people 
were crying out for houses. I told the 
people, and I think I was right, that to 
my mind, when the houses contem- 
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plated in the Bill are built, or recon- 
structed, in the city there will be 
nothing left for the country. At the 
same time the Governmcnt may think it 
necessary to give a further grant with- 
out introdueing a new Bill. Even 
t-hough I am alone in urging that these 
rents be reduccd, it is my intention to 
press the amendment as far as I can, 
and to a division, if I do not get some 
guarantee from thc President that the 
rents will be reduced. 

Mr. WILSON: Deputy Lyons evi- 
dently does not want any houses built. 
ITe otfers to a person who invests €240 
intcrcst at the rate of 28s. a year. If 
the money was investcd in National 
Loan an investor would get as mueh as 
the Bill is providing. In one case the 
invcstor would be making a present to 
the tenant of £12 or £14 ycarly, and at 
the same time have to collect the rent 
weekly. If Deputy Lyons wishcs the 
public to invest money in house pro- 
perty, at least a reasonable return must 
be given for the money invested. In- 
vcstors must be given more than thcy 
are given by bankers or undcr the 
National Loan. I eonsider the figures 
set down in the Bill are fair and 
reasonable. 

Mr. CORISH: So far as Deputies on 
this side are concerned, we are abso- 
lutely in favour of the rents being 
íixed as low as possible, but at the same 
time we realise that when you capi- 
talise the money proposed this is asking 
the Government to do an impossiblc 
thing. As I pointed out before, we con- 
sider that if the Government go more 
minutely into this scheme and enable 
local authorities to go into it houses can 
be let for a lower rent than is set down 
here. I understand that the Prcsident 
had a discussion yesterday with repre- 
sentatives from the Council of Munici- 
pal Councils. I know that the discus- 
sion did not materialise to the advan- 
tage of the representutions put forward 
by the Council of Municipal Councils, 
but I know that this Council has 
thought out a scheme, which, I 
think, may be acceptable to the Presi- 
dent. Thc Council asked me to put it 
before the Dáil this evening. I would 
like to know if it was acceptable 
could an amendment be brought in on 


the Rcport Stage to enable local autho- 
rities to take advantage of thc scheme i 

The PRESIDENT : Ycs, I take it that 
if it is possible to agree to the pro- 
posals about to be submitted that they 
could bc dealt with on the Report 
Stage. Deputy Corish and Deputy Wil- 
son have dealt with the business end of 
this particular amendment. I think 
J)eputy Lyons fails to realise the whole 
structure of this Bill. Thc Bill provides 
something likc £300,000 as a contribu- 
tion towards the construction of 3,000 
houses, and the reconst ruction of a 
certain number of others, betwcen 500 
and 1,000. 

It seeks to makc it possible for 
privatc enterprise to enter into this 
particular servicc; privatc enterprise 
that had been divorced from it now for 
a number of years. The sooner the De- 
puty and his friends realise that it is 
not by putting in an amendment of this 
sort that you are going to reduce the 
rents, thc better for himself and for 
his friends. If I were to say “ yes, I 
will accept this amendment, M not one 
single house would be built under this 
Bill. I do not know whether it is the 
Dcputy’s intention to effect that pur- 
pose. I rather think that it is not. Very 
well; the problem that we are trying 
to solve is the problem of a particular 
commodity which is at an exorbitant 
price and which cannot apparently be 
produccd at anything but an exorbi- 
tant price. That is the information we 
have got. Various schemcs have been 
cntercd into within the last two or 
three years. Various local bodics 
throughout the country have interestcd 
themselves in this, and the rcsult of all 
their efforts has been that the cost is 
still an exorbitant cost. Even in cases 
wherc during thc last two years we 
subscribed two-thirds of the cost from 
the State and the local authority put 
up a quarter of the remainder by strik- 
ing a rate equivalent to a quarter of 
the other portion of the cost of the 
house—that is one-twelfth of the whole 
cost—eomplaints were made to us that 
the service was uneconomie, and that 
the rents to be charged could not be 
borne by the people. Now, what do 
you want ? Do you want homes handéd 
over to you furnished ánd ready to go 
into at no rent at all, because if you do, 
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it cannot be done. No other State does 
it. I have never heard of any other 
State doing it, and if the Depnty is 
putting up that proposition he is ad- 
mitting bankruptcy of intellect and 
bankruptey of idea on the part of the 
Party he speaks for. But I am surc he 
would not subscribe to that. The De- 
puty has not explained how he is going 
to formulate a scheme which will en- 
able his proposal to be carried into 
eífect. The sum in question hcre, the 
maximum price on sale, or the maxi- 
mum fine or lease is £240 for the 
cheapest house, and he wants to charge 
a rent for that of 2s 4d a week. 

Mr. WILSON: It woulcl come to £1 
8s a year net. 

The PRESIDENT: It would work 
out at £6 4/- a year. Will he tell me 
where he will find a gentleman in his 
constituency who will lend him £240 
for all timc and get as interost £6 4s. 
for his money? 

Mr. LTONS: The President is for- 
getting that. the owner is not investing 
£240 in the house. He is getting £100 
of a grant. 

The PRESIDENT : The maximum 
grant is £100. In this case the grant 
would be £50. That docs not say what 
the cost of thc house to the man who 
built it would be. It does not mean 
that the cost. to him of providing a £240 
house would be £190. I am asidng him 
if he knows any gentleman in his con- 
stituency who will put up £240 or if he 
himself will put up £240 in building a 
house, and agree to accept in return 
2/4 a week that he would have t-o col- 
lect himself? 

Mr. LYONSs I would do it if I had 
succeeded like the majority of them 
in building up a largc capital on the 
sweat of the labourers. 

The PRESIDENT: The Deputy will 
do it if he succeeds in amassing wealth. 
Will he point out to me any citizcn in 
this or any other State who has done 
it, who has put down £240 and is satis- 
fied to collect 2s. 4d. a week as a return 
on that money? 

Mr. QORET : He is sweating already. 
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The PRESIDENT: This question of 
housing is only a question that can be 
solved by cordial co-operation between 
all the pcrsons interested in it. Dur- 
ing the last two years we put up close 
on one million pounds, and our pro- 
posal was that. we would give £2 for 
every £1 put up by the local authorit.y. 
In addition, we allowed the local autho- 
rity to strike a rate of 5s. What has 
been the result.? Out of ninety autho- 
rities, twenty stood out altogether. 
They would not take that money. What 
do they wantf They want spoon-feed- 
ing apparcntly, or they do not want 
houses. But I think we have come to 
this stage, at any rate, that if there is 
going to be any good done in this 
country, we will liave to do it ourselves, 
and the sooncr we realise that it is not 
by talk but by constructive work that 
any good can bc done, the better. The 
Deputy has the Bill before him. He 
made no proposal to reduce the cost of 
the houses, and now he comes along to 
ask to have a price inscrted that would 
ensure that not a single house would 
be constructed during the next twelve 
or eightccn months. That is not con- 
structive, and I cannot subscribe to it. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I am going to vote 
against this amendment, and I am going 
to state my reasons. I would like to 
see houses built to be let at these rcnts, 
or lcss. But my attitude to this Bill 
has been that, while I have littlc faith, 
or no faith, in its efficacy as a Bill to 
provide houses for thé weekly wage 
earners, it may provide houses to the 
extent of two or three thousand in the 
coming year. I am not going to be a 
party to any amendment that will have 
the effect of preventing houses being 
built, no matter for whom. I am not 
going to be a party to any action 
which would even be construed into an 
attempt to prevent houses being built. 
In dealing with the measures that have 
been proposed, and to which we have 
sought to promote amendments, we 
have always tried to be constructive 
and to move amendments conforming 
to the plan and principle of the Bill 
once it received its Second Reading. 
This amendment does not conform to 
the plan of the Bill and is not consis- 
tently moved by any person isrho has 
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already assented to thc sections whieh 
go to make np the Bill. So that in 
refusing to support this amcndment, ^ 
we are not opposing the desire for | 
houses at a low rent, but are leaving 
the responsibility for building houses 
under this Bill to those ta whorri the 
offers of the Government arc madc. As 
I said, I shall not do anything to pre- 
vent or militate in any way against 
houses being built under this Bill. To 
vote for this amendment would cer- 
tainly have that effect. Consequcntly 
I shall vote against the amcndmcnt. 

Mr. LYONS : I am delighted that De- 
puty Johnson has exprcssed his opinion 
on this matter. It shows completely 
and dearly what he thinks of the wor- 
kers of Ireland outside of the City of 
Dublin. I certain1y agree with the re- 
marks of the Prcsident. 1 agree that 
the Statc has given one million pounds 
in connection with the housing question 
in order to facilitate the people, and to 
house thcm in a proper manner. I fur- 
ther agree that it was not an economic 
proposition for the differcnt local 
authorities who erected those houses. 
In some of the larger towns in my con- 
stituency, houses erccted as a eonse- 
quence of this grant are not yet 
finished. I know there are up to 200 
applications for 12 or 14 houses. I 
would like to touch upon the point 
made by Deputy Wilson. Dcputy Wil- 
son, to my mind, is one of those gentle- 
men who are out seeking salvation 
under the false wing of Labour, and is 
one who would like to place himself in I 
such a position that he could act as an ’ 
electric magnet in the next electiom to 
draw Labour’s No. 1 vote to his ballot 
paper. Deputy Wilson is going the 
wrong way in his effort to try and cap- 
ture those votes, when he states that 
the person who invests the sum of £240 
in the erection of a house will get in 
return only £1 8s., or 12/6 intcrest, in 
the year. 

The rentals mentioned in the sche- 
dule of the Bill are more than the 
average worker can pay. A rental of 
2/4 is quite enough for a three-róomed 
house in the country. Years ago la- 
bourers > cottages were erected, and 
some Deputies tell me that they in- 
creased the expenditure of local 


authorities. There may be two sides to 
that question. These eottages can be 
let at 1/3 a week, although they have an 
acre of ground attached. If a cottage 
whieh cost from £75 to £120 to erect in 
1910 ean be let at 1/3 a week, why can- 
not a house which now costs £240 be 
let at 2/4, which is really only l/l a 
week more? Besides, there is no acre 
of ground attached to the house built 
now. Spcaldng for the constituency I 
rcprcsent, I congratulate the Govern- 
ment on the way thcy have tried to 
facilitate housing for the people. 

This amendment of mine will not in 
any way incriminate Ministers. It 
simply aims at having the houses rented 
at a fair íigure, one that the workers 
will be ablc to meet. I invite Deputies 
to go down in the country and stand 
on a platform and ask the people what. 
rent thcy can pay with the wages they 
receive. If Deputy Johnson is power- 
ful enough to get the workers in the 
count.ry a better wage than the present 
starvation wage tliey arc receiving. I 
quite agrec with him that the rent sug- 
gested in the Bill would be fair; but 
until he can get them a better wage, 
let him not talk about imposing those 
rents. Hc, himself, states that if these 
rents suggested in my amendmcnt are 
charged, there will bc no houscs con- 
structed. That is merely a story that 
flew in through the keyholc, so to speak. 
I would suggest to the President that 
he should have the opinion of loeal 
authorities in regard to rents before 
the Bill passes into lavr. He could do 
that, or otherwise allow the local au- 
thorities to íix the rents in their own 
localities. 

Mr. 0’MAHONY: Dcputy Lyons 
either wants the houses or he does not 
want them. He does not 
5 o f clock. want them if he wishes to 
have effect given to his 
amendment, becausc no one is going to 
build housesMn order to let them at the 
absolutely inadequatc rentals that he 
proposes. He challenges people to go 
down the country and seek approval 
for those rentals. Will hc put up on 
the same platform as an alternative to 
those rentals that no houses will be 
built? You have to deal with a very 
diflficult situation. You have to deal 
with the accumulation of circumstan- 
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ces, lucidly explained by the President, 
that combine to make it impossible to 
let these houses at anything less than 
the rentals proposed. The Deputy 
draws attention to labourers’ cottages 
being let. at ls. 3d. Hc also reminds 
us that these cottages were built at 
sums varying from £75 to £120. He 
íorgets, however, to tell you that the 
experience of *every public body that 
er<»cted houses is that the rental of 
ls. 3d. covers less than half the outlay 
connccted with them. He also forgets 
to tell you that these public bodies that 
have suffered such a loss in connection 
with the cottages got money at £2 ls. 
7d. per ccnt. 

Mr. LYONS: There was no need for 
mc to say that, because every Deputy 
knows it. 

Mr. O’MAHONV: The Deputy very 
conveniently forgot to draw attention 
to it. He forgot to tell the Dáil that 
ovcn though the houses were built 
through the borrowing of money at 
£2 Is. 7d. every public body is paying 
eonsiderably more than twice the ren- 
tal to maintain thc cottages. Thc 
Deputy referred to the contribution 
that may be givcn from local bodies. 
In the event of such a contribution 
being madc by the local body, he ovcr- 
looks the fact that furthcr down in the 
schedule provision is madc that the 
maximum rental suggestcd here will be 
redueed; so the rentals stated in the 
schedule are not the aetual maximum 
rentals that will be asked in thc event 
of the local body contributing a sum 
equivalent to the Government contribu- 
tion. 

The President very properly drew 
attention to the fact that one million 
pounds of public money was made 
available during the last few years for 
the erection of this type of house in the 
country. The result was that though 
onc-third of thc money was provided 
locally, the houses could not be let at 
an economic rent. If a house is 
erectcd, two-thirds of its cost being 
borne by the State and one-third by 
the local body, and if the local body is 
unable to let it at an economic rcnt, 
how does the Deputy suggest it will be 


possible to private enterprise to erect 
houses with the relatively small contri- 
bution that they are going to get. How 
can such houses be let at a rental less 
than what is mcntioned in the schedule ? 
If the Deputy succeeds in carrying his 
amendment the nct result will be that 
no private person could erect a house 
for the purpose of letting it on the 
scale that he has suggcsted as an equi- 
table one. 

The PRESIDENT : I think it is only 
right 1 should express my very deep 
appreciation of Deputy Johnson's 
statement on this question. Nobody 
knows better than I do how easy it 
would have been for Deputy Johnson 
to have supported this amendment, be- 
cause at elections people could easily 
say : You voted against charging a 
low rent, ,, leaving outside considera- 
tion all the factors that are involved. 
In recent years this practiee has, I 
think, developed to some extent, and it 
would be a good job if in public life 
the same honcsty in approaching sub- 
jects w'ere adopted generally as was 
adoptcd by Deputy Johnson in this par- 
ticular instancc. 

Mr. LYONS: Would I be in order in 
moving an amendment on the next 
stage of this BilH 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

Yes. 

Mr. LYONS: If so, I will withdraw 
this amendment. I will move a further 
amendment later. 

Amendment, by lcavc, withdrawn. 

Mr. 0 ’MAHONY : 1 ask leave to 
withdraw amendmcnt 53:— 

In the second line of the first 
<l Note ” to delete the words (i pass- 
ing of this Act ” and to substitute 
the words from the date of the ap- 
proval of plans submitted by persons 
proposing to erect or reconstruct 
houses or buildings to which this Act 
applies, such plans to be submitted 
within three months of the date of 
the passing of this Act.” 

More generous provision has been made 

by the President and the time for the 

/ 
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Amendment not moved. 

Mr. DUGGAN: I move amendment 
54:— 

In tlic second line of first 
“ Note 99 to insert after the word 
“ shall ” the words li unless the Min- 
ister otherwise directs. ,> 

The Note as it stands makes it man- 
datory on the Minister to make a re- 
duction in the Grant where houses are 
not completed in thc prescribed time. 
The object of the amendment is to give 
the Minister discretion in cases wherc 
therc are special circumstances. 

Amendment put and agreed to. 

Question put :— 11 That the Scheduie, 
as amended, stand part of the Bill.” 

Agreed. 

TITLE. 

Bill entitled an Act to facilitate 
the provision of dwellinghouses, and 
for that purpose to authorise thc 
making of grants to persons provid- 
ing such houses, to ensure the supply 
of building materials at reasonable 
prices, and to mak.e other provisions 
contributing to an increased supplv 
of dwelling houses. 

Title put and agrccd to. 

DAIL RESUMES. 

Bill reported as amended. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

When is it proposed to takc the fourth 
stage? 

The PRESIDENT: To-morrow week. 
I may have to ask the Dáil to postpone 
consideration of it if I do not have the 
amendments ready in that time. 

^Fourth stage fixed for Thursday, 
28th February. 

Mr. LYONS : What is the last day for 
receiving amendments to this Billí 

AN LEAS-OHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

Monday or Tuesday. 


Section 1, put and agreed to. 
SECTION 2. 

(1) The Minister for Home Af- 
fairs may by regulations made under 
this Act— 

(a) provide for the issue of fire- 
arm licences and prescribe the per- 
sons or classes of persons to whom 
firearm licences may be issued; 

(b) authorisc specified persons or 
classes of persons to have in their 
possession, use, or carry, either 
generally or for particular purposes 
or subject to particular conditions, 
any fircarm or ammunition or any 
particular class of fircarm or am- 
munition without having a firearm 
licence; 

(c) prescribe the persons by whom 
and the terms and cireumstances on 
and in whieh firearm licences may be 
issued, and the form and duration of 
such licences; 

(d) require every firearm in re- 
spect of which a firearm licence is 
issued to be marked with a number 
or other identifieation mark, and re- 
quire such number or mai’k to be en- 
tered in the firearm licence and in the 
register of firearm licences. 

Mr. DUGGAN : I move amendment 
No. 1 

In Sub-section (1) (j), line 18, 
page 3, to insert after the word, 
Customs 99 the words “ and Ex- 
cise. ,, 

This is merely a draftingamendment 
Amendment put and agreed to. 

Mr. DUGGAN: I move amendment 
No. 2 

In Sub-section (1) (j), line 21, to 
insert after the words “articles the ,, 
the words “‘export or. 99 

In Clause (h) both export and im- 
port are subject to rcstrictions, and the 
object of this amendment is to make (j) 
consistent with (h). 

Amendment put and agreed to 

Mr. DUGGAN: I move amendment 
3:— 
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To add at the end of Sub-section 

(1) a new paragraph as íollows:— 

(1) Provide for thc forfeiture of 
any íirearm or ammunition in respect 
of which a brcach of a rcgulation 
made or continued under this Act is 
eammitted. 

The object of the amendment is to 
providc where a person is found in pos- 
session of a íirearm, without a licence, 
or found committing any other offence 
against the Act in respect of a firearm, 
t.he firearm may be forfeited. 

Amendment put and agreed to. 

Mr. DUGGAN: I movc amendment 
(4) : To delete sub-sections (2) and 
(3). Tlie two clauses proposed to be 
deleted provided for Regulations made 
under Section (8) of the old Public 
Safety Act being continucd. The 
clauses were inserted in the expecta- 
tion that thc Bill would have been 
passed before the Public Safety Aet, 
but circumstances did not render that 
possible. It is not, therefore, possible 
to continue in force regulations made 
under the old Act. 

Amendment put and agreed to. 

Mr. DUGGAN: I 'move amendment 
5: In sub-section (4). line 43, to delete 
the words or continued. ,, This is 
consequential on the last amendmcnt. 

Amendment put. and agrced to. 

Question put: 4 ‘ That Sect ion 2, as 
amended, stand part of thc Bill. ,> 

Agreed. 

SECTION 3. 

(1) So long as this Act remains in 
force it shall not be lawful for any 
person to have in his possession, use, 
or carry a firearm or any ammunition 

‘ save in so far as such possession, 
user, or carriage is authorised by 
regulations made or continued under 
this Act or is authorised by a íire- 
arm or other licence issued undér 
such regulations. 

(2) Every person who shall have in 
his possession, use, or earry a fire- 
arm or any ammunition in contraven- 
tion of this Section shall be guilty of 


an offence under this Act and be 
punishable accordingly. 

Mr. DUGGAN: I mové amendment 
6: In linc 53 to delete the words * * or 
continued. ,> 

Amendment put and agreed to. 

Question put: “ That Seetion 3, as 
amcnded, .stand part of the Bill. 

Agrced. 

Section 4 put and agrced to. 
SECTION 5. 

(1) On and after the passing of 
this Act it shall not be lawful for 
any person, without the authority of 
thc Minister for Defence, to import, 
manufacture, sell, purchase, earry, or 
have in his possession, any weapon 
of whatever description, designed for 
the discharge of any noxious liquid, 
gas, or other thing, or any ammuni- 
tion containing or designed or adap- 
ted to contain, any sueh noxious 
thing. 

(2) If any person contravencs the 
provisions of this Section he shall be 
guilty of a misdemeanour, and be 
liable on conviction on indictment to 
suffer penal servitude for a term not 
exceeding five years or imprisonment 
with or without hard labour for a 
term not exceeding two vcars. 

Mr. DUGGAN : I beg to move amend- 
ment No. 7. To add at the end of the 
Seetion a new sub-section as follows:— 

(3) Officers of Customs and Exeise 
and officers of the Post Office shall 
have the like powers in rclation to 
weapons and ainmunition mentioned 
in sub-section (1) of this Section, as 
such officers respectively have by íaw 
in relation to other articles the im- 
port of which is prohibited or re- 
strictcd. 

The Section would real ]y have no 
effect unless these offieers were given 
the power proposed to be given by this 
amendment. 

Amendment agreed to. 

Question: “ That Section 5, as 
amended, stand part of the Bill ”—put 
and agreed to. 
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SECTION 6. 

Any person who commits an of- 
fence under this Act or commits a 
breach of any regulation made or 
continucd under this Act and in re- 
spect of which no punishment is pre- 
scribed by any such regulation shall 
be liable in respect of eaeh such of- 
fence or breach— 

(a) on summary conviction thereof 
to be sentenced to suffer imprison- 
ment with or without hard labour for 
a term not excceding six months and 
may in addition be sentenced to pay 
a finc not exoeeding twenty pounds 
and, in default of payment of such 
fine within onc month after convic- 
tion, to sufEer imprisonment without 
hard labour for a further term not 
exceeding two months to be added to 
and commence on the expiration of 
thc first mentioncd term of imprison- 
ment; or 

(b) on being found guiltv thereof 
on indictment to be sentenced to suf- 
fer imprisonment with or without 
hard labour for a term not exceeding 
two years and may in addition be 
sentenced to pay a fine not exceeding 
one hundred pounds, and in default 
of payment of such fine within one 
month after sentence, to suffer im- 
prisonment without liard labour for 
a further term not excecding six 
months to be added and commence on 
the expiration of the first-mentioned 
term of imprisonraent. 

Mr. DUGGAN : I beg to move amend- 
ment 8:— 

In line 18, to delete the words “ or 
continued. ’ 9 

This also is consequential upon 
amendment Number 5. 

Amendment agreed to. 

Motion made:—Tlíat Section 6, as 
amended, stand part of the Bill.” 

Mr. JOHNSON: I want to raise a 
question regarding the method of in- 
fíicting punishment adopted in this Sec- 
tion. I think it requires some justifica- 
tion that this method, adopted before in 
certain Bills, should íte repeated, of im- 
prisonment plus fine, and if the fine is 
not paid wlthin a certain time there 
should be further period of imjprison- 


ment. I think it is objectionable that 
this dual method of punishment should 
bc inserted in this Bill, and I would 
like to hear from the Minister in charge 
some justification for the dual process 
of inflicting punishment. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: Thc purpose aimed 
at is, of eourse, to deter people from 
taking the risks involved by a breach 
of this particular law. There are some 
people who havc become inurcd to im- 
prisonment. It has no particular ter- 
ror for them, possibly, by reason of the 
íact that they have been through it 
before and found it congenial, and 
these peoplc would be deterred, and 
very seriously deterred, by a money 
penalty. There is the other ease of 
people who would take the risk of in- 
curring a fine, but would be scriously 
deterrcd by the prospect of a period of 
imprisonment. Now 4 wc aimed at ea- 
tering for both mentalities. 

Mr. JOHNSON: No, you seem to be 
catering for the mule—the lialf-and- 
half person. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: We more or less 
aimed at a cumulative effect whieí: 
would cover both inentalities. This 
provision was a provision that was 
in the late Public 8afcty Act, 
and it was simply insertcd, as it 
stood, without altcration in this Bill. 
If the Deputy is inclined to urge 
this point verv strongly I would 
look into it betweeu this and the Rc- 
port Stage, but, pcrsonally, at Ihe mo- 
mcnt, my vicw is, that having regard 
to the extreme necessity of bringing 
the lethal weapons of the country 
under proper legal control so that the 
State at anj r time will know exactlv 
thc where and thc \\ hy of every such 
weapon, it is not too harsh to insert in 
a Bill that the people who break this 
particular law break it at the risk both 
of a period of imprisonmcnt and fine. 

Mr. JOHNSON: The Minister’s jus- 
tification of this does not carry much* 
weight. It is intendcd to deter in the 
one case the person inured to imprison- 
ment, an<^ who would treat it. lightly. 
That person will also consider the extra 
two months lightly, and will not pay 
the fine. But therc is a second class of 
person who, the Minister says, will be 
deterred by a fine. But a fine is not 
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imposed in lien of imprisonmcnt. It 
is an alternative which he may accept 
if he likes in lieu of two months , im- 
prisonment. If the Minister were de- 
fending a case of íine or imprisonment 
I could understand his reasoning, but 
in the casc which is in question his rea- 
soning is not very vaiicí, I think. 

It is true, no doubt, that this Section 
is taken bodily from the Public Safety 
Act, and is one of the many bad pro- 
visions in that Act. But that Act was 
passed in an emergency, and many 
things might have been passed by the 
Dáil in these circumstances which 
would require justification in thc pre- 
sent more settled and more leisurely 
times. I think it is dcsirable that we 
should have provisions of this kind 
carefullv thought over before we get 
into thc way of embodying them in 
legislation of a' punitive charácter. 
After all, an extra two months’ im- 
prisonment may be cheap to one 
citizcn at the cost of £20, but it may 
be dear to another citizen. A man 
with much money and certain anteced- 
ents will pay £20 tó get oíf two months, 
while another man could not find £20 
if hc sold up all his propcrty, but he is 
reekoncd to pay the penalty in two 
months 9 imprisonment. There is a dis- 
tinct disadvantage to the man without 
money in a provision of this kind. I 
suggest that the Minister should think 
it over carefully, with a view to de- 
leting this alternative beforc the next 
Stage of the Bill. 

Mr. O’HIGaiNS s I undertake to 
give further consideration to the Sec- 
tion between this and the next Stage. 
I do not agree with Deputy Johnson 
that thc Section, as it stands, consti- 
tutes a distinct disadvantage to the man 
without money, bccause it is purely an 
enabling power, to bc used according 
to the circumstances of each particu- 
lar case and presumably to the cir- 
cumstances of each particular offender. 
I rather think that it enables the Jus- 
tice to impose, in addition to the sen- 
tence of imprisonmcnt on *a person 
whose circumstances he considers war- 
rants it, a fine plus a period of impris- 
onment. In any case the whole thing 
is permissive and discretionary and not 
on any mandatory basis.. I will, how- 


ever, consider the Section between this 
and the Report Stage. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Perhaps the Minis- 
i ter will also take note of the relative 
value of money in relation to punish- 
ment. Under paragraph (a) “ a pris- 
oner may, in addition, be sentenced to 
pay a fine not exceeding £20 ” which, 

I if he is a wealthy man, he will do, but, 

| in the default of payment of such a fine 
I within one month after conviction,— 
j that is while he is in gaol—he is to suf- 
fer for anothcr period not exceeding 
two months; that is to say £20 equal 
two months. Under paragraph (b) he 
I might have, in addition to his sentenee, 

| to pay a fine not excecding £100, or to 
suft'er for a further term not exceeding 
6 months; that is, £100 equal 6 months. 
I suppose the ups and downs of the 
market for francs might. be child ’s 
play as compared with this kind of 
bargain. That anomaly just shows the 
| folly of this kind of provision. 

j Mr. O’HIGGINS: If the Deputy had 
I ever been in jail he would realise that 
j thc last two months are the worst. 

Question :— lt That Sect.ion 6 stand 
part of the Bill ”—put and agreed to. 

SECTION 7. 

(1) Nothing in this Act or in any 
reguíation made or continued under 
this Aet shall apply to any firearm or 
ammunition belonging or issued to, 
or in the possession of, a member of 
the Defenec Force of Saorstát Eir- 

j eann or of a police force in Saorstát 
I Eireann as part of his arms or equip- 
‘ inent as such member, or to the pos- 
session, user, or carriage of any fire- 
arm or ammunition by any such 
member in the performance of his 
dut.y as such. 

(2) Nothing in this Act relating to 
firearms shall apply to an antique 
firearm which is sold, bought, carried 
or possessed as a curiosity or oma- 
ment. 

(3) The provisions of this Act re- 
lating to ammunition shall be in ad- 
dition to and not in derogation oi 
any enactment # relating tó the keep- 
ing and sale of explosives. 

Mr. DUGGAN: I move?— “ In sub- 
section (1), lines 41 and 42, to delete 
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the words “ or continued. ,; This is 
also consequential on number 5. 
Amendment put and agreed to. 

Major COOPER: I move to insert a 
new sub-section before sub-section (3) 
as follows:— 

(3) “ Nothing in this Act relating 
to íirearms shall apply to any firearm 
which is carried or possessed by a 
member of a theatrical company for 
the purpose of a dramatic perfor- 
mance. ,, 

This is a very unimportant amcnd- 
ment, with which I shall not delay thc 
Dáil very long. It is intended to 
cxempt from the provisions of this Bill 
weapons carried by members of 
theatrícal companies for the purpose of 
dramatic performances. As the Dáil 
will remember, almost ever since thcir 
invention, firearms have been found in- 
dispensable for theatrical perfor- 
manees. You will find in Shalcespeare 
that there were explosions, and the 
Minister, no doubt, will remember that 
Shahespearc’s Ulobe Theatre was 
burned down as a result of one of these 
explosions during a performance of 
44 Henry VIII.” 

Mr. JOHNSON : Hcnce this Bill. 

Major COOPER: I rather doubt 
whcther Shakespearc ever conceived 
the Minister for Home Affairs, cven in 
his imagination. Coing on, we find, 
through the range of the drama, fire- 
arms constantly employed on the stage. 
It would hardly be conceived that the 
Dublin Metropolitan Policc and the i 
Oárda Síochána Would suddenly ap- 
pear on the stage in “ The Rivals, ,, and 
interrupt the Duel Scene on the ground 
that fircarms are being used, not for 
the purpose of display. It would cer- 
tainly be impossible % to perform any 
modern American crook drama, which 
depends almost entirely on the produc- 
tion of guns and on people holding up 
their hands, unless some provision such 
as this is rnade. If the Minister says he 
is prepared to make provision under 
Section 2 (b) to exclude such persons 
from the Bill, I should accept that, or 
if he says that this amcndment will 
hamper hípi in carrying out his main 
purpose, on the ground that the persons 
in possession of the arms are only play- 


actors, I shall not press it, but I would 
like to hear his views on the subject. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: If it was con- 
sidercd advisable to give this exemp- 
tion it could be given, as the Deputy 
points out, under Section 2 (b) of the 
BiJl. But I am not convinced of the 
necessity or the dcsirability of any such 
exemption. I am informed that instru- 
ments are now turned out, resembling 
very closely revolvers and rifles, which 
are not capable of firing a shot, but 
which, in some way that I have not 
cxamined into, are eapable of creating 
the explosion necessary to have the 
proper effect on the audience. No per- 
mit of any kind would be nccessary for 
instruments of that nature, and I think 
it is better simply to take the stand 
that such instruments should be used 
in theatrical performances. The sug- 
gestion of the Deputy opens up possi- 
bilitics of people being found with 
arms and giving thc very plausible and 
elaborate explanation that they were on 
their way to some amateur theatrical 
performance, and that a gun was a 
neeessary part of the equipment for 
their piece. All that might be difíicult 
to disprove, and I think it is rather re- 
cognised now that the instruments used 
on thc stage ought not to be real fire- 
arms, eapable of transmitting a bullct. 

Major COOPER: I withdraw the 
amendment. 

Amcndment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Question: That Section 7, as arnen- 
ded, stand part of the Bill ”—put and 
I agreed to. 

Section 8 and thc Title put and 
agreed to. 

THE DAIL RESUMES. 

Bill, as amcnded, reported.. Next 
vstage ordered for first sitting next 
week. 

PUBLIC SAPETY (PUNISHMENT 
OF OFFENCES) TEMPORARY BILL, 
1924. 

SECOND # STAGE. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: When I asked leavc 
to have this Bill printed and circulated. 
Deputy Johnson very definitely sugges- 
ted that this was a breach of some bar- 
gain, expressed or implied, in connec- 
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tion with the passing of the Public 
Safety (Powers of Arrest and 
Detention) Bill, whích becamc law 
some weeks ago. I intervencd to cor- 
rect the Deputy, and he more or less 
waived aside my intervention and con- 
tinued his line of argument. I would 
not wish that Deputies should seriously 
entertain the suggestion that I got any 
Bill through under false prctenees, and 
if Deputy Johnson will look up column 
1942 of the Ofhcial Report ot‘ the 14th 
December, 1923, lie will soí' that I 
stated cxplicitly that other aspects of 
the late Public Safety Act, the Act 
which expired on thc Ist of this month, 
would be dealt with in later Bills. It 
struek me that a proper division of thc 
matters dealt with in the Public Safety 
Act of last year would bc one Bill deal- 
ing with powers of arrest and detention 
without trial, onc Bill dcaling with the 
matter of íirearms—the BilJ we have 
just considcred in Oommittee—and 
another Bill dealing with th(» punish- 
ment of certain otfcnces which are 
rather rife as the result of the exuber- 
ance of thc last two years, that is the 
Bill which I now ask thc Dáil to con- 
sider and to road a second time, a Bill 
providing special punishment for parti- 
cular offences. 

Deputy Johnson said tliat no doubt 
the Minister wouhl attempt to justify 
this Bill by refcrences to the condition 
of the country. That was quite an in- 
telligent anticipation on the part of the 
Deputy. I do propose to justiíy this 
Bill }>y references to the condition of 
the eountry. Somctimes, in introduc- 
ing Bills of this kind, 1 find myself in 
this difficulty, that the facts and the 
figures that could easily be produced 
in justification of the particular mea- 
sure that happened to be advocatcd, are 
not facts and figures that would re- 
dound to the c.redit of the country, or 
of the country citizens. One is rathcr 
in danger of bcing considered as an ill 
bird who fouls his own nest, when one 
is most desirous of a cleansing process. 
I was in this difficulty in regard to this 
Bill: I could produce for Deputy John- 
son, or for any other Deputy, facts and 
figures and official reports abundantly 
calculatcd to justify a measure of the 
kind that I am now presenting to the 


Dáil, but I do not know whether it 
would be considered a good or a wise 
thing, or sound public policy, to present 
these in all details to the Dáil. But it 
seems to me that when I am prcssed on 
thc matter, whcn it is rather suggested 
that there does not exist a situation 
oalling for a measurc of this kind, that 
I have no option, and, consequently, I 
have decided to give to the Dáil certain 
figures with regard to the indictable of- 
fences reported in the Civic Guard area 
for the month of January. There were 
545 such offences reportcd to the Civic 
Ouard for th(» month of January, and 
Deputies will rocognisc that thcre is 
necessari]y a gap of unhnown dimen- 
sions ])etween Ihe number of serious of- 
fences which actually oecur, and the 
number of offences that are reported to 
the police. It would be too much to be- 
lieve tliat the police secure information 
about every serious offence t.hat occurs 
within their arca of operations, or, in- 
deed, to believe that. they sccure infor- 
mation about nearly every serious of- 
fence that. occurs. I would be sorry to 
regard that situation as a normal situa- 
tion. It is not a normal situation, and 
I am not prcpared to accept the view 
that it. is a situation which should justi- 
fy me in refraining from asldng the 
Dáil to renew the provisions of the late 
Public Safety Act, which are covered 
in this Bill. Seetion 1 prescribes penal- 
tics for particular offcnccs. I have en- 
deavoured to seleet the offences which 
are most rife in the Statc, most common 
and most serious. 

Wit.h regard to Sub-section 4 of Sec- 
tion 1, which presoribcs thc penalty of 
flogging for two speeific offences, the 
offences of arson and robbery under 
arms, 1 kind of feel in my bones that 
all the conventional things which we 
said so well on both sides of the ques- 
tion, when the last Bill was under dis- 
cussion, will have to be said again. 
Deputy Johnson, somewhat hoarse with 
emotion, will brand this sub-section as 
revolting and reactionary; Deputy 
O’Connell, I have no doubt, will give 
impassioned support, and it would be 
too much to hope that Deputy Baxter 
will not add his plaintive protest. 
Only the treble of Ex-Deputy Gavan 
Duffy will be lacking from the chorus, 
I would be quite open to make a deal. 
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I would be quite open to take all these 
inevitable things as said, and in re- 
turn to spare the Deputies my equally 
inevitable reply, and I would, perhaps, 
be strengthened in that deeision l>y my 
own conviction that I could not pos- 
sibly improve upon the exposition of 
the uecessity for these provisions whieh 
I gave on the last oeeasion. I rernem- 
ber rising from these Henehes about 3 
a.m. on the morning of the 13th July, 
and saying wliat I then felt and still 
feel ought to be thc very last words on 
this whole subject. Most of the Depu- 
ties were asleep. 

DEPUTIES: Xo, no. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Over there. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: Since the 13th July 
last my opinion on this matter lias not 
clumged. I am more than ever eon- 
vineed that soeiety must ínect the 
airned eriminal lash in liand, and I am 
not at all moved by tln k ai’gument that 
the form of punishment ;»rescribed by 
tliis sub-síH'tion is ignominious. Tt is 
intended to be ignominious. It is the 
deliberate policy of the Ministrv to 
stigmatise this erirne as a cowardly and 
disgraccful crimc, and it is the c}e- 
liberate policy of tlie Ministry to re- 
move every vestigc of a halo from the 
head of the man who goes out with a 
gun to rob his neighbour. 

With regarcl to Seetion 2 I feel that 
it is still neeessary to ask for a eoidinu- 
ance of the power of seizing enttle 
which are found in wanton and deliber- 
ate trespass. That form of organisod 
robbery which eonsists in people eom- 
bining to deprive an individual of the 
use and enjoyment of his land, and of 
their using it themselves for the feed- 
ing and fattening of their own stoek, is 
still not uncommon, and it will be re- 
cognised that if the* operations of the 
Land Act are not to become extremely 
difflcult, are not to be made almost im- 
possiblc, we must relieve peoplc’s 
minds of any idea Ihat they ean stake 

claim by methods of violence and by 
methods of illegality. It is right to say 
that. within recent months the more 
spectacular aspect of rounding up 
cattle and training them away to some 
other placé' and selling them there has 
3argely ceased. It has become more and 
Vol. 0. 


more a matter of holding the trespass- 
ing stoelv to ransorn, as it were, and al- 
lowing the owncr t.o redeem them on 
payim*nt of a finc sufficiently large to 
act as a deterrent against future 
breaches. 

Xections 3 and 4 are transplanted, I 
think, litorally from the late Public 
Safcty Act. They deal witli the resti- 
tuiion of stoien property, and I think 
the Deputies will agrcc that thev are 
rcasonablc and necessary under the cir- 
eumstanocs. Xcction 5 is an extension 
to the eountry of provisions which 
were eurrent in Dublin of the powers 
j which wer<' cxcrcised by the Divisional 
Magistratcs in Dublin since the passing 
of the Metropolitan Police Act. It is 
considercd nccessary to extend ihese 
jiowers to the District Justices. 

Dcputies will note that Sections 3, 
4 and 5 deal with property that has 
actually been stolen, but Xeetions 6 aiul 
7 deal Avitli a slightly different aspect 
of the same problem. They deal with 
the proceeds of stolen property. 
Money may be stolen from a bank or 
other plaee, and converted into land, 
and similarly chattel property may be 
stolen, converted into money, and 
lodged to an account in a bank. It 
will not be denied by Deputies that a 
substantial problem of this kind exists 
throughout the country. I liold out no 
great hope that it will be easy to deal 
with that problem even with the powers 
asked for iu this Bill. It Avill not be 
easy. I stress the point that without 
these pmvers it would be utterly im- 
possible. No one, I take it, will take 
the view tliat it is not the duty of the 
Statc, in so far as it is humanly practi- 
cable, to compel the robber to disgorge 
his ill-gotten gain. That is the object 
of this Section. Only in a fcw eases 
have these powers, given in t.he late Act, 
been successfully used, but they have 
been suecessfully used in a few cases. 
It is advisable to renew these powers 
so that thc*Executive in definite, well- 
authenticated cases, may dó something 
towards compelling evil-doers to shell 
out their gains. Section 8 is a Seetion 
which also figured in the late Public 
Safety Act. I think I remember a cer- 
tain amount of criticism of this pro- 
posal that it should be possibl^ to 
change the venue of criminal trials on 
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a certificate of the Attorney-General j 
so that a more fair and more impartial ! 
trial could be securcd elsewhere. \ 
Deputics took it for grantcd that it was 
a section which would at all times 
weigh against the prisoner. I do not 
know whether Deputies have changed 
their views since the rccent occurrencc 
in Tralee, where a prisoner arraigned 
on a certain charge, was mobbed and 
assaulted in the street when eommitted 
for trial to a District Justiee. I take 
it it will not be seriously suggested that 
a fair, impartial trial could be secured 
in that case in the county where the 
crime occurred. It was a ease in 
which the power to change the venuc 
should have been used. There will 
always be certain cases concerning 
which local feeling and local prejudice 
run so high that it will become desir- 
able to remove the case for trial out 
of that heated .local atrnosphere, and 
bring it elsewhere where it will be tried 
by jurors not subjeet. to local influences 
of that kind. That is the proposal in 
Section 8. I do not think that there is 
anything in the remaining portions of 
the JBill which calls for comment. 

It will be noticed that in part 2 of the 
Schedule, 12 different oífences are set 
out. We havc endeavoured to insert 
in the Schedule the crimes and offences 
which are most prevalent in the coun- 
try which are viewed most seriously by 
the department responsible for order, 
security and decency of life in the coun- 
try. It is proposed that the % Act shall 
come into force on the lst day of Feb- 
ruary, 1924, shall continue in foree for 
one year, and shall then expire. I think 
that there is very little to be gained by 
applying for a six months > lease of life 
for this Act. We might as well face 
the fact that the country is suffering 
from the aftermath of revolution, and 
that the country will not be completely 
normal within, or at the end of, six 
months. I am asking for a year\s life- 
time for this Bill, and I ean only ex- 
press the hope that it will not be neces- 
sary at the end of that year to apply 
for its renewal. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE, at this 
stage, resumed the Chair. 

Mr. JOHNSON : The Minister, in 


opening his statement, referred to some 
j remarks of mine on the First Reading, 
and rather corrected certain things I 
said. I am going to quote in answer to 
these remarks what appears in the Offi- 
cial Report, and I ask the Dáil to judge 
whether I was right in my interpreta- 
tiou, or whether he was right in his. 
On Deeember llth, the Minister, in 
introducing the last Bill, said:—It 
will be mercly an Internment Bill. It is 
not proposed now to bring before the 
Dáil allthe Sections of the Public Safety 
Bill. The idea rather is to break up 
that Bill into three distinct Bills, one 
dealing with the question of internment, 
another being a Firearms Bill which 
will be permanent, and a Criminal Law 
Amendment Bill, which will be intro- 
duced early in the next Session. ,r On 
the Second Stage of the previous Bill, 
he said:—‘‘ This Bill deals only with 
internment. Tn regard to other portions 
of the Public Safety Bill, these will be 
eovered in other Bills. I propose to in- 
troduce a permanent Firearms Bill and 
a Criminal Law Amcndment Bill. Tlie 
Bill I am asking Deputies to give 
favourable consideration to, continues 
these two Seetions dealing with deten- 
tjon and arrest without trial . 99 

Now, I ask anybody to judge of the 
effect of statements of that kind. When 
referring to the Firearms Bill, he spoke 
of it as a permanent Bill. wliich, by the 
way, turns out to be a temporary Bill. 
He also spoke of a Criminal Law 
Amendment Bill. Who would imagine, 
then, that the two Bills whieh were to 
sueceed the Emergency Detention Bill 
were to be two other temporary Bills, 
brealving up the old Public Safety Bill 
into three temporary Bills with emer- 
gency powers. We were promised a 
Criminal Law Amendment Bill. I sup- 
pose any Bill that deals \vith criminal 
law is a Criminal Law Amendment Bill. 
When dealing with the Emergency 
Pilblic Safety Bill of thc last session, 
and noting eertain crimes in that Bilí 
to be dealt with after the then tem- 
porary Bill was passed, one would un- 
doubtedly come to the conclusion that 
what was in the Minister's mind was 
a permanent Bill dealing with criminal 
law. When the present .Bill was in- 
troduced. as another temporary Emer- 
gency Bill, I submit I was justified in 



1221 Public Safetij (Punishment of 20 Februarv, 1924 . Offences) Temporary Bill , 1924. 1222 


saying that that was not a fulfilment . 
of the understanding which could be | 
reasonably taken from this statement 
I quoted, and which the Minister made 
on the early stages of this present Bill. 

The Minister pleads with deputies 
not to keep him up until three o’clock 
in the morning. I assure him I have 
no desire to do so. I have no intention 
to harrow his soul with descriptions 
of the divine process of flogging, not- 
withstanding the íact that many mem- 
bers of the Dáil are not aware of what 
this means. I am going to oppose the 
Second Reading on the general ground 
that no case has been made to justify 
another Emergency Bill dealing with 
crirainals, and that there are provlsions 
in the Bill which ar$ objectionable, no 
matter against whom they may be in- 
tended to be applied. I think, when in- 
troducing a Bill of this kind dealing 
with penalties, especially a Bill which 
is a temporary Bill, we ought to be in- 
formed what the penalties under the 
normal ordinary law are. We are told 
that it is proposed to inflict certain 
punishment íor certain offences, and 
are left to try and ferret out the posi- 
tion under the ordinary law. Few de- 
puties have the advantage which, of 
course, the Minister must have, of co- 
relating the new proposals to the ordi- 
nary law. I think it is due to the Dáil 
to have some explanation of what the 
ordinary law provides for and what the 
new Bill intends to substitute. I make 
the assertion that with regard to rob- 
bery with violence, and I think also 
with reference to arson, there is no oc- 
casion for new penalties, and I urge 
that the ordinary law is quite capable 
of dealing with most of the offences 
which are dealt with in this Bill. The 
Dáil ought to have complete justifica- 
tion for emergency legislation of this 
kind before agreeing to pass a Bill of a 
temporary character. 

I hope, by the way, that the 

6 o*clock. Minister will consider the 

argument used in relation 
to the last Bill referring to the mixed 
kind of punishment, a fine and impris- 
onment, the fine being paid off by an 
agreemeiit to undergo a further term 
of imprisonment. The Minister has 
not cared to tell the Dáil the state of 
the country fearing it may be taken as 


fouling the nest. I have no desire 
whatever to lay bare all the horrors 
that there may bc but I submit that 
before we are asked to pass emergency 
legislation, which is to tako the place 
of the ordinary criminal law, wc ought 
to be informed of the facts. We ought 
to be informed as to whether the ordin- 
ary law has failed and why it has failed 
and if the conditions which led to its 
failure still continue. In answer to a 
question to-day, the Minister told us 
that the number of offences under Sec- 
tion 5 paragraph 4 of the Public 
Safety Act had fallen from 1,502 to 738 
in the period from August, 1922, to 
February, 1923, as compared with the 
period August, 1923, to February, 1924. 
That is, the number of offcnees of a par- 
ticular character dcalt Avith have fallen 
by one half. The offcnees dealt with 
were robbery under arms and arson, 
both of whieh I believe—eertainly one 
—may be punishable bv flogging under 
the ordinary law. Comparing the two 
periods, the period of August, 1922, to 
February, 1923, with the period during 
which what might have been called a 
state of war prevailed, every house 
burned, evcry bank robbery or seizure 
under arms was an offence and very 
many of them were alleged to have 
been committed under instructions. 
They certainly werc committed at a 
time when armed strife prevailed and 
men defended themselves by saying 
that they were doing this as an act of 
war. In the latter period after this 
Emergency Bill passed the number fell 
to 738. That secoiid period ran eon- 
currently mth the period during which 
this armed strife had not continued. 

I submit that the effect of the special 
provisions of Section 5, which is copied 
with some slight emendation in this new 
Bill, was not such an effect as was ex- 
pected or desired. As a matter of fact, 
the special punishments did not deter; 
the advertisement of the fact that these 
punishments.would probably follow the 
offence, would certainly follow the of- 
fence if the prisoner were caught and 
convicted, did not have the deterrent 
effect which was promised. As a mat- 
ter of fact, the culprits pitted their wits 
and their ability to escape against the 
forces of the State. I submit that the 
real deteri^nt in these matters is not 
the weight of the punishment, but the 
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certainty of arrest. If you ean provide 
for praetieal ccrtainty of arrest, there 
is a much more deterrent effect than | 
any punishment that you may preseribe ! 
where the chances of arrest are less. 
Even as late as the third week in De- 
ccmbcr we had a newspaper writinj? a 
leading artielc in these terms:— 

A disíiuietinjf number of these of- 
fcnees (that is, robbery under arms) 
has been reported dnring tlie íast few 
days. \Ve report this morning no less 
than four cases of rol)l)ery, or at- 
tempted robbery by violenee, in this 
city and suburbs. In every case the ! 
robbers carried revolvers, and in 
every case they committed their de- , 
predations without interruption or j 
arrest. i 

There may have been subsequent. ar- ' 
rests, I cannot say, but, as a mattcr of j 
fact, we know that. many eases have 
been rcported and no arrests have been 
made. I venturc to sa.y, without any 
statistieal knowledge, but just by ob- j 
servation, that the Minister will find j 
that there has been a deeline in the I 
nuinber of such offences with the in- 
creased certainty of arrest. With the 
greater efficiericy of the police forces i 
will come a lessening of these offences. , 
That lessening wiH not comc as a rcsult ! 
of increasing the weight of the sen- 
tence. The Ministor pins his faith to 
th<» State fruúng the enemies of soeiety 
lash in hand. TTe is Avelcome to his 
view of the relations of the State to its j 
enemies. He may defend it by saying 
that it is mediaíval, and that modernism 
is a failure; mediawalism in this, if also j 
in other things, ought to return. ! 
Again, he is wclcome to his views! I 
do not think that that is a true conccp- 
tion of the relation of the State to its 
citizens, even though they are bad citi- 
zens. We are asked to decide a ques- 
tion of very grcat importance, as to 
what ought to be the principles on 
which an offender is punished. The 
Minister says “ Vengeance plus deter- 
rents. ,, I dissent, and I say that it is 
not a right attitude for the State to 
adopt to its offending citizens to say: 

“ We will be revenged upon your body 
^or your offence.” 

m o take an offender and*to place h*m 
in a position of «bsolute impotence, and 


then wreak your vengeance upon his 
flesh*by a whip may satisfy the concep* 
tion of the Minister as to what ought 
to be the relative positions of the State 
and its eitizen, even an offending 
citizen, but in my view it is degrading, 
not to the prisoner but to the State 
When the Minister uses the word 
4 4 iguominious,’’ and savs they intend 
that it shall bt* ignominious, I retort, 
“ 1 liave no objection to the ignominy 
pul on an offender who uses violence 
against an inoffensive citizen, but 1 
have an objection to the ignominy in 
whieh the Statc is placed when it is 
asked to use this particular method of 
punishincnt.” 1 say it docs not even 
give the results whieh the Minister 
would desire, and whjeh we all would 
desirc. 

1 say again, wliat 1 said when this 
mattor was discussed bofore, that it is 
not the ])risoner or offender I ani think- 
ing of; it is the credit of the State, of 
societv, of the community and its good 
name. I believe it is a bad principle 
to adopt to say that wrong-doing shall 
be met by vengeance; vengeance 
wreaked upon the flesli and the nerves 
of the offender. You may frightcn 
him, but you do not make a good 
citizcn out of him. The Minister has 
told us that the state of the eountry is 
sucli that these euiergency powers are 
recpiired. He has given ns the informa- 
tion that 545 indictable offences werc 
reported in January. I wondcr 
Avhether many of these offenccs would 
have been iudictablo under the ordi* 
nary law, or wliether they are brought 
into this category because of the exist- 
(uice of (‘mergency legislation? I do 
uot know. I suggest that it would be 
well if iiis colleagues in the inncr and 
the outer cirele had some idea of the 
state of the country„ and made sure 
that the faets are such as to warrant 
tlie introduction of further emergency 
legislation. We have onc Minister, 
when asked the question, “ What is the 
general state of the country?” replying, 
1 * Tranquility itself; the only noise we 
hear of is that of a drunken row that 
is soon over, and, in fact, the country 
is so quiet that it is getting dreadfully 
monotonous.” 

Mr. BAXTEB: What a lamentable 
state! 
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Mr. JOHNSON : I suggest that if it is 
so bad as the Minister now says, so bad 
as to justify new emergency legisla- 
tion, it would be well to calJ into coun- 
sel not only the inner circle but the 
outer circle. Notwithstanding the fact 
that active war-like measures have 
ceased for seven of eight months we 
have this state of things. It suggests 
the necessity for close counsel so that 
Ministers would be ablc to confer with 
each other and devise mcans for deal- 
ing with a condition so lamentable as 
stated by the Minister. I am not con- 
vinced that it is necessary to outstep 
thc ordinary law. I think the Dáil 
should hesitate unt.il a case is made for 
passing emcrgency legislation of this 
ldnd. It is on ihese gcneral grounds 
tliat I intend to vote against the Bill. 
I promise the Minister that I arn not 
going to trouble him very mueh in an 
endeavour to anicnd it. I siniply will 
record my protest w'nenever occasion 
arises. 

Mr. GEORGE WOLFB: However 
much we regret the circumstances, 
most of us wiíl agree that the Minister 
for Home Affairs has made a case for 
this new Bill. Those of us who live in 
the country cannot but be aware, un- 
less we go about with our eyes shut, 
that there is an undoubted case for 
these extra powers. It is well known 
that in many parts of the eountry 
gangs of ruffians arc going about work- 
ing in and out with one another, com- 
mitting robberies and other offences, 
who are not brought to justice. There 
are other cases that are not reporred 
where unfortunate old people living 
alone, even old women, have had their 
houses broken into and their property 
taken from them. Some of these offen- 
ces were formerlv very foreign to the 
nature of the Irish peeple. I am sorry 
to say that such offences are becoming 
more common than they were. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Will the Deputy 
point out how this Bill will deal with 
these particular cases? 

T&r. WOLFE: I hope that flogging 
will be brought to bear in such cases. 

Blr. O’CONNELL: Catoh the offend- 
ers flrst. 


Mr. WOLFE: It is well known that 
a great many of these cases are occur- 
ring. Unfortunately Ireland is not 
now the plaee it was described as being 
in one of Moore’s melodies, “ Rich and 
rare,” where a lady could walk through 
the land with her jewels and ncver be 
attacked. I am afraid these days are 
gone. As I say, any of us who are in 
active touch with the country, even 
thc quiet parts, cannot but be aíive to 
the fact that extra powers are needed, 
as a great manv cases of a rcvolting 
nature are occurring. These cases are 
not reported, bc eause people do not like 
to do so, and bceause they are afraid 
there will he no conviction. Hating 
as 1 do the idta of exlra punishment, 
or extra powers, I recognisc the íu-ees- 
sitv for sii(*li powers now. I am sure 
there are a great many living in lonely 
parts of the country who will agree 
that there is an absolute necessity for 
sueli powers as tlie Minister has asked 
for. I hope thcse powers will be used, 
as some of these ruffians deserve all the 
punishment tliat could be inflicted 
npon them. I shall certainly give my 
support to the Minister for Home 
Affairs in every way I can on this Bill. 

Mr. BAXTER: I think it is a pity 
that l)eputy Woulfe had not a consul- 
tation with the Minister for Home 
Affairs before the Schedule of this Bill 
was drafted, as he might have been 
able to suggest to him what the 
Schedule should contain, at least the 
second part. It might make some of 
us have a different point of view if what 
he has in his mind were thcrc. As to 
the Bill itself, the Minister for Home 
Affairs has a very peculiar way in 
drafting his measure of including in the 
offences that. will bc punishable under 
the Bill, when it passes into law, those 
of a political type, and also another 
type that may be designated as crimi- 
nal. This Bill is like other temporary 
measures, foV which the Miuister has 
been able to secure a favourable 
decision in the Dáil. For that reason 
I will vote against this measure. I 
agree that there is much truth in w'hat 
Deputy Woulfe said that there are 
types in the country that shoul{Í be 
severely punished. I am not satisfied 
that it is * impossible to punish thesé 



1227 Compensation to DAIL EIREANN. Suppliers of Milk . 1228 


[Mr. Baxter.] 

types nnder the common law. I be- 
lieve that it is possible to do so. I do 
not think it is necessary that any tem- 
porary or emergency powers should be 
given the Minister to secure that these 
people will be treated as they ought to 
be treated. But when the Minister 
comes on, and along with his intention 
of punishing people for crimes that are 
being committed and that deserve 
punishment, he makes up his mind that 
other people will be punished if cer- 
tain crimes are committed that are not 
being committed in the country, I must 
say that I cannot understand the point 
of view of the Minister at all. The 
Minister says in the first part, of the 
Schedule to this Bill,“ inciting persons 
to engage in an attcmpt to overthrow 
by violence the established form of 
Government of Saorstát Eireann. 

I can never contemplate that the Dáil 
should spend its time in passing legis- 
lation to deal with a situation that does 
not exist. I think we could be better 
engaged in attending to matters that 
are demanding attention, and passing 
legislation to remedy defects the State 
is suffering from, and I do say there is 
no necessity for giving these powers to 
the Minister. There is no attempt being 
made to overthrow the established form 
of Government by violence; there is no 
attempt in that direction, and I do not 
think the Minister has any occasion to 
seek powers to prevent or stop what is 
not taking piace, nor is there any evi- 
dence that such an attempt will be 
made or that it will take place in the 
fut^ure. I cannot see why the Minister 
should ask for such powers. As I said 
on a previous occasion, it would be 
much better for the Minister to recog- 
nise the State as it really is, and as 
some of his colleagues in the Ministry 
have stated elsewhere it is. We will 
accept the statement that was made by 
that other colleague in another place as 
being the truth, because we know and 
believe it is the truth. I do not think 
any case has been or can be made by 
the Minister for Home Aífairs to show 
that he should have powers to punish 
people for offences that aTe not taking 
place, ot on the assumption that they 
pVace. li, m the tuture, 
offences are eoimmtted that the MVrns- 


ter thinks should be rendered punish- 
able, or if there are preparations to 
commit such offences, the Minister will 
then have time enough to seek such 
powers. Until there is that necessity 
I think and I feel that such powers 
should not be given. 

Mr. LYONS: I beg to move the ad- 
journment of the Dáil until 7.30 p.m. 
this evening. 

AN OEANN COMHAIRLE : This de- 
bate will, accordingly, be adjourned 
until to-morrow, when it will be re- 
sumed by Deputy Lyons. On the re- 
sumption this evening Private Business 
will be taken. 

The Dáil adjourned at 6.30 p.m. 

The Dáil resumed at 7.30 p.m., An 
Leas-Cheann Comhairle in the Chair. 

PRIVATE BUSINESS. 

SALARIES OF COUNTY COUNCIL 

SECRETARIES. 

/ 

AODH 0 CULACHAIN : I formally 

move:— 

“ That the retum presented to the 
Dáil on Tuesday, 12th February, and 
showing the emoluments paid to 
Secretaries of County Councils be 
printed and circulated.” 

Mr. MORRISSEY : I second that. 
Agreed. 

COMPENSATION TO SUPPLIERS OF 
MILK. 

Mr. MICHAEL HEFFERNAN : I 

wish to propose the motion which 
stands in my name in the Order Paper 
to-day and which reads: 

“ That the Dáil is of opinion that 
special measures should be taken by 
the Government to recompense thé 
suppliers of milk to the creameries of 
the Condensed Milk Company of Ire* 
land for the losses which they suf- 
fered owing to the seizure of those 
.creameries in May, 1922, by unau- 
thorised persons.” 

I wish to explain to the Dáil the mat- 
ters which led up to this seizure, and 
the happenings which took place in con- 
nection with th&t seiznre, and which, in. 
my opinion, jnstifies me in proposing 
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this motion. In the early days of 1922 
negotiations were going on between the 
Directors of the Condensed Milk Co. of 
Ireland, cómmonly known in the South 
as Messrs. Cleeve's, and their workers. 
These negotiations, I believe, were with 
regard to wages, and also, I believe, 
with regard to the number of em- 
ployees. But as the farmers, whom I 
represent, were never taken into the 
confidence of either the workers or the 
Directors of the Company, it is not my 
intention to deal with the rights or 
wrongs of the dispute. The only thing 
we do know is that the members of the 
Government should be perfectly well 
aware that this dispute was going on, 
and that something out of the ordinary 
was likely to happen, because I under- 
stand that one of their representatives 
acted as Chairman in those conferences 
which took place in the early days of 
1922. The first indication that the far- 
mers got that anything serious was 
about to happen was on the 12th May, 
1922. All the creameries belonging to 
that Company in Tipperary, Limerick 
and Cork were taken over by bodies 
of men, armed, I believe, in most cases. 
They were taken over forcibly, and the 
employees and managers who remained 
loyal to the owners of the creameries 
were expelled. Simultaneously with 
the taking over of the creameries, red 
flags were hoisted in each case over 
these coneerns. This gave a clear in- 
dication to anybody who wished to 
realise the situation that the intention 
of these people was revolutionary. The 
methods which were adopted by the 
workers were not the methods used in 
ordinary disputes about wages. Well, 
then, all the property in the creameries 
having been taken over by those men, 
their lorries were sent out the follow- 
ing day—sent out, I wish to inform the 
Government, in my district, and I be- 
lieve in other districts—manned with 
men openly carrying revolvers.. What 
the intention of carrying revolvers was 
I am not in a position to state, but it 
must be perfectly evident to anybody 
giving the matter his or her considera- 
tion that the intention was to intimi- 
date the suppliers of milk to the cream- 
eries, so that they would not refuse to 
give the milk, and that thus the far- 
mers would be frightened into doing t 
so. ! 


We in the organised Farmers’ Body 
were placed in a very difficult positioh. 
We had to act in a hurry. The action 
which we took was that we sent out in- 
structions to our members that they 
would not supply those red flaggers or 
revolutionaries with milk. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Say Bolshevics. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: At the same 
time that we sent out those orders, and 
when a good many of us had ceased to 
supply the milk, we sent a deputation 
up here to Dublin to the Government— 
that is the part of the Government that 
had remained loyal to the Treaty, and 
who were then in control of the coun- 
try. On certain statements which, I 
believe, were made at that interview, I 
largely base the claim which í make 
here, that compensation should be 
granted to the farmers. I have the 
word of one responsible member of the 
deputation on behalf of the farmers. 
One of the Ministers, when íisked if the 
Government could see their way to 
; compensate the farmers if the farmers 
refused to supply the milk, said: “ We 
are in a position to compensate.” 
Relying on this partial promise, these 
men went down to the country, and 
word was spread that if the farmers 
did cease to supply that thére was a 
reasonable chance that the matter 
would be taken up by the Government, 
and that compensation would be 
granted. Meanwhile, the matter went 
on. Those workers, or revolutionaries, 
or Irregulars remained in possession of 
these creameries and continued to work 
these creameries, working them with 
the supply of milk they got. They oon- 
tinued to interfere with the sale of the 
milk and the milk products of those 
farmers who had refused to supply 
them. I saw, myself, in the streets of 
Clonmel,butter taken in by the farmers > 
wives, seized by the Red Flaggers, and 
strewn about.the street. I say that the 
farmers were prevented and intimi- 
dated so that they could not sell their 
butter. All kinds of efforts were made 
to prevent the farmers carrying on 
their business in the usual manner. 
Night raids were made on íarmers , 
houses, their separators were broken, 
and their dairy utensils were smashed 
up. Armed men in' lorries appeared i& 
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the markets in Cp. Waterford, and else- 
where, and intimidated the farmers. 

The question may be asked: was that 
movement an Irregular movement; had 
it any connection with the movement of 
the' Party that called itself the Repub- 
lican Party? There are Deputies here 
who are in a much better position than 
I to give the inside view in that regard; 
but my view is, that it was connected, 
and directly connected, with the move- 
ment of the Irregulars. We do know 
that some of the responsible leaders in 
my county had given it a good deal of 
their moral support. We do know that 
those men who took over the 
creameries were supplied with coal and 
other articlcs from the Barracks, which 
were then under the command of the 
Irregular leaders. In justice to some 
of those leaders—some who have since 
died for the cause they supported— 
they repudiated it. At the same time 
it is evident> to anybody that some of 
the Irregular leaders were willing to 
support any movement whicli might 
make it difficult for the Government 
then in power to control the country, 
and if they did not give the taking over 
of creameries their active support 
they, at least, gave it tacit support. 

The creameries remained in posses- 
sion of the mcn who took them over 
forcibly, and the farmers in practically 
all cases had to leave their milk at 
home. Some of them manufactured 
butter with the object of using it; 
others had to spill the milk in the fields. 
It is a fact that in thc neighbourhood 
of some farm houses, on account of the 
milk being continually spilled on the 
ground, nuisances were caused, and the 
thing became a danger to the health of 
the farmers. This claim which we are 
making is not one that we cannot sub- 
stantiate with figures. We have got 
an accurate account from all the far- 
mers of their losses. We have detailed 
accounts from each farmer stating the 
loss suffered and the number of gallons 
of milk that had to be wasted. I am 
willing to submit that statement of 
losses to thc Government if they will 
receive it with any kind of intention 
of dealing with the matter in a genuine 
fashion. 

The state of affairs I have described 
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continued until eventually, at the time 
those counties came under the control 
of the Government forces, the creamer- 
ies went back again into the hands of 
the original owners, not before, how- 
cver, as was the ease in some places, 
they had been destroyed. A creamery 
in Tipperary, valued at £100,000, was 
burned down. It is well known that 
this creamery w’as in the possession of 
tlie Irregular forces, and w r as being 
used as a munition factory. It is 
known that munitions were manufae- 
tured there, and large quantities of 
arms were stored there. Incidentally 
I miglit mention that the lives of those 
connected with the farmers , movement 
were endangered during this period, 
Serious attempts were made to take my 
life, and a serious attempt was made to 
take the life of one of thc managers in 
Clonmel, Mr. Reidy. He was taken 
prisoner, and was held for several days. 
The condition of affairs was that the 
farmers who su.ffered those great losses 
were in many cases purely dairy far- 
mers. They lost their produce for one 
whole dairy year, and the year follow- 
ing w r as not mueh of an improvement, 
bccause sonie of them lost the value of 
a certain proportion of their products 
owing to the closing of Messrs. Cleeve’s 
creameries, which was possibly due to 
the Red Flag menace of last year. 

Now, the Governtnent. insists that 
these men shall meet their obligations 
to the State; they insist that they shall 
pay the annuities that are due, and 
pay also the local rates. The Govern- 
ment has taken special powers to see 
that thcse annuities and these rates are 
enforced. I admit the farmers owe an 
obligation to the Government, and they 
are under an cbligation to pay taxes 
and rates. But if the farmers owe an 
obligation to the Government, the 
Government owe an obligation to the 
farmcrs. The Government has an obli- 
gation to protect its citizens, and if it 
does not find itself in a position to pro- 
tect those citizens, I maintain it has a 
moral right to compensate them for the 
losses they have suffered owing to lack 
of protection. I think that is a per- 
fectly genuine, legal, moral claim. 

I do not think it is fair for tbe 
Government to hide behind any case 
such as the Compensation for Property 
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Act, and to say that this is not a direct 
loss, or that it is only a consequential 
loss. It is very hard to differentiate 
between a direct loss and a consequen- 
tial loss. If people came out and spilled 
the farmers' milk, that would be a 
direct loss because it happened in a 
direct way; but, because the loss hap- 
pened in an índirect way it is only a 
conscquential loss. I know those far- 
mers are in a bad way. Many of them 
are not able to meet their obligations. 
Processes and other lcgal proceedings 
are being taken against them, and I 
ask the Minister and the Government 
is it fair that while the Government, 
unwilling or unable to come to their aid 
in dire nccessity, they should now force 
these men to pay what they have not 
got because of the failure of the 
Governmcnt to support them. I ask 
the Government, therefore, to accept 
this motion, and hold out, some hope 
that compensation or rccompcnse will 
be made to those farmers for the loss 
they suffered, and suffered in support 
of the law and order and good govern- 
ment against the efforts to establish 
Socialism and perhaps Bolshcvism in 
this country. 

Mr. WILSON: I beg to second the 
motion moved by Deputy Heffernan. 
The Government should seriously con- 
sider the position of men who, because 
of their civic spirit and their wish to 
uphold law and order, have been pena- 
lised through the neglect of the Govern- 
ment to protect them. It is the duty 
of the Government now to recompense 
these men for their loss. We do not 
ask that men who suffered loss by rea- 
son of supplying the Bed Flag factories 
should be recompensed, but we ask that 
those men who, on the strength of the 
promise made by the Government to 
stand by them, withheid their supplies 
of milk from the Red Flag factories, 
and were compelled to destroy their 
milk, and to see their butter destroyed 
because of the Government ’s failure— 
we ask that the Government should re- 
compense them for the loss they have 
suffered. Deputy Heffernan pointed 
o'ut that these men are called upon to 
pay land annuities f and to pay their 
locál taxation, and that by reason of 
failure on the part of government they 
are unable to do so, and surely, it is 


scarcely fair to ask them to carry out 
their obligation on their side, when the 
Government, on its side, failed in theii 
obligation to those peopíe. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I am not quite surc 
| whether the seconder of this motion is 
in agrcement with the mover. When 
Deputy Heffernan sat down, I was irn 
clined to rise and support his motion. 
but the speech of Deputy Wilson sug- 
gests that there is difference of opinion 
between the mover and the seconder. 
I am not familiar with the details oí 
this case but, as I understand it, a num- 
ber of people supplied milk to the 
Creameries after the closing down by 
the Condensed Milk Company and ow- 
ing to certain action taken in the 
] Courts, by Messrs. Cleeve and others, 

> the suppliers of milk have not 
been paid and cannot be paid. I think 
that the motion certainly justifies some 
consideration of their case. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: On a point of ex- 
planation, Deputy Johnson must have 
misunderstood my speech. I had no in- 
' tention of asldng the Government to 
| grant compensation to men who sup- 
plied milk to the Red Flag factories. 
My point is, that compensation should 
be given to men who did not supply 
milk to the Red Flag factories: 

Mr. JOHNSON: Then the motion is 
not eorrectly drafted. The motion is: 
“ That the Dáil is of opinion that 
special measures should be taken by the 
Government to recompense the sup- 
pliers of milk to the Creameries of the 
Condensed Milk Company of Ireland 
for the losses which they suffered. M It 
appears that the people whom the 
Government has now to recompense are 
the people who did not supply milk to 
the Creamery- 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: When the cream- 
eries were taken over by the Red Flag 
workers they ceased to be the creamer- 
ies of the Condensed Milk Company. 
We mean creameries that had no deal- 
ings with the Red Flag. If I had said 
t( Suppliers of milk to the Red Flag ’ r 
the Deputy would have been right. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I do not want to 
turn this statement to any particulár 
section in this matter, but 1 am vcry 
| much surprised that the Deputy should 
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put himself in the position very much 
more serious than those who sdzed the 
creameries. The seized creameries all be- 
longed to the CondensedMilkCompany. 
They did not belong to those by whom 
they were seized. However, I leave that 
with Deputy Heffernan and Deputy 
Wilson, and I take it that if the Dáil 
passes this motion it does not mean 
what the motion says. The position, as I 
understand it, is that in the view of the 
people engaged in the factories it was 
to the mutual advantage of all of them 
—milk suppliers, farmers and creamery 
operatives—that an outlet should be 
maintained for the milk. If the cream- 
eries had been closed, as Messrs. Cleeve 
desired, what would be the position of 
those who hitherto supplied thc milk? 
What would they have done with their 
milk? What would they have done 
with the milk which they were not com- 
pelled to do afterwards? 

In some cases, as Deputy Heffernan 
pointed out., butter was sent to the 
market and scattered abouc the streets. 
There was definite loss there, and I 
think I may be right in saying that 
such loss Avould come under the Com- 
pensation Clauses. But in the other 
cases what would have becorne of the 
milk if the company had closed the 
doors of the creameries, and the men 
had left them closed? 

Mr. WILSON : On a point of expla- 
nation, if they had bcen permitted, 
these suppliers could liave supplied to 
co-operative creameries, but on account 
of the trade dispute these co-operative 
creameries were forced by their 
workers to refuse to accept this milk. 

AN LEAS-OHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

It would be better if Deputies would 
not interrupt Deputy Johnson. Deputy 
Heífernan has the right to reply, and 
he can answer all these points. 

Mr. JOHNSON : I am very glad to 
have this information. As I stated, I 
am not fully aware of the facts, and I 
would like to be informed fully as I go 
on. If further Deputies go on inform- 
ing me, I should be quite a wise man 
when this debate is finished. Accord- 
ing to Deputy Heffernan, the majority 
«of the suppliers, or, at least, those who 


are organised, decided that it was bet- 
ter that the creameries should remain 
closed. Deputjf Wilson says that if 
they had not been interfered with they 
would have found an outlet in the co- 
operative creameries, and that the co- 
operative creameries would have been 
glad to receive their milk. No doubt 
co-operative societies are a very useful 
stand-by for farmers. Whether they 
would have been so appreciative of the 
difficulties the farmers were in at the 
time as to relieve them of their diffi- 
culty I do not know. Deputy Heffer- 
nan is in a bettcr position to say that 
than I am. Unfortunately for the co- 
operatives, in too many cases farmers 
who ought to be supplying them in nor- 
mal times only come to look to them in 
times of trouble. They leave them to 
go into bankruptcy because Messrs. 
Cleeve and the others tempt them to 
leave their true allegiance. Then, when 
difficulty arises, the farmers look for an 
outlet through the co-operatives. Be- 
cause something has interfered with 
the free movement of the non-co-opera- 
tive farmers, who desire to take advan- 
tage of the existence of co-operatives, 
complaint is made. It seems to me that 
the position of these farmers, while, no 
doubt, unenviable, is no worse than 
that of many people who were inter- 
fered with in other businesses in that 
period. 

I do not know what the proportions 
are of those who supplied and those 
who refused to supply. I would cer- 
tainly think that a case is made in fa- 
vour of those who supplied and were 
not paid. But, after all, there was a 
not unreasonable way out in this case. 
If my information is correct, the far- 
mers were invited to assist in maintain- 
ing the outlet. By refusing to do that, 
they practically said We stand by 
Messrs. Cleeve & Co. in sabotaging this 
industry. 7 9 They said: “ We must have 
thirty-three and a third per cent. off 
wages.” Because that reduction was 
refused, the factories were closed. It 
was suggested to the farmers that they 
should be kept open, and that*a full 
account of every item shotdd be ren- 
dered to Messrs. Cleeve. The farmers 
refused and, of course, disintegration 
set in and, if the accounts of Deputy 
Heffernan are right, certain demorali- ' 
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sation set in, and that caused very 
serions troubles. I am not pronouncing 
any opinion upon the merits or mora- 
lity of the proceedings. I think there 
was the possibility of maintaining the 
suppliers of milk in reasonable pros- 
perity, of lceeping the factories work- 
ing and the men engaged, and that a 
due return to Messrs. Cleeve or the 
Condensed Milk Company would have 
been rendered of everything brought 
into action, had the farmers during the 
operations maintained- 

Mr. WILSON: The red flag. 

Mr. JOHNSON : The supply of milk. 
The manufacture of the milk into but- 
ter could have been continued and the 
sale of that butter could be conducted 
on behalf of the joint operators. The 
term “ red flag, ,J used by Deputy Hef- 
fernan, does not frighten me. It has 
quite a respectable history, notwith- 
standing the gibes. The other flag, 
which Deputy Wilson would now like 
to sail under, had equally disreputable 
epithets thrown at it once. Possibly, 
even the red flag will become respec- 
table some day. 

Mr. WILSON: Possibly. 

Mr. JOHNSON : It is really unwise of 
Députies, who want to treat a matter 
of this kind with any seriousness, to 
simply throw an epithet about and ex- 
pect passions to arise in response. I 
hope we are getting away from that 
state of mind. § But I think there is 
something to 6e said in favour of the 
motion, and if it is moved in its present 
form I shall certainly support it. 

Mr. LTONS: Before the President 
says whether he is inclined to accept 
this motion or not, I would 
8 o’cloch. like to state why it is my in- 
tention to*vote against it. 
Until I heard the explanation of the 
mover of the motion, I would have been 
inclined to vote in favour of it. He has 
gained the credit for .changing the 
opinion of one Deputy who was in fa- 
vour of the motion before he heard the 
explanation. In one portion of his 
speech, he said that -the farmers in 
Clonmel and Waterford had to spill the 
milk out on the grass, and that for a 
time they endangered their health. I 
think it would have been more chari- 


table if those farmers had looked 
around and distributed that milk to the 
workers , families in Bansha, and Cahir, 
and Oola, and other places. That 
would have been better than to spill 
out the milk and endanger their health. 
It is all very well for any Party in the 
Dáil to ask for compensation. Of 
i course, the Minister for Finance will 
want to know where this money is go- 
ing to come from. I am sure the Presi- 
dent will not be willing to instruct the 
Minister for Finance to float another 
loan to pay these demands. I was told 
the other day in answer to a question 
that it was not the intention of the 
Minister for Finance to give grants to 
mill owners in order that they may 
reconstruct their mills. 

I sincerely hopc that it is not the in- 
tention of the Government to give com- 
pensation to those farmers who had an 
opportunity at the time of settling 
with their worlcers. As ‘other Depu- 
ties have explained, if a strike took 
place, and the creamery owners loeked 
the gates. the employees were out, and 
I doubt very much whether the little 
co-operative creamery in Piltown would 
be able to deal with all the milk down 
from Clonmel, which is about fourteen 
or fifteen miles away. Deputy Heffer- 
nan spoke about Irregulars. I am not 
speaking against the men who took over 
the charge of those creameries. Their 
aetion may have appeared to be ir- 
regular from the point of view of some 
Deputies, but when one comes down 
to bare facts one finds that if they did 
not act in this manner they might have 
been eompelled to commit crimes that 
would be far more serious, and not 
alone endanger themselves but others. 
If these people had been paid a living 
wage at the time, I am sure this troublé 
would not have taken place, and it is, 
to my mind, very peculiar kind of tac- 
tics to adopt at this stage, that, simply 
because the masters and men did not 
agree among themselves three or four 
years ago, they must now go to the 
Government to be compensated for any 
little losses they sustained, simply be- 
cause at the time they refused to pay 
wages that would keep the bodies and 
souls of the workers and their famili'es 
together. There is a factory in Car- 
rick-on-Suir that was taken over by the 
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workers, and I am informed it was 
worked and managed in a proper 
manner. The farmers were invited to 
send their milk in. Thev would have 
got the samé priee as was givcn to them 
before the factory was seízed. When 
I was living in Carrick-on-Suir the cm- 
ployces nurnbered up to about 114 girls 
and 40 or 50 men. All these people 
were to be removed. The gates were 
to be elosed on them, and they took it 
into their sensible heads to take on this 
factory, get the work done, and pay 
the same rates as were paid by the 
company who owned it. I would like 
to inform Deputy Heífernan and 
Deputy Wilson that the workers were 
forced out of it by an armed party, 
whether Irregulars or regulars I do not 
know. I am surprised to hear from 
Deputt HefPernan that a ereamery that 
has been turncd into a munition fac- 
tory still remains, and that it was not 
blown up, cither when it was evacuatcd 
by what he calls Irreguiars or in a 
battle. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN : On a point of ex- 
planation, I said that the creamery that 
was used as a munition factory—Tip- 
perary Creamery—was burned down on 
evacuation by the Irregulars, or who- 
ever was in possession of it. 

Mr. LYONS: I was wondering how it 
could remain up. As to the red flag, 
personally I do not see anything wrong 
with it, more than any other, and I am 
surprised at some Deputies who fear 
the red flag. They are more or less 
suffering from nightmare, that the flag 
might come in the shape of some awful 
objeet at night and they would be re- 
nioved out of their homes through the 
key-hole, or something like that. I am 
surprised that they did not ask the Pre- 
sident a question as to changing 
the colour to green, The red flag, to 
^ome of those who spoke about it, is 
^ust the same as showing a red rag to 
a hu\\. 

Mr P. McKEHIÍA : I rise to sup- 
port the motion proposed by Deputy 
Heffernan, and I thinlc the Déil will 
agree that he has made a very fair case 
ior his constituents. We are all aware J 
that this occurred at a time when the I 


life of this State was in jeopardy, and 
when a number of our citizens went 
out, each with a Constitution in his 
pocket, prepared for the future of the 
State, and who was prepared to go be- 
hind the barrieades and fight for that 
Constitution. I never heard during all 
that fight between men who called 
themsejves Free Staters and Anti- 
Treatyites, that ever an Irregular 
fought under the flag that we are sit- 
ting under. The rcason I rise to sup- 
port the motion is because of the fact 
that those incidents occurred under the 
red flag. God knows, we have had 
enough of battles of flags in this coun- 
try, and I am not one of those who 
wishes to change any flag until such is 
the deeision of the majority of the cit- 
izens. I feel that this red flag is the 
flag of revolution, and I disagree with 
the statements made by the leader of 
, the Labour Party. We all know that 
| it was the flag of revolution in Russia. 
and there is no use in mincing words. 
When the Government had a very diífi- 
cult task to perform in trying to restore 
I law and order, these men went out un- 
j der this flag, took advantage of the 
situation, and caused further trouble 
to the Government. Deputy Lyons 
says that there is nothing dangerous 
about the red flag. Well, the flrst tinie 
I saw it was stopping an engine. We 
I all see it on the, railways every day in 
! the week in the guard’s hand. I 
1 might get under the engin? if it was 
not there. I have no objection to any 
flag being used in a constitutional way, 
or waved in a constitutional manner, 
but I have a very strong objection to 
any citizen of any State leading a num- 
ber of men under that flag to smash 
up machinery which it took years to 
put there, and to destroy and injure 
what was maintaining the lives of the 
people in the district, and I say that 
such tactics should be put down with 
a firm hand. So far as I am concerned, 
l I hope that the evil roots oí that tree 
v will tiot extend to this country until 
i the tree is as dead as the mari who 
/ hoisted ít in Bolshcrtst, Russia. *I Uke 
i t0 a . maa - Leaders oí men 

I m tbis co «ntry must not 

be bacfcboneless leaders, but men wlío 
will speak out and tell their followets 
to act in a constitutional manner 
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Mr. MORRISSEY : On a point of 
order, what are we discussing? Are 
we discussing red flags, or leaders, or 
<;reameries? 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

It. would be better if the Deputy would 
«onfine himself to the motion. 

Mr. McKENNA : They should not 
lead men into the meshes of a net 
that smashes up their means of liveli- 
hood, for the sake of creating a strike 
or a revolution, or for assisting people 
trying to pull down the fabric of the 
♦State. I think that if thcrc is any sense 
of duty in the Govemment they will 
hearken to the appeal made my l)eputy 
HefPernan and grant compensation to 
the men who have sustained thcse 
losses. I have no sympathy, any more 
than the l)eputy, with the men who 
went and bent thcir knees to thosc 
who hoistcd the rcd ílag. I thinlv that 
was weakness on thcir part, and I 
think, furthcr, that the men who sus- 
tained these great losscs and had the 
courage of thcir convictions to stand 
by while their maehinery was smashcd 
should not bc forgotten by the State. 
I hope the Government will pay atten- 
tion to the motion. 

The PRESIDENT : Thc Damage to 
Propcrty Act lavs down the terms 
which have been passed into law, under 
which compensation can be paid in re- 
spect of losses sustained from the llth 
July, 1921, until thc 12th May, 1923. 
That Act was beforc thisDáil and before 
the Seanad. Its introduetion, I think, 
took place somewhere about December, 

1922, and the Seeond Reading passed 
the Dáil, I think, on the 8th February, 

1923, and it oecupied a very consider- 
able space of the time of Parliament in 
formulating proposals which, in the 
light of all the circiunstances, seemed 
the best to the Oireachtas to provide 
«compensation for those who had lost. 
At this stage, something like eight or 
ten months after tha Act had passcd, 
It is a ^littíe disappointing that a «asa 
■should be madé in respect of, I am surc, 
a reldtively small section of the com- 
munity, tliat either this Act did not 
-cover them or that special legislation 
^hould have been passed in respect of 
them. If they cannot be compensated 
nnder the Damage to Propertj Act— 


i and I would like to stress the fact tiiat 
there. were representatives in both 
Houses of the interests of the people 
who now claim compcnsation—It is 
rather strange that we should be asked 
| now to cxtcnd in respcct of one parti- 
| cular section of the community what 
| we have laid down all along we eould 
1 not eompcnsate for, and that is a <*on- 
sequcntial loss. This is cithcr a c(*nse- 
quential loss or it is not. If it bc not 
the claim cornes under the Damagc to 
Propcrty Act; if it is, and that wc are 
to opcn the door hcre, whcre can we 
close itDcputy Johnson made a case 
( in respect of men who had lost their 
• cmj)loymcnt )>y veason of thc troubles. 

| A verv good case he niade, but. it. was 
rulcd out on thc V(*ry samc grountls v/c 
ruled out the claims of business pcople 
in respect of losses sustaim d by rcason 
oi* thc hostilitics. " • 

Thc (iucstion of revolution does not 
arisc. Wc did not raisc that qucstion 
in eonnection with any of thc other 
comptmsations tliat w<* wcrc paying, 
and tlu* fact tliat rcvolvcrs werc uscd 
docs not arise cithcr, for provision was 
also madc for that in thc Damagc to 
Property Aet. Thc deputation which 
came liere, I snpposc in May or June, 
j 1922, saw a Ministcr. If l took cor- 
j rcetly tho statcment madc by Dcputy 
j Hcffcrnan, thc Ministcr said: Wc are 
in n position .o compensate ”—a very 
safe statcmcnt t.hat. I am cxamining 
it now from (piito a number oi different 
angles. First of all, if he wcre stand- 
ing on his eash-box at tliat tirne hc was 
in a position to eompcnsate as com- 
parcd with his position standing on his 
cash-box now. On the otlier liand, 
there was certainly no undcrtaking to 
compcnsatc. Reading tlie rcsolution 
one would take it that, if the Deputy 
has eorrectly interpreted that promisc, 
every pei'son who had been a supplier 
of milk to this creamery, whether dur- 
ing this particular period he sent in the 
milk or not. would be entitled to com- 
j ponsation. lí the Ministor said: “ We 
are in a position to componsatelie 
could not have had in mind that Jie was 
going to compensate those who, in the 
mind of Deputy Heffernan, were help- 
ing to*keep a particular coiour of a 
flag over the place, or those who, in 
agreement wíth Deputy McKenna, re- 
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[The President.] 

fused absolutely to supply. -When 
people speak about Government pro- 
tection they ought at least to examine 
the circumstances of that particular 
period. A government had only just, 
one might say, comc into existence with 
ímmense responsibilities; with no police 
force, and one might almost say, an 
unorganiscd army. At the period in 
question it is more than possible that 
we had no morc than thrcc thousand 
troops, if we had so many, under arms, 
and while the ordinary citizen could 
say, “ I am called upon to pay my 
Land Commission Annuities, and my 
rates, but I must get protcction or I 
will not pay one or thc other,” these 
were not the terms into which he 
entered when he purchased his land. 
He purchased his land on the condition 
that hg wouldpay thatLand Commission 
Annuity, and by reason oi his agree- 
ment he got a considcrable reduction 
in his rent, wliich a great number of 
other citizens have not got yet. With 
regard to rates, that is a liability which 
is common to mankind, much the same 
as measles or scarlatina. If they 
say they will not pay, I am afraid they 
are taking up much the same lines, but 
maybe in a gentler way, than the 
gentlemen who raised the obnoxious 
flag on the premises in question. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN : I did not say that 
we would not pay. I said w r e could 
not pay. 

The PRESIDENT : I am hearing that 
from almost every section of the com- 
munity, from the working people up to 
the so-called rich. The latter tell me 
they cannot pay their Income Tax, and 
the others say they cannot live because 
of the cost of living. I discount all 
these statements, perhaps, unreason- 
ably, but I am in much the same posi- 
tion myself, as I find it difficult to pay 
also.^ The difficulty in this case, is that 
this is made a special case for compen- 
sation, on the grounds that they were 
unable to help themselves in this neigh- 
bourhood, and that they suffered severe 
loss. Who is there in the country who 
did not lose during that period in busi- 
ness, in labour, in any walk,of life? 
Take the case of the railways. If ever 
Miere was a case which could reason- 


| ably be sustained for compensation for 
disturbance, it is the case of the Great 
Southern & Western Railway, which 
lost three quarters of a million in re- 
venue that year. We are not paying 
that, and, as a result, quite a number 
of widows and orphans, and. other 
people like that, suffered. Their pro- 
perty is depreciated, and there must be 
a very scvere loss to be sustained. 

There are people in business who, 
during the period of the attack on the 
Four Courts, lost their business. 
Some of them lost very much more 
than their business during that period. 
We were not in a position to compen- 
sate a single one of these people for 
consequential losses. We were not in a 
position, and we are not in a position 
to compensate a very large number of 
people who, during the last 4, 5, or 6 
years, entered into this trouble to se- 
cure the position we are in now, and to 
make it almost certain that those far- 
mers in future will not suffer the losses 
that they suffered during that period, 
from May to September, or whatever 
the time was. If the basis of compen- 
sation that is laid down in the Damage 
to Property Aet is not a good basis, at 
least, it was long enough before the 
people for them to have pointed out to 
us what its defects were. The Deputy, 
I take it, is represcnting the same con- 
stituency as the Minister for Lócal 
Government. The Minister for Local 
Government went down to that con- 
stituency after the passing of that Act, 
which did not compensate these very 
worthy constituents of his, and who, ac- 
cording to Deputy Heffernan, ought to 
have been compensated, and he topped 
the poll. Submitting it to such an ex- 
tensive jury as that, he got a verdict 
for good service in his county. His 
constituents rewarded him for good 
service, and they marked their appre- 
ciation of that Damage to Property 
Aet, and of him, by a majority of some- 
thing like 12,000 votes. I think, in the 
cireumstances, it would not be # possible 
for us to agree to this resolution being 
passed. 

Mr. CORISH : Before Deputy Heffer- 
nan replies, I would like to say a word 
or two in connection with the statement 
rnade by Deputy McKenna It is per- 
fectly easy to indulge in platitudes in 
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discussing a matter of this kind, plati- 
tudes which, 1 have no doubt, will be in 
leaded iype in the newspapers in thc 
morning. In any movemmt tliat the 
workers may make in tliis coantry 
some peopie always like to hold up the 
Red Flag in deíence of that particidar 
movement. Deputy McICenna says 
that this country suffcrs frorn back- 
boneless leaders. One might infer from 
reading his statements in the morning 
that the Chairman of this Party might 
be looked upon as a backboneless leader 
but there ás one thing this country 
and this Dáil will have to give Deputy 
Johnson credit for and that is that dur- 
ing the last 12 months he said the right 
thing* at the right time in connection 
with sabotage in this country. Dcputy 
Johnson has always been a fearless 
leadet* of this Party and he has said 
what he thought fit at the proper time 
and has saved this country, I think, a 
Jot during the past- 12 months. So far 
as I am eoncerned, I have always ad- 
vocated that the workers should move 
constitutionally. I deprecate and I dis- 
agree wit.h anything such as has been 
done in County Tipperary where ma- 
cliinery was destroyed, because I do not 
think it is in the worhers’ interests or 
in the countTy’s interests that such a 
thing should take placc. I have a dis- 
tinct recollection that during the pass- 
ing of the Compensation Act through 
this Dáil Deputy Johnson moved 
an amendment which would give const*- 
quential damage and which would em- 
brace claims of this ldnd. I have a 
distinct recollection of thc Party to 
wliich Deputy Heífcrnan belongs hav- 
ing voted absolutely against it. 1 want 
to know what the particular Party that 
Deputy Heffernan belongs to would 
think if we, on behalf of the workers in 
factories that were burned down in this 
country, during thc'last 12 or 18 
months, advocated that tlie workers 
should be paid for all the hours, all the 
miuutes, and all the days they lost. 
These men who weré dependent ahso- 
lutely for their livclihood, day after 
day, on these factories had no chance of 
getting anything by wav of compensa- 
tion for their losses and I think that 
they had a better claim than the landed 
people of this country, who had some- 
thing to fall back upon. As I said be- 


fore I do not tliink that it is a good 
thing for anybody to indulge in plati- 
tudes in this Dáil in a matter like this. 
I think that Depúty McKenna went a 
little too far. The Labour Party are 
able to loofc after their own interests. 
So far as the flag is concerned, it is 
merely an emblem. The flag will noi 
make any man do anything. As De- 
puty Johnson said, there were things 
said about the flag that is flying over 
this building, but. that flag survived 
it all, in spite of what. many people 
said. 

We advocate Constitutionalism. I 
do certainly. I do not, want to see 
anybody breaking up macliinery in this 
country. I want to see everything 
done in a eonstitutional manner. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: I rathcr hoped 
when I introduced this motion that I 
vould get the support of the L&bour 
benches in the matter. I was very 
pleased to hear Deputy Cor-ish say that 
he, and I think his Party, were pre- 
| pared to support Constitutionalism and 
| to carry on thc agitation for their ends 
by Constitutional methods. From my 
knowledge of the Labour Party, ánd 
from the attitude which it has taken 
up in matters in this Dáil, I had ex- 
pected that he would not. have at- 
tempted to boister up or to suggest that 
this movement should have been sup- 
ported by the farmers, or that the far- 
I rners should have become partners in 
: the illegal seizure of these creameries. 
i I have refrained from entering into 
any acrimonious discussion with the 
Labour Party. I thought the Labour 
Party, or the leaders of the Labour 
Party, would have taken advantage of 
this occasion to repudiate any connec- 
tion, direct or indireet, with what hap- 
pened on that occasion. I am sorry to 
say, judging by the rcmarfcs of Deputy 
Johnson, t.hat I eannot eoine to the con- 
clusion that they repudiated that con- 
nection. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I am not quitc surc 
that I caught, thc reference of the 
Deputy, but if he suggests that I or any 
meraber here was a party to the actual 
operation of seizing these ereameries, 
then, of course, he is saying what ís not 
true. I am prepared, before the Dail, 
or anywhere, to justify the attempt to< 
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[Mr. Johnson.] 

keep in operation any maehinery of 
produetion in this eountry. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: I did not mean 
to snggest that Depnty Johnson was a 
party in any shape or iorm to the 
original aetion, but I do not think that 
he has justiíied. or that anybody ean 
justify, the keeping of a coneern going 
by illegal methods and by rcsorting to 
erime. Tluuv were at least thrcc par- 
ties to tliat matter. There were the 
workers, the owners oí* the crcameries, 
and the suppliers. The suppliers were 
not eonsidered, and'the propcrty of the 
owners of thesc ereamerics was taken 
over and they were not consulted, and 
they were not parties to the taking over 
vof that property. 

A LABOUR DEPUTY: They were 
eonstilted. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: They werc con- 
sulted with regard to the wagc mattcr, 
but, I ain sure, they were unwilling par- 
tics to the taking over of the 
( reameries. Now, with regard to thc , 
President’s defence of the action of 
the Government in not l)ringing this 
matter within the Property Cornpensa- 
tion Aet. 1 am rather inclined to think 
that this partieular matter diífers 
greatlv from the many different mat- 
ters which would be brought forward 
in an atternpt to get eompensation for 
consequential damage. We know of 
the many ridiculous elaims that have 
been made for consequential damage— 
loss of trade, loss of different things 
which occurred owing to the Irregular j 
regime. This is a definite, feasible 
elairn which could be substantiatcd. It 
deals with a scction of thc community, 
but not a small section of thc com- 
munity, and it took from them not a 
small porfion of their earnings, but the 
full portion of their earnings during 
one full season. I do not agree with 
the President when, to a certain extent. 
he repudiates the liability of the State 
to give protection to those farmers. 
When those farmers purchased their 
land, and bound themselves to pay the 
annuities, it was, I am sure, tacitly 
understood that the State took up the 
obligation of protecting them, and I 
keeping them In a position whereby ! 


■ they would be ablc to meet these an- 
I nuities when they fell due. I do not 
j think that it is fair to make a eompari- 
son bctween the little farmers in Tip- 
perary and Waterford, and other 
places, and the Great Southern & Wes- 
tern Railway, or to say that they are in 
a position, or suggest that they are in 
a position, to bear thc losscs tliey suf- 
fcred cqually as well as the sharehol- 
ders of that railway. I assure him that 
there are many farmers down there 
who are in a bad position and not able 
( to pay their annuities. They are now 
j being writted, and they are being 
| forced into the courts of law to meet 
, the demands which the (íoverniuent are 
J inalíing for those annuities. I think it 
| would not liave been unreasonable, in 
view of tlie promises which wei*e made, 
or the implied promise when the Min- 
ister said: We are in a position to 
give compensation, M that; sonic steps 
should be taken by the ('Jovernment to 
give compensation to those who suf- 
fered losst*s by not supplying milk dur- 
í ing that season. í am sorry that in 
Avording my motion it was woi'dcd in a 
manner which, to a certain extent, is 
misleading, but I am suri* that the Dáil 
will accept my intcntion Vhen putting 
the motion down. I would suggest to 
the Cfovernment that tlu*re is another 
way out of this matter. There are many 
things in eonneetion with this seizure 
whieh have not been cleared up. and 
many things have not been accounted 
for. 

Thcre is, for instance, the butter 
which was sold and the money which 
Avas got for it—these arc things t-hat 
have not b(*en accountod for. These 
should be returned into the hands of 
those who weiv, in the first plaee, re- 
sponsible for the supptving of milk 
whicli produced this buttcr. I suggest 
that the Government should consider 
the advisability of appointing a small 
Committee of Inquiry, or an Inspector, 
to inquire and get hold of all the facts 
in connection with this case. It is 
hardly fair to ask a great number of 
small farmers to enter into complicated 
law T cases with the Irish Transport and 
General Worhers 1 Union, Avith, perhaps, 
the owners of Messrs. Cleeves* cream- 
eries, and with many other parties 
throughout the country to elucidate.to 
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whom these moneys belong. In view Mr. JOHNSON: Is it the motion as 


oí* th(» statement I have made, and my 
obligation to my eonstituents, I cannot 
see my way to withdraw my motion. 

I would like to say with regard to 
tfie President’s remark with referenee 
to the Minister for Local ftovernment 
at the last election, that. wlien the 
Minister went r o Tippcrary to contest 
this election it Avas not contested on 
the issue of compensation to those who 
lost monev owing to the Hed Flag 
r<*f?ime. It was contested on other 
issiU's altofi(*tlier, -and I a»n perfectly 
sure if the Minister for Local Govern- 
ment went to tbe people of South Tip- 
perary and said: I am fully prepared 
to tell the (íovernment not to compen- 
sate you for tne losses you suffered 
owing to the Hed Flag regime, ,> hc 
would not have got in by a majority 
of 12,000 votos but, if he got in at all, 
he would have irot in by a very narrow 
majority, indeed. 


written that we are voting on? 

i AN LEAS-OHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

Yes. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: Could you give 
me permission to change the wording 
of the motion to make it perfectly 
I clear what my intention was in putting 
I the motion down? 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

We cannot change it now. 

Motion put and declared lost. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN : I ask for a divi- 
sion. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

Your are late now. The Dáil stands 
adjourned until 3 o'cloclv to-morrow. 

Thc Dáil adjourned at 8.40 p.m. until 
3 o’clock, Thursday, 21st February. 
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CEISTEANNA—QUESTIONS. 
ORAL ANSWERS. 


ROSCARBERY PENSION CLAIM. 

TADHO O DONNABHAIN asked 
the Minister for Local Government if 
he will state when his Department will 
send their Medieal Inspector to report 
on and decide the elaini of Catherine 
Donovan, Maulyregan, Rosearbery, to 
a pension under the Blind Persons Act, 
1920, and whcther he is aware that this 
claim was passed by the Clonakilty 
Pensions Committee on 23rd February, 
1923, and that claimant has forwarded 
certificates to the Local Government 
Department from medical men and 
clergymcn to show that. she is totally 
incapacitated through blindness? 

MINISTER for FINANCE (Mr. 
Blythe), (replying for Minister for 
Local Ooverament) : The Medical ln- 
spector is arranging a tour of duty iti 
West Cork, and will visit Clonakilty in 
about three weeks’ time. He will then 
examine the claimants for the blind 
pension, ineluding Miss Donovan, and 
also the pensioners in whose cases ques- 
tions as to blindness have been raised. 
Notiee of the tirne of the visit will be 
given to Miss Donovan, arul the deci- 
sion on her case will be issucd at once 
on receipt of tln* Inspector’s report. 

IMPORTATION OP PLOUR. 

RISTEARD MAC LIAM asked the 
Minister for Agriculture whether ar- 
rangements could he madc to secure in 
•11 cases where flour is imported into 
the Saorstát that an equivalent amount 
of millers , offal (bran and pollard) 
should accompany the imported floúr? 


MINISTER for HOME AFFAIRS 

(Mr. O’Higgins) (replyingfor Minister 
for Agriculture) : The proposition con- 
tained in Deputy Wilson’s question 
has been considered both in the Mini- 
stry of Industry and Commerce and ín 
the Ministry of Agriculture, and it is 
proposed to have it further considered 
at a pending meeting of the Irish Flour 
Milling Joint Industrial Council. In 
view of that faet, I would prefer to re- 
frain frorn going into the merits at this 
• stage. 

Mr. WILSON : That is very satisfac- 
tory. 

FOREIGN-MILLED FLOUR SOLD 
AS IRISH. 

RISTEARD MAG LIAM asked thc 
Minister for Industry and Commercc 
if he is aware that foreign-milled ílour 
is being sold in the Saoi’stát in bags so 
branded or markied, as to lead the 
public to believe thc flour to bc lrish; 
and if he will state what stcps are being 
taken to prevent this praetice, and 
whether failing power to stop the prac- 
tice at its source, steps would be taken 
to brand indelibly and conspicuously 
with the words “ Imported flour 99 such 
bags on their arrival in the Saorstát 
and generally to give Irish millers a 
fair chancc against unfair competition. 

*Mr. BLYTHE (replying for Minister 
for Industry and Commerce) : Foreign- 
milled íiour paeked in some cases in 
bags bearing titles and designs of an 
Irish significanee is being imported into 
An Saorstát: The titles and designs in 
question have been legally registered 
as Trade Marks by British flour millers 
for a number of years. Nevertheless 
bags bearing these brands when im- 
ported into Án Saorstát must conform 
strictly to the requirements of the Mer- 
chandise Marks Act and must bear 
marks clearly indicating their country 
of origin. Branding with the words 
“ Imported Flour M would not be suffi- 
cient fulfílment of this condition. The 
Ministry and the Commissioners of Re- 
venue are administering the Merehan- 
dise Marks Act with strictness in all 
cases brought to the noticc of their 
officers, and in respect of a number of 
imported commodities, including flour* 
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t.hey have already enforced the re- 1 
quiremcnt that the package shall give a 
clear indication of the country of 
origin. • If the Deputy will bring to my 
notice any other specific cases in which 
a breach of thc Acts is alleged, I shall 
at oncc have them investigated. 

Mr. WILSON : Is the Minlster aware 
that the complaint also is that flour 
bags are printed in England with the 
namc of an lrish mcrchant .such as, for 
instance, Thomas Jones, Kells, Best 
ílousehold Flour. ,> There is no indica- 
tion or no print on the bags which was 
referred to as being necessary under 
the Trade Marks Act. These are bags 
stamped in England with thc name of a 
trader in lreland who is importing 
flour, and the flour is sold to the public 
with the name “ Thomas Jones, Kells, 
Best Ilousehold Flour. ” Will the 
Minister see that in cases of that sort 
the people will plainly understand that 
it is imported flour they are buying? 

Mr. BLYTHE: I will bring that 
under the notice of the Minister. My 
own recollection is that I had to deal 
with a ease of this sort some time ago. 
In such a ease it would be necessary 
under the Merehandise Marks Act that 
the bags would bear some indication of 
the origin of the flour. 

SITTINOS OF THE DAIL 

The PRESIDENT: I take it that it 
wúll be necessary to make a formal an- 
nouncement about sitting until nine 
o’clock to-night and meeting at eleven 
o*clotík instead of twelve o^cloch to- 
morrow. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : The ad- 

journment will be from six o'clocfe 
till seven o’clocfc this evening? 

The PRESIDENT : Yes. . 

Major COOPER: With regard to 
meeting at eleven o’cloch to-morrow, 
may I point out that the Joint Commit- 
,tee considering the question of the 
housing of the Oireachtas has arranged 
to sit at 10.30, and it is doubtful if they 
will be finished at eleven o’cloclc. 
Would it be possible for the Dáil to sit 
at 11.30? 


The PRESIDENT: And sit until 

4.30? 

Major COOPER: I am quite willing 
to sit until 4.30. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : As well 
as I recollect the general feeling of the 
Dáil was that there was grcat objection 
to sitting after four o’cloch on Friday. 

The PRESIDENT: I do not think 
the sitting will last beyond foiw’ 
o’eloeh. The hour suggested by De- 
puty Oooper will in the cireumstances 
be suitable. 

Ordered that thc Dáil sit to*morrow 
at 11.30 a.m. and adjourn at 4.30 p.m. 

PUBLIC SAFETY (PUNISHMENT OF 
OFFENCES) TEMPORARY BILL, 
1924.—SECOND STAOE. 

DEBATE RESUMED. 

Question again proposed: “ That the 
Bill be now read a second time. ,> 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: The 

Minister for Home Aífairs will con- 
chidc the debate. 

MINISTER for HOME AFFAIRS 

(Mr. Kevin O’Higgins) : I would like to 
deal, in the first place, with the matter 
raised by Deputy Johnson—the sug- 
gestion that the recent Bill, the Public 
Safety (Powers of Arrest and Deten- 
tion) Bill, got a smooth passage, as a rc- 
sult of some expressed or ímplicd bar- 
gain that other aspects of the Public 
Safety Bill (which was passed last year) 
were being dropped. If the I)eputy was 
under that impression, it is eertainly 
jiot an impression which I, at any time, 
intended to convcy. I made, in consul- 
tation with the oíficials of my Depart- 
rnent. a certain division of the main 
aspects of that Bill, a division which 1 
regarded as convenient. I grouped 
under one Bill the Powers of Arrest 
and Dctention, aivd under another Bill 
the portions of the Bill dealing with the 
proper custody and control of firearms, 
and in a third Bill I grouped the exten- 
sions of the criminal law current in the 
country that are deemed necessary in 
view of ij^e degree and intensity of 
crime prevailing in the country. It 
seemed a convenient division. It 
furthcr had the effect that it saved the 
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[Mr. ©Higgins.] 

lDeputy frorn. the necessity of mixing 
his Constitutional and humanitarian 
iarguments. With regard to this mea- 
sure, it is not one of the mighty mea- 
sures calculated to bring calm to Kerry 
or calm to Ballydehob. These kinds of 
measures fall for the most part within 
the scope of other Ministries. Deputies 
will appreciate that substantially, the 
Ministry of whieh I am, for the time 
being, the politieal head, deals vvdth 
certain machinery that- every State that 
has yet been in existence deems ncccs- 
sary for the repression of the natural 
temleneies of men to erime: lawlessness 
and the infringement of the rights of 
their neighbours. Ijargely the func- j 
tion of police courts, prisons, and so on, i 
is repressive, and Dcputies will note j 
that I use the word repressive rather | 
than oppressive. j 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS : Or impres- 

sive. i 

i 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: Deputy Johnson 
spealvs with great reverence of the or- 
dinary law, and the evils of departing 
from the ordinary law, and I never 
realised until this debate, with how 
much respect Deputies viewed the or- 
dinary law. The law, as I see it, is 
simply a body of rules agreed upon by 
people with rcsponsibilit.y for the peace 
and order and seeurity to regulate thc 
lives of thc citizens. j 

Mr. JOHNSON: Varying occasion- , 
álly. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: Varying occasion- 
ally according to necd. And we should, 
while having, I hope, a due and propcr 
rpspect for the ordinary law, nevcr for- 
get that it is thc growth of conveniencc 
and the growth of nccessity, and that 
it must be clastic, and that it must bc 
adjustable to the needs of the times. If 
a degree, or if an intensity of crime 
prevails in the country which thc or- 
dinary law is not considered adequate I 
to check and deal with, then there is í 
good and sufficient cause for altering 
the ordinary law. The Deputy spoke 
all through of this Bill as an emergency 
Bill. It is an occasional BiM I prefer 
to call it that, a temporary adjustment 
and extension of the criminal law, to 
meet an, abnormal degree and intensity 


of crime. There could scarcely be said 
to exist an emergency condition of 
affairs at the moment. 

The country is not rattling back to 
barbarism by any means. The country, 
on the contrary, is progressing slowly, 
but quite steadily towards a normal 
and peaeeful situation. But un- 
doubtedly you have dangerous. elements 
in many areas through the country, and 
undoubtedly in many areas through 
the country 'the ordinary fundamental 
rights of citizens who pay taxes to the 
State and rates to the local authorities 
arc being gravcly challenged almost as 
a matter of routine. There is no defi- 
nite active challenge at the moment to 
the fabrie of thc State; but there is a 
challenge to thc rights of thc ordinary 
quiet, peacc-loving eitizens, a menacc 
to their property rights, a menace occa- 
sionally to the security of their person. 
That is not a normal situation nor a 
proper situation. It is eminently a 
situation which it is thc duty and the 
function of my Department to deal 
with, and towards that end we eonsider 
it necessary to ask for the powers em- 
bodied in this Bill. Deputy Johnson 
said we should aim rather at a certainty 
of arrest than a wciglit of punishment. 

As it happens, we are aiming at both. 
There is an increasing certainty of ar- 
rest and detention. The statistics of 
crime detection in both the capital and 
in the country are rising steadily, and 
compare favourably with statistics in 
othcr places. I cannot quite accept the 
vicw that it is arrest that crirninals are 
afraid of, and not punishment. I 
always thought that they were afraid 
of arrest because of the punishment, 
but Deputy Johnson seems to entertain 
a different conception. Now Deputy 
Baxter, as I anticipated, participated in 
the debate and complained that one of 
my many weaknesses was to confuse 
politics and crime—an unpardonable 
error. But I was not the first to con- 
fuse polities and crime. People whom 
Deputy Baxter knows well, gave me a 
lead in the matter. When. crime be- 
came the stock-in-trade of the idealist, 
when arson and robbery and sabotage 
became the weapons by which men 
sought to promote political ends, then 
some confusion of politics and crime on 
the part of people who have responsi- 
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bility for peace and order and decency 
of life in the country, is, perhaps, ex- 
plainablc. He objects entirely to Part 
1 of the tíchedule. There is no violent 
challenge to the fabric of the State, 
and there is no likelihood, indeed he 
almost suggested, no remote possibility, 
of anything of thc kind. I am devoutly 
glad to hear it. I take it he speaks 
vvith some authority and inner kno\v- 
ledge of the question. When persons 
elccted to this Parliament are at 
present in leadership of armed gangs in 
certain eounties one might, perhaps, 
ask for very definite evddence of De- 
puty Baxter’s vicw. 

Mr. BAXTER: Might I ask the 
evidence of that view? 

Mr. O’HIQGINS: I have very de- 
finite cvidence of my view, which I will 
produce tó the Deputy in private if hc 
does me the honour of calling at my 
Department. When you have, as in 


Sligo, two people who were eleeted to 
this Parliament, but who have not, so 
far, taken advantage of the honour, 
leading armed gangs of robbers, then, 
one wonders, how definitely we can ac- 
cept all these assurances of pacific in- 
tentions. We are not taking too much 
on trust these times. We are growing 
very old and very cynical, and the only 
completely satisfactory evidence of 
pacific intentions would be the handing 
up to the proper lawful authority in the 
country of the lethal wcapons at pre- 
sent in the custody and control of these 
people. I do not think that there were 
any special points raised in the course 
of the debate that call for comment. 
Presumably, on the Committee Stage, 
therc may be a morc dctailed and more 
searehing examination of the Bill, but 
at the moment it is not necessary for 
me to add anything more. 

Motion put. The Dáil dividcd: Tá, 
53; Níl, 12. 


Earnán Altún. 

Earnán de Blaghd. 

Séamus Breathnach. 

Seoirse de Bhulbh. 

Próinsias Bulfin. 

John J. Cole. 

John Conlan. 

Bryan R. Cooper. 

Louis J. D'Alton. 

Máighreád Ní Choileáin Bean Uí 
Dhrisceóil. 

Patrick J. Egan. 

Osmonde Grattan Esmonde. 

Darrell Figgis. 

Desmond Fitzgerald. 

John Good. 

John Hennigan. 

Tomáii Mac Artúir. 

Domhnall Mac Cárthaigh 
Liam T. Mac Cosgair. 

Séamus Mac Cosgair. 

Pádraig Mac Fadáin. 

Pádraig Mac Giollagáin. 

Seán P. Mac Giobúin. 

Seán Mac Giolla 'n Ríogh. 
Risteárd Mac Liam. 

Seoirse Mac Niocaill. 


Pádraig F. Baxter. 

Séamus Eabhróid. 

Tomás Mao Eoin. 

Risteárd Mac Fheorais. 
Pádraig Mac Fhlannchadha. 
Tomás de Nógla. 


Liam Mac Sioghaird. 

Pádraig S. Mag Ualghairg. 

Patrick J. Mulvany. 

James Sproule Myles. 

John T. No’an. 

Peadar 0 hAodha. 

Mícheál O hAonghusa. 

Criostóir 0 Broin. 

Seán O Rruadair. 

Próinsias 0 Cathail. 

Aodh 0 Cinnéidigh. 

Eoghan 0 Dóchartaigh. 

Séamus N. O Dóláin. 

Peadar S. 0 Dubhghaill. 

Pádraig 0 Dubhthaigh. 

Eamon S. O Dúgáin. 

Donchadh S. 0 Guaire. 

Séamus 0 Leadáin. 

Fionán 0 Loingsigh. 

Thomas 0’Mahony. 

Pádraig 0 Máille. 

Domhnall 0 Mocháin. 

Pádraig K. O hOgáin (Luimneach). 
Seán M. 0 Súilleabháin. 

Andrew O'Shaughness^, 

Caoimhghín O hUigín. 

Patrick \y. Shaw. 


Tomás 0 Conaill. 

Aodh 0 Cúlacháin. 

Eamon 0 Dubhghaill. 

SeánXi Laidhin. 

Domlmall 0 Muirgheasa. 
Pádraig 0 hOgáin (An Clár). 


Motion declared carried. 
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AN CEANN COMHALRLE : When 
will the Committee Stago be taken? 

Mr. O’HIGOINS: I suggcst Wcdues- 
day next. 

Mr. JOHNSON : That gives very 
little time for amendments. It means 
that bctween Thursday and Saturday 
we would have to prepare amendrnents. 
It is really a very short time, and 1 
would ask the Minister if he could give 
a longer timc. 

The PRESIDENT: I scarcely heard 
what the Deputy said. I understand hc 
wanted a longer time, and I want to 
know if an extra day would meet his 
point ? 

Mr. JOHNSON : Very likely it would. 
I am speaking, not on behalf of myself, 
but on behalf of other Deputies who 
would require to put down amend- 
ments. I am sure bctween now and 
Saturday, if the Dáil is meeting, docs 
not give very much time for the fram- 
ing of amendments. Perhaps Monday 
will give them sufficient tirne, as they 
will have the week-end oft*. 

The PRESIDENT: So far as thc 

other Deputies are eonccrned, I think 
an extra day would more than satisfy 
them. 

Coramittec Stage ordercd for Thurs- 
day, 28th February. 

OLD AGE PENSIONS BILL— 
SECOND STAGE. 

Mr. BLYTHE (Minister íor Fin- 
ance) : This Bill is brought before the 
Dáil to give clfect to a proposal whieh 
was outlincd some months ago. lt is 
necessary, owing to thc state in which 
we find ourselves financially, that a 
great reduction shall be made in expen- 
diture. That reduction it will be very 
difficult to effeet in full. There is no 
way of avoiding it, however. We can- 
not aiford to increase taxation in this 
country. As a matter of fact, even if 
we did increase taxation, we would not 
save, say, people like Old Age Pen- 
sioners from whatever har#ihip this 
cut will involve. Increased taxation 
would undoubtedly mean an increase in 
expenditure. An increase in taxation, 
moreover, would haVe its result in in- 


ereasing unemployment, and in further 
handicapping every industry in this 
country. Deputies have to bear in 
mind that at prcsent taxation is on a 
distinctly highcr level here than in 
Clrcat Britain or the Six Counties. We 
eannot, if wc have any prudence at all, 
contemplate any increase in taxation. 

The only thing left for us is to cffect 
whatever cuts we ’ can elfect. Tho 
whole question of economy is continu- 
ally beforc us. Nothing that has 
occurred sincc the proposal to cut the 
old-age pensions was first mentioned to 
thc Dáil has in any way eascd the situa- 
iton. Pcoplc fccl casier in their minds 
and feel morc confident as to the future 
in conscqucncc oí the success of tho 
National Loan. Thc Loan and thc way 
in whieh it was subscribed proved that 
our crcdit is good at thc moment. 
But our crcdit eould not continue good 
if we do not balanee the Budgct. If we 
follow thc example of thc man who 
when in diffieulties, through over-cx- 
pcnditurc of some sort or bad conduet 
of his busincss, succccded in gctting 
acconimodation and thcn as a rcsult of 
gctting that accommodation Pclt so 
easy in his mind that he did not bothcr 
to improve his position in any way, it 
would bc a very serious matter. Wc 
have been ablc to borrow, but unless 
wc show that we arc in a position to 
pav, that wc are not goinH to put our- 
selves in a position of having to borrow 
to pay our intcrest, then wc will not 
easily bc able to borrow in the futurc. 
If we do not take any steps that may 
}>c necessary and possible, no matter 
how diffieult and unpopular it may be, 
thc rcsult would eventually be that wc 
would be faeed with the necessity 
which thc Government of another coun- 
try has had to face—that is to say an 
increase of 20 per cent. or 50 per cent, 
oP our taxation all round. If we had 
to have drastie inereases in taxation it 
would do more harm to everybody con- 
c(‘rned than the economies proposed. 

In considering the question of the 
old-age pensions we must realise that 
the thing that matters is really pur- 
ehasing power. It wóuld not serve the 
old age pensioners to continue their 
pensions at the present money level 
and follow a course that would reduce 
vcry seriously the purchasing power of 
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the money given them. It would be 
quite possible for us to adopt a course 
of inflation by which it would be easy 
enough to pay lOs. a week. The lOs. a 
week that we would pay in such eir- 
cumstances would not be anything likc 
the value of the 9s. a week in the pre- 
sent circumstances to the old age pen- 
sioners. We decided on a cut of ls. 
because the cost of living figure was 
J80. That means that the value of the 
new pension of 9s. a week is equal to tlie 
pre-war pension of 5s. a week. There 
has been some fluctuation in the cost 
of living figure since then, but that 
fluctuation is larg-ely due to seasonable 
circumstances which we have no reason 
to contemplate will mean that tho cost 
of living is going to be above 180 per 
oent. As a matter of fact every advice 
that we can get is that the eost of living 
will go down considerably below 180. 
If it does not go down and if it cannot 
be brought down below’ 180, it is going 
to bc a very serious thing for this coun- 
try. As the Ministcr for Agriculture 
has pointed out, the main industry of 
the country is sclling its products at 
something like 30 or 40 per cent. 
above pre-war prices and it has to pur- 
chase at a cost of 180 or more above 
pre-war. If those costs cannot be 
brought dow r n it will be a very serious 
thing indeed to the country. We be- 
lieve that they can be brought down 
and that they will come down, and con- 
sideration of meatis to bring them down 
is going on. Many obstacles have in- 
tervened t.o prevent the cost coming 
down, but w r e belicve that it can be 
brought down in some substantial 
measure. 

The old agc pension w as fixed at lOs. 
wdien the cost of living was really be- 
tw^een 110 and 120 above pre-war. 
While the Committee w r hich recom- 
mended the inerease to lOs. was sitting 
the cost of living was betw r een 105 per 
cent. and 110 per cent. above pre-war. 
By the time the report had been printed 
the cost of living had risen to 120 per 
cent. above pre-w r ar. Subsequently it 
went very much higher than that, but 
the old age pension remained at lOs. 
a week. As a matter of fact, the cut 
w r hich has been *proposed will actually 
leave the old age pensioners a great 
deal better off, from the point of view 


of purchasing pow'er, than thcy we^e 
for a very considerable period after 
the pension was incrcased to lOs. Wc 
are far from dcsiring to inflict any 
hardship. We do not. desire, more- 
over, to follow the cost of living down 
in the matter of old age pensions. That 
is, we do not contcmplate cutting the 
old age pcnsion another shilling if, say, 
f the cost of living falls to 160. The Bri- 
| tish Committee which recommended 
the lOs. pension cont.emplated that 
ultimately the cost of living would go 
down below r the figure at which it was 
when the pension was fixed. Thc Com- 
mittec, at any rate, whatever the 
British Government may have done, 
contcmplated that with the fall in the 
cost of living the value of the lOs. 
would increase, and that t.hereby the 
old ago pension would increase in 
realitv. That. is, that the purchasing 
power, the value of the pension to the 
pensioner, w r ould increase and would 
be allow'ed to increase. We w T ould de- 
sirc ourselves that. the valuo of thc 
pension should be allow r ed to increase, 
and that we should not make cuts as 
the cost of living went. dow r n. We 
would not propose to make a cut now 
if it were not for thc dire financial 
necessity undcr which we labour. 

We have other proposals iti the Bill 
in regard to t.he scale o£ means. Those 
proposals were put iu because we 
desired not to make further cuts in 
the maximum pension. We have not 
íigures at the prcscnt time showing t:he 
means of the people wdio are receiving 
the maximum pension, but investiga- 
tions tliat have been carried out show 
that a considerablc number of t.liose in 
receipt of the maximum pension have 
pr\yate meaus exceeding 7s. per w r eek. 
We believe that by effecting a further 
reduction in the pension of those whose 
private means exceed 7s. per week, we 
will be able to save about another 
£200,000. Our view is that getting in 
this way £50t),000 from this particular 
service we havc got all that. we are 
entitled to take or look for. It has been 
pointcd out to as that at prcsent pen- 
sioners over the Border are receiving 
lOs. a wtek, and that we propose to 
cut the pensioners on our side of the 
Border to 9s. a week. We regret that. 
It is not our intention to widen that 
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[Mr. Blythe.] 

disparity further than the single shil- 
ling. Wc believe that, whatever other 
things we may have to do to affect 
Budget equilibrium, we should not takc 
more out of this particnlar scrvice 
than we will get by the shilling cut 
and by the alteration in the means 
scale. It will be a matter of difficulty. 

It is very easy to say you should get 
£200,000 or £300,000 here or there, but 
when you come to effcct any economies 
you íind it is not such an easy thing at 
all, and that it requircs a good deal of 
effort to # get any economy actually ear- 
ried into effect. We are hindered in i 
certain particular ways through the ' 
Treaty, and also in other rcspects, be- 
cause you have to carry your cconomies 
through in such a way as not to cause 
serious discontent or serious loss of effi- 
eiency in the serviee. I do not mind 
mere verbal discontent, or an expres- j 
sion of the discontent which you are 
bound to have whenever any salaries or 
wages are cut, but. real discontent is a 
serious matter. It will be, I know, an 
exccedingly difficult thing to arrivc at 
Budget equilibrium, becausc therc are 
always demands for fresh exponditurc. 
These arise out. of old promises, as in 
the case of the resigned and dismissed 
R.I.C. They also arise out of more re- 
eent circumstanees. For instancc, 
there is the Army Pensions Act which 
has cornc into operation by which a 
considerable sum will have to be. spent 
on pensions to thosc who were disabled 
and wounded. Whilc you are effecting 
economies you cannot avoid undertalc- 
ing from time to time certain new 
heads of expenditure. In the matter 
of education for instance, you have cer- 
tain increases pledged to the secondáry 
teachers. I would like the Dáil to 
realise the extreme difficulty there will 
be in effecting a reduction of recurrent 
expenditure to anything approaching a 
sum of £3,000,000 per annum. That 
£3,000,000 per annum would suffice to 
balance the Budget only if we had an 
Army costing not. more than £2,000,000 
per annum. Of course, we cannot 
have that next year. We cannot have 
a balanced Budget in the year begin- 
ning the lst April next, as there will, 
in addition to the Army, be other non- 


recurring expenditure, such as compen- 
sation payments, which will still be 
going on. I feeí that. it is absolutely 
essential for the future of this country 
that in the following financial year 
there should be a balanced Budget 
when all the outgoings should be paid 
out of ineome, and that no borrowing 
should take place other than, perhaps, 
borrowing for capital expenditure. If 
we were doing works of draina‘ge or re- 
damation, it. would be \legitimate to 
borrow. In the year after the next 
financial year we must, havo no borrow- 
ing for expenditure undcr ordinary 
heads. We cannot examine a measure 
like this simply from the point of view 
>f the old age pensionei’s and their cir- 
cumstances. While we cannot afford 
to neglect this element we cannot act 
on it. entirely, and we cannot have rc- 
gard to this mercly from the point of 
view of the case that some person with 
a gift for cmotional oratory may put 
up. We have hard facts to face. Wc 
have a definite responsibility, and it is 
our duty to carry the countrv through 
the preseut íinancial dangcr and stn*ss, 
and put, it safely on its tVet.* For my 
part, I would bc quite willing to 
acknowledge, if wc wcre out of the 
difficulties we are in, and if we were 
in a position to undcrtakc any increase 
in expenditure, that, it is to such a scr- 
vice as this I would like to make the 
first restoration, if restoration was 
possible. Meantime, we have to do the 
neccssary thing. By maldng this cut I 
believe that, we are not, actually taking 
anyt,hing at all from the pcnsioners 
that, would not come off them as a 
rcsult of our neglect to carry out the 
economies that are contemplated. I 
helieve the immediate result, following 
any reluetance to take whatever steps 
may be necessary to balance the. 
Budget, would be a certain tightening 
of the purse against us when we came 
to borrow, whieh would, of necessity, 
mean increased taxation and a raising 
of the cost of living on these old 
people to an extent that might be 
greater than the ls. eut. The members 
of the Dáil who have already discussed 
this Bill and voted on it, at, any rate on 
the major proposition m it, understand 
the matter sufficiently so that I think 
I need not labour it. 
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With regard to the ehanges in the 
scale of means, my feeling is that the 
people whose case is 

4 u'cloch. hardest, when you eorne to 
make any cuts, are old per- 
sons who have no private means what- 
ever, or practically no means, and who 
t*xist, or try to exist, on the pension 
alone. Their case is one on which we 
inust experience a certain feeling of 
difficulty in dcciding to make the 
change contemplated. However, when 
avc eome to deal with those who have a 
weekly income of 7s., 8s. or 9s., or more, 
their case is not nearly so hard. It is 
not proposed, as a result of this change 
in the seale of means, that there 
should be any reduction in the 
rate of pension below the maximum 
to persons having means not exceeding 
7s. a Aveek. Under the scale, a man or 
Avoman having 8s. a vveek, it is contem- 
plated, will get a pension of 8s. If such 
a person has 9s. weekly, then the pen- 
sion will be 7s. We feel that the reduc- 
tion will not bear hardly on the old 
people. It will ruean such a further 
saving to the Exehequer as will enable 
us to put out of our minds the question 
of further cuts in pensions, unless there 
is some reduction in the cost of living, 
which nobodv contemplates, and which 
will very clearly indicate that the whole 
matter was one that might be taken up 
again. It enables us to say that there 
would be no question of a further cut 
of Is. if the cost of living figure were 
to go down to 160, and there would be 
no question of increasing further than 
the ls. contemplated the disparity 
which will exist between the rate of 
pension of 1 hose on the two sides of the 
Border. The Bill contains eertain 
other changes with regard to the trans- 
fer of property. 

Mr. WILSON: Before the Minister 
passes from that, could he tell us how 
many persons reeeiving pensions have 
no other means of existence? 

! Mr. $LYTHE: I could’ not. There is 
no means of knowing that, at the pre- 
sent time, without reviewing the whole 
list of pensions. The only returns we 
have available $re those showing that 
a person has not means exceeding 
£26 5s. Those whose means are less 
thin that are simply bulked together, 


and probably nearly 20 per cent. o£ 
them would have means exceeding 7s. 
per week. Nothing but a merely rough 
estimate of it can be given at the pre- 
sent time. Figures would only be avail- 
able as a result of a review of all the 
pensions. In any ease, 1 should cer- 
tainly say that 80 per cent.—it might 
be more than 80 per cent., but 1 could 
not be tic‘d to a figure because there is 
nothing firm to go on—or the vast. 
majority of the old age pensioners 
would have 9s. per week, # just as the 
vast majority of pensioners at present 
have lOs. pcn* week. 

At the present timc» the number of 
pcmsiouers in í'eceipt of lOs. per week 
in the Saorstát is 115,215; the numbcT 
in receipt of 8s., 3,751; the number in 
receipt of 6s.. 4,080; the number in re- 
ceipt of 4s., 2,004, and then there are 
437 in receipt of 2s. Thc vast majority 
of the pensioners receive lOs. per week, 
and of those the great majority would 
not be affected in any wav by tho 
change in the mean scale. Only one- 
íifth, or less, vvould be so affected, and 
they would be people who would eom- 
pare favourably, even having suffered a 
furthcM' reduction, with the majority of 
the old age*pensioners. So far as we 
can calculate, the total saving which 
would be effeeted by this Bilbwould be 
about £500,000. I move the Second 
Reading of the Bill. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : The 

question is, that this Bill be read a 
second time. 

Mr. JOHNSON: The Minister told 
us in the last few words of his speech 
that he has not- the figures on which 
he based the proposed reductions; that 
in fact, the alterations are rather a 
“ lcap in the dark,quite arbitrarv, 
that he had fixed on retricving 
£500,000 from 1 this expenditure, and 
that he then proceeded to find a way of 
doing it. I .would have liked, and 1 
think the í)áil had a right to demand, 
that an explanation of this Bill should 
be given. \Ve are very far from having 
had any explanation of vvhat the Bill 
means or what it is designed to achieve, 
except the bald assurance that it will 
save on this service, as it is called, 
£500,000. That, forsooth, towards mak- 
ing the Budget balance! The State 
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Hndget is tó balance, and it is left to 
Providence and the diseretion of the 
old age pensioncrs as to how their Bud- 
get is to balance. 

•The Bill has been circulated, but I 
make a guess that not twenty out of 
the 105 membcrs of the Dáil know what 
is involved in it or have madc any 
attempt to find out what these old Acts, 
which are referred to in thc Bill 
provide, or what the actual change 
is that is ^ontemplated by this Bill. 
We are in thc unfortunate position, 
by virtue of thc defect in thc 
Stationery Dcpartment, that access to 
old Acts rcfcrred to in a Hill like this 
is not easily obtained, and there is 
quite a eonsiderable dclay in getting 
possession of Acts of the Hritish Par- 
liament which arc refcrred to in Rills 
presented to the Dáil. I would sug- 
gest to Ministcrs that it is not an uu- 
reasonablc thing to ask that somc 
explanation should be prcsentcd in tho 
printed documcnt of what the refcr- 
ences arc to old Acts, to which acecss 
is not easily obtained. Wc wcre told 
by thc Minister some months ago that 
hc was proposing to introduec eeono- 
mies from this service amd that h(' 
was going to eut. down thc cxpcnditurc 
by a shilling. In Novembcr, hc said 
much the samc as he has said to-day. 
On Novcmber 2, hc said:— 

“ Tho fact must be rocognised that 
the rcsources of thc country ar(‘ not 
cqual to thc present burdcn of thc 
old agc pension eharge. Thc (lovern- 
ment, in their desire to cxtcnd cvcry 
eonsideration possible to the old 
pcople affected, arc confining their 
proposal in this mattcr to thc most 
modcrate limit permissible, and ac- 
cordingly will not ask for a reduc- 
t.ion of more than one shilling on 
the prcscnt ratc of pension. Legis- 
lation on this matter will bc intro- 
duced almost immediately, and will 
deal with some points about mcans 
and other details, as well as thc 
actual pension* ratc. ,> 

Everybody interprcdcd that as mcan- 
ing that there %vas to be a 10 per cent. 
rcduction, and the sum of £300,000 was 
mentioned as approximately the 
amount of saving that would be 


j effected—that is, 10 pcr cent. of the 
! total. But thc Bill that is now beforc 
us is dcsigned to effect a reduction of 
half a million—that is, £200,000 more 
than was generally belicved to bc the 
intention. £200,000 morc than they 
were threatened with is to be taken 
from the old age pensioncrs, and the 
í method of doing this is not. simply a 
| reduction in the amount of thc pension 
of one shilling, or of 10 pcr cent. 

Dcputies who have rcad the Bill and 
endeavoured to understand it will rea- 
lisc that thc eut is to be effected by two 
stages, and that it deals with persons 
who are at, prescnt in reeeipt of pen- 
sions and thosc who will comc into re- 
j ceipt of pensions aft(‘r a certain date. 

I After the first, appointed day every per- 
I son entitled to a pcnsion will receivc 
| from ls. to 4s. pcr wcck lcss than he 
| would havc had thc Bill not been 
passed; and in many cascs the pcrsons 
who arc now qualificd to receive pen- 
| sions will bc disqualified from rcceiv- 
ing any ponsioii whatever. 
j This cut is cffccted first, by a reduc- 
| tion in thc actual pension, and sccondl_y 
by a disqualification on account, of pri- 
vate mcans at a lower level than has 
1 hitherto prevailcd. I would request the 
attcntion of thc farmcr Deputies and 
gentlcmcn of thc Independent Party 
1 and thosc othcr Dcput.ies who come 
from thc country to the very much less 
j favourable mcthod of calculating the 
annual value of propert,y under the 
Bill. The gcncral cffect of this is not a 
cut of 10 per ccnt. only but in reality 
it is a reduetion in thc standard of liv- 
ing, purchasablc by the income of the 
pensioner by 20 per ccnt. That is to 
say where the existing scheme allows 
of £1 of a total income, the new scheme 
will allow only 16s. of a total income— 
in effect a rcduction of 20 per cent. in 
the st^ndard of livelihood of the pen- 
sioners. The Minister has made a good 
deal of reference to the purchasing 
power of thc pensions and the purqhaa- 
ing power of the incomes of the pen- 
sioners, and in every case hc has fol- 
lowed the bad example of the eost-of- 
living index figure, which always dates 
back to 1914. Why does thc Minister 
choose 1914? When he is comparing 
the pensions and the value of the pen- 
sions surely it would have been more 
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natural to have gone back to the date 
when the pensions werc fixed—1908— 
the Act eame into foree in 1909. I sub- 
mit that in any fair examination of this 
question we have the right to take the 
value of 5s., the pension, oi* the valuc 
of the total ineome allowed under that 
original scheme—namely, 13s., when 
making a comparison of the purchasing 
power of the pension which is proposed. 
Because bear in mind there was a 
steady rise in the cost. of eommodities 
from 1909 to 1914. 

The Minister has pointed out that the 
inereased rate of lOs. was advised by a 
Committee which reported at the time 
that the cost-of-living index figure was 
from 105 to 110 over the July, 1914, 
figure, and they recommended doubling 
the pension. The Minister also pointed 
out that following the fixation ot* lOs. 
there was a steady rise in the cost of 
living, and eonsequently tho pensioners 
were deprived of some of the advan- 
tages due to the lessened purehasing 
power of their pensions. The Dáil 
must bear in niind in considering the 
general eonditions in these countries 
during this time the state of employ- 
ment, the rates of wages that were 
ruling, and that every old man or old 
woman found it far simplcr to supple- 
ment the pensions then than to-day. 
01 d mcn and women of thc working 
classes, living with their sons and their 
daughters, in full work and, indeed, 
perhaps all the family working, did not 
feel the effect of a rise in prices upon 
the pension quite so seriously as the 
effect would have been at a time when 
trade was bad and unemployment or 
short employment was rife. The same 
applied to pensioners who live in the 
country districts, and who were able 
much more easily to supplement the 
value of their pensions at a time of 
rising prices in agricultural products 
than they could to-day. 

It is, therefore, necessary to get a 
true picture to make a comparison of 
the purchasing power of the pension 
and of the purchasing power of the 
pensioners’ total income in 1909, with 
that pension and total income to-day. 
An examination from that point of 
view will reveal some very interesting 
and very important facts from the pen- 
sioners point of view, The index 
figure for household commodities 


y ordinarily consumed in working class 
households, that is mainly food, is 207 
to-day, as compared with 100 in 
January, 1909. 

For the purposc of this comparison 
I am going to assume that it is simply 
doublc, 100 per oent. increase, as be- 
tween 1909 and 1924. So that to place 
a pcnsioner in an equal position to that 
in whieh he found himself in 1909 he 
should be allowed a total allowance of 
26s. instead of, as the BilJ proposes. a 
total income of ltís. We are ío satisfy 
the demands of the publie for a decent 
livelihood for the aged bv reducing 
them in thcir standard of comfort, from 
26s. in 1909 under the British regime to 
16s. under the Free State regime in 
1924 and 1925. That is what we are 
paying for freedom. That is what the 
old age pensioners are paying for free- 
dom. The great majority of pensioners 
to-day are in rcceipt of the full lOs. 
That is to say, out of 125,000 in rcceipt 
of pensions, 115,000 are held to have 
an income of not cxceeding lOs, and, 
thereíore, are entitled, if other qualifi- 
cations allow, to a pcnsion of 10s., mak- 
ing a total income of 20s. It is proposed 
to reduec that lOs. in all cases to 9s. 
But within^iix months we are to havé 
a very great change. We are to have 
the total income—apart from pensions 
to be allowed—of 7s., so that the total 
pension and private income must not 
excecd 16s. The pcnsioner wno is liv- 
ing entirely, as so many do, upon his 
pension, will feel the loss of ls. very 
severely. Those who have been able to 
supplement that pension by some 
charity, perhaps, or by the assistance 
of relatives who mav be able to house 
them, will, of course, suffer accord- 
ingly. 

I want to ask thc Dáil to consider 
another class of pensioner—those who 
have a small income, those who have in 
the past been virtuous in the way that 
the Minister for Finance and his col- 
leagues, who preached the virtues df 
thrift in respect of Savings Certificates 
a couple of days ago, would have them 
to bc. What is to be the position of the 
hundreds and thousands of men and 
women who have attempted in their 
earlier days to prepare for old age, and 
to save a few pounds or who purchased 
an annuity, or bought a house, or paid 
int'o Friendly Societies, or paid into ‘ 
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their Trade TJnions for superannuation? 

1 want to ask the Dáil what is to be the 
position of those men who have had the 
prevision to think of their old age in 
the way the Minister and his eolleagues 
are now advoeating- that the present | 
generation should think? KealJy, when 1 
one reads this llill one seeg vcry little 
encouragement to the eitizen to mako 
provision for his old age, when two 
days after the advoeacy of thrift he is 
m<;t with the proposal to penalise him 
for his thrift, and he realises that had 
he but been foolish enough, or, shall í 
say, as he might say, as the old man or 
woman might say, had tho eountry not 
been as foolish as to cut itselí' adrift, 
he would have been looking forward 
to no penalty whatever for having been 
thrifty. He would have read the speeeh 
of the British Prime Minister in the 
late Administration, supported by the 
speeeh of the Prime Minister in the prc- 
sent Administration in Britain, both 
agreeing that they will remove the dis- 
qualifications at present limiting the 
amount of the pension to be paid to 
thosc who have been thrifty and also 
have saved something for their old age. 

This is the kind of thing we are to be 
faeed with when trying to persuade our 
people that freedom meant and should 
mean a better livelihood. The Minis- 
ter told us, in November, I think, that 
thc old age pension was never intended 
to be more than a supplement to other 
income; that. it was never intended to 
be sufficient. to provide a livelihood of 
itself. Well, nobody who has any ex- 
perience in buying food to-day will ex- 
pect that even lOs. would provide a 
means of livclihood. But I want to 
ask the Dáil to take into consideration 
those thrifty people who have ipade 
some attempt to provide for their de- 
clining years, and desire to savc them- 
selves from what they thought the op- 
probrium of pauperism. In 1909 the 
person who had through superannua- 
tion from a Trade Union, or Friendly 
Benefits an income of lOs. per week, 
was able under the original Act to ob- 
tain a pension of 3s., making a total in- 
come of 13s. To equal that 13s. to-day 
in purchasing power, whieh the Minis- 
ter quite rightly emphasises, he would j 
require to have an income of 26s. a i 


! week. If he had at all times been kept 
! abreast of the 1909 standard, he would 
have required to have 32s. 6d. in 
1920. But as has been pointed out, the 
pensions did not rise concurrently with 
the cost of living, and, consequently, 
the pensioner was to that extent the 
loser, but he was ablc to bear the loss in 
most eases easier by virtue of the fact 
that his friends and relatives were 
generally in receipt of incomes derived 
from higher wages and morc frequent. 
and more constant employment. I say 
Ihe thrifty citizen of 1909 still in re- 
coipt of lOs. superannuation would now 
only receive 6s. of pension as the value 
of the total ineome has fallcn by 39 per 
cent. It has iallen in its purehasing 
irnwer from 100 to 61; that is the way 
we are proposing to make the old age 
pensioners content with their lot. Weíl, 
now take the case of the old man or old 
woman who thought that. he or she was 
making proper provision for his or her 
old age by buying a house. Deputv 
(íood will probably be intcrested in 
this because it really affects a very 
í large number of his'constituents. 

i 

Mr. GOOD: Tliey cannot afford a 
house to-day. 

Mr. JOHNSON: No, the old age pen- 
| sionors eannot afford a house to-day. 

Mr. OOOD: Tjabour is too costly. 

Mr. JOHNSON: l am dealing with 
hous<»s that were built when labour was 
not costly—when labour was cheap, 
too cheap—and when Deputy Uood and 
! his predecessors were able to take ad- 
vantage of it, but did not. I mean to 
say they did not take advantage of it 
in building houses. 

j Mr. GOOD: Do not spoil it. 

Mr. JOHNSON : Let us take the 
í owner of a house valued at £420. That 
house would be a very small one to- 
day. In parenthesis, I would like to 
know what kind of mcthod of valua- 
tion the Minister intends shall be 
adopted—wheth<»r he means a house 
whieh might be said to be valued at 
£420, free to the ineoming tenant or 
purchaser, or a house which has already 
got an oceupant and the income from 
wliich is restricted by the Rent Restric- 
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tion Act. What is thc valuc of this 
house property for the purposc of old 
age pension adjustrnent? That is by 
the way. We will assume the housc 
is valued at £420. 

Mr. 600D: Not valuc —eost. 

Mr. JOHNSON : We ar<í spoaking of 
the value from the point of view of a 
sale. whieh, I take it, is the purpose 
of this Bill. li’ the Deputy rearls the 
Bill in eon.iunetion with previous Bills 
he will realise that this is an important 
poinf, beeause the ineome, for the 
purpose of adjustinp; old a»e pensions, 
depends upon tho amount of private 
inconie they r<‘eeive frorn houso pi*o- 
perty or any other proper1y. Hitherto 
that. £420 house would he reekoned in 
this way—£25 will be exeludod frorn 
eonsideration; £395 ean be i*eekoned as 
being divisible by 20; then one-twen- 
tieth of £395 will be taken as part of 
the annual value. and the other £20 
would be reekoned as one-tenth, so 
that a sum of £20 15s. will be reekoned 
to be the ineome of the owner of the 
house, the value of whieh is £420. That 
is to say, the pensioner will be pre- 
sum*‘d to be in reeeipt of an ineome of 
8s. per week. Up to the present. mo- 
ment that person would have an ineome 
from house-owncrship of 8s. per weok. 
and a pension of 10s., whioh would 
total 18s. 

In the future any person arriving at 
a pensionablo age, and in thc posses- 
sion of a £420 house, will be reekoned 
in an entirely differcnt way. The íirst 
£25 will b(» exeluded from considcra- 
tion, but the remaining* £395 vvill bo 
treated as though one-tenth is ineome. 
and not one-twentieth as hitherto. The 
effeet of it is that his ineome from the 
house will be reekoned to be worth 
£39 lOs. a ycar, whereas hithcrto it was 
only £20 15s. As a consequence, the 
old man or the old woman who has 
been t,hrifty and who bought the house 
for the purpose of providing for old 
age, is deprived of any pension what- 
ever. I wonder will Deputies believe 
that is a reasonable state of things to 
subrait to the countrv. Is that the kind 
of message you are going to scnd to 
those people whom you desire to be 
thrifty and whoni you encouragc to 
buy saving certificates, so that^ they 
will have moncy laid up íor their old 


age? When they liave done so, and 
when thoy have takcn your advice, the 
State will then come along and say: 

That is enough for you, and we will 
penalise you and you will be deprived 
of your pension accordingly.’ ’ 

If those cxamples do not persuade 
the Dáil that this Bill should not havc a 
Sceond Reading perhaps some eonsider- 
ation oí* an^ther elass who are affected 
by the Bill will persuade the Dáil. I 
am spealdng now of the aged blind, the 
1)1 ind over fifty years of age—those 
people who eomc within the provisions 
of the Blind Persons Act. This country 
has h(»eu somewhat negligent—very 
negligent T niight say—in regard to 
the treatment of thc blind as eompared 
with the treatment of that, samc class in 
Bngland or Scotland. The seeond part 
of the Blind Persons Aet which enabled 
—I think evcn obliged—loeal authori- 
ties to make some provision t‘or f the 
blind bas not been put into operation 
auywhere. Under that Aet of 1920 old 
ag<* pensions were granted at the age of 
fifty in the case of persons who were so 
blind as to be unable to perform any 
work for whieh eycsight is cssential. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE 

at this stagfc t,ook the Chair. 

Mr. JOHNSON : That Bili also pro- 
vided that loeal authorities wcre to 
make arrangements to the satisfaction 
of the Minister for Tlealth for promot- 
ing the welfare of blind persons ordi- 
narily resident within their area. No 
advantage has been taken of that, Act 
to make provision for the blind—either 
for their training or for their industrial 
occupation, and, as a consequenec, we 
have the tragedy of a very large num- 
ber of blind people supplicating thc 
publie for support in a way which is 
not desired by the blind and not, de- 
sired by the public.* It has been said— 
with a eertain amount of bitterness. no 
doubt, but with some truth—that. if 
this country really looks upon blind 
persous and aged persons as a burden 
hardly to be bornc and as a nuisance 
that ought to bc got-rid of, the lethal 
chamber is perhaps the best, method of 
ridding the country of that burden. I 
say it was said with some bitterness, 
but the blind peoplc do fecl that under 
the proposals of tliis Bill there is an 
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attempt simply to wipe them off the 
slate and a gesture rather suggesting 
we would rather you did not continue 
to encumber the ground. ,, The number 
of blind people is not so great that we 
ought to proceed by way of cutting 
•down their pensions by this shilling, or 
if they have any propcrty, cutting down 
their pensions by more than a shilling. 
I do not know whether the Minister has 
considered the financial eífects of the 
provisions of this Bill regarding the 
blind or whether he has simply put- it in 
without thought. I think that perhaps 
if the Dáil eannot be moved by reason 
in this matter, they will havc a little 
pity for the blind and allow that pity 
to prevail even against thc mathemati- 
cal calculations and the financial neces- 
sities of the Minister’s case. I can quitc 
understand the Minister looldng at 
rowí of figures and rows of figures and 
eonsidering the necessities of his De- 
partment, forgetful of the actual 
human effects of his proposal. 

It is all very well for him to say 
that the country cannot afford it, and 
for him to say also that but for the des- 
truction of the last year there might 
have been an inerease of two or three 
shillings, instead of a flecrease. I 
rather anticipate in the course of this 
discussion that many Deputies will be 
inclined to throw thc blamc for these 
proposals upon the destruction of the 
last year or two, but I ask them to look 
at the facts and figures as presented by 
the Minister. I think if there will be a 
careful facing of these facts and 
figures that thc atteinpt to put the 
blame upon the destruction is quite un- 
justified. The Minister may retort and 
say that even without the destruction, 
even without the expensc upon the 
State that that destruction has en- 
tailed, some reduction of thc expendi- 
ture would be required, and that as 
some reductions of expenditure are re- 
quired the old, aged and t.he blind must 
be made to bear an equal share with 
the rest. Well, if he says that, he is 
entitled to all the credit he deserves, 
but in view of the assertions that have 
been made regarding thc responsibility 
for the eutting down of expenditure in 
this respect, I am going to ask the Dáil 
to refer to the revised estimate of re- 
venue and expenditure that was cir- 
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culated some few weeks ago. Elimin- 
ating entirely a charge upon the Cen- 
tral Pund of £1,400,000 elaimed by 
Great Britain for the adjustment of re- 
venue, eliminating entirely the 
£8,000,000 for compensation, and cut- 
ting down the army expenditure from 
£10,000,000 to £2,000,000, assuming 
that. £2,000,000 will be a normal expen- 
diture on an army, we íind that the ex- 
penditure at present rates, which would 
have occurred in any case, had there 
been no trouble of any kind, w»uld 
have amounted to £25,200,000—that, I 
say, allowing only £2,000,000 for an 
army and wiping out all claims for 
compensation. The revenue to meet 
that, including even this ^ear's re- 
venue which has been so assiduously 
gathered in, totals £24,761,000—barely 
a balance. Now, in view of these figures, 
what is the use of t.rying to put the 
blame for this reduetion in expenditure 
upon the destruction campaign of the 
last two years? Gan we not face the 
facts and say that the hopes, expecta- 
tions, and the estimates pre-truce have 
been belied, and that. there was no 
justification for believing that you 
could reduce the rate of taxation and 
that you could increase the services and 
expenditure on the services? 

That, l say, is the truth. If 
you are simply going on in the ordinary 
method with the collection of revenue 
and the expenditure, and if there was 
no justification for oúr belicving that 
the finances of the country would be 
on a better scale under sclf-govern- 
mctit, then that can only be justified 
by some expectation of a new method 
of taxation, a new method of raising 
revenue. I trouble the Dáil too often, 

| I am afraid, and I am often ashamed 
of myself when I realise how much I 
inflict myself on the Dáil, but often as 
I do, I am afraid it is very seldom I 
try to do what. the Minister suggests, 
not because I would not desire to do 
it, but becausc my qualities do not run 
that way, that is, to try to play upon 
the feelings of the Dáil. But, if I were 
able to, I would like to ask Deputics 
to think of the state of an old man 
who eame into pensionable age, say, 
in 1908 or 1909, or round about that 
time, an old man born in the year of 
revoluticn, 1848. He grows up, and 
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his parents, if they survivcd thc famine, 
or his tcacher, taught him something 
about the views of the Fintan Lalor’s 
and the MitchelFs, and filled him with 
ideas of what Ireland might becorne if 
she were free; he grows to young man- 
hood, and at ninetccn yoars of age hc 
is caught up with thc ideas of thc 
Fenians—again the talk of freedom, 
and wh$t freedom might mean for the 
people of Iroland. He sorrows at the 
tailurcs of thc Fcnians; ho lives 
t.hrough the Land Lcague times, and 
he reaiises that tho Land licaguc agita- 
tion, iinked up with thc Parnellite 
agitation, all lead to a bottor life, and 
a better livolihood for the people. 
Then, he camo to 1916, and ho Iiad 
read what his toaoliors, Poarso and 
Connoily, had taught about thc desir- 
able things that woulci happon under 
freedom. Hc had for four or fivo years 
bcen in rcecipt of a 5s. a wcck pension 
from thc British Oovornmcnt; the 
xecrablc British Oovcrnment had paid 
him thc miserable sum of 5s. a wcok. 
“ But, M hc said, looking hack upon the 
past, “ if wcí had freedom what would 
it mean? A misorahie 5s. a week? No, 
but a reasonable, decent livelihood. 
We believe these people mean that. 
freedom would be a bottor livelihood 
for the people and for tho old aged. 
They would he honoured and looked 
upon as people who had given their 
lives to the s(»rvice of thc Statc, and 
they would be honoured in their old 
age. ’ ’ ln 1919 the First Dáil, a De- 
claration of Independenec. and, accom- 
panying that declaration, an assurance 
to the pcople of the country that old 
age would b(» lionoured, and that 
children would be tho first care. Old 
age would be honoured, and not. treated 
as something like a burden. Then the 
chancc comes. The opport.imity comes 
to the Dail, the Parliáment House of 
the new Frec State. That freedom 
which he had dreamed of, 
s o’cloch. and taught to believe in, had 
been achieved. ■ This thrifty 
raan who had saved a few pounds and 
bought for himself an annuity, who had 
subscribed to his trade union super- 
annuation fund and had been entitled 
to 5s., 6s., 7s., or lOs. a week, finds 
that this Free State, the new indepen- 
denee, simply means the cutting down 
of his livelihood to that below the time 
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when the exeerablc British Governmer.t 
provided him with 5s. a week pension. 
That is what the Deputies are asked to 
subscribe to. This is the first fruit al- 
most, so far as the aged are concorned, 
of independcnce, and I say we ought 
not to support the Govermnent in this 
proposition. If there is no othcr way 
of maintaining the present rate of 
pensions, then lct us ratlicr fulfil our 
implied obligations to tho old agcd, 
evon if it is to mean the breaking o£ 
sorac of thc Treaty obligations. If 
you must. cut down, if you must save, 
sav(» on your land purchase annuities, 
sav(» on some of those obligations to 
peoplo ontsid(* the oountry if you must. 
I do not believe it is necessary, I l>c- 
lievc we can íind ways and mcans of 
fulíilling our obligations in that 
respect; but if everything (*lse fails, 
by all means break those obligations 
rather tlian the obligations to the old 
and the blind, tho sick and the poor. 

Mr. COLE: In opposing this Bill, I 
do not wish it to be thouglit I want to 
see au increase in rates and taxes. In 
fact, 1 uould )riuch rathor see every 
avenue cxplored to find ways and 
means bv which the burdon of taxation 
could be reduecd, but. at the same 
time, I think in introducing this Bill 
the Minister has started probably at 
tho wrong end. I do not think it. is 
the aged poor he should take first— 
the genuino old age pensioncrs. I 
think lie will find it very difficult at 
tlie present time to make ends meet. 
Supposing by the rcduction of his pen- 
sion a man is pressed to apply for ad- 
mission to tho Countv Homo, we could 
not support liirn therc for the same 
amount. I do not think it is good 
economy to do that, because I main- 
tain that Ihe more peoplc you have in 
a County Home the more officials you 
will want, and that will mean more 
expcnse. 

To speak of this as a shilling cut is 
probably misléading. I will only deal 
with the two ends of it, so to speak. 
The 2s. pensioner is deprived alto- 
gether of his pension. The lOs. pen- 
sioner is reduced by a shilling, but that 
is on conditions; where formerly the 
income did not exceed £1 per week the 
income now must not exceed 16s. Then, 
if he has still lOs. per week his pen- 
sion will be reduced by one shilling. In 
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somc cases it will be rcduced from 2s. 
to 3s. Iostead of makinp: his first at- 
tack on the old age pensioners, would 
it. not be bett.cr for thc Minister to at- 
t,ack some of the largcr establishments'í 
In that way the Ministcr mig;ht pro- 
duce a certain amount. of money, per- 
haps not so much as is now estimated, 
but it could have been done without 
eausing’ any anxiety. Thc pcople on 
whom the axe would fa.ll would 7iot 
have to consider vvhere their next meal 
was to come frorn. The Minister could 
advancc as an argument to people dc- 
privcd of some of their salaries that. it 
was for t.he good of the State. íle could 
•develop further the arguments used 
here by th<» President last week. It is 
not so easy to do that with the old age 
pensioners, because many of them are 
illiterate, and they also eannot under- 
stand why thcir case should be put on 
the same levei. They will also probably 
tell the Minister that their charge upon 
the State will probably only be a mat- 
ter of a few months or a few ycars, 
that, they have comc to the allotted 
span, and that their time is nearly at 
an end. I would also say that this is a 
most inopportune timc to suggest this 
reduction. Thc last harvest was by no 
means a good one, and, consequently, 
home-grown produce is very dear. In 
fact, I have bécn trying to persuade the 
Minister for Local Government and the 
Ministor for Agriculture that. the 
potato crop has bcen practically a 
failure. If potatoes are not. scarcc at 
present it is not by any means because 
they are over-plentiful, but because 
they have been saved up and not used 
for animal feeding. When the seed 
time comes it. is possible that they can- 
not be had at any price. 

It has been st.ated here frequently 
that the cost. of living is 80 points over 
the pre-war period. I maintain that it 
is a great deal rnore than 80 points, and 
I do not want to go back as far as De- 
puty Johnson has gone. I will only go 
back to 1914. Let us compare the 
prices then with the prices to-day. 
Potatoes at that time were from 4d. to 
6d. per stone; to-day they are ls. 6d. in 
the country districts, and in the city I 
am sure they are a great deal more. 
Bacon was 9d. to lOd. per lb.; to-day 
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it is ls. 6d. A four-pound loaf was 
4Jd.; to-day it is 9d. Sugar, which was 
then 2d. per lb., is now 7d. Flour, 
which was ls. 6d. pcr stone, is now 
2s. 6d. These prices deal only with the 
rnere necessities for the poor man’fi 
table. I am not, going into the priccs of 
luxuries, such as tobacco, stout and 
beer. If I did they would probably 
show that the increase is a great, deal 
more than 100 per eent. They would 
probably show that it is 200 per cent. 
Rents and clothing also have advanced 
accordingly. Even if the same prices 
prevailed as when the pension was 5s. 
these poor people would be still entitled 
to the lOs. The Minister should have 
tried every means of rcducing t.he cost 
of living before he brought forward 
this Bill. 

Might I take 1?his opportunity to pro- 
test against the unfair means very often 
adopted in connection with genuine ap- 
plicat.ions for pension. We all know 
that it is a very difíicult matter for ap- 
plicants to prove the date of their 
birth. Although they prove it, in an in- 
direct way through school-fellows and 
others, that, evidence very often is not 
taken. I think there should be more 
latitude allowed to such applicants. I 
would again appeal 1o the Minister to 
reconsider this Bill. L would also ap- 
peal to Deputies, who maintained at the 
last election that. lOs. was not sufficient 
for these pensioners, and that they 
should have 15s., to support the op- 
position to this Bill. 

Mr. MORRISS£Y: The time of this 
assembly has been largely occupied up. 
to the present in enacting in the name 
of public safety measures for thc de- 
struetion of pcrsonal liberty, We are 
now engaged in discussing a Bill db- 
signed to reduce poor old people to a 
lower stato of poverty. Wc are told 
that we must pass this Bill in the name 
of economy and that unless we agree 
to do it the State will drift. into bank- 
ruptcy, that its fínancial stability can 
be secured only by snatching ^s. from 
thc misorablc pension of the aged poor. 
I would like to say to the Goveriiment 
that thoy are proposing to take from 
the old people what they never gave 
them. I ask Deputies to bear in mind 
that it was the alien Government which 
has been driven out of this country 
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that conferred this benefit on the poor 
old people. The Ministry entitle this 
’lneasure o£ spoliation—for they are 
really despoiling the old people —“ a 
Bill to amend the Old Age Pensions and 
Blind Persons Acts. ,, I think they 
should style it “ a Bill to curtail and 
destroy these ActV’ be«;ause that is 
what it ainounts to. It is a confession 
of hopeless impotenee to say that to 
save the State we must rob and raid 
the old people who are on the brink 
of the grave. 

The Minister has argued that the old 
«age pensioners are much better off now 
than they were prior to the increase 
from 5s. to lOs. per week. That is a 
puerile argument, and I think 1 may 
say that it is even unworthy of an ad- 
vanced sehool boy. Our purpose here, 
I think, should be to improve and not 
to make worse; and as was held out to 
the people of this country as the ulti- 
mate object of the fight for frcedom, 
to raise up and obtain a better stand- 
ard of living for the people. The Gov- 
ernment policy is progress backwards. 
Their legislation is designed to add to 
the misery and to increase the poverty 
of the people. The Minister and scveral 
other members of the Ministry have 
argued that the mad campaign of viol- 
ence is responsible. Deputy Johnson, I 
think, has dealt with that matter suffi- 
ciently. I only wish to say that I do 
not think that plea will be accepted by 
the people of this country, as the 
nation, even if it were so, would feel 
dishonoured that it is the poor old 
people that should be compelled to pay 
for the loss and the waste of that cam- 
paign. The Minister has also dealt 
very fully with what is termed the in- 
come of applicants for the pension. As 
this is a matter of vital importance, at 
least to Deputies on this side, I would 
like to give an illustration of how in- 
come is estimateS. Some twelve 
months ago a poor old man, owing to 
inability to work, became destitute and 
had to seek sheltej* in Nenagh Work- 
house. Thc workhouse was burned 
aome time afterwards by the Irre- 
gulars, during the war about words and 
phrases, and this poor old man was 
driven out and had no place to shelter 
him. The Board of Guardians allowed 
him 9s. a week outdoor relief to enable 
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him to exist. He then reached the age 
of 70 years, and made an application 
for a pension. A pension officer came 
to make inquiries about his means and 
how he had existed up to that. The 
old man told him he was in receipt of 
9s. a week outdoor relief, and said he 
was able to get two or three shillings 
more from people whose horses he 
cared, and as charity. The nine shii- 
lings weekly and the two or three shil- 
lings that he said he got for charitv 
were estimated by the officer as 
incomc, and the old man got a 
pension of cSs. a week instead of 
10s., notwithstanding the fact that 
I the 9s. he had from the Board 
of Guardians as outdoor i*elief, 
ceased when he reached the age of 70. 

I That is how some of the incomes the 
Minister speaks of are estimated by 
some of his officials and pension officers. 
We, on this side, desire economy. We 
desire economy of the right kind. We 
do not desiro economy that means more 
want and more misery for the poor. 
The opponents of the Ministry, and not 
a few of the friends of the Ministry, 
have robbed banks, post offices and pri- 
vate citizens, but now the Ministry, 
through the proccss of law, propose to 
rob and raid the meagre State incomes 
of the poor. They are going to do a 
meaner thing than the bank robber, as 
they are going to take the pennies from 
the blind man’s hat. That is what it 
amounts to, the most despicable kind of 
robbery that was ever known. We 
j hear the cry, “ We must balance our 
I Budget. ,> Certainly,*I say it would be 
j better to leave your Budget unbal- 
I anced and better increase your taxa- 
| tion—it would even be better for the 
Ministry to go out altogether—than to 
proeeed under this Bill to despoil the 
poor people. If they persist with it. 

| this Government will be execrated in 
1 the «ountry. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGOIS: Last 
November the Minister for Finance an- 
nounced his intention of effecting cer- 
tain cuts. Two cuts were mentioned 
at that time. This is one of them. He 
then said the cuts were necessary in 
order that Budget equilibrium might 
be achieved. It was conspicuous that 
every person who spoke in the debate 
that followed his statement on that 
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occasion agreed with him in this, 
that it was of the very first im- 
portance to this country, especi- 
ally then, as it was about to under- 
take the issue of a loan, that such 
equilibrium should be maintained. 
There seemed to be at that time a note 
struck that it was a little unfortunate 
that the Ministry should have first 
struck at the old age pensioner. tspoke 
then and said I was opposed to that 
course. This Bill has now been put 
forward presumably to implement thc 
intention then announced. I am moved 
to protest quite formally because it does 
not implement that intention only but 
carries that intention to a further 
point. The Minister stated that he in- 
tended a 10 per cent. reduction on the 
old age pensions. That is to say, tak- 
ing the Estimates of last year, an 
amount of money equivalent to £360,000 
was to be saved in the expenditure of 
the forthcoming year. The Minister 
has announced to us that under the pro- 
visions of this Bill the actual saving 
will be not £360,000, but £500,000. 
There has been a change of intention. 
If it were unfortunate before that 
there should be any necessity for his 
original intention so much the greater 
is the pity that that intention should 
have become so far widened and so far 
broadened that we are now getting nol 
a ten per cent. reduction but a reduc- 
tion considerably higher than ten per 
cent. 

The Minister announced in his open- 
ing speech to-day that the change in 
the scale of means as embodied in this 
Bill will achieve over and above th(; 
ordinary ten per cent. reduction such 
further economies as would amount to 
something in the nature of £150,000. 
I assume from the scanty figures acces- 
sible that to be the sum achieve^ by 
these economies in the change in the 
scale of means. In addition to 
an ordinary cut, such as was an- 
nounced last November, we have 
now further cuts under this Bill 
bringing the sum up to that larger 
figure. I said then, and I say again. 
that I do not believc that the figures 
which have bcen available would be 
the figures put before the Dáil if the 
original Acts were administered as 


j they might liave been administered. I 
| leave out the question of the £500,000 
now announced. I keep myself to the 
original intention of the Minister to 
achieve a saving of £360,000 by an 
ordinary 10 per cent. cut, and I say 
that if the original Acts, without being 
amended at all in legislative form, had 
bcen administered as they might have 
been administered and might still be 
j administered, greater economies might 
| have been effeeted than were effected 
í in the past—economies that might 
amount to the greater part of the sum 
announced by the Minister as being 
his intention to save last November. 
The Minister knows, in his expericnce 
as Minister for Loeal Government, that 
he has already instituted sueh changcs 
of administration in the Local Govern- 
ment Department as to achieve a very 
considerable saving in the estimate of 
cxpenditure submitted last year. We 
have not got the new estimates for the 
coming year yet, but I venture to say 
, —I put this forward rashly in the spirit 
j of propheey—that when we do get the 
new estimates we will find that the 
estimates calculated for the past year 
were very considerablv larger than the 
actual expenditure in conuection with 
old age pensions—that because of 
tighter, closer and justcr administra- 
, tion. I believe that that course of 
administration eould have been carried 
! still further, and further economies 
effectcd, without doing the injury that 
the economies announced and presaged 
in this Bill will affeet. Very deep in- 
jury will be done by them. The Minis- 
ter and every Deputy here knows in 
his own part of the count,ry instances 
of men who are in receipt of old age 
pensions who are not in urgont need 
of the money. I will not say that if 
the State were in more afflucnt circum- 
stances than it is it might not be desir- 
able that they should continue to 
receive these pensions, but they are not 
urgently needed. Deputies know in- 
starices of men who, when they pass the 
age of 70, having farms of quite de- 
cent size, passed these farms over to 
their sons, and who are now without 
visible means. They are without visible 
means to the extent that their children 
could put them out to-morrow if they 
so desired, and they are receiving eer- 
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tain pensionable sums because they arc 
past the age of 70. 

It is within the knowledge ot Dtpu- 
ties that some such persons spend the 
monevs they receive not in the way of 
ordinary livelihood, but mainly in the 
way of luxuries. Oncc a farmer de- 
seribed the pension to me as “ the old 
man’s tobacco allowance. ? ’ Now, it 
would be a pity if that had to be eut, 
but if we are pressed to the necessity 
of effecting savings, administration 
could effect those savings more justly 
than an all-round cut of 10 per ccnt. 
from many persons whose only means 
of subsistence is the 1()s. per week that 
they receive. I should wish Ihere were 
some Dcputies here now who are absent 
at the moment. I happen to know very 
well the circurnstances at the present 
moment in which the people are living 
in the West of Ireland. I know cases 
where the potato harvest o*f last vear 
has given out eompletely. The last of 
the potatoes were consumed in cases 
within my own knowledge a fortnight 
ago, and the people ovcr 70 years, in 
receipt of lOs. per week, Avith just a 
small plot of land that would have 
givcn them just suffieient potatoes to 
see rhem round until the next harvest, 
are livmg on what is known in that 
part of Ireland as “ dried chuck, M or 
dried bread. That dried bread was 
purchased with the lOs. per week pen- 
sion, and it is that dried bread that will 
be cut as a result of this Bill. The 
Minister has admitted that part of the 
case. He has stated quite frankly that 
a 10 per cent. cut in respect of per- 
sons who only get the lOs. and have no 
other means of subsistenec, does much 
graver injury than in the casc of other 
persons. Having admitted that, it 
seems to me he has admitted the case 
I am putting forward, that this is not 
a time or an occasiou for a legislative 
change. It is an occasion, admittedly, 
for a sharper and stronger adminis 
tration of the Acts that prevailed up 
to this moment, that prevail now, and 
that will prevail until this Bill passes, 
if it dpes pass. 

# We desire that there should be con- 
siderable economy effected. The Mini- 
ster hás given us very interesting 
flgures here to-day. He told us that 
there are 115,215 persons in receipt of 
the entire lOs. a week. That is to say, 


that of the entire estimate of iast year 
for the current year of £3,600,000, 
nearly £3,000,000 is absorbed by per- 
sons who receive the whole amount of 
10s., lcaviug only a comparatively 
small amount for all the other casea. 
Therefore, first attcntion should be 
given to those persons who arc receiv- 
ing the whole amount of lOs. Before 
any attempt was made to change the 
state of the law, surely the Minister 
should have been in a position to tell 
us exactly how many of those persons 
in receipt of lOs. have no other means 
than the lOs. That information was 
asked for, and the Minister said he was 
not able to provide it. Burely that 
piece of information is the first piece of 
information the Dáil should have been 
put in possession of in arguing the 
necessity for such a Bill as this. Tbe 
Dáil should know how many persons of 
the 115 ; 215 who get í*he whole sum of 
lOs. have nothing else to look to for 
their livelihood. I know such cases in 
the West. Three or four of them occnr 
to my mind—old men and old women— 
who havc nothing in the world to look 
to but this lOs. 

IIow they manage to eke out an 
existence from one Friday to the next 
Friday, walking in many cases many 
miles to the Post Office ta get their 
weekly sum, and having nothing else 
to look to, I do not know, and how they 
will be able to manage when one-tcnth 
of their entire livelihood is taken away 
I cannot imagine. The Minister may 
say, I wonder if he would, that there 
are not many such. But he cannot say 
it, beeause he was asked how many, and 
he told us the statistics were nct in his 
possession, or, at least, if they were in 
his possession in his office they were not 
in his possession here, and tne Housc 
could not get the advantage of them. 
I would like to think of the remarkable 
cffect there would be if persons of this 
kind were to be gathered together in 
meoíings in flifferent parts of the coun- 
try. I would like to see what the effect 
would be if these old pcople who 
are now receiving lOs. a weelc, and 
havo nothing else to look forward to, 
had announced to them that one-tcnth 
of their livelihood was to be taken 
away, and were then informed that a 
new plan of campaign was being estáb- 
lished with a view to thrift. They, at 



1287 Old Age Pensions Bill— DAIL EIREANN. Second Staffe. 1288 


[Mr. Darrell Figgis.] 
any rate, have imposed upon them en- 
forced thrift to the tune of one tenth of 
their livelihood. 

I do believe that this is a wrong Bill, 
and an impolitie Bill at the present 
time. I do urge that there is no need 
for legislative ehange in this matter. 
There was need, and there is need for 
economy, but the greater part of the 
economy that was desired could have 
been achieved, I believe, by adminis- 
tration tightened up, and a great part 
of the eeonomy has already been 
achieved with administration tightened 
up. I await with a great deal of in- 
terest the íigures of the exact amount 
of money expended in the current 
financial year in respect of 01 d Age 
Pensions, in order that that amount 
may be contrasted and compared with 
the figures of the estimates of last 
March. I believe the economy has been 
effeeted by the tightening up of ad- 
ministration, and I believe that greater 
economy stiíl could be effected. I do 
not pretend, for one moment, that the 
entire sum of £360,000, mentioned at 
first, much less the half a million men- 
tioned now, could be achieved by ad- 
ministrative tightening up; but I 
believe that economy could have been 
effected on such a scale as would have 
been quite sufficiently effective as 
savings in regard to Old Age Pensions, 
so that the axe, to use the metaphorical 
expression, might be turned towards 
other quarters, and savings effected in 
other places. I have never voted 
against a proposal to bring in a Bill 
except in this one case, when I opposed 
the First Reading of this Bill. I am feel- 
ing already sorry that I did so, because 
having seen the Bill, I am glad that I 
have seen it, and yet sorry that I have 
seen it, because this Bill is not an im- 
plementation of the Minister’s inten- 
tion of last November—it is a great 
deal moro. It is a much more radical 
legislative change. I do not think that 
the economy that was desired in 
respect of Old Age Pensions was a 
matter for legislation at all, but rather 
for administration. On these grounds 
mainly I shall oppose the Second Read- 
ing of this Bill. 

Mr. SEAN LTONS: There is one 
thing that the old people may be thank- 
ful for, and that is in his explana^iou 


i the Minister has announced that it is 
not his intention in six months* time to 
reduce their pensions by another shil- 
ling. The question of raising this 
£300,000 for the relief of the Exchequer 
and to save taxation from being in- 
creased may certainly have been neces- 
sary, but it is most unnecessary that 
the saving of this money should be 
achieved by a reduction in old age 
pensions, and it is most objectionable 
that the money saved in this way 
should go to pay compensation to ex- 
R.I.C. men and to go to pay pensions for 
the Army undcr the Act of 1923. To my 
mind, and I am sure every other Deputy 
would be of the same opinion, it is quite 
wrong to take from the parent in order 
to give to the child. If one of these 
old age pensioners was in a positión 
that hc was able to work and earn 32s. 
a week and that that amount was going 
into the house, that would debar the 
other from receiving the old age pen- 
| sion. I should like for a moment to 
mention one particular ease that came 
under my notice. It was the case of a 
person who was 73 years of age who 
was refused the pension on the ground 
that the Covernment had already 
granted the pension to another. In 
this case that I have in mind the local 
Committee granted the pension; it was 
sanctioned by the officer in the town of 
Athlone, Mr. McGuirk, but the Govern- 
inent turned it down. The only proof 
of age that could be got in the case was 
from the books in the national school, 
where this old age pensioner went to 
school in his youth. The Government 
were invited to inspect the books, but 
still they turned down the pension. 
Now, why this particular case was 
turned down I cannot say, because 
twelve months ago a pension was 
granted when the proof of age was 
exactly the same, the only evidence 
being from this national school. That 
particular pension was not granted by 
the local committee nor by the pension 
officer of Athlone, but notwithstanding 
that some friend of the pensioner warkr 
ing in some . Government óffice suc- 
ceeded in getting the pension granted 
to him. 

It has been suggested that this sav- 
j ing bad to be made. Some Deputies 
! argued that the method adopt.ed here 
amounted to fobbery. Deputy , Mor- 
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rissey put forward that argument from 
the Labour benehcs, and I quite agree 
with him. 1 do not know whether the 
Minister fór Ilome Affairs when he gets 
his Public Safety Aet will prosecute 
and punish the Minister for Finance 
for these acts which he is committing 
against the old age pcnsioncrs. 

You have to«day passed a Bill, the 
Public Safety Bilí, to put an end to 
this sort of thievery, which is worse 
than robbery. It would be better for 
the Minister for Finance to send some 
of the officials, employed in the Old Age 
Pension Offices, down the country, and 
instruct them to go, masked, into the 
houses of the old age pensioners at 
night, bring them out and shove them 
out of sight into the nearest bog-hole. 
It would bc much better to do that than 
havc them in a state of semi-starvation 
for the rest of their lives. I am sure 
therc are some sensible people on the 
Government Benches, but the Deputies 
on the Government Benches are only 
acting as pieees of machinery. As soon 
as the time eomes to put this to a votc, 
all that is necessary is to press a but- 
ton, the machinery revolves, and thesc 
Deputies automatically comc back. 
They havc not heard one word for or 
against the Bill; they are simply told 
how to vote, and they vote accordingly. 
If there is a soldier or any man who 
went out as an officer in the National 
Army and got wounded, I doubt very 
much if sucli a man would accept a 
pension under the recent Act if he knew 
it. was to be raiscd in the manner in 
which the money is to be raised by re- 
ducing these pensions, This wounded 
soldier receives a few shillings pension, 
but he would not acccpt them if he 
knew these few shillings werc deducted 
from the stiiigy allowance givtn to the 
old age pensioners, especially when he 
remembcrs that these old age pen- 
sioners are the people who were prim- 
arily responsible for giving him the 
pension that he received. I do not 
think any man who was a fighter, and 
these men who were wounded must 
have been fighters, would accept a pen- 
sión under such conditions. It would 
be better for him to dó what a lot of 
them have done and go into the work- 
house, or, as more of them have done, 
become dependents on the St. Vincent 
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de Paul money, awaiting such time as 
the Ministers for Finance and Defence 
or the Government think fit to have 
their cases investigated and gone into 
with a view to giving them something 
for their serviees to the State. 

There is one suggestion I offer to the 
Minister, and I rather think that*De- 
puty Gorey will agree with me. It is 
this: It has been the custom here in 
Ireland, perhaps, to be against what I 
am going to suggest. Some time ago, 
before the National Ilealth Scheme was 
1 introdueed, everyone throughout the 
country was against it. Still, it became 
law, and it is law at present. I con- 
sider it would be much better for the 
Minister for Finance to consider, be- 
fore introdueing this Bill, whether it 
would bc possible to introduce some 
Bill that would compel every citizen 
froin eighteen to sixty to pay a penny a 
weelc towards a contribution for the 
old age pensions. The Minister could 
get a great deal more money in that 
way than by reducing the pensions. 
Then we would find all the Deputies on 
the Government Benches, on the Far- 
mers’ Benches, and on the Labour 
Benches would be in favour of it. 

Mr. CORISH : And the Indepen- 
dents? 

Mr. LYONS: There is one Indepen- 
dent, at all events, here, who would 
support that measure. 

Mr. P. HOGAN (Clare) : Bring in a 
Private Bill. 

Mr. LYONS: You could, possibly, 
not alone give tcn shillings a week to 
an old age pensioner of seventy, but 
fifteen shillings a weck to an old age 
pensioner of sixty-five if the Bill that I 
suggest were passed. The State would 
not be losing anything by it. The 
money would be there. I will en- 
lighten Deputy Gorey’s curiosity as to 
how that problem could be solved. 
Then, if it is possible that my sugges- 
tion will be acccpted by the Minister, 
I hope those Deputies will be there to 
carry it into law. Now I do not like 
the idca of having the aged man or 
woman dependent upon the few shil- 
lings a week applying for admission to 
the County Homes. The Minister for 
Local Government has álready . de- 
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prived some of those aged poor of shel- 
ter. He has amalgamated the work- 
houses, and now comes along- 

Mr. DAVIN: To starve them. 

Mr. LYONS: Worse than starve 
them. He crucifies them. By the 
amalgamation of the workhouses these 
people have to travel thirty or forty 
miles, and this means that they cannot 
go there at all, and so are deprived of 
shelter. Now the few shillings they 
get are cut down. I trust that the De- 
puties on the Government Benches will 
not vote for this reduction. I know 
some of them who have not heard any- 
thing said for or against it will come 
here in a few minutes time and vote for 
the reduction. That is not right. I 
know the Deputies are voting against 
their own eonseienees. The truc 
opinion of the Dáil eould be 
got by taking off the Govcmmcnt 
Whips and having a free vote. In 
that way the Deputies on the Govern- 
ment Benches would be saved from 
committing a sin. If they commit that 
sin I am afraid t,hey will never get for- 
giveness, no matter what penances they 
undergo. • 

PADRAIG 0 hOGAIN (An Clár): 

Ba mhaith liomsa ana-chuid do rádh 
ar an gceist seo, mar ’sí ceist na 
ndaoine gcoitchiannta, ceist na sean- 
daoinc atá seaipithe ar r ufl na tíre, 
agus ná bhfuil i ndán ar aon rtid do 
dhéanamh dóibh féin. 'Sí ceist ha 
ndaoine boclita atá i gach árd na tíre 
ag déanamh a ndithcheall iad fcin do 
choimead beó ar na cúpla scillingibh 
sa tseachtmhain atá le fagháil ó’n 
Riaghaltas. 

Tá riaghlú an tsaoghail le fada an 
lá fé dream áirithe—’siad lucht airgid 
agus lucht saidhbhris. Agus tá greim 
daingean ag ati ndream san ar saothar 
na tíre. Guircann siad úalach mór 
trom ar na daoinibh coitchionnta agus 
coimeádann siad dóibh féin an cuid is 
mó agus an cuid is fearr de thoradh 
obair na ndaoine mbocht. 

Cad is riaghaltas ann^ Ba cheart 
dúinn feuchaint isteach ar sin. Níl aon 
saoghal ag an bhfear oibrc. Níl aon 
saoirse ag an bhfear oibre. Níl aon 
uain aige; agus nil aon mhaoin aigc 
ar oileamhaint fhoghanta do chur ar 


féin ná ar a chlann. Níl aon ghreim 
aige ar talamh na tíre, na ar aon coir 
a mbainfeadh amach saidhbhreas dó 
féin. Níl le díol aigc ach a chuid nirt, 
agus nuair go bhfuil sé sin caithte, 
caithícadh sé brath ar an Riaghaltas. 

Agus deirtear go bhfuil Riaghaltas 
na nGall imthighthe, agus gur Riagh- 
altas Gaodhalach atá againn anois. 
B’fheidir; ach pé riaghaltas atá againn, 
tá eagla orm go bhfuil greim daingean 
ag drcam ati airgid ar an Riaghaltas 
atá againn indiu, comh daingean, agus 
níos daingne, ná a bhí riamh ar Riagh- 
altas na nGall. 

Tá aon rud amháin cinnte—tá rud 
ceapaithe ag an Riaghaltas so nar 
cheap Riaghaltas na nGall riamh; 'sé 
sin daoine bochta na tíre seo do chur 
chun bháis. 

I do not know whether I should ex- 
press sympathy more than anything 
clse with the Minister for Finance. Ht 
has. fathered a dirty job this evening, 
and I am sure that if he were free to 
express himself, he himself would 
say the same thing. No maii 
ivith any conscicnce can say 
that thc old pcoplc of the country, 
who have been broken or- the social 
system at present existing, should be 
cast to the wolves in their old age. I 
do not know on what basis the Minister 
for Finance has proceeded, or on what 
fígures he has rnade his calculations. I 
should like to enlighten him a little on 
some matters, and the manner in which 
I would like to enlighten, is this: I 
would. put a market basket on his arm 
and send him out to purchase the neces- 
saries with ten shillings. 

| Mr. DAVIN: Nine shillings. 

Mr. HOGAN : Very well, but I would 
even let him have the ten shillings.. I 
would give him the other bob for him 
self and let him see what he could df 
with it. The Minister forLocal Govern 
ment has set up a purchasing depart- 
ment and therein he buys wholesale. J 
would suggest to the Oovernment that 
he would also set up a food department 
and purchase wholesale even, and then 
you could observe how far nine shil- 
lings would go in order to keep a man 
in existence and keep body and soul 
together. Does.the Minister know that 
butter is 2s. 4d. a lb., that bacon h 
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ls. 8d,, that tea is 3s. 6d., and that sugar 
is 8d.t Is he aware o£ all these things. 
and has he made any calculations of 
that sort before he came into the Dáil 
to ask Deputies to pass a sentence of 
death upon the old age pensioners of 
the country? No Deputy. that I have 
listened to so far has made any sugges- 
tion, although the matter has been 
touched upon from every con- 
ceivable angle. I should like to 
make a few suggestions to the 
Minister for Finance as to where he 
might be able to effect retrenchments. 
Retrenchrnent is a polite term for re- 
ductions, and there is another word 
starting with an “ R.” that has its own 
meaning. I would like to make a few 
suggestions. First of aH, lct me say 
that I have been upstairs trying to un- 
derstand some of the magic figures we 
find in the list of estimates in the read- 
rtng room. I find therein that for a 
mysterious scrvice called “ secret ser- 
vice 99 £50,000 has been allocated. What 
in the name of goodness do we do with 
that? Do we send one band of men 
out looking for another band, or has 
some of the £50,000 gone to pay men 
who were watching Deputy Figgis on 
the lobby a few days ago and who 
wanted to sce who he had a conversa- 
tion with? Perhaps it wa,s used on 
foreign secret service for the purpose 
of watching the peregrinations of Mus- 
solini or Trotsky, or some other people, 
for the benefit of those people who did 
not yesterday like the colour of the flag 
that floats over Moscow? There is pos- 
sibly another thing that the monev 
might be used for. Do the Govern- 
ment imagine that Deputy O ’Connell is 
drilling an army amongst the national 
teachers in order to make a raid on the 
Treasury, and are detectives being put 
into every national school in the coun- 
try to see that this thing is 
not carried on? Do thcy anticipate a 
flying column of old age pensioners will 
bear down upon t-he Minister for Fin- 
.ance and take him away to some un- 
known destinationt Possibly that is. 
how the £50,000 are expended. 

# There is another service that I should 
Kke to know something in regard to, 
and why some reduction 
6 o’cloeh. should not be made from it 
instead of from the allow- 
ances made to the \>ld age pensioners. 


I refer to the £60,000 estimated for Kx- 
ternal Affairs. What service does the 
eountry get for thatt What is the re- 
turn for this extraordinary expendi- 
ture? What has there been done in the 
matter of trade and what is there to 
show the neeessity and the usefulness 
of this Ministry! Now, I come to an- 
other service which, I suppose, is par- 
ticularly useful, interesting and nice to 
those people who retain certain medi- 
aeval ideas. I refer to the institution 
up in the Phoenix Park, in regard to 
which there has been an allowance for a 
household staff of £5,545. 

Mrs. COLLINS-O DRISCOLL: On a 

point of order, are we discussing the 
cstimatcs or the qucstion of old age 
pensions ? 

Mr. HOGAN : I am endeavouring to 
point out where retrenchments might 
be niade. 

Mrs. COLLINS-O ’DRISCOLL : I sub- 
mit that that is not the question under 
discussion; the question is not one of 
retrenchment. 

Mr. HALL: I would like to ask the 
ruling of the Ohair on the point that 
the question before the Dáil at the 
moment is the question of the best pos- 
| sible means of economy. 

Mrs. COLLINS-O ’DRISCOLL : I sub- 
mit that that is not the questicn bcfore 
the Dáil. 

Mr. HOOAN : Am I in order to pro- 

ceed ? 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

I take it that the Deputy is in order in 
making a passing reference to these 
things. He must remember, however, 
that the estimates were discussed be- 
fore. He is in order to refer to them. 
but he must not devclop the point. 

Mr. HOGAN : With all respcct, I am 
endeavouring to point out that econo- 
mies might be effected in other direc- 
tions as well as the dircction in which 
the Minister has gone. I bow to your 
ruling, but I think that I am perfectly 
in order in developing the subject. I 
was referring, when I was interrupted, 
to an institution in the Phoenix Park, 
and which belongs more to medíaeval 
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times than to the present, and I was 
pointing out that £5,545 were spent on 
the household staff; £3,000 were spent 
in general expenses, and in purehasing 
and equipping motor cars £1,783 were 
expended; telegraphs and telephones 
were put down at £940. I submit there 
is room for economy there, and if we 
are in earnest in this matter of economy 
and if we mean to run the State 
on economic lines, let us take paral- 
lels. If the President of the Executive 
Council, who is the first citizen of the j 
State, is able to maintain the honour ! 
and dignity of his position on one-quar- 
ter of what the Governor-General re- 
eeives, why should there not be a re- 
duction in the Governor-Generars al- 
lowance—that is if we can get away 
from the idea of ready-made kings and 
shop-soiled royalty? The last occupant 
of that place was, I understand, a 
gentleman who had notions of what 
was good for him and his health, and I 
find that to repair the place and make 
it fit for the present occupant, £5,000 
was spent. That was spent in repair- ! 
ing íurniture for the official residence. 

Mrs. COLLINS-O DRISCOLL: Again 
on a point of order, is that a passing 
reference ? 

Mr. DAVIN: I submit that it is the j 
duty of.every Deputy to point out to 
the Minister for Finance where econo- 
mies can be effeeted. 

Mr. HOOAN: I am glad that the in- 
dividual whom I am bringing before 
the Dáil has sueh an able and eloquent 
defender. 

Mrs. COLLINS-O ’DRISCOLL : Oh, 

certainly not. I leave the ability and 
the eloquence to you. 

Mr. HOOAN : Is the Deputy allowed 
to speak while sitting down? 

Mrs. COLLINS - O ’DRISCOLL : I 

stand to my point of order, and still 
maintain that the Deputy is not in 
order. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN CO MHAIBLE : 

I would remind the Deputy that it 
would be better for him to *be rather 
brief, as. we have exceeded the time at 
which we should adjourn. 


Mr. HOOAN: I am afraid, sir, 

1 have irritated somc quartcrs of 
the Dáil, and, therefore, I think I am 
within my rights in asking you to allow 
me to move thc adjournment until 
seven o’clock, and resume the discus- 
sion when the adjournment is over. 

Agreed. 

The Dáil adjourned at 6.10 p.m. and 
resumed at 7 p.m. An 
7 o’clocic . Ceann Comhairle in the 
Chair. 

PADRAIG O hOOAIN (An Clár): 

Nuair a labhras ar dthús, dubhras 
ciipla focal nach raibh cuid de na 
daoinibh atá annso sásta leis, acht ba 
mhaith liom congnamh «to thabhairt 
dohi Aire ar mo dhoigh fhein. 

I rise in a rather chasteneJ mood. I 
made referencc to some things to which 
perhaps some people took exception,but f 
if I am not to help the Minister in tht? 
way in which I am sure the Minister 
desires, namely, to find out ehannels 
wherein expenditure may be eurtailed, 
then is the Minister smeerely in 
earnest in asking the Dáil to find out 
these avenues? I will not, therefore, 
dwell in detail on any of these things, 
but I will try, in a general way, to ex- 
press my opinion of what I consider is 
the considered opinion of the majority 
of the common people of the country in 
regard to the proposed eut in old age 
pensions. It has been said that we have 
succeeded in getting rid of the 
foreigner. We have. We have a 
national flag, a National Army, a 
national Parliament, and a national 
system of education, but we have, un- 
fortunately, a national old age pen- 
sion, and it differs entirely from the in- 
ternational old age pensions which 
these people had before this cut was in- 
troduced. If the result of the declara- 
tion of national independence and the 
retention of our natiqnal status is to re- 
duce the conditions of the poorest in 
the State, then we may well inquire 
whether the freedom we have won is 
worth the sacrifices that were iqade 
for it, because in the last analysis, free- 
dom is the eondition of living and the 
prosperity that the poorest in the State 
enjoy. What have they gained by itt 
Thcv cannot exist on national flags, on 
national parliaínejits, on national 
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armies, but they have to come down to 
the mundane things of bread and but- 
ter, and if the Minister for Finance 
thinks that these poor people, who have 
also made their sacrifices for the coun- 
try, can exist on that, then I think that 
he is far removed from the actualities 
of life as they exist at the moment in 
this country. 

Mr. WILSON : I just want, in as few 
words as possible, to explain and give 
reasons for the vote which we, on these 
benches, will give in connection with 
this Bilí. We realise very keenly in- 
deed that the oldest people in the 
State are not, or ought not, to be the 
persons on whom the first blow of the 
Minister’s axe should fali, but we also 
realise that unless the expenditure of 
this State is kept within the revenue a 
greater injustice will be done to the old 
jfgc pensioner. As the Minister for 
Finance has so well pointed out, if the 
Budget is not balanced, the* lOs. will 
not be worth as much as the 9s. will be 
if we cannot control our expenditure. 
You remember what the President said 
the other day, namely, that out of the 
tctal income of this State, three scrvices 
practically took up a half of it. These 
three services are, education, old age 
pensions and superannuation. 

Mr. DAVIN: What about the Army? 

Mr. WILSON: The teachers have al- 
ready been reduced, and it is proposed 
to reduce thc old age pension undcr 
this Bill, but tho superannuation clause, 
being portion of a bargain, cannot be 
touched, and I would direct the atten- 
tion of members to where the axe can 
be laid, wherc you will be able to eífect 
an economy with little hardship. I con- 
tend r and it has not been seriously 
questioned, that 9s. £ wcek now is 
worth lOs. two years ago, and it is for 
these reasons that the farmers on these 
benches are going to vote with the Go- 
vernment. After all,4t would be much 
easier far us, who are for the most part 
country men, to come here and play to 
the feallery and say that we oppose this 
cut. It would bring us more popu- 
larity, perhaps, but there are other 
things which come before popularity. 
and one of them is the proper regula- 
tion of our affairs, so that the State 
eredit will be kept right and that we 


j will be able by proper economies to run 
the country as it ought to be run. Ser- 
vices exist, particularly the police 
force, which ought to be reducea, and 
I believe the Minister has it in his mind 
to reduce the cost of those services. 
Tjooking over the whole gamnt of ex- 
penses of the country, I fail to see 
where the three millions are going to 
be found, and while it is against our 
very nature to be harsh with the aged 
! poor, still, under the circumstances and 
having regard to the fact that 9s. is 
now worth as much as lOs. was two 
years ago, we will be forced to support 
the Government. 

Mr. O’MAHONV: I know that in 
supporting the proposals of the Govern- 
ment I am not filling what would bc 
a popular role in the eountry, but this 
is a matter upon which I am not dis- 
posed to give a silent vote. Like De- 
puty Wilson, I feel called upon to give 
my reasons for supporting a cut that 
none of us desires should be put into 
operation, but whieh force of circum- 
stances will compel us to do. In the 
debate hitherto there has been a careful 
avoidance as to the reason why this 
uncomfortable duty has been placed on 
the shoulders of the Minister for Fin- 
ance. The suggestion has been made 
that the Executive Government is re- 
sponsible for the eut in the old agc 
pensions. I say saddle the right horse 
with the responsibility. No cut would 
be necessary in the old age pensions 
but for the senseless, wanton and uni- 
versal destruction that this country has 
suffercd during the last two years. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Did you read the 
estimates ? 

Mr. 0’MAH0NY: I read the history 
not of yesterday, but the history of the 
two years that has produced the eondi- 
tions I am dealing with now 

A LABOUR DEPUTY : England was 
at war for five years and did not re- 
duce the pension. 

Mr. O’MAHONT: Look at the esti- 
mates for this year. Deputy Hogan 
drew attention to some figures, and I 
will draw attention to some others. Yeu 
will find in those cstimates a sum of 
over £1.1,000,000 as the first instalment 
and the first item of responsibi1ity on 
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the part of a nation to make good the 
destruction of life and property during 
that period. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Not paid for out of 
revenue. 

Mr. 0 ’MAHONV : Look at the esti- 
mates and you will also find a sum of 
considerably ovcr £11,000,000 set aside 
for the maintenancc of an army that 
was brought into being solely as a re- 
sult of that disturbanee. This is a 
stnall eountry of less than throo mil- 
lions of a population with exceedingly 
limited resources when those resources 
are eompared with those of other eoun- 
tries. You find in the first year of its 
existenee a sum of over £22,000,000 in 
the estimates, not for the purpose of 
developrnent, not for the purpose of in- 
creasing old age pensions, not for the 
purpose of creating industries, not for 
the purpose of supporting the aetivities 
of traele. but to makc good the wanton, 
malieious damage that has heen done 
to the country with the sole object of 
preventing the (íovernment that is 
functioning and that has becn creatcd 
by the will of the people from being es- 
tablished. One would imagine that the 
dispenscr of wealth is scattering gold 
all over this eountry and that wc werc 
living in an E1 Dorado. 

I will direct the attention of the Dáil 
to the very eomprehensive statement 
made by the Minister for Finance last 
November. He did not. deal with the 
question of economy as limited only to 
the sums he could save by reason of the 
cut in the teachers > salaries, or by 
rcason of the cut in the old age pen- 
sions; he pointcd out that he antici- 
pated a deficit in the current year’s 
Budget, and also that having con- 
sidered the available sources of re- 
venue for the coming year, and the ex- 
pcnditure that. would almost certainly 
be associated with the maintenance of 
public services, he anticipated a 
further deficit of, I think, £2,000,000. 
These were the two items upon which 
hc eould make a definite estimate as re- 
gards economy, and the estimate he 
made on that occasion provided only 
something like one-third of the deficit 
he anticipated in the coming year’s 
Budget. The balance must come from 


somewhere else. Deputies up to this 
have been critical. Nobody has sug- 
gested, so far, with the exception of 
Deputy Morrissey, where this balance 
is to come from. In fact Deputy Mor- 
rissey and others go further, and sug- 
gest that added to the balance should 
be the proposed saving on old age pen- 
sions. Deputy Morrissey suggcsted in- 
creasing taxation in the country, in- 
crcasing taxation in a country that is 
already over-taxed, a country that has 
cxeeedingly limited resources, and thpt 
has to carry a burden of debt at the 
outset of its existence, that has mort- 
gaged almost a gcneration ahead the 
generous resources that might havc 
bcen applied t.o some useful purpose. 

Let us take a comparative survey as 
to what old age pensions cost in Eng- 
land, and what they cost in Ireland. 
I will again quote from the statement of 
the Ministcr for Finance in November 
last. Scotland, in the year 1920-1921, 
had a revenue of vcry nearly 
£120,000,000. In the same year Scot- 
land disbursed on old age pensions less 
than 2i million pounds. The revenue 
of Ircland for the same year was som$- 
thing like 48 million pounds—nearly 
49 million pounds—and Ireland dis- 
pensed nearly 4£ million pounds. With 
little more than one-third of the re- 
venue of Scotland, it distributes nearly 
twice the amount in old age pensions. 
Let. us mcasure it another way. The 
population of Great Britain—England 
i and Scotland—is about ten times that 
! of the total population of Northern 
j Ireland and the Saorstát. But England 
I and Scotland combined have only five 
! times the number of old age pen- 
i sioners. I can understand the diífer- 
J ence. The difference is the legacy of 
British/ misrule and of the famine 
years, in association, I take it, witb 
the healthier conditions under which an 
Irishman lives. Whilst I can under- 
stand the difference, it goes to show 
that under existing circumstances this 
country is maintaining twice the num- 
ber of pensioners at twice the cost, and 
with only a very small fraction of the 
resources of these countries. So that in 
existing circumstances the burden of 
Ireland for this particular service is 
immensely more than that of the neigto- 
bouring countries; 
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I will bring the question dow:n to 
the Pree State position. As I said, in 
1920-21 we paid nearly £4,700,000 out 
of a revenue of nearly £49,000,000 for 
the whole of Ireland. During the pre- 
sent year the Free State is paying; 
£3,277,000 out of an estimated revenue 
of 24J millions. That is, the whole 
of Ireland in 1920-21 spent about one- 
eleventh ol* its resourees in old age 
pensions, and the Free State to-day is 
spending’ about one-eighth of its re- 
sourees—a considerable increase in a 
few years. No one, therefore, can 
suggest that up to the present anything; 
Iii the nature of hardship has resuited, 
as has been suggested by Deputies, 
from the Free State administration. 
The Rudget must be balanced. Deputy 
Flggis, I think, suggested it should be ! 
done by administrative tightening. ' 
Immediately afterwards, however, he 
admitted that the administrative . 
tightening had already been done by ! 
the Minister for Finanee with bene- 
ficial results, but not with results suffi- i 
cient to cover the gap in revenue that | 
he has to deal with. Tt is necessary 
that he must balance his books What 
will be the result of failing to balance 
his books? Supposing the Minister 
for Finance had not addressed himself 
to the question of economy in any 
direction, he would find himself pos- 
sibly at the end of next year with an ! 
accumulated deficit of over three mil- ; 
lion pounds, and if he eontinued he 1 
would find the following year a deficit 
of five million pounds. In the very 
near future he would find that for 
those two particular serTÚces, education 
and old age pensions, a cut, not such 
as he suggcsts to-day, but a cut which 1 
would substantially reduce the amount 
allocated to those services, would bc 
imposed upon him. % 

I was very pleased to hear the re- 
marks of Deputy Johnson respecting 
thrift, and the position of pcrsons who, j 
by reason of economy and the denial to 
themselves, possibly, of many little 
Juxuries, might beeome possessed of 
houses or of property of some kind. 
The Deputy was not, so keen about this 
3ome time ago when dealing with the 
question of railway shareholders, many 
of, whose ineomes are derived so!ely 
from those shares, He had ne hesita- 


tion, then, in suggesting the command- 
ecring at fiftcen years’ purchase of 
their interest in the railwavs. 

Mr. DAVIN : Was that commandeer- 
ing? 

Mr. O’MAHONT: I look upon it as 
such. lt is not what I call absolute. 
but relative commandeering. Thc 
Deputy stated that the owner of such 
a house—unless J misunderstood him— 
would under the provisions of this Bill 
have one-tcnth of thc estimated value 
j of the house assessed as his ineome. I 
do not know whethcr I undcrstood the 
Deputv riglitly, but that was the ini- 
pression I got from what he said. Thc 
Bill cloes not provide for t.hat. 

Mr. JOHNSON : Perhaps Ihe Minister 
will tell the Deputv whether it does or 
not. 

Mr. O ’MAHONY : I will read the Sec- 
tion, and that will make it quite clear: 

This section shall not apply to a 
calculation of the means of any per- 
son who became, before the passing 
of this Aet, entitled to receive an old 
age pension. 

Mr. JOHNSON : That is exactly what 
j I said, that this calculation applies to 
those eoming into a pension after the 
passing of this Bill. 

Mr. O MAHONY: I am in agreement 
with that. The effect of the Deputy’s 
statement on me, and I think on De- 
puties generally, was that that deduc- 
tion applied to old age pensioners 
genera11y, whereas thc Bill specifically 
provides tliat anybody, not alone in en- 
joyment of a pension, but entitled to 
enjoy a pension before this Bill comes 
into being, is not subject to that penal 
deduction. Everyone will see that the 
appeal that was made in the Dáil in 
November last to the Minister for Fi- 
nancc, that all-round deductions should 
be eflfected,* has already been acted 
upon. Readers of to-day’s newspapers 
will find that both the D.M.P. and the 
Civic Guard are to have reductions 
made in their pay. Substantial reduc- 
tions also have been made in the army 
estimates. Governmental staflís have 
had their hours increased to the limit 
that the Minister for Finance was able 
to fix without contravening the Treatjr. 
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[Mr. 0’Mahony*] 

I have dealt with the main factor that 
is going to determine the aetion of the 
supporters of this Bill, and thaí is, that 
there is a substantial shortage of na- 
tional finanees, and that that shortage 
has to be met. Hitherto, no practical 
suggestions have been made as to how 
it is to be met. No oounter-pi oposals 
have been suggested, though this mat- 
ter was mooted as far back as Novem- 
ber last. I anticipate that from election 
platforms we shall have the supporters 
of the Republican eandidates denoun- 
eing the Government beeause the 
Government is made the medium 
through whieh the country has to pay 
for their destruction. 

I know it will be aetively used. I 
know that every supporter of the Gov- 
crnment throughout the eountry will 
be subjected to adverse eriticism be- 
eause they support- the proposals in this 
Bill. I regret, as every Deputy who 
will support the Bill regrets, that 
neeessity oompels us to do so. Un- 
doubtedly abuses existed in the past in 
eonneetion with old age pensions. Many 
people, by reason of their means, were 
in receipt of pensions to whieh they 
were not entitled. I trust that a eomb- 
ing out will apply to these cases and 
that only those who have a valid elaim 
upon the resources of the nation will 
be left upon the Register. I hope as a 
result of that legitimate combing out, 
the Minister may find himself in the 
position of replacing, in the case of 
those W’ho have no other means of sup- 
port, or with relatively small means, 
the eut he will be compelled to make. 

PADRAIO MAG UALGHAIRG: Tá 

eagla orm nach as ucht a gcroidthe atá 
Teachtaí na Dála ag cuidiú leis an 
Bhille seo. Isé a deirfidh na daoine a c 
fuid na tíre ná: “ Muna bhfuil aon 
tslighe chun airgead a fháil ach amháin 
ó'na phinsinéirí sean-aoise, is olc ar fad 
an sceul é. ,> Admhuighim go bhfuil 
brígh san argoint sin. Ach mar sin 
íéin, d'aontuigh siad leis an tairsgint 
sco i mí na Samhna seo tharainn. Cuir- 
eann sé i gcuimhne dom an tseansgeul 
i dtaobh an úain agus na gaoithe. 
Gídh go bhfuil an Rialtas a leigint orra 
go bhfuil siad mar an uan sa sgeul, cha 
saoilim gur mar sin atá sird, nó go 
bhfuil aon chosamhlaeht eotorra. 


Iri the first place I wish to say that 1 
am in agreement with Depuiy Johnson 
on two points which he put forward in 
relation to Bills in general. When re- 
ference is made to an Act which is to 
be repealed or superseded the special 
terms of that Act should be embodied 
in a communication and sent with thp 
Bill to Deputies. I think that should 
be made a general principle when 
these Bills are being sent out. This 
Bill, as far as it goes, seems to me to be 
in keeping with the understanding that 
we had here in November last. While 
that is so I feel that it falls short to a 
considerable extent in not meeting 
what were our anticipations when we 
gave provisional sanction to the Minis- 
ter for this reduction in old age pen- 
sions. I think we anticipated then, 
that if the Minister proposed to formu- 
late a Bill to secure more cconomy, and 
perhaps to lessen State expenditure he 
would at the same time have looked at 
the other side of the question and have 
brought in proposals that would ease a 
situation that everybody knows exists, 
and that prohibits people who claim the 
old age pensions from securing admis- 
sion to the pension register. It was, I* 
think, a grievous mistake not to do so. 
I submit that if we vot.e for this Bill, 
as we intend to, we will do so only on 
the condition that on the Committee 
Stage we should have liberty to submit 
amendments which would enable it to 
be fair all round, which will enable the 
Minister for Finance to save revenue 
while facilitating people to establish 
their legitimate right to a pension. 

We all know that the doors are al- 
most closed at the present time, and 
that they have been closed for some 
time past to applicants for pensions. 
They are asked to get over barriers that 
are insurmountable. In the provisos 
laid down with regard to affidavits if 
the t’s are not stroked and if the i’s 
are not dotted the applicant is left 
without a pension. Of course, we learn 
of abuses which we believe existed, and 
that some people have pensions who 
should not have them. We know that. 
We are perfectly satisfied that such 
cases should be inquired into, and that 
these abuses should be removed as far 
as possible. I feel strongly that there 
is another provision that the Minister 
for Finance, or ílie Minister for Locai 
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Government, should pay some attention 
to. On the Committee Stage it may be 
necessary to introduce amendments. 
The point I refer to affects Pension 
Committees. Their decisions are prae- 
tically worthless at present, as they are 
overridden by the authorities at head- 
quarters. The Committees study the 
cases, have the claimants before them, 
and know who has a right to the pen- 
sion. Some amendments must be intro- 
dueed to provide for these things. This 
can be done on the Committee Stage 
Coming to the question of cstimating 
means, I think the Minister proposes to 
confine himself solely to cash savings. 

I do not know if the proviso applies to 
property. I thinlc it should apply to 
property the same as cash savings. lt 
is very desirable that it should apply 
to property in land. ITeretofore, in- 
come derived from land was an ac- 
cepted feature in establishing a claim 
to a pension. Such an income from 
land was very doubtful. When Pen- 
sion offieers went to make inquiries, 
and to estimate the profits from ducks, 
geese, hens, and the various things that 
were on the farm, they were at a loss 
in fixing the actual income, and very 
often these estimates were very far 
wide of what would be the real estimate 
in that respect. I think the system by 
which the capital value of the holding 
the old age pensioner is supposed to 
own oí* occupy, will be taken as the 
eapital value of his property and dealt 
with on the basis the Minister proposes 
here—which, I thinlc, is a fair basis— 
will not ereate any grievance on the 
part of the old age pensioners. Now, 
we are faced here with exigencv. and I 
think that if it were possible to deal 
with these things from any other as- 
pect, we would deal with them in a 
different way. I can envy the position 
of the Deputies who are free from these 
responsibilities, and who have had a 
fine chance of soaring into ethereal re- 
gions and treating us to a display of 
grandiose eloquence and oratory in re- 
apect of this proposal. I think, 
at the samc time, they ehould re- 
cognise that they have responsi 
bilities, same as we have, and that 
it is their duty to see that equality is . 
pteserved as far as possible. After j 
all, a deduction of a shilling from old ■ 
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age pensioners is a very small contri- 
bution to the conditions that have been 
created at very enormous and extraor- 
dinary expense to the community— 
conditions in which they can live in 
comfort and security. 

That is a proposal Deputies on the 
opposite side should consider as well as 
everybody elsc, because it is very im- 
portant for them. With the reserva- 
tion, that in the Committee Stage I will 
etideavour, as far as I'can, to secure 
that amendments are made that will 
not allow this measure to be really a 
hardship upon the general body of old 
age pensioners, but will r< ndor it a 
preventative of those who «re not en- 
titled to have old age peusions—with 
that reservation, I am prepared to give 
my support to this measure. as propoun- 
ded by the Minister for Finance, on 
behalf of the Minister for Local Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. DAVIN: I rise to oppose the 
Second Reading of tliis measure, and 
to give my reasons for doing so as 
briefly as possible. If I felt, or had 
any reason to believe, that the result 
of my voting against this Bill would 
mean that I would have to leave public 
life to-morrow morning, I would quite 
willingly, and with the greatest possible 
pleasure, leavc it, rather than have it 
be said that I subscribed to this mea- 
sure in the name of economy, under 
false pretences. I also want to say— 
and I feel 1 have good reasons for say- 
ing. it, notwithstanding what Deputy 
Wilson has said—that I am voicing the 
general feelings of the people of 
Laoighis and Offaly. I have received 
resolutions from five different public 
bodies in that area—bodies on which 
Deputy Wilson \s organisation has a 
dominating influence. These resolu- 
tions, I am assured, have been passed 
unanimously, and they express in the 
plainest possible terms the protests of 
all sections of the commuuity against 
this reduction of old age pensioners’ 
allowances. So much for Deputy 
Wilson’s plea on behalf of ihe íarmers, 
as a whole, in the Free State area. 

I have been listening to the specchea 
here, and reading verv carefully for 
some time past the speechcs maae by 
responsible Ministers in regard to what 
I will term, if it is parliamentary, this 
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[Mr. Davin.] 

stunt ” of balaneing the National 
Budget. I have been foreed to the con- 
clusion, as a result of listening to thesc 
speeches and reading them, that I, as 
Avell as the other Deputies here, am in 
the position of being one of the sharc- 
holders in a conccrn that is bound to 
end in ihe bankruptcy courts. I am 
not inclined to take that view at all of 
the future of this countxy. Every man 
who gets up hcre to speak—ineluding 
Deputy 0’Mahony who has gone out— 

Mr. 0'MAH0NY: He is hcre still 

Mr. DAVIN: He is outside the Bar 
of the House. 

Mr. 0’MAH0NY : I waited for thc 
pleasure of listening to you. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : If the 

Deputy desires to speak he must come 
inside. 

Mr. DAVIN : We can look around the 
world and see the very bad condition 
in which countries are to-day, and here 
at home we find that our State has not, 
as far as I can see, any National Debt. 
We are not in a position of a country 
like England, to which Deputy O'Ma- 
hony referred—a country that has to 
find annually the sum of sixty million 
pounds to meet the interest and pay off 
the eharges on the debt they owe to 
America. I think the people who are 
making those speeches, and who, by 
their speeches, are creating the impres- 
sion that Ireland is bankrupt, are doing 
more to lower the prestige and reduce 
the credit of this State than anybody 
elae. So far as that is concerned, I do 
not accuse the Minister for Finance, or 
the President, or any of the Miniáters, 
of any deliberate intent. Every Com- 
mission that has been set up, and which 
has made recommendations for the ex- 
penditure of money out of State funds, 
has been turned down, simply because, 
we are íold, the money can not be 
found. When the Minister for Finance 
asked for a National Loan to the ex- 
tent of ten millions, hc had to stop the 
people subscribing before the day men- 
tioned. That shows the confidence of 
the people of this country in the State. 
It is not right that Ministers in the 
Dáil, or outside it, should get up and, 
by their speeches, create a wrong im- 
pression with re«wd to the stability 


j and future proipects of the State. To 
that extent, I do not agree with them. 

Deputy Wilson has laboured the 
point—and there is no necessity, there- 
fore, for my doing so—with regard to 
the principal items of expenditure, as 
shown in the estimates for 1923-24. If 
the total amount provided for the 
army, £10,664,500—it is a scandalous 
state of affairs that such an amount of 
money should have to be provided for 
the upkeep of an army in a small State 
like Ireland—and the amount set aside 
for compensation, £7,989,550, were to 
go out altogether, the Budget would 
not be balanced. Therefore, this 
“ stunt ” of balancing the National 
Budget by eutting old age pensions 
down by a shilling is all camouflage, so 
far as I am concerned, at any rate. 

We all have our responsibilities. We 
were not honoured by Deputy O’Ma- 
hony’s presence in the Dáil when the 
estimates for 1923-24 were being con- 
sidered. If he has the time, and takes 
the trouble to read up the debates in 
connection with those estimates, h$ 
will see that the Members sitting on 
these Benches kept thc Dáil occupied 
for a long time, making searching in- 
vestigation into the necessity for find 
ing large sums of money, especially for 
the Army and other unproductive 
services. 

We have to find £10,664,500 for Army 
administration, and, so far as I know, 
we have. to find a good dcal of money 
in addition through the Board of 
Works estimates for the destruction 
done by the National Army. I know 
many places in my own eonstituency 
in which houses and buildings were 
occupied by the army, and where the 
most scandalous form of destruction 
was carried out. If there was a little 
more super\dsion by the Minister for 
Finance of army expenditure, and what 
I call army extravagance, he would 
probably be able to raake up the 
amóunt which he asks the Dáil to makc 
up by cutting the old age pensioners > 
allowances. I have, from time to time, 
received communications from the de- 
pendants of those who are serving in 
the army, asking me to take up at 
Portobello Barracks questions as tc 
why they have not received the allow 
ances they are entitled to under tho 
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Army Regnlations. In*that respeet, I 
had a very peculiar experience. Out 
of the last five or six cases in which I 
made representations, I found that 
there were t-hree in which there had 
been overpayments. People were claim- 
ing something—thcy were entitled to 
nothing. As a matter of fact, in one 
case the overpayment amounted to 
£58 12s. Od.; in another, to £37 4s. Od.; 
and in another, to £7 14s. Od. I sug- 
gest that there is somcthing radically 
wrong with the administration of that 
particular service, and that the Minister 
for Pinance should look aftor it. If he 
does so he may be able to effect the 
necessary savings instead of coming to 
the Dáil and asking us to vote for a 
proposal which conseientiouslv 1 am 
not prepared to support, 

We are also told about the extraordi- 
nary sums that had to be found for 
superannuation purposes as a rcsult of 
our commitments under the Treaty. 
Now, that was one of the items of the 
Treaty to w r hich I took very strong ex 
ception. The moment I read th* 
Treaty I knew the British Government 
had got their nose very well in upon 
us, and I fcnetv they had committed the 
B’ree State in that particular clause to 
an extent which it is for those who 
acccpted it to justify. It is one of the 
clauses that I thought very serious ob- 
jection should be taken to. I think 
that that particular clauso has added 
very considerably to our commitments 
through the retirements of large num- 
bers of people owdng to the lack of 
security which they felt when the State 
was taken over from the British 
Government. Take, for example, the 
case of the Post Office. I know men in 
the Post Office and in otner Govern- 
ment departments who retircd from the 
Service not because they were not pre- 
pared to work for an Irish Govern- 
ment, but because they w r erc influenced 
by a feelingof insecurity by the changes 
which they saw taking place, and the 
promotions which toolt place, and which 
left them no outlet for their energies 
and ambitions. Many men left the Ser- 
vice because they had no security such 
as, they were entitled to feel when 
these services were taken over from the 
British Government. 

I have no intention of repeating 


many of the things said already in con- 
nection writh the opposition to this 
measure. I am opposing it, not that I 
may get popular applause, and not that 
I am playing to the gallery, but I am 
opposing it because I am convineed 
that there are other methods by which 
the Budget could be balanced than by 
cutting off this sum of 1/- from people 
who are well deserving of the full pen- 
sions they were getting. I *am not 
pleading for the old-age pensioner who 
may not be entitled to the pension he 
is receiving. I am pleading for people 
who are depending absolutely and en- 
tirely upon this 10/- a week to keep 
them going. No sooner was this 
measure introduced, and got its first 
reading, than the price of coal went up 
from 4/- to 6/- per ton. We have milk 
sold at 2/8 a gallon, and I know a far- 
mer who told me himself last July that 
for milk which sold at 2/4 per gallon 
he was only getting 3Jd. Now r , as a 
worker, and as one who has been chas- 
ing this cost of living figure, but who» 
has never been able to get up with it,. 
I say that the position the Govemment 
are putting us in is this: They are 
trying to cut down wages and Old-Age 
Pensions before they are doing any- 
thing to deal with the cost of living. 
I saw where the President indicated 
in another place the Government 
would deal with profiteering. I hope 
he will carry out his promise here. I 
hope he will bring in the Bill and let us 
examine it here, and then we will know 
whether he is prepared to carry out his 
promise of dealing with the profiteers, 
and with the people who are fleecing 
the wage-earners. It will be time 
enough then for him and for the Minis- 
ter for Finance to come to the House 
and to ask us to subscribe to proposals 
such as are in this Bill. I feel, under 
the present circumstances, I cannot 
vote for this Bill. If I had to leave 
public life to-morrow morning, I would 
willingly do £0 rather than subscribe 
to the proposal put forward by the 
Minister in this measure. 

The PRBSIDENT: I would like to 
say a few words on this Bill, particu- 
larly in regard to the speech of De- 
puty Davin. I understood that there 
was an announcement that a measure 
wottld be introduced to deal with the* 
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[The President.] 

eost of living or to put a brake upon 
the inerease of prices. The Deputy, I 
ani sure, quite unintentionally excluded 
from his consideration one very impor- 
tant phase which affects the cost of 
living, and that is organisation. The 
Deputy might have asked the farmer 
who told him he only got 3|d. per 
gallon for his milk whether he had 
traeed that milk, and whether he had 
seen what costs werc loaded on it; and 
also how the organisation of its trans- 
port, and so on, aft’ected the cost. He 
rnight do what we have asked people 
to do, day after day and week after 
week, namely, not to look to the tíov- 
ernment to do everything. You cannot 
expeet everything by Act of Parlia- 
ment, or that it is only by police batons 
and soldiers , bayonets you are going to 
preserve good order, organisation, 
clean administration, efficient business, 
or anything of that sort, in the coun- 
try. The Deputv, I think, concerned 
himself very largely with two services, 
and he said even if they were not there 
the Budget would not balance. Now, 
examining that particular form of criti- 
oism, I do not find it sound. He ought 
to have directed his attention to the 
serviees in respect of which savings 
might have cnabled us to balance the 
Budget. 

Mr. DAVIN: I think that was very j 
well covered by the speech of Deputy 
Hennessy. 

The PRESIDENT: I only came in for 
the latter part of the speech, and I am 
only going to deal with the portion that 
I was listening to. The Deputy re- 
ferred to the great success of the Na- 
tional Loan, but he also missed telling 
the House what it was that made for 
that success. Promises to pay, profes- 
sions of good will, and many testi- 
monies to your honesty are all of no use 
unless there is really a determined ef- 
fort to make payment. Everybody 
knows that uniess the Budget is 
balanced—notwithstanding the fact 
that that statement may provoke some 
smiles on the faces of óur friends op- 
posite—everybody knows the National 
Loan cannot be repaid. It is from 
these accounts that payment will have 
to be made, and if the Minister for 


Finance did not make the statement he 
made in November, indicating his de- 
termination to cut down the cost of the 
various services in the State, in order 
to make it possible for us to pay our 
expenses out of the revenue we 
raised, no man, no business man 
or eommereial man who wants to 
get his money back would have 
put a single penny into the National 
Loan. You would have got people I am 
(juitc sure, patriotic enough to come 
forward and say: “ We wiíl put down 
the money in order to give you an op- 
portunity to try and pay. M You woulcl 
have got people of that sort, but you 
would not get level-hcaded business 
people who want to get their money 
back, and who wcre entitlcd to get it 
baek, putting their money so readily in- 
to the Loan. If Deputies opposite put 
their money in they would expect to 
get it back- 

Mr. DAVIN : The Trades Unions did 
not put in their money on the condition 
that there was to be a cut in old age 
pensions- 

The PRESIDENT: I hope il.cy havc 
as good investments elsewhere, and I 
hope they are satisfied with their in- 
vestments. We are told this is economy 
under false pretences. Is that a fair 
statement to make? I say it is not. 

I have already stated on more than 
one oeeosion that the number of ser- 
viees on which we, can save 
8 o y clock. money is limited, and that 
there arc eommitments we 
are bound to. I do say any economies 
that we are proposing here, however 
distasteful.they are, are economies that 
we know and realisc we have to stand 
up to, and it is onlv right to tell that 
to the people, however tmpopular it 
may be. Comparisons were made be- 
tv/een England and Ireland, and I think 
I heard one Deput,y state that the 
English, although they were five years 
at war, were able to continue paying a 
ten shilling pension. Well, it is rather 
unfortunate that a National Govern- 
inent had not control of tliis country 
during the last three, four, cr five hun- 
dred years. Wars during that parti- 
eular period were profitable expéri- 
ments on the part of certain countries, 
and on these profitable experiments a 
coiw^erable amount of national wealth 
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was gathcml t.ogcthcr, and under their , 
rcspectivc National Govcrnments other 
States were able to build up their busi- 
ness and thcir econoriiy on a sound 
foundation. They were aole to sct 
aside resorves from which xhcy eouUI 
borrow, or which thcy could utilisc iu j 
the interests ot‘ their Statcs. 

We have not got tliosc» advantages 
hcre, aud there is no use in talking to 
us about eomparisons between a rieh 
■couiítry like Flnglaud and a eountry 
that is only after starting íts own busi- 
ness hcre undcr very unfavourable 
anspiees, loaded with unusual burdens 
—burdens that are not ot’ oui* own 
making Another Deputv stated that 
♦’recdom connotcd certain things besides 
the National Army, a National flag, and 
a National Parliament. 1 cxpect it 
■does. He went on to sav that there 
were othcr mundane things which cven 
if you had the other possesMons, would 
not cxactly satisfy the poophí. Arc we 
to take it from that, that you are pre- 
parcd on behalf of the pcoplc aflfcctcd, 
evcn these old age pcnsioncrs. to say 
thcy are going t.o sell theii* independ- 
‘ence for thcir mess of pottage? I doubt 
very much, notwithstanding the un- 
popubirity of this pa.rticidar ceonomy. 
that you would get the votes of the old 
age pcnsioners on that particular pro- 
'ramrne. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: Try 5l. 

The PRESIDENT: It is up to the 

gentleraen opposite to try it. I have 
some faith, at any rate, in the patriot- 
Ism of those people. 

Mr. P, HOGAN (Clare): I said that 
those peoplc did not get their fair 
*harc of what was won througli 
nationaí freedom. 

The PRESIDENT: Their fair share 
of what was won? As far as I know. 
what was won was a fair share of debt, 
and you are not going to get out of it 
that way. 

Mr. P. HOGAN (Clare) :That is what 
they get through having national free- 
dom. 

The PRESIDENT: National freedom 
brings all those things in its train. 
There is no country in the world that 
has not gof a national óebt. The 
majority of countries that have 
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national dcbts have morc to show for 
them than we have for thc twcnty ov 
thii*t.y millions of national dcbt tlmt we 
will have at. the end of thc íinnneial 
ycar. 

Mr. HALL: So that is all that they 
have won through national frccdoni ? 

The PRESIDENT : What thcy have 
won through national fm-doin? I do 
not gather what is meain l)y that 
statement. 

Mr. HALL: That is whal thc old age 
pensioners vvon through national frcc- 
dom. 

The PRESIDENT: I do not tliink 
that that is a serious iiitcmiption, 
thougli 1 did not hcar it: we v. ill pass 
it by. Deputies, ín spcahing oi' the 
financcs of Ihis countiw, sccm 1o cxclud^ 

| altogethei*—that is those oi' them whc 
j criticisc this cconomic »)i*oposition— 
j i’rom thcir examination, an> pcriod ex- 
■ eept ouv most prospcrous pcriod. They 
! tníce always, for example, revcuue 
j which was published, attc-ibutablc to 
í this eountry, in the ycars 1917, 1918, 

! 1919, and 1920. They sccm to have 
j forgottcn tliat when an Act, called f he 
Governmcnt of Ireland A?.t, was intro- 
duccd in Westminstcr somewhere 
about the year 1912, the expenditure 
on this country at that time was rcpre- 
scnted to have been in excess of the 
revenuc, and it did not balancc fi*om 
1912 up to 1915 or 1916. Then adili- 
tional taxes eanie on, and now imposts 
were put upon this eountry. About 
1917 or 1918 it becamc apparent that 
the country eould be run, granted that 
taxaiion eould be imposcd ycar after 
year, at a profit. Tn 1912 thc various 
serviees whieh wcrc eharged agaínst 
nationai revenue in this country were 
too great for thc eountrv t.o bear from 
the taxation then imposcd. I thinlc 
somebody on the opposite benehes whis- 
pered that that is wrong. I would like 
to know whether it is wrong. Perhaps 
I said 1812, but I meant 1912. 

I think if you go further baelc—as 
far back as 1886—you will find that the 
rcvenuc at that time* was eight millions 
and the expenditure six and a lialf mil- 
lions. There was a profit then, but 
various serviees were introduced, and 
the actual amount in 1912 was in the 

T. 
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.eighbourhood o£ twelve millions. It 
nay have been that previous to the in- 
.roduetion of Old Age Pensions, it was 
i line ball betweeii the two. 1 intro- 
;lueed the year 1912 to show that pre- 
war revenue and expenditure did not 
balanee here, and that during* the war 
a country wliich was mainly agricul- 
tural, and whose exports natural ]y rosf , 
in pricc, was in a vcry much pounder ! 
finaneial position than eountries not so 
circumstanced. Now that the war 
has passed and it is possible to get agri- ! 
cultural produce from other countries. j 
we are suffering from the effects of a | 
slump, which is felt in many other | 
countries as well as this. 

Mr. DAVTIT: Why did we take over ! 
a bankrupt coneern? 

The PRESIDENT : As I havc already 
said, I would liave becn prepared at thc 
time, or eveu now, if it were put to mc, 

“ Will you hand back what vou have 
got, and let us run this country for you 
and leave you much bctter oif, ’ ’ to say: 

“ No, we will have our freedom, even 
though we have to pay for it 

Mr. JOHNSON: And we can balance 
our budgot with freedom, if vou will 
allow it. 

The PRESIDENT : I have yet to 
learn that that can be done. We hear 
a lot of statements but it is a dift’erent 
thing when it cornes down to hard facts 
othcr than criticisms about thc Army 
expenditure, which the Dcputv himso 1 ? 
says is of no use—I do not mean to say 
the Army is no use, but the econo- 
mios- 

Mr. JOHNSON: Not for this pur- 
pose. 

The PRESIDENT : If there was no 
Army at all, the budget would not 
have balanced. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Then why blame the 
dcstruction of íhe last two years? 

# The PRESIDENT : That was respon- 
sible for the Army*in the íirst place, 
and the Daraage to Property Act in the 
second place. 

Mr. JOHNSON. It does not aífect 
ability to pay. 


The PRESIDENT : So the Dcputy 

states. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Do your figures bear 
that statement out? 

The PRESIDENT : The figures may 
bear the statemcnt out but the facts do 
not. The figures are all right. 

Mr. JOHNSON : The Minister for 
Pinancc 

The PRESIDENT: The Ministcr for 
Pinance is right. It is one thing to put 
up an estimatc which must cover an 
expenditure. It is another thing to 
spend that cstimate. The Minister for 
Finance has in his mind, and in the 
figures, taken account of every pos- 
sible economy that can be cffected in 
tlie estimates. In other words, it is 
inipossible for thc Minister for Finance- 
to say in respcct of any servicc.: ‘ 1 This. 
serviee will cost exactly a sum of 
£2,000,000.The actual expenditure 
will probably be £1,999,000. He will 
probably save a thousand out of it, but 
he puts down the £2,000,000 in the or- 
dinary way. But there must be in re- 
spect of everv servicc soine relativelv 
small saving. Another point that the 
Dcputy laid some stress on was ad- 
ministration. That is one of the things 
which is involved in what 1 stated’ 
about expenditure and revenue in 1912. 
There was handed over to us a certain 
organisation of government, a certain 
machinery of government. Just im- 
mediately prior to its being handed 
over there was a war period here—in 
fact, one might say two war periods. 
The machine. and everything about it, 
was not in a very efficient condition. I£ 
there are people who left the service 
during that period becausc tlicy did not 
get the promotion that they thought, or 
j who were dissatisficd with the promo- 
' tions that had been made, I submit that 
there was not much patriotism about 
those gentlemen, and we were probably 
well rid of them. They are probably 
like others in the country who expected 
great things and who, when they did 
not come, did their damnedest to make 
it impossible for anybody else to do 
great things, or to take any benefit out 
of the great things that came. 

, Mr. DAVIN; You kept some of Sir 
! Hamar Qreenwood ’s men anyway. 
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The PRESIDENT: Sir Hamar Grcen- 
wood did not get anything out of the 
transaetion, except a very bad name, 
and, so far as I am concerned, he is wel- 
come to that, but we have made our 
peace with him and we bcat him. Wc 
beat him at his own game. . 

Mr. JOHNSON: Oh, now! 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Tlm 

President is travelling very far afield. 

The PRESIDENT : If I were not in- 
terrupted I would not travel so far. í 
do not know for what purpose the name 
of Sir llamar (Jreenvvood is introduced, 
unless it be to show this, that his 
Government at one particular pcriod 
duriug its carcer marked oft' a line in 
this country which has been a source of 
considerable cxpense to the Minister for 
Finance. I refer to the Border. Pos- 
sil)]y, it was not contemplated that that 
particular service on the Border would 
have becn of such expensc. lt has bcen 
an expense. Now, I think, that from 
what I have heard of thc arguments 
against this particular economy in old 
age pcnsions, I am not satisfied that 
thcre is much in it. One Deputy re- 
ferred t.o resolutions. I reeollect a 
time—I do not think it has yet gone— 
when it would be possible to get a re- 
solution on any subject. I recollect 
once a resolution passed by a District 
Oouncil, copies of which were to be 
scnt “ to t-he reigning Monarchs of 
Europe, including the Shah of Persia 
and the Sultan of Morocco. M It was in 
condemnation of the police, and 1 am 
positively certain that that particular 
infectious disorder which affected that 
particular District Council at the time 
has not yet been finally exterminated. 

Mr. DAVIN : The Dublin Corpora- 
tion. * 

# Mr. CORISH : Like the other Depu- 
ties who spoke from these bmichcs, I 
would likc to say thatf wc.desirc econo- 
mies, but economies of the right sort. I 
often wonder, sitting here, day after 
day, what the present Government 
would have done only for the fact that 
we had a civil war in Ireland. And 
still I am one of those who admit that 
the fact of having a civil war is respon- 
sible to some extent for the financial 


! position we find ourselves ir» to-day. 
But I do not think that because we had 
that civil war it is neccssary to cut 
down the weekly amount which the 
Old Age Pcnsioners are receiving. In 
othei* words, I do not think that. we 
ought to place the Old Age Pensioncrs 
in the first line of trenches iu order to 
fight Irregularism in this country. The 
few of the Deputios opposite who have 
spoken delivered a.sort of “ I am glad 
and 1 am sorry ” speeeh, a sort of cx- 
cuse and apology to the people of this 
country for daring to cut down t.he Old 
Age Pensions. 

Deputy 0’Mahony stated that this 
Government has lieen creatod by the 
will of the people. 1 am prepared to 
adrnit that at the last election < ertainly 
his part.y had a majority oí Deputics 
returned, and they arc for the moment 
the. recognised rulers of the country. 
But l would like to ask Deputy 
0’Mahony and thc Deputies on the 
other side if thev thiníc it is tlu* will of 
the people that this cut in the Old Agc 
Pensions should take place. I would 
| be rather inclined to think that it 
I would be a very unpopular plank in 
j th(‘ platforni of any party in this coun- 
j 1ry to-day. 1 do not think that thí 
President is putting the position clear- 
ly when hc talks of it. being a mess of 
pottage as against the independence oí 
the country. I think Dcpu1y Johnspn 
was not going too far whon hc askc(t 
is this thc priee that the Old Age Per 
sioners are to pay for freedom. , It is 
certainly a vcry sorry state of affairs 
when the aged, thc infirni, and the 
blind of this country arc to bo the first 
to be at.tacked by a native Governmcnt. 
Just immediately after the General El- 
ection in England, in the King J s speech 
we find that Mr. Baldwin, the Prime 
Minister, a Conservative, and the head 
of a Party which this country has 
always loolccd down upon, *aid that 
one of thc first things in t.he platform 
he proposed to carry into operation, in 
tl'c cvent. of his Government remaining 
in power, was to remove the thrift limit 
in the ease of Old Age Pensioncrs. We 
find that the boot is on thc othcr foot so 
far as this country is conccrned, and 
they make thc position infinitely worse 
from this point of view than it was ever 
before. 



1320 


1319 Old Ige Pensions Bil í— DAIL EIREANN. Se.ccn 7 Stane. 


|Mr. Jorish.] 

In Novcmber last the Minist.er for 
Financc madc a statoment in the Dáil 
as to economics. He cltarly stated tlien 
that. it was his intention, or the inten- 
tion of the Govornment, to have a re- 
duction of ton por cent. made in the 
teachers , salarics, and a reduction 
of tcn por cent. in the Old Agc 
Pensions. Tho opinion prcvailing in 
the country since that day is that tho 
Old Age Pension of ten shilnngs whieh 
was in existencc thon, and still p»revails, 
was to be reduccd by one snilling a 
week. 1 think, on carcful examinatioa 
of the Bill as presented to os, it will be 
found that the reductions will be far 
greatcr than this, that, the incomcs ol 
the people who are in receipt of OLi 
Age Pensions vvill bc iookcd into, ancl 
especially the people who will find 
themselves in the position of having to 
apply for pensions in the futurc. To 
my mind, the result of this action on 
the part of the Government is going to 
create more pauperism in Ireland. I 
think I remcmbcr the Minister for 
Home Affairs, or it may hav.í been tli<» 
Minister fov Agriculture, in the debate 
which t.ook plaee when the Minister 
for Finance made liis financial state- 
ment in Novcmber, saying that it was 
never intended that ten shillings per 
week should be looked upon as sufficient 
to keep an old person. Wcll, we eau 
quitc understand that. But if tha r 
were the e.ase, and if it. was that, the 
miserable pittance that the British 
Government was prepared to give them 
was not sufficient to enable them to live 
in any degree of eomfort, surely the 
Irish Government should not, be the 
first to move to reduce this ten shil- 
lings per week. I wondcr has the 
Ministor or thc Government considered 
what this is going to mean in f-c far as 
the Border question is concerned? 
From all parts of the Saorstát to-day, 
and from National quarters in North- 
ern Ireland the question is being asked, 
“ When is the Boundary questíon to be 
settled? M I think I am right in assum- 
ing that when the Boundary Commis- 
sion begins to operate that a vote of the 
people in Northern Ireland will be 
necessary. 

Although I do not want to take away 
from the patriotism that prevails 


amongst the.se people living in Northern 
Ireland, I think the Minister has a right 
to consider if there is any inducemcnt 
fc r a poor old p(»rson in that, territory 
j who is in receipt ot* 10s. *i week, atid 
who has no indieation so far that the 
xNorthern Government is going to intcr 
! fere with it., to vote hirnself into thc 
! Saorstát. It is all very íine to talk 
i about a rness of pottago, but an old per- 
| son ovt»** 70, with one leg in thc grave. 
i and who is praetically beyond the use 
| of reason, and who has given up t,hink- 
ing politieally, and who can be swayed 
oue way or another by party hacks and 
politicians—this sort of thing is going 
to have a big say in the way in whieh 
lie is going to vote. 1 would be 
sorry to think that such a Ihing would 
hold sway in so far as t.he Border 
question is concerned, but I think the 
Minister ought to considcr the bearing 
it might have on this particular aspeet 
of the situation*. I was much surprised 
to hear the President sa.ving a few 
moments ago that in 1912 the expendi- 
| ture was over and above the rcvenue. 
j The PRESIDENT: Reputcd to be. 

| Mr. GORISH: Yes, I think we may 
take it that reputed ” is tantamount 
to saying that it was, when a pcrson 
uses it, as an argument for the better- 
ment of his e.ase. The Presideut's 
statement rather surpriscd me, because 
every‘ political part.y which thought 
nationally in this country, so far as 1 
can remember, and í am sure so far as 
the oldest member here can remember, 
always had as the principal plank in 
its platform the statement that this 
country was ovcrtaxed, and that the 
i revcnue at all times was out of the way 
j more than t,he expcnditure. Deputy 
j 0’Mahony made some statement as to 
i thc comparative position oí Great Bri- 
, tain to grant old-age pensions to the 
| poor of that country and to Ireland, 
j and he wcnt on to state—I think I am 
j right in inferring that is what he 
j rneant—that we had a legacy of old and 
j infirm people, because of the famine and 
various other things. One would think, 
according to the statement of Deputv 
0’Mahony, that it was a crime to be- 
come old, that it was a crime to become 
blind, and that it was a crime to have 
a country with so many poor and ola 
people in it. 
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Mr. 0'MAH0NY: On a point of per- 
sonal explanation, I made a statement 
to show how the superfluous numbe^ 
eame about. 

Mr. CORISH: I do not think that rlie 
Deputy has made his position anv 
hctter, and he eertainly luís not per- 
suaded me that anythin" I said was not 
eorrect. I think that Deputy 
0'Mahony also stated that Deputy 
Morrissey suggested new taxation. 
Deputy Morrissey, so far as I ean re- 
member, suggested nothing of the kind 
He and other members of the party for 
wliieh I speak, at the moment, sugges 
tcd that other avenues should have been 
(‘xplored before this pnrticuJar eut. was 
l>rought into operation. 

Mr. 0’MAH0NY : The l)eputy defi- 
nitely siated tliat it eould be j*aised bv 
new taxation. You will find it, on the 
offieial record when it is printed. 

Mr. CORISH: They d( x nor print it ii 
a few minutes for my speeial benefit. 

Mr. 0 MAHONY : So niueli the better 
for you. 

Mr. CORISH : What wo are eomplain- 
ing of is wliat avc oonsider to be the 
indiscriminate attack upoji the position 
of the old age pensioners. tnd we sug- 
g(»st that it is because of the simple 
manner in which thc (piestion of pen- 
sions could have been approached that 
it is verv easy to make a len per cent. 
calculation, and cut off a certain 
amount of money. We consider that 
the old age pensioners, because of the 
fact that they are such a helpless body 
of people, should have been almost the 
last, if not the last, who snould have 
been attacked by the Government. So 
far as popularity is conccrncd, so far 
as I can see at the moment, it is as 
popular to say in the Dáil that a person 
is doing a thing for thc sake of popu- 
larity as to do a thing which he sug- 
gests it is popular to do. Every time 
a mcmber of our Part.y takes a certain 
line of action, the farmers, if they do 
not agrce with it, say that it is taken 
because of its popularity. It is not a 
question of popularity wlien the means 
of livelihood of the old people are in 
jeopardy, and we do not care what any 
Party thinks of our action. We be- 


j licve that the Govcrnmcnt should no’: 
make such an attack upon the old age 
pensioners. We believe that poople so 
hclpless as they are should be the lasc 
I to be attackcd, and we ask ihe Govern- 
ment to reconsider the wliole position 
from that point. of vicw, and w<» ask 
Deputies to votc» against i!ie Sceond 
Reading of the Bill. 

Major COOPER: This is a very bad 
Bill. In draft, I think it is almost the 
worst Bill I have ever seen. It is a 
| most shocking examjffe ot legislation 
j by rcfcrenee, and l wish tliat Ministcrs 
could put, themselves in the. place of 
private mcmbers and realiso how thev 
feel when.confronted with a Bill of this 
l:ind. Tt is a great iuisfortune, really. 
that. Ministers have not daring their 
lives been in Opposition, or, pt»rhaps, 1 
should say in Parliamentarv Opposi- 
tion, b(»(*ausc they do not quito apnre- 
uiate the positiou of a private membcr 
in tackling a thing of this kind. T ho 
Minister for Financc gcts tho draft T 
presume that his privare seer(‘1ary 
places on his table copics of the Aets 
of 1911, 1919, and 1921, with all the 
pussagc? to which he is going to refer 
j marked in rcd ink. I have been liunt- 
‘ ing Dublin for copies of these Acts/but 
j T could not. get them. V. o have ne 
| library liere, and T have no aceess to 
the Law Library, where thev are to be 
found, and I was unable to visij 
Trinity College Library, but if the 
Minister wants to faeilitate us he would 
do well, as Deputy Jolmsou suggested, 
to circulate a memo. amongst mcmbers 
showing exaetly, for instance, what 
Section 5, Sub-section (3) means. It 
means r.othing to mo. Such a mcmo. 
should be circulated, or ccpies of thc 
various Acts should be laid on thc table 
upstairs, where we eould consult them. 
I hope that in the future such a course 
will be taken, because as things are we 
are being asked to legislate in the dark, 
and nobody can carry the various Bri- 
tish Acts passed in the last thirty years 
in his head. I feel that therc is a good 
doal of weight in Deputv Johnson's 
criticism of Section 5, and I shall hold 
myself perfectly free in Committee tc 
vote against the Government on that. 
Now, I am afraid I ara going to disap- 
uoint tho Labour Party, because in spitc 
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of what has beeu said, ami partly on 
aecount of Deputy Coris , i , s speech, L 
am fjfoii.:»: to vote in favour of the Bill 
Deputy Corish suggested that this is 
the first time he ever heard that the 
balance of taxation 10 or 15 years ajio 
was in IrelaiHVs favour. Really, for a 
man who has taken a part in publie 
affairs, that is an airiazing admission. 
I think irom 1909, when Uie first Old 
Age Pei'sion Act carne imo force, till 
1915, when the war taxatiou was intro- 
cb;ced, the British Treasury had been 
paving Ireland between £1,000,000 and 
£2,000,000 annually. 

Mr. DOHERTY: On their figurcs. 

Major COOPER: Their figurcs, un- 
doubtedly, but so far as they have bcen 
tested, they have worked out aceur- 
ately. The Minister for Finance is in 
the best position to judge. So far as 
we have been able to test them sincc we 
started our own book-keeping, the 
British figunví worked out approxi- 
mately faii*ly accurate. I would prefer 
to have thc opinion of the Minister for 
Finance on that matter to that of De- 
puty Doherty. 

Mr. JOHNSON: In other vvords, the 
gaff is blown. 

Major OOOPER: Yes, I am quite sitre 
Deputy Johnson knew this before. I 
can only regrct that hc has not edu- 
cated his Party, and that he should 
have allowed them to make those amaz- 
ing admissions. The main reason why 
I arn going to vote for the Government 
is that if there is one thing we need at 
the present time, and I think every sec- 
tion in the Dáil will agree with me in 
this, it is courage. Deputy Johnson has 
shown courage; he showed courage yes- 
terday, and he has on many occasions 
shown couragc in facing unpopularity. 
Deputy Oorish tallced about the sugges- 
tion of their opposition being done for 
the sake of popularity. I know it is 
not, and that the opposition of La~ 
bour is a eonscientious opposition. 
Equally, the (jovernment is not doing 
this for popularity. The Government 
has the courage to do a thing which 
will be unpopular, and which will be 
misrepresented, and to do it, be- 
eause it. is necessary, and to 
face the odium of it. I absolutely re- 


fuse to allow them to be the only people 
in the countrv to have courage, and, 
therefore, I iasist on sharing^ their 
courage, and I am going to vote for the 
Bill. 

Mr. DOHERTY: Deputy Cooper 
made a very manly speech, but his in- 
formation is very bad, and when wc 
get to the Committee Stage I hope he 
will improve his information. Regard- 
ing the speech of Deputy Corish, I must 
say that I think he laid stress upon 
matters which did not aflfect this Bill, 
or aflfect the Government in auy way. 
Probably, I would answer him best by 
referring to the speech of the President. 
The President ’s rhctorie leaves me un- 
moved on this. Frankly, I tell the Dái! 
I was an opponent of this Bill to some 
extent, and I am an opponent still, but 
in view of the remarks of the Minisrer 
for Finance this evcning, which werc 
very full, very frank, and very íine, I 
do not see that I could do anything but 
support the proposals which he has put. 
forward, and I do not see that the Dáil 
could do otherwise. In the matter of 
the reduction of these Old Age Pen- 
sions by 1/- a week, which, to me, looks 
a cruel thing, some ot‘ my eonstituents 
will suffer hardship, to a ccrtain extent. 
but in tliis eitv of Ihiblin, which I know 
equally well with my own constituency, 
and where I know the poor equally 
well, the reduction of 1/- a week wiíl 
also mean hardship. But thc Finanec- 
Minister has said tliat we shall have to 
balance our accounts, and it is right 
they should be balanced. If this is one 
of the things that is neccssary towards 
that end, even if it will involve hard- 
ship, he will have to do it, and I will 
support the Minister. Deputy Corish 
made a very elever speeeh, and put. for- 
ward a very strong argument, from his 
point of view, but I think these argu- 
ments wcre answered in advance by the 
statements made by the Minister for 
Finance, and on the strength of the 
Minister’s statement, so far as the 
Second Rcading is concerned, I wil* 
support the Bill. 

Mr. A. BYRNE: I will be very brief, 
because anything I can say on this Bill 
has already been said by Deputy John- 
son, and I support him in opposition 
to the Second Reading. I will speak 
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mereiy for the very poor living in the 
slums of the City of Dublin. I arn per- 
sonally aware that in these slunis there 
are old agc pensioners living on no- 
thing else, only thc lOs. a week pen- 
sion, and they have to pay the rent 
out of that. I am perí‘eotly aware that 
the Hill, although it would show a sav- 
ing t*> the Oovernment, will inerease 
eonsiderably the poor rate. Manv p(»r- 
sons who will lose this 1/- a we<ík will 
he eornpclled to apply to the Poor Law 
authorities to grant them some assist- 
anee to enable them to exist outside the 
Poorhouse. 1 thinlc the Oovernment 
are unwise in the aetion thev are tak- 
ing in introdueing this l>ill. Having 
heard the speeeh of l)(*puty O’Mahoiw, 

I loolccd up the Hill, and L see it is 
headed “ Old Age Pensions I>il 1. 1924.” 
After hearing hini I think the Bill 
ought to he re-named and ealh‘d the 
"Old Age Punishnient Bill, 1924,” 
because hearing him speak to-day one 
would think it was a crime to live to 70 
years of age and be poor. I know there 
are persons payiug 1/6 a week for a 
room, and living on the balance, 8/6. 
That odd shilling talcen off them now 
will mean that they will have to apply 
to the Poor Law authorities foi* out- 
door relief, and if refused thev will 
have to make application to get into 
the Workhouse. What does that mean ? 
While living on lOs. a vveek pension 
outside, with their freedom, when this 
Is. is taken from them they will have 
to apply for Poor Law relief or go into 
the Workhouse, where maintenanee is 
estimated at 18s. per week. That is the 
position as it. will apply to Dublin. For 
the country districts I cannot speak, 
but I know this reduction will ereatc 
great. hardship on thc poor of the City 
of Dublin. If it eould be amended, o; 
if the Minister for Financc eould see 
his way to withdraw the measurc, he 
would confer a great bcnefit on these 
pooi’ people, as many of them will lose 
their freedom as a result of this cut of 
1s. a week. 

Mr. E. DOYLE: Enough has been 
said in this debate to show that. thc old | 
age pensioners are the last people in the 
State whose means of existence should 
have been reduced. There are, at the 
moment, in the towns and villages un- 
fortunate people whose lives are one 


('ontinual struggle for existence on this 
10/-. It. is regrettable that the Govern- 
ment are pursuing this poliey which, I 
believe, is a damnable pelicy. Old 
people who have given their lives in the 
scrvice of the country, are now to be 
nduí'ed to a position in which it will 
be irnpossible for them to exist. lf 
peaet» and order are to reign in this 
(*(mntry, the Govcrnmcnt should crcate 
ivspect for law and order by treating 
Ihe aged poor as human beings. I shall 
support Ihe Labour Party in voting 
against t.his Bill. 

Mr. COLOHAN: I rise to oppose this 
Bill. I consider that it Is not. right for 
an lrish Governmcnt, to bring in a Bill 
to i*eduec the dolc that old age pen- 
sioners arc receiving. If the Minister 
for Finance wants to balance his Bud- 
get, I would suggest that he should re- 
diice the salarics of all public offieials 
í' o mo per year. I think he will make 
a saving of, at, least, £400,000 ]>y thaí, 
r.ieans. I would also suggest that he 
should demobilise those soldiers who 
are \vorking in the training establish- 
ments in the Curragh, doing the work 
of the stahlemen who arc on strike. The 
Labour Party look upon this as one of 
the worst blows that, has been struck 
at the \vorkers, because it, is from the 
work(»rs that the ohl age pensioners 
are ehicfly drawn. Thercfore, it i. 
thought only right to vote against the 
old age pensioners. When we see army 
contractors, and othcr mcn in a big* way 
of business, who have grown pros- 
perous on the labour of those old age 
pensioners in past years, now support- 
ting the proposal to take this miserable 
shilling away from them it is timc for 
Labour to speak out straight. It is not 
nieo to see iii(‘ii who are drawing 
salaries of £1.700 po;* year from thc 
State, standing over this shilling cut in 
the pension of num who have borne the 
weight of many íights for the Nationa) 
eause, wheh some others were, perhaps, 
in the employment of the British 
(íovernment. 

Mr. ALTON: I do not like to give a 
silent vote. This is a very serious mat- 
ter, ancl I t,hink every Deputy is taking 
it seriously. Deputy Johnson has 
analysed the Bill with the masterly 
reasonableness that we expect from 
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Olá Age Pensions Bill- 

[Mr. Alton.] 
him. Many of liis arguments appeal to 
me. I do not lilce the form of the Bill. 
I do not like the blank l eterences. I 
confess I am not amongst the diligent 
twenty who tried to fill in those blanks. 
There are ccrtain things in the Bill to 
which T cannot subscribe, but 1 am go- 
ing to vote lor thc Bill. The Ministcr 
for Finance has probably got the most 
thanldess task of any man in this coun- 
try, a thankless and unending task, and 
to vote against this Second Reading 
would be tantamount to ccnsure on a 
man for doing what the Ministry and a 
considerable section of the thoughtful 
cit.izens of this country believe is ab- 
solutely necessary: to balance our Bud- 
get. I would have preferred, if I might 
say so, that thc whole question of pen- 
sions might have been considered and 
made the subjeet, perhaps, of a Com- 
mission. Though I have no reason to 
have much faith in Commissions, still, 
I wouJd have JiJced to have more time to 
considor the facts. I confcss I do not 
mderstand thcm all, and I reserve my 
right- t.o support ccrtain amendrnents 
that T hope will be brought forward in 
Committee. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: I think it will be 
generallv admitted that if a burden is 
t? be borne in order to effect that 
Budget equilibrium of which we hear 
so mucli that burden should be shareJ 
equally by all. But what is being 
done? I think it. was Deputy 
O’M.ahonv who, metaphorically speak- 
ing, threw up his hands at the idea that 
there should bc further taxation. But 
in effect we are having farther taxa- 
tion. That. is what is meant by this 
rill and by the economies that the 
Govcrnnicnt are trying to effect. Thcy 
are placing a tax on certain sections of 
the community, picking out certain sec- 
tions from whrom they are demanding 
a special tax. That is what it cornes to. 
Wliile tlic profiteers and t.hose people 
who should be prepared to bear their 
share of thc commou burden escape, the 
Government comcs along to the most 
helpless m the State and puts on them 
a special tax. We may be told that it 
shilling ot¥ the old age pension is not 
much. An increase of tcn per cent. in 
income tax woulcl be lool^d upon in 
soiae quarters as a very big ta'x 


Second Stage . 

must have regard not only to the per- 
j eentage but to the actual amount that 
S is left when tho shilling comes off. 

I think it was the President pointed 
out that. it was necessary to make these 
economitís in order to indnee people to 
invest in the loan who otherwise would 
I nol do so, sueh as business people, who 
| aro out to get their last. cent in every 
transaction. I have not much rcspect 
for the patriotism of thene people. í 
.uight remind the Ministcr of one case 
wiiere *i body invested a pretty con- 
sidorable amount in thc loan, eveu 
th mgh thc people concerne 1 were actu- 
ally affeeted by this particular action 
of the Governnumt. Still that did not 
affoet their sense of petriotism. I think 
it is neeessary to refer to one point that 
was mentioned. Both here and outsidt» 
some people have the ich'a that a small 
farmer who reaehes the age of 70 years. 
Jias reall.v no (daim for the Old Age 
Pensicm, and that it. is an abuse of the 
Aet to givo it to liim. I want to lay 
stress on this matter. 1 think thc man 
who works a small farm during his life, 
and reaches the age of 70 years, is in 
no diffcrent position from a worldng- 
man who gets a weckly wagc. He has 
as much claim on the State after work- 
ing all his life as the wage-earner has. 
He has no moro opportunity than the 
wage-earner to put asidc anything for 
his old age. Another point I would 
like to mention is—and anyone aequain- 
ted with conditions ín the West of Ire- 
land will know—that the introduction 
of the Old Agc Pensions in 1908-9 effec- 
tcd a very considerable change, and to 
a great extent solved many of the 
social problems that íaccd that part of 
the eountrv. It, allowed these small 
farmcrs, on reaching thc age of 70, to 
lct their sons eome ínto possession of 
the little farm, and at thc same time 
they themselves could live in thc home,. 
being in receipt of the pension. Before 
that. the old people kept, possession 
of the little farm as long as they lived. 
By doing so they prevented their sons 
from marrying and settling down. 
That practice is going to be interfered 
with very seriously, indeed, by this Bill, 
certain sections of which I will have 
more to say about on the Committeo 
Stage. 

Wheu the President was speaking I 
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felt that his statement would give ,ioy 
to everyone who was a Unionist in poli- 
ties during the Home Rule strugglo of 
the last eight or nine ycars. í ft'lt, 
that he was justifying every one of tlie 
arguments thesc peoplc uscd, and that 
when they read their newspapers to- 
morrow morning they would say: “ We 
have been right all the time. Here now 
it, is admitted that we were right.” The 
President referrcd to the North of Iro- 
land and to the cost of the Bordcr. By 
the action of his Govcrnment lie is 
making that, eost permanent. As 
Deputy Corish said, the effect of the 
Governmcnt’s action in this and othor 
mattcrs will bc to make that Border a 
permanent Border. That, is my view 
of the matter also. The President sai<l 
that he belicved if a vote of the old 
age pensioners Avere taken in the 
morning, the majority—I think that is 
what hc asked us to belicve—would 
agree that the Govennnent were justi- 
fied in taking such aetion. He is a 
man of very great faith. 

The PRESIDENT: I do not think 
that is exactly saying what I said. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: These may not be 


. the President’s exact words, but I think 
that was the imprcssion they conveyed. 
I will put it this way. Not only do I 
not bclicvc that the old age pensioners, 
if thcy had an opport,unity of voting 
on it, would give him a majority, but 
I sincercly believe that if thc matter 
were put to thc people, the President 
would not get, that majority. There 
is an opportunity of doing that, and 
if he is anxious to test it I venture to 
issue a challengc to his Party. Let the 
twenty-fivc or thirty members that, 
would be necessary, with thc Labour 
Party, sign a petition or requisition to 
have this Bill held up and put to a 
| Refercndum. If he is quitc so sure of 
the faet that, the people of the eountry 
í will vote for this reduetion, let, him try 
it, in that way. and I have no doubt 
! whatever as to what the result will be. 

The PRESIDENT: Has the Dcputy 
any doubt as to the eost of that experi- 
I mcnt? We arc economising now. 

Mr. BLYTHE: I move the adjourn- 
ment of the debate until to-morrow. 

I Debate adjourned until to-morrow. 

The Dáil adjourned at 9 o’clock until 
11.30 a.m. on Friday. 
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I)o cdmaidh an Ceann Comhairle i 
geeannas ar a 11.30 a elog. 


CEISTEANNA—QUESTIONS 
ORAL ANSWERS. 


DOG LICENCE DUTY. 

Major JAMES S. MYLES asked 
lhe Minister for Home Affairs if he 
Avill state what sum is due to the Tir- 
conaill County Council in respeet of 
Dog Tax, and what payments, if any, 
have already lieen madc, and when it 
is proposed to pay the amount now due 
to the Council. 

MINISTER for HOME AFFAIRS 
(Mr. O’Higgins); The surplus moneys 
from the Dog Lieenee Duty under the 
Dogs Regulation (Ircland) Aet, 1865, 
which were payable to the Counties, 
Boroughs, Towns and Townships in 
Ireland for the year ended 31 st De- 
cember, 1919, were paid to the Loeal 
Authorities entitled on llth June, 1920. 
The proportion paid to the County 
Council of Tireonaill was £272 2s. 6d. 
No payment lias since lieen made. 

Owing principally to the falling off 
in the revenue from Fines and Fees, 
it was found nccessary, in order to 
secure the Petty Sessions Clerks Fund 
from variation, to transfer the surplus 
receipts from Dog Licenee Duty in 1920 
to that Fund, and an Order was ac- 
eordinglv made by the Lords Justices 
under Seetion 2 of the Petty Sessions 
Clerks (Ireland) Aet, 1881, transfer- 
ring the said surplus (except in the 
Metropolitan area) to Ihe Petty Ses- 
sions Clerks Fund. 

Instnictions have been issued for 
the distribution of thc surplus Dog 
Ijicence I)uty for the year 1921, which 
is payable to the Counties, Boroughs, 
Towns and Townships in Saorstát 
Eireann. The calculation of the 
amounts due to Local Authorities has 


been madc, and it is hoped that the 
neeessary arrangements can be eom- 
pleted before long to enable payments 
of the amounts to be made to the Trea- 
surers or other authorised offieers of 
the Loeal Authorities. Th(‘ proportion 
])ayable to the County C 1 ouneil of Tii’- 
eonaill for that vear is £733 16s. 7d. 
Tliere was no surplus for the year 1922. 
The entire amount collected by the 
Post Offices and lodged to the eredit 
of the Dogs Aet Aeeount in that year 
was, by Order of the Pi*ovisional 
(íovernment, dated 26th September, 
1922, transferred to the Fines and Fees 
Fund. 

Major MYLES : Arising out of the 
Minister’s reply, nm 1 to understand 
that in future there will be a regular 
source of revenue to the County Coun- 
cils from this Fund, whieh is a local 
one? 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: That would be tlie 
position. subjeet to any alterations it. 
miivht be necessary to mak(‘. 

Major MYLES : May I ask the 
Ministor what would be the (»sti*nated 
proportion of the tax lifted in each 
county whieh the County Couneil will 
g(‘t back? What proportion of the 
aetual mom‘y lifted for dog licences 
each year is it proposed to give back? 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I would need to 
have a separate question put down for 
that. If the Deputy will put down a 
c|ucstion I will consult with the Minis- 
ter for Financc. 


INTERNATIONAL LABOUR OFFICE 
CONVENTIONS AND RECOM- 
MENDATIONS. 

TOMAS MAC EOIN asked the 
Minister for Industry and Commerce 
whether it is proposed to ratify or 
adopt the C?onvention on hours of 
Labour, the recommendations on Un- 
employment Tnsurance and measures 
for dealing with Unemployment, the 
Conventions and Recommendations for 
the proteetion of women and ehildren, 
or other Conventions and Recommen- 
dations agreed upon by representatives 
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of foi'eifín Oovmiments and employers’ 
and worlters’ organisations at Confer- 
eiiees of the International Labour 
OíBee, to whieh the Saorstát is now 
affiliated. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS (for Minister for 
Industry and Commerce) : $ome of the 
Conventions and Iiecommendations re- 
ferred to are eml>odied in existing laws. I 
The ratiíication or adoption of others ■ 
and of Conventions and Recornmenda- 
Tions agreed upon from time to time 
at Conferences of the International 
Lábour Organisation will be considered i 
on the merits of ('aeh case, due regard | 
being given to the general interests of 
the Saorstát. 

It is contemplated that any Conven- 
tion or Recommendation, the adoption 
of which would involve changes in the 
existing position, will be submitted for 
the consideration of the Oireachtas be- 
fore it is ratified by the Government. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Can the Minister 
sav whcther any of these Conventions 
are at present under consideration ? 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I understand they 
are. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Can the Minister 
say which of them? 

UNEMPLOYMENT CLAIM. 

SEAMUS MAC COSGAIR asked the 
Minister for Industry and Coinmerce 
if he will state what unemployment 
beneíit Martin Gibbs, labourer, of Long- 
hall, Kilconnell, who was employed for 
sixtcen weeks under the Galway County 
Surveyor between August Ist and De- 
eember 3rd of last year, is entitled to; 
further, if he will state what sum has 
actually bcen paid to hini through the 
Ballinasloe Labour Exchange, and also 
whether he is aware that in ordcr to 
obtain payment Gibbs was compelled 
to travel from his home to Ballinasloe, 
a distance of niné miles, on five occa- 
sions, and whether it is intended to 
introduce furthcr legislation with a 
view to improving the Unemployment 
Acts. 

Mr. 0 ’HIGGINS (for Minister for 
Industry and Oommerce) : Martin 
Gibbs, Longhall, Kilconnell, claimed 
Unemployment Benefit at Ballinasloe 


\ry, 1924. 

Branch Employment Office, and benefit 
was allowed in due course in r(‘spect 
of all thc contributions to his credit. 
As the claimant had only 16 contrilm- 
lions to his credit, he could only re- 
ceive beuefit for 16 days. Payment 
was duly made to him of all benefit due, 
namely, £2. It w'as necessary that the 
clairnant should attend at the Branch 
Office, Ballinasloe, to lodge his claim. 
His subsequent attendance to givc 1 evi- 
dence of unemployment and to re<*eive 
payment could have been dispensed 
with if he had made application to 
have payments made to him through 
the post. 

In many cases pcrsons claiming bene- 
fit prefer personal attendance at thc 
local offices of the department to the 
transaction ot* their business throuuh 
the post. 

With regard to the last part of the 
question, the lTnemploymcnt Benefit 
payable under the Unemy)loyment ln- 
surance Act is proportioned to the 
number of contributions paid for the 
unemployed persons, aiul it is not pro- 
posed to make any alteration in this 
provision. 

Mr. COSGRAVE: Is the Minister 
awarc that this unfortunate man had 
to travcl 90 miles before he got his 
. £ 2 ? 

Mr. 0 ’HIGGINS : I am not aware of 
that, but I will take the Deputy’s word 
for it. 

Mr. COLOHAN: Will the Minister 
make arrangements to obviate the in- 
convenience that is caused owing to 
men having to travel backwards and 
forwards for the miserable pittance 
which they receive under the Unem- 
ployment Act? 

Mr. 0 ’HIGGINS : That is for thc 
appropriate Minister to consider. Per- 
haps the Deputy would put down a 
separate question. 

ISSUING OF PASSPORTS. 

TOMAS MAC EOIN askcd the 
Minister for External Affairs if he will 
state what is the reason iior the delay 
in issuing passports to citizens of Saor- 
stát Eireann who wish to travel abroád. 
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MINISTER ‘for EXTERNAL AF- 
FAIRS (Mr. Fitzgerald) : There is no 
delay in the issuing o£ passports to 
Irish citizens. Unfort.unately there has 
been^ considerable delay in the intro- 
duction of our own passports. This 
was oceasioned in the first place by 
the difflculty in getting passports rnade 
in Ireland to fulfil the requirements of 
thc international design. This difficulty 
has been overcome, and the later delay 
arises fj*orn the nccessity to make cer- 
tain international arrangenients. We 
are now waiting to hear that these 
árrangemcnts arc completed. 

TIRCONAILL COUNTY COUNCIL 
GRANTS. 

Major JAMES S. MYLES asked 
the jVIinister for Local (Jovernment ií 
he will state the arnount of grants with- 
held from the Tircojiaill County Coun- 
cil, other than grants for the relief o£ 
distress and unemployment, and if he 
will give. the reasons for withholding 
these grants. 

MINISTER for PINANCE (Mr. 
Bljrthe): Th(' question has been re- 
ferred to me for answer, and I would 
ask the D(íputy to postpone'it until the 
first day on which the Dáil sits next 
weck. 

DEPENDENTS’ ALLOWANCE. . 

Mr. CLANCY, for Pádraig 0 
hOgáin (An Clár) asked the 
Minist(*r for Defencc if he will 
statc why dependents’ allowance 
was not paid to Mrs. Sullivan, Kilrush, 
Co. Clare, in respect of her son, Wil 
liam Sullivan (No. 34285), who joincd 
thc National Ármy on I8th August, 
1922, and was discharged on 17th Sep- 
tember, 1923. 

MINISTER for DEFENCE (General 
Mulcahy) : Mrs. Sullivan’s claim was 
disallowed on the ground that th(* 
amount normally contributed by her 
son, William, towards the maintenance 
of the home for a reasonable period 
prior to enlistment was less than the 
minimum required by the regulations, 
namely, 12s. per week, before an al- 
lowance might be issued. 

Mr. CLANCY, for Pádraig 0 hOgáin 


(An Clár) asked thc Minister for De- 
fencc why dependents , allowance in 
the case of Mrs. Jane Mahony, Clough- 
leigh Road, fínnis, in respect of her son, 
Private Patrick Mahony, who lost 
a leg, arm, and eye at Tralee on 27th 
August, 1922, in a bomb cxplosion, had 
been discontinued. 

General MULCAHY : Mrs. Mahonv’s 
allowance ceased when her son was dis- 
charged from the Army. The question 
of awarding him a pension or gratuity 
under the Army Pensions Act is under 
I consideration at the moment. 

ATHLONE PENSION CLAIM. 

1 SEAN 0 LAIDHIN asked the 
Minister for Defence whether he is 
aware that Drivcr James Alfred Hayes. 
late National Army, was mortallv 
wounded in the Glasson Ambush on 
August 25th, 1922, and died in tlie 
Athlone Military Hospital on August 
31 st, 1922, and whether, in view of the 
fact thal the deeeased Volunteer was 
the chief support of his mother, Mrs. 
J. Hayes, Glasson, Athlone, the Minister 
will expedite payment of a pcnsiofi to 
her. 

General MULCAHY : I am aware of 
the eircumstanees in which James 
Alfred Hayes met his death. The neces- 
sary proc(*dure in conncction with the 
claim for pension is now practioally 
cornpleted, and the case will be settled 
at an early date. 

CLAIM FOR HIRE AND REPAIR OF 
MOTORS. 

SEOIRSE DE BHULBH asked the 
Minister for Dcfence Avhether his at- 
tí*ntion has been drawn to the aecouhts 
owing to Sergeant Whelan, Transport, 
Naas Barracks, all duly certified by 
responsible offlcers, for the hire and 
repair of motors between November, 
1921, and June, 1922; and whether he 
is awarc that no moncy has been re- 
ceived by the Sergeant in payment of 
same up to date. 

General MULCAHY : Accounts 
amounting to £31 18s. 6d., covering the 
period March to June, 1922, have now 
been received from Sergeant Whelan. 
Deductions in respect of overcharges 
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amounting to £5 17s. 4d. are being madc 
and a clieque for the balance is being 
issucd at once. 

An account has also bcen reccived for 
£26 8s. 9d. in respect of repairs to a 
motor car in November, 1921. It is not 
possible to have this account discharged 
at present. 

Mr. WOLFE: May I draw the 
Minister s attention to the fact that in 
a previous reply lie gave nie on the 
subject he stated that a eheque had 
been scnt to Sergeant Whelan? Ser- 
geant Whelan earne to me two days 
ago and stated that lie had received ik 
money whatever. Will the Minister see 
that this money is sent immcdiately to 
this man, as he is in urgent need of it? 

General MULCAHY : Can the l)c- 

puty give me the date of tlie previous 
replv ? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: That ean 
be got. 

XILDARE CLAIM FOR DEPEN- 
DENTS’ ALLOWANCE. 

Mr. GOREY (for Mr. John Conlan) 

asked the Minister for Defenee if he is 
aware that the elaim of Mrs. Keegan, 
Timahoe, Kilcock, Co. Kildare, for de-’ 
pendents allowanee in rcspeet of her 
son, Matthcw Keegan, a soldier of 
National Army. stalioned at Westpori 
Barraeks, has been before the Quarter- 
master-Generars Departmcnt for a con- 
sidcrable time, and if he will see that 
this woman, who is in poor circum- 
stances and a widow, with four young 
children to maintain, is granted an 
allowance. 

General MULCAHY: A cheque has 
now been sent to Mrs. Keegan, which 
brings her allowance up to date. 

ENNIS WOUND PENSION CLAIM. 

Mr. GOREY (for Mr. Connor Hogan) 

asked the Minister for Defence if a 
wound pension will be paid under the 
Army Pensions Act, 1923 (No. 26 of 
1923), to Patrick Mahony, Old Mill 
Street, Ennis, in respect of the loss of 
an arm occasioned by his service with 
the National Army in Kerry in Septem- 
ber, 1922. 


General MULCAHY: A form of ap- 
plication for pension or # gratuity under 
the Army Pensions Act, 1923, has been 
sent to Mr. Mahony on two occasions. 
When the form is returned duly eom- 
pieted the claim will be considered. 

ENNIS MAN’S INTERNMENT. 

Mr. CLANCY (for Pádraig 0 
nOgáin) (An Clár) asked the Ministcr 
tbr Dcfcneo if it is proposed to continue 
in internment Bernard O’Regan. Turn- 
1 pike Road, Ennis, at present in Ilare 
Park. 

General MULCAHY : Mr. O’Regan 
was sentenced to ten years’ penal scr- 
vitude by a military tribunal on the 
i 30th April, 1923. This sentence will 
shortly be rcviewcd by thc (’ommis- 
sioners appointcd undcr scction 3 of 
thc lndemnity Act, 1923. 

i 

j NAAS POSTAL ARRANGEMENTS. 

! SEOIRSE DE BHULBH askcil tlic 
Postmaster-Gencral if he is aware that 
the people of Naas are greatlv iucon- 
vcnienced by the rcstriction of the de- 
livery of the evening post to thc Main 
| Street, and whether he will inquire if a 
j change cannot bc effcctcd both as rc- 
: gards the timc and extent of the dc* 
iivery. 

POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. 

I Walsh): I am having inquiry madc into 
; the mattcr, and I will communicate 
} with the Deputy latcr. 

ABBEYFEALE POSTAL DELIVERY. 

PADRAIG 0 hOGAIN (Luimneach) 

i askcd the Postmaster-Gencral whcthcr 
! he is aware that the postal delivery in 
the Abbeyfealc district is seriously 
hampering thc following crcamcrics in 
the sale of their butter, viz., Athca, 
Brosna, Pcalcbridge, Knocknagoshel, 
Meenahila, Mount Collins, and Knock- 
chapel; whcthcr their letters arc being 
delivered since last October to them 
at noon on a day later than was pre- 
viously the case, and whether he will 
have the old deliveries restored in those 
districts. 
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Mr. WALSH:*The delay in the pos- 
tal delivcTÍcs in the Abbeyíeale distríct. 
is due to the absenee of suitable traiu 
serviccs. The Great Southern and 
Western Railway Company have, how- 
ever, given notiee of their intention to 
provide an early morning train to 
Abbeyfealc within the next few weeks, 
and arranffements are being made for 
a eorresponding* improvement in the 
mail st*rviees to take plaei* simul- 
taneously. 

Satisfactory delivery arrangcments 
are in operation in the Athea area, 
whieh is served from Ardauh. and is 
not afi'eeted by the position at Abbey- 
feale. 

Mr. HOGAN : Would the Minister 
take into consideration the question of 
improvinf< the delivery of the HSnglish 
mails? In that area tlu*i*(* is a turn- 
over of £160,000 a year for butter. A 
letter posted in Eiiírland on Moiulay 
is not reeeived in Ncweastle-West until 
Wednesday or Thursday. It is very 
hard to do business with such a scr- 
VICC. 

Mr. WALSH: I am aware thal there 
are eertain disabilities consequent on 
the present mail arrangements as far 
as ereameries ar<* eoncerned, but, as I 
explained to the Deputy on a previous 
occasion, I would rather deal with the 
subjetd by Ihe extension of telephones 
rather than the wasteful and eostly 
medium of Ihe post. Howevcr, I am 
prepared to discuss the matter with the 
Deputy. 

Mr. HOGAN : May I draw the atten- 
tion of the Postmasier-Ocneral to the 
fact that all the creameries have sent 
in applications to the Post Office for 
telephonic communication, and as the 
season is now practically in thcy oflfered 
to do a great. portion of the manual 
work, such as putting down the poles. 
Howevcr, the matter has not- got any 
further since I asked thc previous 
question. , 

Mr. WALSH: I am afraid the respon- 
sibility is not solely mine. To somc 
extent I think it could be switched ori 
to another Department. 

LICENSING OF BREEDING ST0CK. 

SEOIRSE DE BHULBH asked riu* 


Minister for Agricnlture if his atten- 
tion has been drawn to a paper read 
by Mr. Joseph O’Connor before the 
Ivildare Agrieultural Committee, deal- 
inj»* with the eompulsory lieensing and 
re«istration of all bulls used for brecd- 
ing purposes in thc Saorstát, and 
whether he will, in view of the import- 
anee of the matter to the entire country r 
and the keenncss of the eompctition 
witli othcr foreign eountries, advise the 
(íovernment to dcal with thc matter 
’outlincd therein. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS (for Minister for 
Agriculture) : The intention to intro- 
duee a P>ill dealing with the licensing of 
breeding stoek was refcrrcd to in th(* 
(íovcrnor-Gcueral’s speech at the be- 
ginniug of the Session, and this Bill 
will 1 k* introdueed at an early date. 

KILDARE CONGESTED ESTATES. 

SEOIRSE DE BHULBH asked the 
Minister for Agriculture if hc expeets 
shortly to be in a position to deal with 

1 the congestcd estates in and liordering 
on the Bog of Allen in Nildare and 
Offaly, and especially with th(* Tullv- 
morc Estate, Rathangau, Oo. Kildarc* 
under the Land Act, 1923; and whethcr 
lie is aware that the eondition of somc 
of these holdings is appalling, and a»> 
bad in individual eas(*s as any on the 
Western Ooast, and to «isk whether this 
estate will be dealt wilh in the ncar 

j future. 

1 Mr. O’HIGGINS (for Minister for 
Agriculture) : There is no townland o* 
Tullymore in Rildare, and the Commis- 
sioners are unable from thc particulars 
given by tho Deputy to identify the 
estate, and, therefore, cannot say 
whether the necessary particulars have 
vot beon lodged ]>y the landlord. 

Mr. WOLFE: Arising out of the 
Minister’s rep]y, may I say that t-he 
Clerks put in the wrong namc. The 
name of the estatc should be Lally- 
more, not Tullymore. I drew attention 
to it at the time, that it was Lallymore r 
but still it is put down as Tullymore. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: We 

shall have the question put down cor- 
rectly. 
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Mr. 0 ’HIGGINS : I will uonvey that 
to the Alinister. 

Mr. COLOHAN: Arising out of that 
answer- 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Tliere is 
no answ(»r. 

ALLEGED EVADING OF LAND ACT 
PROVISIONS. 

PEADAR 0 hAODHA aslud thc 
Ministor for Agrieulture if his attcntion 
has bccn callcd to thc fact that in the 
Oounty of Louth, and gcncra!ly in thc 
Saorstát, landlords arc carrying out 
sales of land with a vicw to cvading 
somc of thc provisions of thc Land Act, 
1923, and whether thc ncw tenancics i 
creatcd by thcse sales will be sanc- 
tioned by the Ministry of Agriculture, 
to the dctriment of evicted tenants and 
unecononnc holdcrs, whose grcater 
clairns have been adniittcd by thf 
Oovernmcnt. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS (for Minister for 
AgTÍculture) : I am to ask the Deputy to 
kindiy repcat t.his question next wcek, 
when the Minister for Agriculturc will 
reply personally. 

PRIVATE NOTICE QUESTION. 

DUBLIN PORT AND DOCKS BOARD 
AND UNEMPLOYMENT GRANT. 

Mr. A. BYRNE asked the Presidcnt 
if the Oovernmcnt received an appli- 
cation dated 7th January, 1924, from 
the Dublin Port and Docks Board for a 
grant to relieve unemployment in the 
City of Dublin, and if he will say what 
vvas the result of the consideration of 
that application, and if thc Board will 
receive a grant to earry on their re- 
clamation scheme and the providing of 
deep water berthage, and if so on what 
conditions the grant. will bc made. 

The PRESIDENT: 1 have Decn in- 
formed by the Pinance Ministry that 
the application referred to has been re 
ceived. Schemes to relieve unemploy- 
ment in the City of Dublin, which will 
receive assistance from money whieh 
the Government are making available 
for the purpose of road reconstruction. 
&c., are being formulated. The awards 


ín respcct of eompensation cases madc* 
up to the prcscnt in thc Rccorder’s- 
Court total over £300,000, of which 
£212,000 is in respect of buildings. It 
will thcrcfore be observcd that con- 
siderablc provision for thc rclieí* of un- 
employment in the eity has been madc 
The separate proposals of the Port and 
Docks Board obviously fall into a cate- 
gory by themselvcs and must of neces- 
sit,y be opcn to cxamination in the liglit 
of the previous sums, which are exclu- 
sivc of the grants madc in respect of 
housing, which are considcrable iu 
amount. 

Mr. BYRNE: May I ask the Presi- 
dcnt whethcr that rcply is a, refusal 
of the l’equest of the Port and Docks 
Board to carry on t.hcsc reproductive 
schemcs that they had in hands somc 
ycars ago, and which are now held up? 
xMay L draw his attcntion to the fact 
that when (»mployment was mentioncd 
i it, was statcd from the Government 
benchcs that grants would l)c madc to 
rdieve uncmployment where reproduc- 
tive works could be started. This is 
rcproductivc work, and will produce 
rates for the City of Dublin. 

The PRESIDENT: For the Port and 
Docks Board or for the City ot* Dublin? 
I thinlv it is ratcs for the Port and 
Docks Board. We have not got to keep 
thc work of the Port and Docks Board 
going. I staled that the separate pro- 
posals of thc Port, and Docks Board 
obviously fall into a catcgory by them- 
selves and are opcn to examination in 
thc light of the other matters I have 
mentioned. 

Mr. BYRNE: May I ask it‘ the appli- 
cation will be considcred? 

The PRESIDENT: Within the four 
corners of thc answer I havc given, the 
rcply is in the affirmative. 

WRITTEN ANSWERS 

EILMACTHOMAS (WATERFORD) 
UNEMPLOYMENT BENEFIT 
CLAIM 

SEAN BUITLEIR asked the Minister 
for Industry and Commcrce what is the 
reason for the delay in paying Unem- 
ployment Benefit to Mary Sarsfield.. 
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Rilmacthomas, Co. Waterford, and 
Edward Sullivan, Currabaha, Kilmac- 
thomas, Co. Watcrford, both signing at 
Waterford Oífice, and whet-her instruc- 
tions will be given to havc payment* 
<expodited. 

MINISTER FOR INDUSTRY AND 
COMMERCE (Mr. McGrath) : Mary 
Sarsfield, Kilmacthomas, Co. Water- 
ford, and Edward Sullivan, Currabaha, 
Kilmaethomas, Co. Waterford, weiv 
prosecuted on the 13th instant for ob- 
taining and attempting to obtain Un- 
employment Benefit whilst they wcre 
eniployed and not entitled to benefit. 
'This cireumstance necessarily dclayed 
decisions on their subsequent clainis 
but no time will be lost in deciding 
what benefit they are entitled to, and 
making payment. accordingly. 

:payment of unemployment 

BENEFIT. 

SEAN BUITLEIR asked the Minis- 
ter for Industry and Commerce if he is 
aware of the delay in paying ITnem- 
ployment Benefit to Michael Burke, fi 
Ignatius Street, Waterford; John 
McGrath, Stephen Strcct, Waterford, 
and David Butler, Waterford, all ex- 
National soldiers, and whethcr instruc- 
tions will be given to expedite payment 
to these men. 

Mr. McGRATH: Michael Burke, 6 
ígnatius Street, Waterford, lodged a 
•claim for Unemployment Benefit on 
January the 9th, which was disallowed 
because the statutory conditions for the 
receipt of benefit were not fulfilled, in 
his case, only one contribution having 
been ever paid for him. This deeision 
was dulv oonveyed to the claimant. 

John McGrath, Stephen Street, 
Waterford, claimed benefit on Decem- 
ber 31st, 1923. As his account with the j 
Unemployment Fund showed that no I 
contributions had beon paid in respeci 1 
of him during the Insurance Year 
1922-23 the claim had to be disallowed 
under Section: 8 (4) on January the 
28th. It subsequently transpired that 
he had served in the National Army 
and was entitled to contributibns under 
Section 7 of the Unemployment Insur- 
.ance Act, 1923. Accordingly on Febru- 


| ary the 16th, authority was issued per- 
mitting payment of benefit to a maxi- 
mum of 59 days, and he will be paid 
all benefits due to him to-day. 

David Butler, Lower Newtown, 
Waterford, elaimed lionofit on January 
the 21 st, 1924. As no contributions had 
boon paid in rospoct of him during tho 
1922-1923 Insurance Year he was dis- 
qualified for tho roooipt of benefit 
uridor Section 8 (4) of the Act of 1920. 
Ilis case is, howevor, being investigated 
with a view to tho payment of further 
contributions which it is thought may 
be due lor him. If and when those are 
paid his case will be reeonsidered, and 
anv benefit (lue will be paid without 
dolay. 

A WATERFORD BENEFIT GLAIM. 

SEAN BUITLEIR asked the Minister 
for Industry and Commerce what aro 
thc reasons for disallowing ITnemploy- 
mcnt Bcncfit to Michaoí Walsh, 6 
Brown’s Lane, Watorford, and, further. 
if he will re-iuvestigate this oaso. 

Mr. McGRATH: Miohacl Walsh, 6 
Browu’s rjane, Waterford, claimed 
boneíit on 18th Octobcr, 1923, and his 
claim was disallowed on 14/11/1923, 
nnder Scction 8 (4) of the Unemploy- 
mcnt Insurance Aet, 1920, as no contri- 
líutions had bccn paid in respect of him 
during the Insurance Year 1922-1923. 

CLAIMS ARISING OUT OF COUNTY 
WATERFORD DEATHS 

SEAN BUITLEIR asked the Minis- 
tor for Financo whether he is aware 
that Thomas Daliill and William Dun- 
ford, of Ivilnafrehan, Dungarvan; 
Richard Lynch and Thomas Burke, of 
Inchindrisla, Dungarvan; Jamcs Dun- 
ford, Knockanec, Dungarvan, and John 
Quinn, Ballymacmague, Dungarvan, 
wcre killed,- and that Thomas Fitz- 
gerald, Inchindrisla, Dungarvan, was 
wounded at Kilgobinet on the 8th July, 
1921; whether claims for compensation 
have been rcccived from the parents 
of these men, and, if so, whether he can 
say how soon a grant is likely to be 
made in these cases. 

Mr. BLYTHE: Claims in all these 
cases have been received, and will be 
considered at an early date by the 
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Compousation (Personal lnjuries) Com- 
mittee, with the exe.eption of the claims 
in respect ot* the deaths of Thomas 
Burke and John Quinn, which will be 
dealt with by the Army Pcnsions Board. 

DEPENDENTS’ ALLOWANCE 
(ATHLONE). 

SEAN 0 LAIDHIN askcd the Alinis- 
ter for Defence whether he is avvaro 
that a nionth’s dependcnts > allovvance, 
amountinp 1 to €13 (is. Od., is due to iVlrs. 
K. (íreeu, Castlemaine Street, Athlone, 
in respect of her husband, Volunteer 
Johu Crcen, No. 19819, who vvas dis- 
char<*ed on January 19th, 1924, and 
to ask whether payment of tliis sum 
wi 11 be expeditcd. 

General MULCAHY : A checiue lias 
novv been sent vvhich clears all arrears 
due to Mrs. Grcen. 

DUNGARVAN SOLDIER’S BACK 
PAY. 

SEAN BUITLEIR asked the Minis- 
tor for Defence vvhether he is aware 
that John Cowminp:, Abbeyside, Dun- 
R-arvan (late 18021, L4th Infantry Bat- 
talion), is unablc to obtain his back 
pay, due from March 3rd, 1923, to 28th 
July, 1923, and whether payment will 
be expedited. 

General MULCAHY : The deiay in 
settlinff Mr. Cowming’s arroars of pay 
is due to his having lost his pay book. 
The inatter is, howevor, receiving spe- 
eial attcntion. 

ARMY PENSION CLAIM. 

SÉAN BUITLEIR asked the Minis- 
ter for Defeucc if he has received ap- 
plications for an army pcnsion or 
í»ratuity from John Cowming, Abbey- 
side, Dun^arvan (late No. 18021, A 
Coy., 14th Infantry Battalion, Water- 
ford (-otnmaud), and Jamcs Whelan, 
Mapstown, Dungarvan (late No. 18002, 
Waterford Brigadc), who were dis- 
charged from thc Army medically un- 
fit, sufifering from gunshot wounds, and 
whother instrnetions will be issued for 
.an immediate decision in these cascs. 

General MUL0AHY : Applications 

Vol. 6. 


for pension or gratuity have been re- 
ceivcd in each case. They are at pre- 
sent under investigation, and every 
eftbrt will be niadc to arrive at early 
decisions. 

DEPENDENTS’ ALLOWANCE 
(CELBRIDGE). 

SEOIRSE DE BHULBH asked the 
Minister for Defenee if he can see his 
way to recommend a depend^nts’ al- 
lowance to Henry Burgess, Long Lane, 
(Vlbridge, Co. Kildare, on aecount of 
the service of his son, Cbi'poral Pat.rick 
Burgess, No. 40894, Ist Battalion, 
Transport Corps, Hope Castle, Castle- 
blayney, (k>. Monaghan, wlio has been 
I over 18 months in the Army. 

General MULCAHY : Mr. Burgess ’s 
claim has been disallowed on the 
ground that the amount normally con- 
trihuted by his son, Patrick, towards 
the maintcnaneo of the home for a rea- 
sonahle period prior to enlistmcnt was 
less than tlie miiiimuin required by the 
rcgulations, namely, 12s. per week, 
bcfore an allowance might be issued. 

DEPENDENTS’ ALLOWANCE 
(MULLINGAR). 

Mr. P. W. SHAW asked the Minister 
for Dcfeuee if dependents > allowance 
vvill he grantcd to Mrs. Mary Callag- 
han, Springfield, Mullingar, in respect 
of her son, Patriek Callaghan, who 
served ten months in the National 
Army, and whether, as lie was her sole 
support. owing to tlic fact that her 
husband is an iumate of Westmeath 
Mental Tlospilal, speeial consideration 
will be given in this case. 

General MULCAHY : Mrs. Callag- 
lian’s elairn has beon disallowed on the 
gronnd that the aniount normally con- 
trilmted by her son towards the main- 
tenanee of thc home for a rcasonable 
period prior to enlistment was less than 
the minimum required by 
12 o'cloclc. the regulations. namely, 12s. 

per week, bcfore an allow- 
ancíí might be issued. I regret that it 
is not practicable to do anything spe- 
cial in the ease. 

u 2 
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00. DUBLIN PARLIAMENTARY VACANCY—ORDER POR 

WRIT. 

Mr. D. McCARTHY: [ formally movc:— 


Qo u-ordóiclli an Coami Comhairlc» 
do (vhleiroarh na f)ála a )*it a ehur 
amach chun ball do thogha chuu au 
fholuntais a thárla iniease ballra na 
Dála so de bharr bháis Mhíchíl de 
Duram, ball do Dháil-cheanntar 
Chontae riaracháin llhaile Atha 
Cliatli. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: This 
motioíi was proposed as an ann*ndment 
on Wednesdav last. 1 did not advert 
to the fact that it was dowu for consi- 
deration to-day. I thinh it is not right 
that motions which are alrc»ady down 
for consideration slundd be pi'oposed 
before they come on for consideration 
in the ordinary wav, when tlu*y will be 
considered in a reasonable time. I 
t.hink that the precedent created or | 
Wednesday was a bad one. 

Mr. PEADAR DOYLE: l second 
the motion. 

Question put and a&reed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DARRELL FIG6IS: On a point 
of order, ma t v I ask with rcgard to the 
Orders of the Day l)et*o)*e us, seeing that 
we have started upon this motion, and 
in view oí: thc fact that certaiif busincss 
was lcft over from yesterday, cxactly | 
what business will l)e takcn to-day, and ' 
particularly when the Prcsident’s 
Motion will be takcn to-day, if it is to 
be taken to-day. 

The PRESIDENT: After the motion 
by the Minister for Finance is disposcd 
of I proposc to move the Motion that 
stands in my name, which I gave notice 
of yestcrday, and which 1 prómised last 
week to introduee some day this week. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: Is it to be 

taken that we eannot have a definite 
hour to be known when this Motion 
will be taken? I only wanted to know, 
as I may not be here in the Dáil. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Thc only 
matter left over from the debate on the 
Second Reading of the Old Age Pen- 


That the (*cann Comhairle direet 
1 he Clerk of the Dáil to issue his Writ 
for the eleetion of a member to fill 
the vacancy which has occurred in 
llie meml)ership oí the present Dáil 
consetpient on the death of Deputy 
Michael Derham, a Member for the 
(•onstituency of tlu* administrative 
(Jounty of Dublin. 

sions Bill is the replv oí 
Ibr Finance. 1 presume he will not be 
undulv lengthy, and wc may assume 
that the Motion avíII come on, there- 
fore, at least before 1 oVlock. 

ÓLD AGE PENSIONS BILL.— 

SECOND STAGE (RESUMED). 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: The 

({uestion is: “ That the Bill be now 
read a second time/’ 

MINISTER for FINANCE (Mr. E. 

Blythe): This Bill has becn criticised 
as to its form. I understand well 
cnough the objection to legislation by 
referenee, and I will take to heart what 
has beon said in that respect. I think, 
however, when we have a Bill amending 
fairly rocont Aets, the amount of refer- 
enee that is allowable may be taken to 
be grcater than* when we were dealing 
with o](l Aets—perhaps a large series 
of old Aets. 

I also hopcd that it would be possible 
to ha\e somc arrangement whereby De- 
putics eould eonsult previous statutes 
without going all around the town. 
Even ií wc do not manage very quicklv 
to have a Parliamcntary Library, I 
t.hink arrangements could be made 
i wherebv Deputies eould go into the Na- 
f tional Librarv at. any reasonable time 
so that they might look up any refer- 
ences that are eontained in Bills. I can 
quite well see that it would be desirable 
to print relcvant Scctions from pre- 
vious Aets, but I would not like to 
j undertake that we should always print 
j Sections referred to in any particular 
Billj beeause that would be in many 
, eases quite unnecessary, and it would 
j involve a considerable amount of 
i printing. 
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Turning to thc arguments which j 
wcrc used yestcrday, 1 would ]ike to ; 
dcal íirst with that put torward by De- 
puty Johnson to thc cffcct that the des- 
truction of the past two years was not 
responsible for the nccessity for this 
cut in thc old agc pensions. I havc no 
hesitation in saying that thc destruc- 
tion of the last two years can be taken 
to ]>e solcl.v responsible for this parti- 
<*ular cut. [ am aware that, apart from 
tlic Army charges, apart i'rom the com- 
l*>ensation charges, and apart from the 
charges wliich that destruction is 
directly responsible for, there would be 
a comparativelv small deíicit in the 
revcime. Tliat deticit would be such 
as could bc met by ordinarv savings 
that avc would be ablc to effect in thc 
departments, and that are being effected 
in thosc departments. We are now, 
however, as a i’esult of the darnage that 
nas been done, faced with a deficit so 
great that it cannot be met without 
much more drastic measures. lt is even 
open to doubt whether, if the destruc- 
tion in the past two ycars had not 
raken ])lace, there ‘would be any dcticit 
at all. When the Compensation Bill 
was iimler eonsidcration in the Dáil 
there was a great deal of talk about con- 
scquential loss, and, I think, we said 
many times from thesc bcnchcs that if 
we ádmitled eonsequential loss, the hill 
would probably be twice as great. That 
consequential loss and thc wastagc it 
rc]>resents are great, and thcrc can be 
no doubt that thcy have caused a loss 
of revenuc. When a loss is suffered 
and the eountrv is thereby impovcr- 
ished, you will find that thnt will 
always decreasc your revenuc. 

Furt.her, the destruction and turmoil 
of the j>ast couple of vears have drivcn 
large numbers out of the country, whose 
presence herc would have rcsulted in 
employment, and, through cmployment, 
would havc hclped thc revenue, and 
whosc presence would have meant in- 
come tax coming into the Exchequer. 

I think it is possible that if we. had 
not the campaign of the last two years, 
without having to underfake any parti- 
cular economies, we would have been 
able to meet our expcnditure out of 
income. In any case, it is quite cer- 
tain, had it not been for the destruc- 
tion of the past two years, we would 


Second Stage. 1350 

| have had a saving of £40,000 or £50,000 

• on the Stationery Office, and £70,000 
on national health insurancc, as wcll as 
othcr savings which we nave in hand, 
and w(* would bc able to make up thc 
deficit without going t.o such a lcngth as 
we have to go to at x)resent. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Does thc Ministcr 
assumc that therc would be no debt to 
pay intcrest on? 

Mr. BLYTHE: That is a matter that 
I will discuss in the proper time,*and I 
do not want lo sny anything about the 
debt that wc might havc to pay in- 
tcrcst on. Tn any casc all the factors, 
such as our i iabil ity to meet old agc 
pension chargcs, would, i. prcsumc, have 
to bc takcn into account if wc were to 
arrivc at thc aniount of any debt. I 
will deal with that mattcr at thc pro- 
per timc. Deputy Tolc again askcd: 
“ Why toueh the old age pen$ioner 
first; whv not considcr other methods of 
economv?’' Now, dealing with old age 
pcnsions is not such a plcasant thing 
that onc rushcs to dcal with them first, 
without, considering whcthcr other 
economics cannot be effected. We have 
considcrcd othcr cconomics, and have 
put other cuts into effcct bcfore old age 
pcnsions liave been touched. The 
tcachcrs’ cut has comc into operation. 
The pay of thc Army has bcen eut, and 
the pav of thc police has been cut, and, 
I take it, that the remuneration of thc 
doctors jn connection with national 
health certification will bc affected be- 
fore old agc pcnsious arc eut. Even 
when this Bill goes through the Dáil 
thcrc will l)c ccrtain dcíays bcfore 
there is anvthing takcn off old age pen- 
sions, and thc cut iu the old age ].)en- 
sions will bc verv far from being thc 
first cut. AVc had to survc.v the ficld, 
whcn wc got the opportunity, as thc 
result of thc ccssation of hostilíties, 
and wc had to put our house in order. 
We had to survey the field and see 
what thc deficit was, and where it could 
bc met. Thcrc was no use leaving out 
of considcration the cconomics and the 
measurcs which would givc us large 
savings until we had exhausted ihe 
methods which we knew would not give 
nearly sufficient. Wc have to get the 
•Budget balanced as soon as possible. It 
would be easy to come along this year 
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and make halt’ a dozen very inadequate 
economies, aiul make another half dozen 
next year before wc came to the bigger 
things that would yield bigger sums, 
but we would all the time be increas- 
ing the debt aml making the financial 
position of the country more inseeure. 

I may, wheu speaking in November, 
■ have said that we proposed to save 
£70,000 or £80,000 on the Stationcry 
<)ffi(*e.. and 1 ma.v have said one or two 
other miuor things, but we wantcd to 
give an indieation that we were pre- 
parcd to go thc whole hog in taking the 
nccessarv stcps to balance the Budget, 
and therc was no use in leaving out 
things that vvould give us a saving of 
J400.000, and mcntion things that 
would give us oniy one-tenth of that 
amount. Iu no sense did we dcal with 
old age pensions first. AVe only eame 
to that deeision whcn the best survey 
wi' eould makc convinced us that only 
in this way could wc balance the Bud- 
gM. No doubt, it is only taJk to the 
galíery when people say, 4Í Why eut old 
age pensions tirstr' Wc have heard it 
said t.hat we are going to make the 
pri'scnt Border pormancnt as thc result 
of this cut. I have no belief it will 
have any su<4i result. 1 certainly be- 
lieve that vve would easily inake the 
boimdaty, not at auy rate the present 
houndary, hut the division of the coun- 
try permanent h.v any sort of impru- 
dent íinancc, and by letting #he eoun- 
trv get into a mess financially. I have 
bccn talking ; to people who werc en- 
gaged* in the rcccnt eleetions in Tyrone 
and Fermanagh, and 1 askcd them was 
there any refusal on the part of old age 
jicusioncrs to go to thc poll because of 
the eul whicb had been announced in 
thc old age pcnsions, and I was fold 
that the o!d age pensioners had gonc 
to th(* poll just as bcforc. I think it is 
wrong to assurne that bccause pcoplc 
arc old thcy have neithcr reason, sense, 
nor patriotism, and that thcy have re- 
gard simply to soine purely personal 
and matcrial considerations. I think in 
onc sense the suggestion is that the cut 
is going to make thc old agc pensioners 
turn theír backs on all the things that 
they believe is insulting to them. Sug- 
gestions were made by some Deputies, 
if I beard the suggestions right, that 
we might put additional stamps on the 


National Insurance Cards and pay the 
old age pensioners. That would mean 
considcrable taxation on the people who 
would be involved, to pav the old age 
pensions in full. It would involve a 
half-a-crown stamp evcry week, but of 
course, to pay the differenee would not 
involve nearly that amount. We have 
had Deputies asking what the Secret 
Service Pund was spent on. If I told 
them that, it would not be Secret Ser- 
vicc any longer. 1 do not intend to 
tell them. Deputies can very well re- 
alise that while as largc sums will not 
be necessary in futurc as have been 
cven this year, in the state of this coun- 
try, for another year or Iwo some fairly 
substantial sums will have to be avail- 
able for the prevention of any action 
against. the State that might be sud- 
denly sprung. 

We hcard rcferencc to ot.her items 
of cxpenditurc. Now, supposing we 
could wipe out. these items, they are 
only a very small fraction of the three 
miilions, and of the amount that would 
come to the Exchequcr as a result of the 
ehanges proposed iii this Bili. There 
is no use if a very big sum is to be 
saved in suggesting measures which 
probably are impossible, and which if 
possible, would give us only a small 
fraction of the money that is necessary. 
We have to face these things in some 
sor t of business-]ike way, and if the 
thing has to bc done, let us do it 
in lull and not be siniply tinkering 
at it. To get any radieal improvemcnt, 
the serviees that are done by the 
Ministrv for Extcrnal Affairs, or very 
nearlv all of them, will have to be done 
by some other Ministry. If you had no 
such Department, most of that expen- 
diture you could not, avoid. Then 
you have a Deputy dragging in the 
Viceregal Lodge. Of course, that is 
only dragged in for the purpose of 
drawing a red hcrring across, and for 
purposes of propaganda. He knows 
very well we are bound to provide for 
that establishment, and that we are 
bouhd to provide the salary, too, and 
that that, is not a mattcr we can avoid. 
Certainly, as far as we are concemed. 
we are not going t.o invite a breach of 
the Treaty by maldng any breaches our- 
selves, or going near to'any breach of 
it. We stand for the fulfilment of it, 
and we st&nd for demanding our full 
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rights under it. I think any Govem- 
ment which did anything else would be 
acting against the interests of the 
futurc of this eountry. 

One Deputy said it would be bctter to 
leave the Budget unbalanced, or to in- 
crease taxation, rather than effeet this 
cUt. That Deputy does not bring his 
mind to bear on thc matter at all; he 
speaks from the dcpths of his emotions, 
T presume. If he would think, he would 
be al)le to realise what the effeet of leav- 
ing the Budget unbalaneed would be, 
and he would realise that it would not 
do one bit of good to thc old age pen- 
sioners. If we let the country gct into 
a V»ad finaneial eondition, if we put oui- 
selves into the position where we may 
have a 20 j)er eent. increase in taxn- 
tion all round, the old age pcnsioner 
would be more hit by ihat than hc 
would be l)y this cut. To say we should 
let things go to the dcvil rathcr than 
take the necessarv steps to save our- 
selves, even if these steps are somewhat 
liard, is not a sensible suggestion. Iwisli 
the Deputies, whether they agree or 
disagree with us, would realise that if a 
certain thing has to be done there is no 
use in leaving it undone. If any prac- 
tieal suggestions, or better proposals 
can be put forward, T would be glad to 
hear them. I am not wedded to the 
]>articular proposals I have put for- 
ward, and I have 7io pleasure in put- 
ting them forward. I have ])ut for- 
ward proposals which, I arn convinccd, 
are necessary, and to whieh I see no 
adequate alternative. I think Deputies, 
when they criticise our proposals, might 
cndeavour to see, when we are faced 
with a difficult and unpleasant work, 
that their criticisms would be construc- 
live, and not merely foolish vapouring. 
Deputy Johnson has said that by cer- 
tain proposals we are pei\jalising people. 

One can see the argument iti favour 
of giving an old age pension to every 
person who has reached the age of 
seventy years, irrespective of means. 
But it would certainly double the cost. 
lt would certainl.v mean that we would 
have to pay six millions out on this, 
and perhaps more, instead of the three 
millions, or so, that we are paying now. 
That is a change that. we could not 
afford. It is a change, again, which 
would not benefit the people very much, 


beeause the money would have to be col- 
leeted off thcm, aiul you would have the 
cost of eollection added. It would be a 
ease of having money taken out of one 
pocket and put into another, and t vou 
would have a toll taken iu the process. 
The éost of the collection would have to 
be borne. If this money were taken 
off in the form of duty on tca and 
sugar, thc shopkeeper would make his 
profit on thc article as he paid for it, 
and that profit would inelude the in- 
creascd duty, and you would havc 
a higher profit coming off thc article in 
the eoursc ol distribution, as well as 
thc higher tax and cost of eollection, 
and you would probably find that there 
wóuld be very little satisfaction with 
the ehangc if it, came. To the extent 
that we have a mcans limit at all, we 
arc pcnalising thrift. But thcrc seems 
to bc no aíternative in our cireum- 
stances to pcnalising thrift to that 
extent. ()f eourse, thrift that provides 
merely for old age is nor thc onlj’ kind 
of thrift, and is not in faet the bcst 
kind of thrift. The thrift that pro- 
vidcs for thc actual doing of things by 
the person who saves monev and who 
gathers up eapital for doing things, is 
thrift that is more produetive to the 
nation. But thcre is no ])ossibility of 
avoiding it. We have heard talk about 
the British rate ot* pcnsion, and the 
fact that they w r ere able, in s]>ite of 
fiv r e years' w T ar, to pay the lOs. pension. 
Wc have also heard the statement that 
the British had a huge national debt 
that w T e have not, and that they are able 
to pay interest on that, and not reduce 
the pension. The fact is that thev are 
able to do so because England is a 
richer eountry with a lower taxation 
than we liavc; they are ddc to meet all 
their charges. We are not. We have 
a higher taxation and wc are not able 
to meet our charges. It is no use our 
comparing this c,ountry anditsresources 
with the resources of Great Britain. We 
have taken our own course and we have 
to follow it, and to develop it in our 
own way. There is no doubt at all 
that one of the reasons why we are not 
able to pay what Great Britain is able 
to pay, is that the administration and 
legislation that w r e have had m thifi» 
countrv has been made without refer- 
ence to the conditions and requirements 
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of thc countrv. Wc havc had services 
and establishments set vip here which 
arc costly beyond what the country is 
able to bear. It docs not follow that 
this eountry was not ovcrtaxed # even 
wheh the British Exehequcr was losing 
on it. 11 was ovcrtaxed bccause the 
type of administration and departments 
that were set up hcre wcre of such a 
sort. that the countrv could not. afford. 
Aud cven if the British had to come 
to thc rescue, as thcy had to do at a 
eertain stage, aiul ]>ay for what they 
liad set. U]), that did not altcr the fact 
that this eountrv was overtaxed. 

Wc havc heard it said in the course 
of this dcbate that we had increased tho 
superamiuation burden by eausiiuc 
people in the serviee to feel insecure 
and to resign under the Treaty. What 
I havc to say about that is the bo- 
haviour of large sections of Civil Scr- 
vants under the Treaty must eertainly 
lower one’s opinion of their honesty 
and public spirit. Wc had all sorts oi 
peoplc simply going out at an inereased 
pension which they could get under the 
Treaty in thc belief that with that pen- 
sion they would pick up employmcnt 
outsidí» that would pay them better. 
They did not mind robbing the State 
when they got thc opportunity. There 
was c(u , tainly the mcanest and the most 
dishonest attitude on the part of very 
largc numbcrs of Civil Servants who 
had no real objcction to serve under 
an Irish Oovernment, but who preten- 
ded they had and werc willing to comc 
forward to testify falsely that they had, 
in order t.o grab this advantage. I had 
no doubt about that. One could not 
prove a particular case, but when one 
has sc(»n what anybody who has been 
dealing wit.h the matter has seen, one 
has no doubt about it at alJ. We cer- 
tainly have done nothing tbat we could 
help to sw r ell that burden of superau- 
nuation, and w^e have rcsistcd any par- 
tieular di*ivc from any particular sidc 
that might lcad us to take action that 
would incroasc that burdcn bcyond tho 
minimum. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: Docs that refcr to 
thc 400 who were íoreed out and vvho 
were compelled to resign their position^ 

Blr. BLYTHE : Four hundred w’ero 
not compelled to resign their position. 


i Mr. O ’CONNELL: Therc was a Iarge 
number, I understand. 

Mr. BLYTHE : Therc was ccrtainly a 
number of pcoph», but the íiumbcr was 
vcry small. For instanee, there werc 
certain people who had been very pro- 
mincntly identiíicd in th(‘ Local (tO- 
vernment Board in llic struggle witli 
thc local Boards. Therc wcrc a few in 
the old Local Govermnent Board who 
had bcen prominent in thc fight with 
the local Councils. We felt at the time 
that it was necessary that they should 
no longer be associated with th(» work 
of the Loeal Government Departmenl. 
Perhaps if the partieular type oi’ 
strugglc that took plaee in this country 
had not been developing it would not 
be necessary. But avo bad to havc re- 
gard to thc attitudc of the Councils. 

Thcn again, w r e had the question of 
thc Resident Magistrates. 1 bave no 
hesitaíion in saying that it was an ab- 
solutely necessary thing to let theni go 
and tbat w r e could not liave got the 
eourts now held by District Justiccs. or 
the Civic (íuard, going in the way the> 
have been going, il* we bad kept. tli(» 
old Resident Magistrates. lt was an 
utterly impossibh» tliing to keep them. 
It meant a eertain aniount of money to 
dispense with them, hut 1 feel it would 
havc cost us porhaps ten timcs morc 
moncy bccausí» oí* t.he dissatisfaction 
and delay therc would have been in 
thc country if wc had retaincd them, 
by reason of the difficulty in gctting 
any sort of eivil law. Therc are certain 
small cases likc tbat whcre we did forcc 
out men. We eertainly lct t.hesc go; 
but in rcgard to thc Civil Serviee, tbe 
numbcr of cmployees thcrc discharged 
was very small, indeed. It w r as cer- 
tainly the miniinum. 

Therc w^as no foreing out of anybody. 
Anybody who was got rid of through 
political iicccssity—using the word 
“political” in llie wider sense—w’as got 
rid of openly and definitcly, but there 
was no such thing as forcing anybody 
out. The talk about forcing pcoplc 
out is onc of thc lies that somc of thesc 
people who went out and who saw thc 
opportunity of mulcting the public put 
forward in their own defence when 
they had gone out. 

Mr. PAVIN: Could not tbose offi- 
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uials wlio wero pushed out, forced out, 
or told that they were not required, 
have been transferred to other Depart- 
nients where thc Statc would get. a re- 
turn for the money paid thciu 

Mr. BLYTHE: No. There is one 
case that oceurs to me which I may 
mention, though it is a little wide of 
this topie. It is the case of a rnan who 
was transfcrred from one branch in a 
Department to another lrranch in the 
same Dcpartment. Tfe was transferrect 
at the same rate of pay, but liis status 
was somewhat reduced l)y tlie transfer. 
The reduction was rather technica! 
than otherwise. That individual, who 
was transíerred at the samo rate of 
pay, was able to take advantage of the 
Ti*eaty provisions because of the tech- 
nical reduction in his status, and lie 
got 17 added years. 

We have heard it said that the old 
a.£?e pensioners werc going to be forced 
into the County Ilomes as a ^esult of 
this cut. At a tinie when the 10s. was 
worth v(»ry niuch less than the 9s 
would be worth now, they were not 
forced into the County Homes. Rcfer- 
cnee was made, too, to old people who 
were living entirely on their pensions 
and who had no friends to assist them 
in their support. They were not the 
people to whom Deputy Johnson re- 
t'erred who were assisted by the fact 
t.hat their relatives were in more rc»- 
munerative and eonstant empIoyment. 
I do not thinlc we really could take that 
suggestion very seriously. Wehavebeen 
spoken to about new methods oí taxa- 
tion and ahout increased taxation. 
Now, new methods of taxation would 
be at any ratc cxperimental, and if they 
yield an increasc in revenue there is no 
doubt—temporarily at any rate—that 
any increase in rcvenue is going to be 
rcflected in an increase in thc cost of 
livins;, and it simply means that certain 
Deputies prefer to camouflage the cut 
on the old a*íc pensioners. Thcy prefer 
to inercase taxation, send up the cost of 
liviní? and attack purchasing power, as 
it were, by stealth instead of doing it 
opcnlyanddirectly. When we think it is 
necessary to do a thing we are prepared 
to take thc responsibility for doing it. 
There is no doubt that you cannot savc 
the old age pensioners from snffering a 
certain amount unless you deíinitely in- 


crcasc the burden on the population in 
gencral. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Or the luxuries of 
the rich. 

Mr. BLYTHE : Anything that ean 
be done in the matter of thc luxuries 
of thc 7‘ich will have sympathetic con- 
sideration. 

Mr. DAVIN: Income-tax on the pub- 
lieans. 

Mr. BLYTHE : It i s mueli more easy 
to say you can do certain things to 
the luxuries of tlu» rich, but T would 
have the Depu1y remember that by 
increasing the ratc' of taxation you can 
very easily reduce the yield. It would 
be quite easy to drive a cej’tain num- 
ber of rich ]>eople out of the countrj 
and lose thereby Income-tax anc 
Super-tax, and the deatli dutics tha; 
would be payabl(' when the Almighty 
would take them away, and a decreasc 
in yield could very easilv be the result 
of the iucrease in the rate. 1 believe 
tliat, as a niatter of fact, we are losing, 
at the present time, by having a higher 
rate of Income-tax than there is in 
Ureat Dritain. To cut oft* the 6d. would 
mean an immediate loss, of course, but 
T have little doubt, on the other hand, 
that to bring it down to the English 
level would mean that in a year or two 
the yield would improve so as to meet 
the loss. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Coming events cast 
their shadows before. 

Mr. BLYTHE: No shadow yet, any- 
how. Vou liave to bear in mind the 
particular cinuimstances of this coun- 
try and the close commercial and 
flnancial ties that have existed, not 
inerely from the Oovernmental, but 
from the ('ommercial, point of view, 
with (íreat Britain, and you have to 
realise that you might lose by doing 
things in this country, in the particular 
circumstances that exist, that would 
not cause a loss in another country 
where therc would not be those close 
ties and channels to which people are 
accustomcd to, not only in thcir sociai 
but in their commercial and financial 
matt^rs. We believe there is no actual 
hardship inflicted on the old age pen- 
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sioner by this ehange. We know tliat 
we are proposing a rat(* which will, in 
the maximum casc», be of much more 
value than the maximum of a couple 
of years ago. We belicve wc are sav- 
ing them from a greater loss by pre- 
venting any state of affairs in this 
country whieh woulcl rc*quire largcly 
increased taxation in the futurc, which 
would lead, In'forc* that increased taxa- 
tion became absolutelv ncccssary, to j 


Seeond Stage. 

insccurity, to increase in the cost of 
living, and to, perhaps, the necessity 
for financial measures that would make 
the nominal ten shillings only a frac-. 
tion of the valuc of the nine shillings 
which we offer the pensioners under 
conditions of seeurity and financia? 
stability. 

Question put. 

The Dáil divided: Tá. 4í>; Níl, 21. 


Tá. 

Earnán de BJaghd. | 

Séamus Breathnach. i 

Seoirse de Bhulbh. ! 

Próinsias Bulfin. 

Scamus de Búrca. ( 

Bryan R. Cooper. 

Louis J. lPAlton. 

Máighréad Ní Choileáin Bean Uí i 

Dhrisceóil. • 

Osmond Grattan Esmonde. : 

Henry J. Finlay. j 

Desmond Fitzgerald. j 

John Good. ; 

John Hennigan. | 

William Hewat. | 

Tomás Mac Artúir. j 

Alasdair Mac Cába. ; 

Domhnall Mac Cárthaigh. ! 

Liam T. Mac Cosgair. 

Pádraig Mac Fadáin. 

Risteárd Mac Liam. 

Eoin Mac Néill. 

Seoirse Mac Niocaill. 

Liam Mac Sioghaird. 


Níl. 

Seán Buitléir. 

John J. Cole. 

John Daly. 

Séamus Eabhróid. 

Darréll Figgis. 

David Hall. 

Séamus Mac Cosgair. 

Maolmhuire Mac Eochadha. 

Tomás Mac Eoin. 

Risteárd Mac Fheorais. 

Pádraig Mac Fhlannchadha. 


Liam Mac Aonghusa. 
Pádraig S. Mag Ualghairg. 
Martin M. Nally. 

John T. Nolan. 

Peadar 0 hAodha. 
Criostóir O Broin. 

Seán 0 Bruadair. 

Próinsias 0 Cathail. 

Aodh 0 Cinnéide. 

Eoghan O Dochartaigh. 
Séamus N. O Dóláin. 
Peadar S. O Dubhghaill. 
Pádraig O Dubhthaigh. 
Eamon S. O Dúgáin. 
Mícheál R. 0 hífearnáin. 
Aindriú O Láimhín. 
Séamus O Leadáin. 

Fionán 0 Loingsigh. 
Thomas O’Mahonv. 

Pádraig O Máille. 

Seán M. O Súilleabháin. 
Caoimhghín O hUigín. 
Liam Thrift. 


James Sproule Myles. 

Tofhás de Nógla. 

Ailfrid 0 Broin. 

Tomás 0 Conaill. 

Aodh 0 Cúlacháin. 

Liam 0 Daimhfn. 

Eamon O Dubhghaill. 

Seán 0 Laidhin. 

Domhnall 0 Muirgheasa. 
Pádraig 0 hOgáin (An Clár). 


Motion declared carricd. 


AN OEANN COMHAIRLE : When | 
toill the next stage be taken? i 

I 

Mr. BLYTHE: On Tuesday. j 

Mr. JOHNSON: I submit that is not j 
giving sufficient timc for amendmeftts ! 
to come in unlcss it is taken dqy by ! 
day, each following the other. I 


Mr. HEFFERNAN: It is quite im- 
possible Jor Deputies in the country to 
írnve amcudments in by Tucsday. 

Mr. BLYTHE: Very well; Tuesday 
wcek, then. 

Third Stage (Oommittee) ordered for 
r Pucsday, March 4th. 
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COMMITTEE ON WIRELESS 
BRO ADCASTIN G.—REPORT OF 

EVIOENCE. 

The PRESIDENT : I bcR to move:— 
That a Committee be appointed 
consisting oí‘ five Deputies to be 
nominated by the Committee ot* Selec- 
tion— 

(a) to examine the transcript ol 
the oral'evidence given bcfore and 
t.he documentary evidence pre- 
sented to the Special Committee on 
Wireless Broadcasting and to rc- 
port to the Dáil whether any, and 
if so, what. charges or imputations 
have been there made against any 
Deputy or other person in the 
eourse of the proceedings of the 
Special Committee; 

(b) to afiord an opportunity to 
cvery person directly or indirectly 
affected bv such evidence to offcr 
to this Committee sueh relcvant 
statement in refutation of any such | 
charge or imputation as he may 
think fit; 

(c) to report to the Dáil the cvi- 

dence given in support of such i 
charges or imputations, and to * 
what extent the same are substan- 
tiated or established npon the face 
of the said evidence, documents I 
and statements; ! 

(d) to report to the Dáil whether 
any, and if so, what fui-ther action 
ought to be taken in the premiscs; 
that thc quorum of t.hc Committee 
be three, and that the Committee 
report back not later than 14th 
March, 1924. 

In introdqcing this inotion I re- 
quest permission to make a personal ex- 
planation. When I stated in the Dáil 
last wcek that I did not fccl happy 
about this Broadcasting^affair, I had no 
other matter in my mmd than one— 
namely, that from the information be- 
fore me I felt I was not in a position to 
dcal with the whole subject matter to 
my own satisfaction. My fears in that 
connection were justified when I re- 
ceived a letter from Alderman dc 
Roiste concerning the company of 
which he is secretary—that is the Irisli 
International Trading Company. 

I regret that certain remarks of mine 
reflected to some extent on that com- 
pany. Now I knew that compan^ had 


been ín existence for something like 
three or four years, that it came into 
existenee at a time when the old Dáil 
was endeavouring to funetion under 
exceptional difficult.ies, ánd that it per- 
formed a very useful publie service 
affecting the trade of this eountry and 
the opening up of a foreign trade. In 
I connection with this matter of Broad- 
casting, they were interested in the saíe 
of apparatus, and I understand t.hey* 
applied somewhere in June last to the 
Post Office for’a licence, and that the 
lieence was refused. Subsequently. I 
think. they also applied. I had no in- 
tention ot* associating that company in 
any way with t.h(» company promoting. 
and I think it is due to the companv 
and tlie directors of it that that state- 
inent. should be made. 

In moving this motion I do sc on the 
understanding as Jjeader oí the Ilouse, 
íji a matter iu which the Wiiips a 
withdrawn, tliat my interpretation of 
the trend of the debate on the last day 
was eorreet. This resolution I think 
meets the summarisation by you, sir, 
of the debate on the last day, and to 
that. extent I move it. I find on loohing 
over the rcport of the debate on this 
day week that of something like twelve 
members, including myself, it eould be 
reasonably inferrcd six were favour- 
ably* disposed to eonsider a motion of 
this sort, but on the other hand therr 
were five who did not subscribe, ac- 
cording to the rcport which is pub- 
lishi‘d, and could not bc said to sub- 
seribe, to that interpretation. I think it 
is due to the Dáil that I should maku 
that clear. If I correct!y interpret th(; 
view of the majority of the Dáil I 
think this molion fulfils the conditions, 
or at lcast the points, that you, sir, laid 
down in your summarisation. To that 
cxtent the Dáil is absolutely free now 
to express its opinion upon whether this 
mects with approval. So far as my 
view of it is eoncerned it would be thal 
this Committee would eonsidcr the 
matters which are referred to w r hen the 
Broadcasting Committce is considering 
its business; that the tw^o Committees 
would report on thc same day. and that 
each Coinmittee would submit wdth its 
report thc evidence that it had before 
it. In that case the whole of the cir- 
eumstances. would be before che Dáil 
when called upon to expr^ss its opinion 
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upon the rcport oi* the Broadeasting 
Connnittce, and the report ot* this Com- 
mittce. 

Now, the altAmativc to this proposal 
is printing and eireulating thc cvidenee 
to the Dáil. I said 011 thc last day, 
whcn, I think, wc wcre dealing with 
the Broadeasting Cormnittce’s report, 
that I was particularly dcsirous of giv- 
ínp: the Postmastci’-Cíencral justioe in 
thc matter. It will be remcmlxM’cd at 
that timc that the Postmastcr-Ocneral 
said that it! thc Dáil had thc evidcnce 
bcfore it it would not adopt, or L think 
hc put it, it would not bc inelincd to 
adopt—I forget his cxact words—tlu» 
report ot* the Broadeasting Committc°. 
Now, on re-consideration, I am inclincd 
to thc vicw that if thc Postmastcr- 
Ceneral at that time had tabled an 
amendment that thc cvidcnce be 
printed and eireulated wc could not 
have rcfuscd that request. lt would 
havc bccn due to him and to his office 
that we should aeeept. an amendment 
to that. effcct. The Postmastcr-íícncral, 

1 should likc to say—I do not want io 
confuse the two mattcrs—was con- 
ecrncd with Broadcasting propcr. This 
partieular (■ommittec would dcal with 
a matter which might not be said to be 
Broadcasting propcr, and 1 do not. want 
thc two matters to bc mixcd up to- 
gether. I thinlc it is due to the Dáil 
that I should make that point clcar. 

The motion bcfore the Dáil deals 
with matters referred to in Paragraph 
8 of the Be))ort. ' The 
1 o’cloch. motion carrics out thc undcr- 
taking I gave last week, í 
think, alrnost in evcry particular. It. j 
is submitted now for the eonsideration j 
of thc Dáil in order t.hat it may express 
its opinion, first whcther it meets thr 
view and conforms with t.he opinions ol* , 
thc Dáil in dealing with the matter; ! 
and, secondl.v, whether it. is a correct 
interpretation ot* the Ceann Comhairle’s 
summary of last weck. 

MINISTER for HOME AFFAIRS 
(Mr. O’Higgins) : I beg to second. 

i 

Major COOPER : So far as I am con- j 
corned, perhaps I should • say some- j 
thing, as thc Prcsident’s pledge wa^s 
more or less given to me, in consequence 
of which I withdrew my motion. He 


has, I agree, completely fulfillcd the 
pledge given last weck in adopting De- 
f puty Johnson’s suggestion. I am not 
I perfcctly ccrtain, but 1 think that this 
j is probably thc best way in which wecan 
meet this difficult. situation, though, as 
} I said, sooner or later.all thc evidence 
j will have to be forthcoming both to us 
and thc public. Tlie thing I am most 
concerned for in this matter is that the 
Dáil should act as a whole. This is one 
of the first matters we have had in 
which the Dáil is not conccrned with 
thc (íovernment. It is not a question 
for thc (íovornmcnt or partics, l)iit for 
j the Dáil as a whole, when cbarges are 
made against the credit. and the in- 
tegrit.v of an.v one mcmber of the Dáil. 
I hopc, therefore, that Deputies will ex- 
press thcir opinions. There was a 
certain amoimt of division on the last 
occasion. Some persons suggestcd I 
should not have withdrawn my motion. 
If there are Dcputics who hold that 
view r I hope we shall have full and 
frank discussion on the subject. I, per- 
sonally, am onl.v anxious to facilitate 
investigation of this matter on the 
íairest lines to everybody conccrned. It 
cannot be lcft as it is. The Postmaster- 
Cíeneral has exprossed the desire for 
publication of the evidence; I gather 
that Dcputv Figgis wishes the cvidenco 
to bc published, and we cannot keep the 
public in tbc dark indefinitclv. There- 
foro, whilc I pcrsonally acccpt this, so 
far as 1 am concerned, ií: therc is a 
strong current of opinion in any quar- 
tor or in cvcry quarter of the Dáil, that 
it will not be enough, that j)eople may 
thinlc things are being hushed up, then 
T wil 1 urge the President to see if he 
cannot go a little further "iil the direc- 
tion ol* ]>ublishing. 

Professor O’SULLIVAN: I cannot 
say I am enamoured at this particular 
method of dealing with t.he evidcnce. I 
think I am correct in saying that, 
strictly spcaldng, therc was no decision 
of the Dáil givcn on the last occasion. 
Thcrofore, the Dáil was in no way 
bound, and, so far as the sett.ing up of 
this Committ.ee is concerned, the only 
dccision wc took was to allow Deputy 
Major Coopcr to withdraw his motion 
on the understanding that the whole 
matter would be brought up again, 
especially the question of the publica- 
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tion of cvidcnce. One of the principr.l 
objections. as I understand, raised here 
on the last day to tlic immediate publi- 
cation of evidence was, that in the 
Oommittce, as was perhaps iiievitablí'. 
the rules of evidencc were not observed 
in the same way as they would be ob- 
served in a court. of Jaw. Are thi'y 
goiní? to be observed in the new Com- 
mittee any better? The last. Committee 
was composed of Deputies, and the new 
Committee proposed is also to be com- 
posed of Deputies. I presume they will 
behave in exactly the same way as the 
last Committee. 1 suggest, thercfom 
that that objection hits t.he new propo- 
sals quite as much as it hit t.he procí 1 - 
dure of the last Committee, and the 
suggestion t.hat the proceedings of the 
Committee should J)e printed and eir- 
culated. I quite admit that if vou had 
n trained judge as chairman, who was 
familiar witli the Jaws of cvidenee, and 
tlie application of the laws of evidenco, 
vou might have somc improvemenl in 
that mattcr, J)ut to suggest. that we. 
should appoint a person of that. charac- 
ter as Chairman of a Committec of this 
kind, investigating the actions of mcm- 
bers of the Dáil especially, wouJd, I 
think, be a dangerous prcccdent, and 
one that the Dáil should not readiJy 
drop into. There is one thing 1 would 
like to vsuggest. If you loolc at para- 
graph (c) of the proposed motion I 
think that, although in practice you 
may not cali it a Court, it practical!y 
means a Court:— 

(c) To report to the Dáil the evi- 
dence given iti support of such 
cnarges or imputations, and to what 
extent the same are substantiated or 
established upon the faee of the said 
evidence, documents and statements. 
Tn practice, I say, if that is not a 
Court it goes very noer being a Court. 
I ask, can you sct up by resolution of 
one House of the Oireachtas a Court? 
As I understand the Constitution, if 
that is not a violation of the Const.it u- 
tion it is sailing prctty closely to the 
wind. You may say it. is not, strictlv 
speaking, going against the Constitu- 
tion, because in the strict and absoJute 
legal interpretation that is not a 
Court. But I suggest that in practice 
it is meant to work out as a Court. I 
mav su'ggest also that in nine cases out 
of ten— I do not mean to say there will 


l)c ten, but in tliat proportion— 
in matters oí tliis kind a ver- 
dict one way or another, in the strict 
sense of a Court giving a verdict, is a 
practioal impossibility. I think what is 
the important thing is not so mueh th(» 
question of what verdict—if I may use 
that. phrase—a body of this kind mav 
come to, but that the evidenee should 
be bcfore the members of the Dáil. I 
think the really important thing 
is the publieation or the printing and 
cireuJation oí‘ the evidenee to the mem- 
bcrs of the Dáil. So far as this is eon- 
cerned, I must eonfoss I do Jiot soe what 
advantages thcí new proposal oft’ers 
ovor the advautages we would liave had 
had we aeeept(»d on the last day De- 
puty C'OOpor's motion. As far as I cau 
judge, there will bo two olassos of 
mattei* to be publishcd—tirst, what T 
may call, roughly spcaking in the or- 
dinary sensc, t.he evideuce; that is tho 
statements made by t.hose who eame be- 
fore the Comniittoe, the quostions 
aslved by the meiiibei's of the Commit- 
tee and the replies givon l)y tho wit- 
nesses examincd. Then, as to tho doeu- 
monls, these again are of diffomi? 
kinds, as I undorstand. Some deal wi*h 
the quostion of J)t*oadeasting, others 
deal witli tho quostion of what, I 
thinls, the Ccann Comhairle alluded to 
as the porsonal question. 

I 1 liiiilc all tlie ovidonoo and all the 
doeumcnts that doal with l)roadoastiug 
and witli the porsoual mattor, will havo 
to l)e publishod oí* printed and eircu- 
latod. But, in additioii, [ understand. 
frmn what was said tln* Jast day, that 
thcrc woro a numbor of otlior mattcrs 
also introduced, documents givcn in 
that had roally nothing to do with tho 
inquiry, eithor with tho pi*in(*ipal objoct 
or with what I might call tho incidon- 
tal mattor that. cropped up, the porsonal 
mattor tliat croppod up in tho courso 
of tJjo inquiry. A lot of puroly irrole- 
vaut doeumeuts woro handod in. For 
instauco, acknowlodgmonts of tho ro- 
ooipt of a documont from ono Dopart- 
mont to another. Tlioso, of eourso, arc 
puroly irrolovant. As to whcthor they 
should bc publishod or not, personally, 

I havo no viows. Tf Deputies think they 
should be published, let them suggest 
that. In addition, howevcr, I under- 
stand, thcre are other classes of docu- 
ments—and this, I suggest, is an im- 
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portant matter for tlie Dáil to consider 
—eonfidential departmental doeiunents 
from a subordinate to his ehief dealing 
with purely departmental work, and 
s*iving what is very oíten purely con- 
íidential views on certain matters. So 
far as these do not eoneeru either the 
personal (juestion oi* the broadcasting 
question in a Jiarrow stmsi», 1 think the 
Dáil should be slow to ei-eate a prece- 
dent by publishing eonfidential doeu- 
ments ol ! this kind. I must eont'ess L 
eannot see what preeise advanlage is 
offcred by the new proposal over tlie 
proposal that Deputy Cooper put loi*- 
ward. If a few new witnesses are to 
l>e cxamined—I doubt if there ave 
many whose names have been men- 
tioned and who liave not been given 
an opportunity of stating their vit*ws 
—I suggesl that the evidenee be eir- 
culated to them and that they ho giveu 
an opportunitv of eoming forward 
before the present Conimittec. P>ut if 
the Committce is to slart anew therc 
may be a difíiculty, as I gatherod from 
what Deputy Figgis said on thc last 
day, that therc is a probability that 
some very material witnesses may not 
be present. I eandidly ean st*e that 
there are grave objections to the new 
course, and I do not scc that it offers 
any advantages. 

Mr. WILLIAM DAVIN: I desirc to 
oppose the motion moved hy the Presi- j 
dent. I rcalise, i'rom all I ean see, and j 
frorn all 1 have heard here, that no 
matter what the result of the inquiry, | 
^uch as it is pi*oposed to have, is, in the ; 
long run, all the material evidenee a\ í 11 : 
have to be put before the jurv, which is 
the common people in this case. Pre- : 
vious to the publieation of thc Interim 
Report leading articles wcre written in 
the Irish daily newspapers that con- 
veyed to mc, at any rate, the impres- I 
sion that serious reflections wcre made j 
upon every mcmber of the DáiL arid 
'any one who was a party to the refusai 
of publication of the evidence brought 
before the Committee is, in my opinion, 
subscribing to these charges. I think it 
very unfair on the part of the people 
responsible for writing these leading 
articles to make anv statements that 
will reflect on the good name of mem- 
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bei’s of the Dáil without giving the 
names and the reasons for doing so. 
The President some timc ago madc a 
statement in whieh he pointed out that 
thc Stnte had to be run on honest lines. 
1 f the State has got to be run on honest 
iincs, and if Deputies are the pcople to 
see to that, I say that no Deputy has 
a, right to eome into the Dáil and to use 
his position and his influence as a mem- 
her, íji order to promote his own selfish 
interests or ambitions. lf there is any- 
thing in the evidence or in thc eliarges 
brought before this partieular Commit- 
tee, so far, that would ]>rove that any 
Deputy has abused his position in that 
direotiou, I sav that it is in the in- 
terests of the purit.v of public life of 
this country that it should be exposed. 
In moving his motion, the President 
stated that the Committeo he proposed 
to set up has nothing whatcver to do 
with broadcasting. In my opinion it 
would have to dcal with very serious 
eharges that were broadeasted all over 
j the eountry, reílceting on every De- 
j ]>uty here. Paragraph B of the motion 
j j’eads :— 

To afford au opportunity to 
every per§}on dircctly or indirectly 
affected by such evidenco to offer to 
this Committee such relevant vstate- 
ment in refutation of any such charge 
or imputation as he may think fit/’ 
No matter how r thc Committee may 
have conducted its business, from what 
I have heard, and í'rom what 1 see 
stated in the Interim Report, I take it 
that those against whom charges have 
lieen made have been given that oppor- 
tunity alreadv. 

If there is a verbatini report of their 
evidence on record, if it is published in 
full, it will enable those who are en- 
titled to judge and see who is right and 
who is wrong. My main objeetion to 
this proposal is that in my opiniou it. 
sets up not what in effect is a court of 
inquiry but something in the nature 
of a judicial inquiry. That, I 
think, is a policy that should not be 
subscribed to by Deputies, especially 
w r hen personal charges are madc 
against members. If eharges are made 
against Deputies that- reflect on their 
reputations I say that, the people en- 
titled to judge are the voters who w r ere 
responsible for sending them into tlio 
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Dáil. When those concerned appear be- 
íore the electors next the electors wiil 
be given an opportunity of giving* a 
flnal decision with regard to their con- 
duet in public life. I do not agrce that 
this court should be set up to take 
out of the hands of the peoplc to whom 
Dcputies are responsible the right to 
decidc when t,hey gct the opportunity 
to do so. 

I agree with Deputy O’Sullivan that 
ene very important point was made in 
eonneetion with this matter. That is 
the question of the publication of De- 
partmental documents which might be 
regarded as private. I think if the 
Postmaster-Oeneral or any other Minis- 
ter failed to realise the nature of the 
inquiry that was going on and thought 
tit to put in documents whieh he now 
rcgards as private and confidentiah it 
is to be regretted. Notwithstanding 
that, if the <»videncc is to be produeed 
and published these documcnts have to 
be submitted in whatever form thcy 
were tendered before the Commitlee. 
Paragraph “ 0 ” states:— 

“ To report to the Dáil rhe evi- 
(iene(‘ given in support oí such 
charges or imputations and to what 
extent the same are substantiated or 
ostablished upon the face of the said 
evidence, doeumcnts and state- 
ments. ,; 

I tahc it for granted, and I hope some- 
onc in favou?* of the motion will eorreet 
me if I am wrong, that the evidence to 
be givcn beforc thc Committee that is 
proposed to be set up l)y the President’s 
motion will be sccret. Therefore thc 
findings will bc arrived at by the Com- 
mittec on evidcncc given in seerct, and 
it will nevor eome bcfore the public. 

The PRESIDENT: I thought I made 
it perfectly clear that the reports from 
this Committee and* from the otneí* 
Committee should be aecompanied by 
evidencc in both cases. In other words, 
all tne evidence would be printed and 
circulated to the members at the timc 
the report was furnished to them. I 
thought I madc that perfcctly clear. 

Mr. DAVIN: At any rate I think 
that it would be within the right of any 
individual who might be found guilty 
a? a result of this court of inquiry, and 
he may claim it in order to satisfy his 


own wishes, that hc has not got a fair 
trial. That might take placc as a re- 
sult of this motion. I cannot see any 
uscful purposc bcing scrved by the set- 
ting up of this court whieh will prevent 
the public getting what in my opinion 
thcy must g(‘t in thc long run—that is, 
all thc cvidcnce submittcd to tho Com 
mittce. 

1 The PRESIDENT: I thought 1 made 
that clear that it was not intendcd t< 
koep from the Dáil, and that means 
1 from the public, any singlc tittle of 
cvideuce that has transpired from thi 
beginning. 

Mr. DAVIN : I thought thc Presidcnl 
dcalt with the question of what he re,- 
garded as Departmental confidentiai 
documcnts. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Thc Prc- 
sident did not mention that. 

Mr. DAVIN: Dcputy O’Sullivan did. 

AN OEANN COMHAIRLE : I think 
Deputy Davin should get himsclf clcai 
ou tliis bcfore hc gocs further. Tlnl 
Prcsident has cxplained it twicc. 

Mr. DAVIN : Then if the President 
intends to submit all the cvidencc that 
has alreadv been brought bcfore the 
(V)mmittee dcaling with the qucstion of 
broadcasting, and if it is the intcntion 
of the President under tlic terms of thi'' 
motion to submit all the evidenee. I do 
not see the neccssity of setting up this 
I (V)mmittee. At any ratc I feel that the 
I terms of tliis motion, so far as T can in- 
terpret them, mean that certain things 
or ecrtain facts or ccrtain documcnte 
that have been already bcfore the Com- 
mittee—whether they be of a confi- 
dential nature concerning the Postmas- 
ter-íJeneraPs Department or concern- 
ing the eharges about certain persons 
named in the Intcrim Report—should 
not be published. As one who is 
oxtremely anxious that everything that 
has happened should be published T 
believe that if I voted for thc motion I 
would not bc serving the purpose which 
I have in my mind. 

Mr. DOHERTY: T am asking the Dáil 
to discard the divcrsion that has becn 
orcated on this motion and to come 
down to th\í purpose for which the Pre- 
sidcnt has movcd it. A Deputy—more 
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by implieation than otherwise—has 
becn charged with offences against the 
dignity oi* the Dáil. The President 
offcrod a Oommittoe and 1 think it fully 
meets the ease. It is the duty of the 
Dáil not to delegate its duties to the 
eourts or to lawyers or, I was going to 
say, to professors, but it is its duty to 
inquire into this business. Deputy 
Cooper, who had a motion on this 
matter and upon which th(‘ President 
has now submitíed his motion, took a 
standpoint with whieh I disagrce. 1 
take a higher view. As an old Parlia- 
mentarv hand I believc that he takes 
the ground of expedieney, whereas 1 
take the ground of right, and I say that 
it is the right of the Dáil when one of 
its m<*mbers is impeaehed that it should 
take eognisanee of it and inquire into 
it. Deputy O’Sullivan with something 
of the mediaeval rnind went back to a 
period of a very long timc ago, and I 
thought until I look(»(í across the cham- 
ber tiiat it was the Attorney-General 
who was speahing. Apparently what 
he wished to imprcss on the Dáil was 
that nobody except a lcgal man 
eould inquire whether this charge was 
right or wrom». This is a plain qucs- 
tion. A nnmiber of the Dáil is charged, 
or ratht*r suggestions of charges are 
madc against him. and it is our duty to 
inquire into that. aml the President has 
fairly and honestly met it by his pro- 
posal. and 1 propose to votc for it. 

Mr. ALTON: I advocated the forma- 
tion of a Oommittee on the last occa- 
sion in the interests of expcdition. We 
were told that there was an enormous 
mass of evidenee whieh would l>e almost 
impossible to ]>rint in 'a short time. I 
thought that the best way in which the 
Dáil eould get at the facts would be for 
a small Pornmittcc to select the evidence 
relevant to the allcged miseonduct of 
any Deputies. Xow that the Presideiit | 
has agreed to publish all the (‘videnee, 

I, lik(* Deputy Davin, do not see why 
sueh a Conunittee should be formed at 
all. Members of the Dáil, perhaps, 
could peruse that cvidence for them- 
selves, come to tlieir own conclusions. 
and make motions, perhaps, as a result 
of the perusal of that evidence. There 
is a point, however, that t^oubles me, 
like T)eputy O’Sullivan, and that is the 
question of eonfidential documents. I 


think we should respect such docu- 
ments, and I think that in the publica- 
tion of such evidence some steps should 
be taken to coneeal, at least, the iden- 
tity of certain ofíieials. If the Presi- 
dent agrees to publish the wholc of tli<r 
| evidence I think we might now return 
ou our steps and go ou the lines of IV- 
puty Cooper’s origiual motion. 

Mr. GOOD: I understand when tn«s 
matter was undcr discussion beforc, in 
coiinection with Deputy Cooper's 
motion, that the reason th(* Committee 
was set up was to avoid publication of 
all th(» evidencc, but possibly I may 
have misunderstood the position. How- 
cver, I understood that the object of 
the Committee was to go into this evi- 
dencc, and sec as a result of that in- 
quiry what portion of it ought to De 
published. I could not help feeling at 
the time that this Committee was bcing 
considered that uiuler all th(* cir- 
cumstances of the case, and taking 
all the interests into account, 
the best and wisest coursc for 
tlie Dáil to havc adopted was to 
have the cvidence pubJished, and leáve 
it to anybody who had any gricvance to 
take any course that was open to bim. 
In view of what has transpired sinec, 1 
am convinced that is the proper line to 
tako. The motion the President has 
tabulated may elucidatc mattcrs, but T 
do not think it will prevent anybody 
who has a grievance from taking the 
matter further if he desires. I am not 
quite satisfiiíd how the work of íhe 
Committec is going to help to clear the 
atmosphore. . Clause 2 of the proposal 
put forward by the President stac^s 
that the Committee is to give the oppor- 
tunity to thosc aggrieved to put for- 
ward their grievances, and have an in- 
quiry into them. T think that is the 
correct intcrpretation of the Clause. 
The aggrieved parties may say that in 
the absence of thc whole of the evi- 
dencc they cannot make their case, and 
that they should have all the evidenee 
and documents put before the Commit- 
tee in order to make their case. I do 
not see exactly how those parties who 
will be examined by the Committ.ee are 
to make their case without the evi- 
dence. Surely if all the evidence given 
is to be made public it is just as w.ell to 
make it public and allow these people 
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to take any steps they like. It \v«ts 
pointcd out that a eertain number of 
eonfidential documents, which I sup- 
pose would be evidencc subsequcnt!y, 
have notes on them of a confidentla! 
character. May 1 say, as a business 
man, that that' is a practice that ought 
not to be cncouraged in Government 
Departments. Where letters are re- 
ceived from outside it is, of cours'\ 
quite possible to attach on the file a!l 
thc documents eontaining eonfidential 
and departmental iníormation. But, 
surely, if these letters had been re- 
ceived from outside bodies other than 
Government officials, received in the or 
dinaiy course of business, it should not 
be the practice of these departments to 
have confidential information from dif- 
ferent officials written on the íaee of 
these letters. As I understand—I may 
be wrong, possibly it is not so, and I 
hope it is not so—some of these letters 
have been recei\ r (*d and reports a- - 
tached to them. I do not know whether 
it will be necessary to publish these va- 
ports, but if they have been sent in bv 
diíferent departments to be considereii 
by the Committee, then I am afraid tbat 
these departments, havin»- taken the 
responsibility of sending that confiden- 
tial information to the Committee, will 
also have to accept the responsi- 
bility, in view of that action, of 
having’ the confidential information 
published. So far as I can see, as onií 
having no particular interest in the 
matter, I think the proper course of the 
Dáil would be to publish all thc docu- 
ments and leave the matter there. 

The PRESIDENT: I move the acl- 
journmenl for one hour. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : When 
we resume at 2.30 shall we take up 
privatc business, or finish the discus- 
sion on this motion? 

The PRESIDENT : T think we ought 
to finish this matter, and I think therc 
should be agreemcnt on that. 

Mr. JOHNSON : I agree that wr. 
should finish this matter. 

The Dáil adjourned for one hour at 
1.30 p.m. 

On resuming at 2.30 p.m., 

Major MYLES: I am in agreement 
with the President's action, but the 
only point I would like to bring out 


stron«ly is on this question of the ap- 
pointment of a Committee. In my 
opinion that Committee should be 
s(‘lected first of all for its knowledge oí 5 
the law of evidence, and secondlv it 
should he selected in such a manner 
that it wouhl bc far rcmoved from any 
insinuation of party politics. I thiníc 
that ('Oinmittee, i£ appointed in that 
manner, would present a suitabh* re- 
port to the Dáil, a report upon which 
the Deputies couhl arrive al some con- 
clusion. These doeuments publishcd in 
their entirety Avould l>e things tliat the 
ordinarv Deputy wquld not eare to 
wad(* through. Evon by reading over 
these documents, very few Deputies 
would l)e in a position to forn: a eon- 
lusion. lf you seleeted a Committee of 
the nature 1 have suggcsted, it would 
put beí'ore the Dáil—who rcally wouhi 
be the final judge in this niatter—their 
earefully eonsidcred findings. This 
Committee eannot in any way bc rc- 
gardcd as a Court of Tnquiry. It would 
put before the Dáil relevant mattei* 
only. from whieh the Dáil eould judge. 
Even if the entirc doeuments wcrc pub- 
lished, I believe nine-tenths of the Dáil 
would not be in a sufficiently weli- 
informed position to judgc. The ap- 
pointment of this Committcc would 
also get away from the diffieulty that 
seems to arise by the publieation of con- 
fidcntial documents. If those docu- 
ments are relevant let them bc given, 
by all means, but, if not, let thern lx* 
kept out. 

Mr. 0’MAH0NY: To my mind, thcre 
are three methods in whieh this mattcr 
may bc dealt with. One is by the erea- 
tion of a Committce, sueh as is sug- 
gested by thc President; that is, a lav 
Committee. From statemcnts that have 
been made, that a good deal of the evi- 
denee tcndercd would not be tenchered 
if the Committee was a judicial one, I 
thinlv that would bc placing a lav Com- 
mittcc in a falsc position to dcal with 
this mattcr. Thc second altcrnative 
would be the appointment o£ a Judieial 
Committee. I certainlv would favour 
that, as against the Committee proposed 
by the President. That Committeo 
would be able, by reason of its legal 
knowledge, to eliminate much of the 
mattcr that, was presented in the firsi 
instance, and which ought not to come 
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[Mr. O'Mahonj'.] 

bcforc tbe Dáil. 1 think the appoint- 
ment of either Committee' is not advis- 
able. We have no definite statements, 
by reason of whieh we should come to 
Ihe conelusion that all the evidence 
should not, in the first instance, be pre- 
sented to tho membcrs of the Dáil. I 
am in favour of the position taken up 
by Deputies O’Sullivan, Davin and 
ílood, that the bctter coursc to pursiu» 
is the publication and circulation of thc 
evidenee, and documcnts reiating to 
that evidencc, that was tendered to the 
Committee. Then lct the Dáii. or the 
individuals concerned, detcrmine what 
thcir aetion ought to be in these eir- 
cumstances. When all the evidence has 
been put bcfore the Dáil, lct the mem- 
bers be the judgc of what is tiie dcsir- 
able course to follow. Let íhe indivi- 
dual, if he feels that hc has suffcred in 
any way, be entitlcd to take the initia- 
tive in defenec of his personal eharac- 
tcr; but a lay Oommittec dealing witii 
the volumiuous cvidence that has been 
presented to t.he Hroadcasting Commit- 
tcc'—evidenec that admittedly is not 
cvidence that would have bcen tcn- 
dered under lay eonditions—would only 
tend to make eonfusioi: worse con- 
founded. For these roasons. J favour 
the coursc suggested bv Dcputie^ 
O’Sullivan, Davin and Oood 

The PRESIDENT : Might i intervcne 
for a moment lo say that I cxplainod 
while Dcputy Davin was spcaking what 
my view was on thc publieation of th(‘ 
cvidcncc. It was that whcn the two 
committeos would report all that mat- 
ter would be submittcd. Now, to pre- 
vent any misunderstanding, and to 
make matt< k rs perfcctly elear, and to 
show, as thc Amerieans say, that De- 
puty Davin has not anything “on me” 
in regard to that, it was not brought 
out by Deputy Davin’s statement, but 
was made by me in the first instanee 
here when introdueing the motion. 

Mr. JOHNSON: The motion of the 
President does not quite embody what 
I thought the wiscr proccdure to adopt. 
But I recognise that thero may have 
been nractical difficulties in thc wav of 
carrying through what T suggested on j 
tho last oceasion. I think that the end | 
that Psought can and will be achieved 


by this motion of the President, bcar- 
ing in mind what he said in the 
opening, and what he has rcpeated two 
or threc times, that it involvcs the pub- 
lication of alí the cvidence tendered, 
documentary and oral, omitting only 
sueh Dcpartmental doeuments as werc 
communicatcd from oue officer to ano- 
ther. Some Deputies liave spoken in 
favour of thc puhlicatiou of any such 
documents. Well, I take it that our 
intention is that the Miuister respon- 
sible for the department is responsible 
íor any matters of tliat kind, and that 
we ought not to place subordinate 
officers of the departnient in a posit-ion 
of direct rcsponsibility to the Dáil, but 
thaf we should expect that the Minister 
vvill bo msponsible for any such pro- 
cedure. If one may speak of onc’s 
knowledge as a membcr of the Com- 
mittee, so far as my examination of thc 
documents is eonccrned, nobody will be 
onc halt!penny thc worse in regard to 
all these documents of an inter-dcpart- 
mental natnre, because they only dcal 
with such matters as the wave lcngths, 
fcilowalts, and the like. 

1 said last week that I di'sii’ed the 
publication of all the ovidence that had 
been put forward, doeiunentary aud 
oral, liut that I wanted the Dáil to be 
fair to every person coneerned. It is 
an easy thing to say publish, publish, 
but if publieation means injustice to 
any citizen, and mcans prejudicing tlio 
position of that citizen, without giving 
that citizen an opportuuity to state his 
sicle of the case, then I say it is not the 
duty of thc Dáil, no matter how many 
ncvvspapers dcmand the publication, no 
matter how many Deputies dernaiid 
publication, to publish tliem. We must 
bc just to the persons implicatcd. My 
(losirc was and is not only for publica- 
tion but for justico at tho same time, 
and any person vvhos(‘ name has come 
forward in the course of the evidenec 
should have an opportunity to ktiow 
what had been said about him and to 
state his answer to anv such statemont, 
and thosc answcrs should be published 
at the samo time as the statcment had 
bcen publish('(l. That, I think, will be 
achieved by this proccdure that the 
President has outlined. While I rcpeat 
1 do not think it is ideal. I believe it 
will serve the requisite purpose, and 
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I intend to support the motion. Now, 
things have been said and written and 
printed in regard to the attitude of the 
Committee and in regard to my own 
attitude on this matter. I should like 
to say a word about that. The Corn- 
mittee is with the President, and it is 
with Deputy Cooper, unanimously I be- 
lieve, in agreeinp as to the desirability 
of all the evidence that has been put 
forward being’ made public. But I 
think with equal unanimity it is agreed 
that an opportunity to state any rebut- 
ting case should be given to any per- 
sons whose names have been brought 
into the discussion. The rights of the 
Press have bcen pleaded, and sugges- 
tions and imputations of a desire for 
secrecy for the purpose of cloaking 
have been broadcasted. I think, with- 
out intending it, Deputy Magennis, 
when he spoke-—1 think he used the 
words over-generosity on my part—was 
taken to have used that term as a sort 
of euphemism for a desire to suppress 
information, and that I was*trying to 
be too lenient to culprits. Deputy 
Magennis will not support that view at 
all, I am sure, and I think it will turn 
out when our desire has been at- 
tained, that any action that I have 
taken in this matter will certainly not 
support the suggestion that 1 have been 
trying to cloak any fault of anybody. 

I would like to say tliat it is by vir- 
tue of a. general belief in the fairness 
of thc Press and in Press reports that 
there has grovcn up within the last cen- 
tury or so a sort of tacit agreement to 
the right of the Press to attend public 
assemblies and the like. In the main 
the Press has hithcrto gencrally recog- 
nised the responsibilities which should 
accompany and* had always to bc recog- 
nised as accompanying rights in these 
matters. But when one comes into 
contact with a Press which seems to 
go out of its way to suppress and dis- 
iort news it raises the question in one's 
mind, no matter how fair onc de- 
sires to be, whcther that right which 
has been tacitly agreed upon should be 
maintained, and whether the recogni- 
tion of responsibility should not go 
with rights cn thc part of the Press as 
with everybody else. 

One particular newspaper, the “ Irish 
Independent ”—others are not much 
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less culpable, if at all—is particularly 
offensive in the way it distorts and sup- 
presses news. 1 care not one jot about 
its opinions, but in its suppression and 
distortion of news it puts itself out of 
eourt when it demands a right of pub- 
licity, because publicity of that kind 
requires a fair statement of both sides 
of tho ease. I am not expressing 
merely my own opinion in this matter. 
I am expressing an opinion that is very 
nearly universal and certainly repre- 
sentative of all shades of opinion 
amongst public men, and I think it well 
in this discussion to draw attention to 
that public opinion in regard to the 
attitudo of that partieular ncwspaper, 
and perhaps to a lesser extent of the 
newspapers in this country in general. 
If we eould rely upon a fair presenta- 
tion of a ease, and if experience had 
not taught us that not merely sensa- 
tional tit-bits would be printed, I do not 
supposc any member of the Committee 
would have formed a majority against 
the admission of thc Press to the pro- 
ceedings of that Committce. But it 
was a reeognition born of expcrience 
that only sensational tit-bits, prejudi- 
cial to the interests of witnesses, and 
of people referred to by witnesses, 
would be published, and not a fair por- 
trayal of the evidence brought forward 
—it was that influenccd them. I desire 
the publication of cvery item of evi- 
dence, and I desire the publication of 
every statement in refutation of 
charges or imputations that may be put 
in by any person who feels himsclf 
aggrieved. But I just want to say this, 
that the curiosity-mongers and the 
morbitity-merchants will say, What 
was all the pother about, M because 
most of them are not so much inte- 
rested in clean public afPairs as they 
are interested in sifting out garbage. 

POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. J. 
J. WALSH) : With your permission, 
A Chinn Comhairle, I beg to move the 
following amendment:—■“ That all the 
evidence, oral and written, tendered to 
the special Committee on Broadcasting, 
and on which the interim report was 
based, be reported to the Dáil forth- 
with.” 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Is that 

x2 
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[An Ceann Comhairle.] 
the same as Deputy Cooper’s original 
motion, which was withdrawn^ 

Mr. WALSHr No, not precisely the 
same, ánd it is not the same wording*. 
Nobody who listened to the debate here 
this day week, and also to-day, could 
possibly have come to any other con- 
clusion, but that the right and proper 
thing to do in the peculiar circum- 
stances surrounding this case is to pub- 
lish the entire evidence bcaríng on 
broadcasting without any further de- 
lay. If there was ever any great fakc 
built up by Press stunts in our time, 
it is the fake with which wc are now 
dealing. I remember, and many Depu- 
ties here remember, a play called The 
Showing up of Blanco Posnet. ,> This 
particular play was staged for a Lon- 
don Theatrc on a eertain night, and tlie 
authorities tliere decided, for one rea- 
son or another, that it should be pro- 
claimcd. Then it was fetcned along 
here, and on its first appearance the 
Theatre was almost rushed, because oi 
the false position created in London by 
its proclamation. Two or three nights 
later the seats wcre empty. Now, that 
is precisely what you are dealing with 
here. You have had before this Com- 
mittee, the dry, uninteresting matter-of- 
fact Departmental evidence, as to why 
a particular scheme set forth by it 
should be accepted in prefercnce to 
some other scheme, and you have liad 
numerous countless little and big docu- 
ments bearing upon that. Now, in ad 
dition to this mattcr-of-fact material, 
you have had just what one might term 
an interesting diversion—something 
that gave the proceedings an element 
or appearance of sensation. An ar- 
rangement was made between a mem- 
ber of one of the participating 6om- 
panies and a member of this House— 
an arrangement dating back soine 
eighteen months or two years ago—an 
arrangement that, perhaps, once 
thrown upon the full public screen may 
not after all prove to be such an extra- 
ordinary, or such a mighty, sensation 
as appeared on tho surface. That is all 
you have—nothing more or less than 
dry Departmental material, bearing on 
a proposal brought forward by the Min- 
ister, on the one hand, and an arrange- 
ment which may, or may not, be morah 
depending very much upon the mind 


of thc particular reader, between two 
individuals, dating back a couple^ of 
years ago. There is the whole thing 
I that we have had this Press mountain 
built upon. My own opinion is that 
those of thc public who read this evi- 
dence will regard it as a waste of 
time. They will find that they have 
been grievously misled and very seri- 
ously disappointed; that, as a matter of 
faet, there is nothing in the w r hole af- 
fair. If the evidcnce bearing on broad- 
casting had been made publie from the 
start, all this talk and annoyance would 
have been avoided. I do not say for 
one instant that the Committee pre- 
vented the Press from being* present; I 
do not suppose the matter ever arose, 
and, in all probability, if it had arisen 
at the outset, the Committee would 
have had no great objection to inviting 
the Press. It only arose when half tht 
investigation was through, and had the 
Press been introduced at that stage, I 
do agree it is quite possible that quite 
an erron^ous impression might have 
been ereated frorn the evidence ad- 
duced fi*om that forward. I do think 
the Committee were justified in not per- 
mitting thc Press to come along* at that 
'stage, but l think, in the light of w r hat 
has happened in the interval, it would 
have beeu better to have admitted them 
from the outset. 

A Deputy reminds me that it was never 
refused. That is true; it was never re- 
fused. This niust be said for the Com- 
mittee: the Press was well aware of the 
first meeting of the Broadcasting Com- 
mittee and it was then their duty to 
make the application. I do say this, 
further, that if the Committee should 
decide, even now, to permit the Press 
to bc present at its meetings, it ought 
likewise to insist that nothing but a 
verbatim report should appear in the 
Press—not a garbled report. It is pos- 
sible for the Press grossly, and per- 
haps unintentionally, to mislead the 
reader in regard to the evidence. I do 
not agree wdth the President's proposal 
in this matter, for the very obvious 
reason that it. does not matter how 
many Committees you setup or what. 
the findings of the Committee w r ill be in 
regard to this whole subject, you will 
not eonvincc the publie that 
s o’cloch. something has not been with- 
held. You are simply wasr- 
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ing your tirne and the public will tell 
you that thesc* Committces are being 
set up to blindfold them. We know 
that is not the. case but no argument 
here will convmee the public that it is 
not. Beeause of that fact, it is our duty 
to invite them to be their own Com- 
mittee, to be their own judge and jury 
and to place the material for their 
judgment right into their hands. It 
is a pity it was not, done long ago. I 
would appeal to tho Dáil as a member 
responsible for at least some of the 
trouble—rcsponsible for the depart- 
ment—here and now to decide that this 
farce has gone i'ar enough and that thc 
time has come when the public must 
get what they look for—the cvidence. 

I. therefore, wish to move the amend- 
ment which I have just read and I sin- 
cerely hope the ílouse will endorse it. 

Amendment re-read at request of Mr. 
Johnson. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Before 
we proceed further, perhaps the Minis- 
ter would say what he means by the 
words “ reported to the Dáil ”? 

Mr. WALSH: I mean “ printed and 1 
eirculated.” 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Shall we 
insert, then, “ printed and circulated 
to Deputies ” instead of the phrase 
used in the amendment ? 

Mr. WALSH: Yes. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : The am- 

endment, as amended, would then read: 

“ That all evidence, oral and written, 
tendered to the Special Committee on 
Wireless Broadcasting, on which the 
interim report was based, be printed 
and circulated to Deputies forthwith.” 
What doés the Minister mean by 
“ forthwith ”? 

Mr. WALSH: As soon as possible. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : In order 
that there may be no misunderstanding 
I should say that I am informed that 
the evidence on which the interim re- 
port was based would occupy about 500 
columns—that is to say about 250 
pages—of the Official Report, or about 
half of one of the bound volumes. The 
printing of that, I understand, would 


take at least three weeks. Then there 
are other considerations which Dc- 
puties, if they are going to discuss this 
rnatter to a conclusion, sliould have re- 
gard to. If, as is usual, the witnesses 
who appeared before the Committee 
are to be given proofs of their evidence 
and allowed a day or two days for 
verbal corrections, another delay of a 
week or more would be involved. It 
is pointed out to me by the people re- 
sponsible, tliat the Postmaster-General, 
for exaniple, was examined on more 
than five oceasions and that if his evi- 
dence were submitted to him he would 
requirc a certain amount of time to 
read it before publication. 

Mr. WALSH : A few days would 
suffice. I would like to be clear on one 
point. It would be well if we made up 
our minds as to whether or not depart- 
mental documents are to be included. 
It appears to me that the feeling of 
the House is strongly against their in- 
clusion. On the other hand, it may 
be wrong for me to suggest that they 
should not be included. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Could 
the Minister give an example in order 
to make the point clear? 

Mr. WALSH: I can see no point 
whatever in their inclusion. I, in my 
evidence, took entire responsibility for 
the Post Office, without referring to 
those documents. None of these docu- 
ments was quoted by me. Therefore, 
they need not necessarily form part 
of the report. It is, as I say, a matter 
for the Dáil and one that will form a 
precedent, so that it ought to be de- 
cided upon carefully. My own feeling 
is that they ought not to be included. 

Mr. ALTON: I think these docu- 
ments should be included, but I would 
suggest that in some way or other the 
identity of the writers should be hid- 
den. I thinlv the signatures might be 
suppressed. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Does the Deputy 
not realise that the identity of a writer 
on a technical matter cannot be 
hidden ? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: That is 
quite clear in the case of a person who 
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lAn Ceann Comhairle.] 
makes a report to the Postmaster- 
General on engineering. 

Major COOPER : On a point of order, 
has the amendment been seconded? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : It has 

not been even properly moved yet. 
Deputy Johnson desired to make a sug- 
gestion. Has he any point to raise 
now? 

Mr. JOHNSON: I want to raise the 
point that it would not only serve the 
Postmaster-Generars desire, but that 
it would serve the public requirements 
better, if he did not put in those words, 
“ on which the interim report was 
based,” but that the evidence should 
be published up-to-date, that every- 
thing tendered up to this moment, and 
subsequently, should be published. 

Mr. WALSH: As a rnattcr of fact, 
that is what I had intended. If there 
;s any reason for the removal of any 
particular words referring to the in- 
terim report I will not object. 

Professor MAGENNIS : Is tlie 
amendment in order? Is it to be read 
with thc original or in substitution for 
it? 

Mr. WALSH: Substitution, in my 
meaning. 

Professor MAGENNIS: In that in- 
terpretation I beg to seeond the amend- 
ment, if you, sir, will accept it. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : There is 
another point. The amendment is al- 
most the same as the motion that was 
proposcd bv Deputy Cooper, and with- 
drawn by him on a particular undc T '- 
standing. 

Professor MAGENNIS : Except as re- 
gards the word “ forthwith. M Arising 
now, in eonnection with an alternative 
proposal, I would submit that it alters 
the situation radically. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Strange 
to say, I took the word “ forthwith ” 
out of the amendment myself. I am 
not making the point in order to rule 
this amendment out of ordcr, but on a 
different question altogether. Deputy 
Cooper proposed a motion on Thurs- 
day, the 14th February, and withdrew 


it on a certain understanding. The 
President agreed that he would bring 
in a motion which he then thought 
would meet with the wishes of every 
member of the Dáil. He has done so, 
and it is clear that the motion does not 
meet with the approval of every mem- 
ber of the Dáil. Subsequent to the 
withdrawal of Deputy Cooper’s motion 
I stated that there was nothing to pre- 
vent Deputy Cooper bringing his mo- 
tion on again. Without adverting to 
the question of order, I . wonder 
whether, if the motion is being per- 
sisted in, the Postmaster-General would 
not allow Deputv Cooper to movc his 
original motion, if he so desires. If 
Deputy t'Ooper does not so desiro, the 
Postmaster-Cíeneral eould move this 
one. 

ATTORNE Y-GENER AL : M ay I 

point out that the two are consistent? 
It is the understanding of the Dáil that 
all the evidenee is to be printcd and eir- 
eulated. 

Professor MAGENNIS: That does 
not appear anywhere in this resolu- 
tion. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : There is no 
inconsistency between the President’s 
motion and the unanimous understand- 
ing of the Dáil that the evidence will be 
printed and eireulated. I suggest it is 
not really an amendment but a sub- 
stantive motion. I do not know whether 
the President would accept it in con- 
junction with his own motion. It 
seems to me that the two are quite con- 
sistent. The President goes further. 
He offers an opportunity, as Deputy 
Johnson has explained, to persons who 
may be affected by this evidence. One 
gathers that there are persons outside 
Ihe Dáil whose names came up in the 
course of the inquiry, and the motion 
gives them an opportunity of putting 
t.heir answer on record and having it 
published at the same time as the evi- 
dence. I think the general sense is 
that this evidence is to be all printed 
and published, and that this special 
Committee was for the purpose of see- 
ing that there should be justice done 
to people against whom charges may be 
published under the protection of the 
privilege of the Dáil. Someone has 
said “ Leave them to their own course; 
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lgave them to their own initiative.' ’ If 
you do that, they have to act without 
the protection of the privilege that 
they would get by publication through 
the records of the Dáil. I suggest that 
in common justice to these people it is 
absolutely essential. 

I want to make one observation with 
reference to something that Deputy 
Davin said. It is this: that I would ask 
the Dáil not to elosc down by accepting 
Deputy Davin’s view, the possibility of 
the Dáil considering the conduct of any 
Deputy. I think it is recognised as one 
of the powers of the Parliament. if. for 
instance, disgraceful conduet has been 
shown against a Deputy, to consider 
ccrtain action. Deputy Davin rathcr : 
indicated that such a course was not to 
bc eonsidered. I merely mentioned it 
for the purpose of protesting, as I could 
ndt accept that view, and I suggest it to 
the Dáil. I would urge that the Post- 
master-GeneraPs motion is not an 
amendment. The sense of the Dáil is 
that all the evidenee should be pub- j 
lished, but I am sure the sense of jus- [ 
tice of the Dáil will be that, in the 
terms of the President’s motion, per- 
sons whose namcs, from whatever mo- 
tive, appear on the face of ihat evi- | 
dence, should be given an opportunity 
of making, under the same protection 
of the privileges of the Dáil, their an- 
swer to any imputations that may have 
been put on record against them. 

Major BRYAN COOPER: I am not 

disposed to withdraw my motion in fa- 
vour of that of the Postmaster-General 
for two reasons. It is not that the PosU 
master-General has, in the language of 
“ Blanco Posnet, M “ staked out my 
claim. M I have no feeling of that kind 
whatever. I put this motion on the pa- 
per as an ordinary average individual 
member of the Dáil, not concerned in 
this dispute in any way whatever. If 
this matter is to be investigated, it 
should be investigated, either on the 
motion of the leader of the Dáil, or on 
the motion of some ordinary member 
not concerned. The Postmaster- 
General is one of the parties to this dis 
pute, and it would give the whole thing 
a wrong focus if we act on his motion. 
That is my first reason. My second rea- 
son refers to a difficulty referred to in 
more than one quarter, the fact that 


offieial documents, and the views of in- 
dividual officials, have been laid before 
the Committee. I agree that it would 
bc absolutely wrong to place these offi- 
cials in a position where they might be 
held up to criticism or odium. The per- 
son responsible for laying these docu- 
ments before the Committec was the 
Postmaster-General. He did it with a 
good motive. He wished to show that 
he was kccping nothing back, br was 
plaeing all his cards on the tab- . But 
his action was entirely contrar> to con- 
stitutional precedent. 

Mr. WALSH: No. 

Major COOPER: Thc Minister is re 
sponsible for his officials and cannot de- 
volve blame on the shoulders of his offi- 
cials if he acts on the advicc or refuses 
the adviee of his officiais. He is the 
sole person responsible, and ought not, 
by putting in the views of his offieials, 
attempt to divert responsibility from 
his own shoulders. That is an import- 
ant issue from the constitutional point 
of view and from the whole working 
of the (Ivil Serviee. I feel bound to 
assert that view. If Dcputy Magennis 
wishes to correct me he ean do so. For 
these two reasons I do not feel disposed 
to withdraw any claim I may have. I 
would suggest that it is evident tho 
President ’s proposals do not meet with 
anvthing likc the unanimous approval 
of the Dáil. It is very important in 
this matter that, we should have as 
much unanimity as possible. Would it 
meet the case—I put it forward as a 
suggcstion—if on Wedncsday I were to 
revive my rnotion in this form:— 

“ That the evidence submitted to 
the Wireless Broadcasting Commit- 
tee and the doeuments read in con- 
nection therewith, or on which evi- 
dence was taken, togethcr with anv 
other statements relevant to che 
matter, should be printed and 
íirculated ”? 

When I say any other statements rele- 
vant to the matter I wish to meet 
points raised by Deputy Johnson and by 
the Attorney-General. I think it is only 
common fairness that when a person*» 
name has been mentioned in evidence. 
and where he may even be ignorant 
that his name has been mentioned, he 
should be sent a proof of the refer- 
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enees made to him and be entitled to 
snbmit any statement he wishes in re- 
ply. Any such statements may be pro- 
vided as an appendix to the evidence 
and will then be protected by the privi- 
lege of the Dáil. There will be no un- 
fairness to anyone. Any wstatemenls 
that have been made, the person about 
whom they have been made will be 
entitled to rcfute them. That will get 
over the question of publication of 
what may seem one-sided or partiai 
evidence. I hope that that suggestion 
may commend itself to the Dáil. 

Professor MAGENNIS : I do not, I 
must confess, know where precisely we 
are. Am I now to speak on the orig- 
inal motion or in support of the amend- 
ment, or, as I desire. in refutation, so 
far as I may be able to refute it, of J 
what was said bv the Attorney-Oeneral 
and by Deputy Cooper? | 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : I thougbt 
Deputy Magennis was rising to a point 
of order about the amendment. 

Professor MAGENNIS : You allowed 
two speeehes to be made and I have 
lost my bearings, I eonfess, on the 
point of whether this amendment is in 
order or not. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Before 
the Deputy proceeds I wish to say that 
I misunderstood the word “ forth- 
with, ,> and I took it out as being un- 
necessary. From what the Attorney- 
General has stated. it appears that the 
Postmaster-General intended the word 
“ forthwith ” to have a meaning, and 
it should be left in. That is to say, he 
intends that the cvidence taken up to 
the presentation of the Interim Report, 
or the evidence taken up to date should 
be printed at the earliest possible mo- 
ment. Does the Postmaster-Gencral 
mean by the amendment to delete all 
words after “ that 99 in the motion— 

“ That a committee be appointed — 
and substitute “ all evidenee, oral and 
written, tendered to the Special Com- 
mittee on Wireless Broadcasting, and 
on which the Interira Report was based, 
be printed and circulated to the Depu- 
ties forthwith?” 

Mr. WALSH: Yoa, I thinl: on rhe 


whole that the best form. The words 
were changed so oLfen since I passed 
the paper over that it is difficult to 
follow them. I fancy that that rcading 
would meet the situaiion. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : It gives 
a meaning to thc word “ forthwith, ,, 
and prevents the point that the 
Attorney-General made from coming 
on. 

Professor MAGENNIS: That is my 

interpretation of the amendmont, and 
on that reading I beg to sccond it. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: On that 
, reading of it, it seems to me to be in 
j reality a substantive motion w r hich will 
come on by itself, and not as an amend- 
ment. 

Professor MAGENNIS: It is. reaHy. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : That is my 
objection. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: It is 

meant completely to displaee the Pre- 
sident’s motion. I think his motion 
niust eithcr be withdrawn or defeated 
first, and then a motion in terms such 
as the Postmaster-General desires will 
be properly in order. The President's 
motion is still before us. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Mav I suggest that 
the only issue is whether a new com- 
mittee should be set up, or whether the 
original committee should take charge 
of the publication of the report. That 
is the residuum of the discussion. Pro- 
bably the best rcason w r hy thc present 
eommittee should be relieved of this 
particular responsibility is that it wants 
to do its original work. If that ques- 
tion is going to trouble the Dáil very 
much I have no doubt that the Com- 
mittee will be quite agreeable to post 
pone its original work, if the Dáil de- 
cides, so that thc preparation of the 
evidence for publication shall be pro- 
ceeded with first. I suggest that the 
motion and the amendment might well 
be embodied in one motion, and the 
sense of the Dáil taken upon it. 

Mr. WALSH: Not exactly. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: I do net 

like the phrase—and I am sure Deputy 
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Johnson will not like it —“ the evi- 
dence prepared for publication. M The 
only preparation for publication that 
the evidence will undergo is a prepara- 
tion that any such document avíII neces- 
sarily get from the officer of the Dáil, 
who is called the Editor of Debates, 
whose duty it will be to read and ar- 
range it so that it will be intelligible. 

Mr. JOHNSON: And submit. it to the 
persons concerned for verbal corrcc- 
tions. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Yes, but 
the word “ preparation ” should not 
be allowed to create in the minds of De- 
puties or anybody else the idea that 
:inyone will in any way tamper with the 
evidenee. There is a necessary gap be- 
tween the motion of the Dáil directing 
the evidence to be published and the 
actual appearance of the printed docu- 
ment. The documents are now ready 
tí> be sent to the printer, so that. pre- 
paratien to that. extent is over. The 
difTerence appears to be whethcr the 
♦widence should be published now; 
that the Editor of Debates should 
simply take what he has now and give 
it to th*e printers, read the proofs and 
get it published and cireulated; or that 
Paragraph B. of the motion of the Pre- 
sident should be acted on, either by the 
Broadcasting Committee or some other 
Committee. If that is the difference 
that Deputy Johnson alludes to, 
“ forthwith, M I think, in the Post- 
master-Generars mind excludes that. 

Professor MAOENNIS: The Post- 
master-General speaks of the general 
sense of the Dáil. I deprecate an im- 
portant decision being arrived at in 
that very nebulous fashion, if indeed 
one could say a decision is arrived at 
aí all. I remember on a former occa- 
sion, in the last. Dáil, I voted for a 
speech of a Minister, and found after- 
wards that what I was bound to was a 
resolution to which the speech had 
little or no relevance. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : The De- 

puty voted for the resolution, surely. 

Professor MAGENNIS: I voted for 
the^ resolution because of the represen- 
tations held out by the Minister in the 
speech. The bait was withdrawn when 
the voters hnd .entered the trap. The ‘ 


i President undcrtook to feel the pulse 
and test the temperature of the Dáil on 
the last occasion, and canie to the con- 
elusion that the trend of opinion was al- 
together in a certain direction. Now it 
t.ranspires that the trend was alto- 
gcther the other way—an additional 
reason Avhy we should not assume that 
there is a general consensus of opinion. 
There is only one way of knowing what 
is tlie general consensus of opinion, and 
that is by having it declared specifi- 
cally. Deputy Cooper is a great autho- 
rity upon constitutional practice and 
procedure in another legislative as- 
sembly, and bccause he is, he has been 
unconsciously misled into something 
which is not quite fair to the Post- 
master-General. We have become so 
accustomed to belabouring thc Post- 
master-General that it is quite refresh- 
ing to have an opportunity of saying 
something in his favour. 

Mr. WILSON : If it can be saul. 

Professor MAGENNIS: The Post- 
master-General is an External Minister. 
His Deparlment is an example of that 
fantastie contrivance which was intro- 
duced to the disfigurement of our Con- 
stitution. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : Question. 

Professor MAGENNIS: An External 
Ministry is responsible directly and ex- 
clusively to the Dáil. At least, it is 
until the Ministries Bill has been 
passed. When this Broadcasting Com- 
mittee was appointed to inquire into 
the White Paper, and began its session, 
we demanded every document. from the 
Postmaster-GeneraHs Department that 
had any bearing whatsoever upon th°, 
inquiry we instituted. Certain officials 
of his Department pleaded privilege, 
that documents were confidential. We 
told them that there could be no plea of 
confidence set. up between a Committee 
of the whole Dáil and an External Min- 
istry. Whereupon every document. of 
every complexion and character was 
given to us. That is the explanation of 
how we came to have this monument of 
memoranda before us. It is hardly fair 
to say that the Postmaster-General is 
now trying to escape the responsibility 
for this, and trying to hide a secret by 
selecting so many of these documents 
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which are to be published and 110 more. 
A point I made on the previous debate 
and which I desire to repeat now, is 
that some of these things are utterly ir- 
relevant to the interim report, and they 
have no bearing on the decision we ar- 
rived at. Deputy Davin, in his very 
admirable speech on the question be- 
fore the interval, spoke of evidence 
where he meant documents. There was 
no irrelevant evidence; there were ir- 
relevant documents. 1, unfortunately— 
I regret it exceedingly—in supporting 
Deputy Cooper’s motion on the last oc- 
casion, pointed out the fact that some 
of these were memoranda of a routinc 
order, such as “ Yours of the 23rd re- 
ceived. Due attention will be paid to 
it. M Others were seribbled notes of 
subordinates for the information of 
their chief. 1 suggested that these need 
not necessarily be published, as they 
would add unnecessarily to the bulk of 
the book. That mild suggestion, to 
keep out. irrelevant documents, was im- 
mediately construed by some Deputies 
—Deputy Wilson worked himself into a 
fervour of pious indignation—as a pro- 
posal to suppress evidencc. Now, at 
the end of it all, it is deciared by the 
President, in his proposal for this new 
Committee, that sooner or later all this 
must out. Why not then let it out? 
Already the printers would have been 
at work upon it, and it would have been 
nearer publieation. I think already 
there is a great deal of confusion which 
makes confusion worse confounded. 
Deputy 0 ’Sullivan pointed out that the 
proposal is to set up a Committec of 
five Deputies—not five judges but five 
Deputies—representative, I presume, of 
the various parties in the Dáil. What 
are they to do? Into what are they to 
inquire? The transcript of evidenee is 
to be set before them, and they are to 
find out if in it there are charges or im- 
plieations made against any Deputy or 
other person in the course of the pro- 
ceedings. That is the first stage, but 
there is a further stage. When we have 
discovered that there are charges, we 
are then to afford every opportunity to 
every person who thinks himself ag- 
grieved, to bring forward any state- 
ment in repudiation of any such charge 
as he may think fit. There ai*e two 
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funetions, therefore, to be discharged 
by this new Committee. First, it is to 
edit—I use that in a teehnical sense— 
and to consider all the evidence, orai 
and documentary, and to find out if 
there are imputations in it. 

lt is then to notify the Dáil that 
there is an imputation against A, B or 
C of such a tenor. Then A, B or C, if 
he thinks it worth while, is to come for- 
ward to defend himsclf. Thereupon 
this becomes a judicial inquiry. You 
can call it what vou like, but a name 
will not alter its judicial nature, and it 
is to consider whether these imputa- 
tions are well-founded, so that any 
chance remarlc that occurred during 
the evidence that might be deemcd by 
a super-sensitive person as a reflection 
on his honour or integrity comes before 
the Oommitteo. Then on wliom is the 
onus? Suppose that soine of those who 
made the charges refuse to proceed, not 
because they cannot sustain the charges 
but because they have lost all interest 
in the inatter and will not bother fur- 
ther, then those against whom no 
charge is made—I am assuming there 
is a charge—will, as a Oounty Oourt 
Judge said on a famous occasion, leave 
the eourt without any further stain on 
their character. All this is in substi- 
tution for printing the evidence as 
taken by the Oommittee. I was present 
when Deputy Davin said what I am 
saying now and twiee he was told by 
the President that that was not so. I 
have read this document carefully, and 
I cannot find anything to the effect that 
the evidence as taken by thc original 
Committee is to be published. There is 
not one syllable of a reference to that 
in the document. If the Dáil passes 
this resolution what has it done? It 
has come at least to one conclusion, 
namely, that the proceedings of the 
Broadcasting Committee were, if not 
irregular, at least incomplete, and that 
they required supplementing in some 
such fashion as this. Yet the Dáil, 
after agreeing to some proposals not 
quite specifically disclosed, proceeded 
to pass by unanimous vote the interim 
report furnished by that Committee, al- 
though the Committee did not mention 
one reason in support of three-fourths 
of their findings. You will have thfs 
Dáil, at one and the same time, sup- 
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porting the Committee in its findings, ; 
and likewise setting up another Com> 
mittee to do in proper fashion what it 
had not done in proper fashion. I 
submit that it is not quite consistent. 
It is not consistent logieally, and not 
consistent with the dignity of the Dáil. 

Now, in regard to the way in which 
the business of the Committee was con- 
ducted, it is necessary that I should ex- 
plain a phrase I used on a former occa- 
si 4 on and to which Deputy Johnson ha r ; 
referred. It appears that my speech 
on that occasion was a colossal blunder, 
or rather a series of small blunders. I 
began by declaring that we niust all 
filled with admiration for the gener- 
osity of Deputy Johnson’s attitudc in 
the matter. That is taken to mean 
that I spoke ironically, sarcastically, 
and that I meant that he was trying to 
cloak someone and that it was very 
kind, nice, and charitable of him to at 
tempt to do so. What I intendcd was 
something very different. We had the 
leader of the Opposition doitig whar, 
leaders of Opposition very rarely do, 
taking an attitudc wftich was rather 
in favour of the side he was supposed 
to oppose. It would have been populav, 
highly popular if he had joined in the 
cry to publish the evidence, as we are 
now more than ever aware. but he de* 
liberately took the unpopular attitude 
of saying: “ No, let us not publish all 
the evidence because that would be un- 
fair to certain witnesses who spokc 
without reticence in the belief thar 
they were speaking, more or less, in 
camera and that the evidence would 
not bo broadcasted to the public at 
large.” Purther, Deputy Johnson said 
that he himself had put questions and 
conducted the inquiry in a manner 
which he believed was not quite on the 
lines of absolute regularity. In thar 
way he took the blame upon himself for 
wiiatever irregularity might be alleged 
in the conduct of the inquiry. AU these 
things excited my admiration. It was 
magnanimous on his part. I think it is 
due to Deputy Johnson to make that 
explanation, in view of the fact that 
those who look for other meanings can 
always find other meanings when they 
search for them. I support Deputy 
Johnson's view to a certain limit. Tt 
would be unfair, no doubt, to publish 


the evidence extortcd at times, because 
occasionally the examining inquirers 
adopted in their cagerness to extract 
the truth rather the attitude of prose- 
cuting counsel. Then I said that these 
are the accidents of life. What I 
thought would be perfectly understood 
was this. There arc others concernea 
besides those witnesses who, as Depuly 
Johnson said, told more of the trutli 
than they desired to tell had they legal 
assistance. There are others con- 
cerned. 

Therc is the Postmaster-freneral, for 
example. Charges were made against 
him, and when we dealt with them we 
found them wholly baseless after our 
investigation. I have been charged 
with eloaking the Postmaster-General. 
People will not believe that these were 
lioncst findings. I liave been re- 
proached tliat I have lent mysclf to a 
conspiracy to find a false verdict in 
favour of the Postmaster-General. 
When tliese stories are being circulated, 
sensational reports continue to be made 
about the suppression of trutli. I think 
there is nobody in the Dáil who will not 
support the Postmaster-General in the 
dcmand that all the documents and all 
the evidence given by witnesses in exa- 
mination shall be published forthwith. 
It is due to him. This inquiry in sub- 
gtiíution may last for a considerable 
time, and, then and only then, when 
this has eeased to havc any interest for 
j the public, and when oíher nine davs’ 
j wonders have cropped up, the evidenee 
j will be published, and ít wíll then be 
stalc and uninteresting. What wil! not 
be stale is the recoíleetion of these 
scandalous stories that circulate in the 
whispering galleries of Dublin. These 
! will not be forgotten. I hold that when 
j a Minister is impugned and maligncd in 
this fashion it is the prime interest and 
concern of the Dáil to see if there is 
any remedy, aud that that remedy 
should be instantly applied. To my 
mind the remedy is elcar—the publica- 
tion forthwith of this evidence. If I 
am not too long—and I am tempted to 
be too long this time, for, in my efforts 
to be brief on the former occasion I 
produeed a misunderstanding, especi- 
ally a misunderstanding^ regarding a 
Deputy I hold in the highest esteem, 
Deputy Johnson—it is proposed to re- 
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port to the Dáil the evidenee given in 
support of such charges and imputa- 
tions. What charges or imputations f 
Where are they to be foundf I invite 
you, Sir, to bring your mind back to 
the occasion on whieh Deputy Cooper 
moved this proposal. What charges or 
imputations were then before the Dáil 
with regard to any Deputy? I submit 
none whatever, except those connected 
with the Postmaster-General, and 
alongside the mention of these charges 
was the declaration that they had been 
gone into and had been found to bo 
wholly baseless. Another Deput^’s 
name was mentioned, it is true, but 
there was no charge made against him 
in the interim report. 

The interim report said, tliat amongsl 
the documents on the file furnished by 
the Postmaster-General, was a docu- 
ment in which Mr. Andrew Belton pur- 
ported to make revelations .as to the 
relations which existed between him 
and Dcputy Figgis, at a period long an- 
terior to the broadcasting project. 
There is the first mention of a Deputy, 
and the report goes on to say: “ We 
inquired into these charges and coun- 
ter-charges only in so far as was 
requisite to enable us to form a clear 
judgment as to whether Mr. Bclton was 
a fit person to be a State Coneession- 
aire. ,, I hold there is no charge in that 
against Deputy Figgis, no charge that 
any reasonably-minded man could dis- 
cover. There is the statement that 
eharges are made against him by Mr. 
Belton, and the statement that we did 
not investigate these. It was none of 
our business; whereupon it is proposed 
to set up a quasi judicial inquiry, to be 
carried out by members of the Dáil into 
these eharges, into charges that do not 
exist, into charges that have not been 
formulated. I could very well under- 
stand that proposal being made if the 
evidence had been circulated, and had 
been read, and that someone had said 
here at a subsequent stage to the initia- 
tion of the broadcasting inquiry, that: 
4t Documents containing charges 
against the Deputy have been fur- 
nished, and we cannot let this rest here. 
We must go into it.” That would be 
the natural order, but this unnatural 
course is pursued, that before the report 


I in which that incidcntal reference to 
! the Deputy is contained, before that re- 
! port is given to the Dáil for its. con- 
sideration, a proposition is made in fa- 
vour of making some inquiry into the 
eharges and imputations. What the 
Dáil was asked to do was to consider 
the report of gossips and evil-tongued 
critics, rather than to discuss something 
that has officially come under our no- 
tice. I liold with the Attorney-General, 
that whcn there is something that a,f- 
fccts the honour of a Deputy, and in 
that way incidentally affects the honour 
of the Dáil, it is not only the privilege 
but thc d\\ty of the Dáil to investigate 
it. What is so far discloscd that affects 
the Dáil? If Mr. Belton, or Mr. A.B.C. 
or D., or any other letter of the alpha- 
bct, malvcs any charge against any 
mernber of the Dáil, is the Dáil to set 
up a Court of Inquiry into it? Is it 
fair to do so? If so, we shall have 
nothing else to do for the rest 
of our existence. Any t scurrilous 
newspaper whatevcr may accusc 
me of robbing a bauk, wherc- 
upon a Judi(*ial Committee is sct up to 
inquire into that, and if anybody, say, 
the bank manager or the messcnger, or 
whoever is responsible for locldng up 
the doors at night, thinks he is impli- 
cated in the matter, he is to be rcprc- 
sented by Counscl before the Commit- 
tee, and solemn judgment is to be 
delivered for the benefit of the Dáil. 
The thing is ridiculous. I submit the 
proper course to follow, now that this 
unhappy situation has arisen, is to try 
to make the best and not the worst of 
! it, and to make the best of it is to admit 
frankly that the Committee did pursue 
a course that, after all, was occasion- 
ally in the nature of a roving inquiry, 
but yet it pursued its main objective. 
and that there is no necessity to create 
another inquiry to supersede the Com- 
mittee, for it is, after all, supersediiig 
it. 

I withdraw my proposal of a former 
occasion to except certain documents, 
for on consideration I find it need not 
be done. Here is a simple expedient. I 
learn that the Clerk of the Committee 
had the foresight and industry to stamp 
every document, and every single page 
of every document, officially, and to 
number it, and he has entered in thc 
index every docuriient that was re- 
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ceived. Now, it is quite easy when pub- 
lication is made, to have the documents 
that are particularly pertinent to the 
evidence, given to the public, then along 
with them in the appendix, a list of 
every other document, and to allow any 
member of the Press, or any inquisitive 
member of the public whóse motives 
can be guaranteed to be in the interests 
of truth and sound history, to consult 
these, and they will find that nothing 
in the nature of evidence is being sup- 
pressed. That is a sirnple and practica! 
expedient. What will the publie 
whose attitude of suspicion has becn 
heightened by all thcse debates and bv 
the articles that have been written on 
them, think? Simply that the Dáil has 
been informed secretly by members of 
the Committee that thcre are dreadful 
things, terrible scandals, and that if the 
cvidence were to be published the Dáil 
might close its doors, and the Govern- 
ment might shut down and retire from 
business, and that what we are doing 
is attempting to give the public some- 
thing else to be interested in, which 
will appear to be the samc thing. You 
remcmber the famous work of Swift. 
“ The Tale of a Tub. M It reminds mo 
of the expedient employed bv sailors 
long ago in the days of wooden vessels, 
when a whale was coming too near the 
vessel, and in sportive mood, rnight at 
one stroke of its fluke smash the timbers 
of the vessel, and send all hands to tho 
bottom of the sea. Barrels and tubs 
were thrown out for the whale to play 
with and keep it off. Meanwhile, the 
ship took a different course, and got out 
of the danger zone. This motion will 
be regarded as a tub thrown out to the 
great whale of the public to play with, 
and let it forget all about the evidence 
taken by the Broadcasting Committee. 
Is that desirable? After all, the wisest 
happens to be the most courageous 
course in this matter. Publish every- 
thing in the way that I have suggested. 
I realise, after the speech of Deputy 
Sean Milroy and the speech of Deputy 
"Wilson, that if the Postmaster-General 
were to persist in his proposal, that 
even the least little document should be 
left out, that there are wise people who 
would regard it as a proposal to sup- 
l>ress evidence. 

So, since there is confusion in the 
public mind between documents laid be- 


fore the Committee, to read or not, as 
the Committee pleases, and actual 
evidence given, considered and utilised 
as part of the machinery in bringing 
about our decision—since there is such 
confusion, then let us have everything 
published. It will cost a little more to 
publish, but public anxiety will have been 
allayed, and good work will have been 
done, namely, it will have been proved 
up to the hilt that the allegations 
audaciously made and frequently re- 
peated had nothing in them and had 
nothing to support them, and the pub- 
lic will learn not to be so receptive in 
the futurc of scandalous stories circu- 
lated about public men. 

The MINISTER for HOME AF- 
FAIRS (Mr. O’Higgins) rose. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : We have 
agrecd to sit till 4.30. I take it, it is the 
desire of Deputies to come to a definite 
eonclusion on the motion proposed be- 
I fore 4.30 o’cloeh? 

Mr. WALSH : I would like to make a 
personal correction, arising out of De- 
puty Magennis' speech, if you do not 
mind my doing so. The Deputy, no 
doubt unintentionally, referrcd to some 
charges that had been made against me. 
Of course, he knows that no charges 
were made against me at any time. I 
expect he will be able to correct that. 
part of his speech. What is more grave 
and equally necessitating a correction 
is the remark rnade by Deputy Cooper, 
to the effect that I am attempting to 
discard the responsibilities, or rather to 
shift on to the shoulders of my subor- 
dinates my responsibilities. The Com- 
mittee knows wcll that I was requested 
to furnish all and every document bear- 
ing on this subject, and that I did so 
frankly and fully without any reserva- 
tion. In other words, I simply com- 
plied with the request from xhe Com- 
mittee, nothing more or less. To accuse 
me now, as Deputy Cooper has accused 
me, of trying to shift my responsibility 
for the conduct of my Depariment to 
my subordinates is grossly unfair and 
improper, and not worthy of a Deputy 
of the standing of Deputy Cooper. who 
certainly*ought to know better 

Major OOOPER: As a personal ex- 
planation, I was not a membcr o£ the 
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Committee, and I was not aware, untii 
Deputy Magennis spoke, of the circum- 
stances under which these documents 
were submitted. I now desire to apolo- 
gise to the Postmaster-General and 
withdraw. 

Mr. WALSH: Before the Deputy 
made that statement, which will appear 
no doubt without my correction in the 
daily papers—certainly in the “ Irish 
Times "■—he might have acquainted 
himself with the facts of the case. Dur- 
ing this controversy here, several 
equally foolish statements have been 
made and subsequently withdrawn- 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: Hás not the re 
mark been withdrawn? 

AN CEANN GOMHAIRLE : Yes. 

Mr. WALSH: I accept the with- 
drawal. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: Deputy Magennis 
has made one convert. I do not knov/ 
whether he would regard that result as 
in any way proportionate to hh 
labours. 

Professor MAGENNIS: Oh, yes, 1 
would. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I was a perfunc- 
tory seconder of the President's resolu- 
tion. I seconded it mainly for the pur- 
pose of putting it in ordcr and enablitig 
it to be discussed and also because ac 
the time it seemed to me thc most pro- 
per course to adopt in connection with 
this business. The speeches made by 
Deputy Cooper and Deputy Magennis 
have changed my view. I believe nov/ 
that the best course that the Dáil could 
adopt would be to have all the evidence 
and all the documents which have been 
subniitted to the Committee published, 
after an opportunity had been given to 
anvone mentioned in that evidence or 
in those documents, to submit any 
statement they wish to submit, which 
would be published together with tho 
documents and the evidence considered 
by the Committee. After that, if the 
Dáil, or any member of the Dáil, 
was of opinion that the public charac- 
ter and conduct of any member of the 
Dáil was seriously affected by the pub- 


lished evidence and documents, it 
would be open to any particular 
Deputy to move that a Committee of 
the Dáil be set up to inquire into these 
matters which seem to affect the pub- 
lic character and conduct of that par- 
ticular Deputy. I merely wish to state 
that having seconded the original mo- 
tion my view has been changed by the 
statements that I have listened to this 
aftcrnoon. 

The PRESIDENT: It is unnecessary, 
I expect, to go into any further explan- 
ation of the ipatter of introducing this 
motion. I explained when introducing 
it that I made a certain interpretation 
of the diseussion which took place here 
on Priday last. Out of twelve 
Deputies who have spoken, six fav- 
oured a proposal of this sort, and five 
were apparently against it. I thought 
that the numbcrs were stronger in fav- 
our of it and my interference to pro- 
duee a motion of this sort, was on the 
assumption that there would be generai 
support for it. I also stated that if the 
! Postmaster-General, when introducing 
I this motion, were to have asked for the 
1 printing and circulation of the evid- 
ence at the time the interim report was 
under consideration that we could not 
refuse him. We cannot now, in view 
of the action the Postmaster-General 
has taken t refuse to give him this evi- 
dence and have it printed and circu- 
lated. I objeet, however, to giving a 
direction to the responsible Committee 
of the Dáil. I would have preferred 
to have let the Committee itself order 
the printing and circulation of the evi- 
dencc. I deliberately excluded from 
this motion any interference with the 
Committee. If names have been men- 
tioned in the course of the evidence, 
and if those people have not been 
acquainted with the statements made 
about them, or have not been given an 
opportunity of appearing before the 
Committee, it is not quite fair to them. 
It is unfair to them. And I adhere to 
my own view—it may be looked upon 
as an aesthetic view. At first I was in- 
clined to move an addition to the re- 
solution which, I take it, is Deputy 
Cooper’s resolution that is now before 
the Dáil, and not the resolution of the 
Postmaster-General. 
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AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: It is 

your own motion which is before us. 

The PRESIDENT: I am prepared 
to withdraw it, and now I do withdraw 
it. I would like in withdrawing it 
that Deputy Cooper\s motion would 
come before us. 1 do not wish to give 
any direetion to a rcsponsiblc commit- 
tee set up in the ordinary way. I 
would like that an opportunity would 
be afforded to persons whose narnes 
have becn mentioned to attend and 
submit a rclativc statement in refer- 
ence to any charge or imputation. But 1 
I would hesitate to put that as an order 
to a Committec of the Dáil. I take it 
now that it is Deputy Cooper’s motion 
that is beíorc us, and not the motion 
of the Postmaster-General. I withdraw 
my own motion. 

Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: There is 
nothing now before us. 

Major COOPER: I beg to move a mo- 
tion which is praetieally my original j 
motion: “ That the evidence 

4 o'cloclx. and docinnents submitted to 
the Wireless Broadcasting I 
Committee be printed and eirculated, M 
with the addendum: “ and any other 
relevant matter whieli may be sub- 
mitted to the Committee.” That en- 
ables persons whose names are inipli- 
cated and who have been brought into 
this mattoi\and who have had no oppor- 
tunity of stating their case, to send in 
a statement, and that statement can be 
published under privilege and in con- 
junction with the original charges. I 
think that is fair to everybody. If I 
had the leave of the Dáil, I beg to move 
that. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: Would the Deputy 
alter the motion to read: il which may 
be submitted to the Committee within 
one week 

Major COOPER: I am quite willing 
to mention any time limit that the 
Minister sugg'ests. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: It seems to me that 
if these documents and the evidence 
are published, we must indicate some 
time within which people will submit 
statements which are to be published 


togcther with the evidence and docu- 
ments. 

Major COOPER: I am not quitc sure 
how long it will take to print all this 
matter, and once it is printod, proofs 
will have to be scnt to the people who 
are eoneerned. Therefore, I íind it 
hard to meution a date. If the 14th of 
March would suit, I would suggest that 
date. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: The mo- 

tion whieh Deputy Cooper is proposing 
is: “ That the cvidence aiid documents 
submitted to the Wireless Broadcasting 
Committee, together with any matter 
relevant thereto, which may be sub- 
mitted to the Committee, be print(‘d 
and eireulated. ,, That is somewhat 
similar to what the Postmaster-General 
moved, with thc exception of the 
words: “ Together with any matter 
relevant thereto. ,> On my informa- 
tion, it would appear tliat the evidenee 
taken up-to-date could not possibly be 
printed before the 16th March. 

Mr. GOOD: Is it not the intention to 
deal only with the evidencc leading up 
to the issuc of the interim report? 

The PRESIDENT : No. 

Mr. GOOD: You would want some 
finality in the matter, because the Oom- 
mittee is still hearing evidence. 

The PRESIDENT: It would not take 
a long time to catch up on them. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : If the 

motion is passed to-day, it would mean 
evidence taken up to to-day, unless we 
insert in the motion what the Post- 
master-General originally inserted in 
his motion: “ the day on which the in- 
terim report was passed.” 

The PRESIDENT: I would not be 
prepared to agree to that. I take it 
the Committee would produce a printed 
doeument showing the evidence upon 
which they passed their report, and as 
soon as the printers would have caught 
up to the work of the Committee, then 
the evidence might be published day 
after day in the form of the Parlia- 
mentary debates. 

Mr. BLYTHE : Tfcere is another 



1403 Wireless Broadcasting — DAIL EIREANN. lieport of Evidence. 1404 


|Mr. Blythe.] 

point. There seerns to be general opin- 
ion in the Dáil that it is not a desirabh 
thing that. confidential memos., written 
by Civil Servants to their Ministers, 
should be published. I do not know 
whether we have drifted into the posi- 
tion in this particular case that those 
memos. ought to be published. If we 
have it might be dcsirable that the 
memos should not appear in print over 
the names of those people who wrote 
them. Those people cannot very well 
eome into the public light. Théy wrote 
those things in confidence and they had 
no idea at the time that they were 
going to appear in print or in the news- 
papers. If the idea is once broadcasted 
in the Civil Service, that whatever one 
offieial writes to another official or to 
his Minister will be liable to appear in 
print and in the newspapers, there wi'l 
not be the same confidence in Depart- 
ments and you will not have advice or 
suggestions given with the same can- 
clour as would be the case if these 
things would not be published. 

It might lead to the setting up of a 
custom to give advice verbally, and 
have no minutes written. At present 
all advice and suggestions, in the form 
of minutes, are written. An official 
would say in a written minute what he 
would say in conversation. He usually 
writes it in a particular way, and if he 
once thought it would be liable to bc 
published subsequently, he would write 
with greater care, and the same confi- 
dence and candour would not be ex- 
pressed. I think that the privilege of 
confidence in the Civil Service should 
be retained. I do not know whether it 
would be possible to leave certain 
statements, which may be of no import- 
ance, out The publication of a lot of 
them, which might be really of no im- 
portance, would possibly cause embar- 
rassment. If we do decide on publish- 
ing those memos. at the present 
moment, I think they ought to be pub- 
lished without the signatures of those 
who signed them. 

Major COOPER : I entirely agree 
with the principle put forward by the 
Minister for Pinance. I have been 
trying to draft a form of words which 
would embrace what he has mentioned. 
If the Minister puts forward an amend- 


ment to cover that matter I would be 
glad to accept it. The mere omission 
of names, however, would not be of 
much value because the context would 
invariably show who thc official was. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Does Ihe 
Minister refer to documents from 
official to offieial? 

Mr. BLYTHE: Yes—things that do 
not concern outside peopie. They were 
not letters that were sent out from the 
office, or recived in the office. Any 
documents which the whole Comniittee 
unanimously t.hinks should be pub- 
lished, ought to be published; but docu- 
ments that the Committee think are of 
a nature not relevant to the main sub- 
ject matter—merely official advice or 
inter-offieial communications—might be 
left out with the Committee’s consent. 
Obviously there are documents that 
ought to be published and that are quite 
relevant. There is no objection in that 
case. But the official memos., written 
in the way of minutes from one official 
to another, or to the chief, ought to be 
left out. 

Mr. MILROY: I would like to know 
where we stand. Deputy Cooper has 
moved a certain motion. Is that before 
the House? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Yes. 

Motion read. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Do you rule that 
that motion only refers to d.ocuments 
submitted up to date, or does it include 
any document or any evidence that 
may be submitted to the Broadcasting 
Committee ? 

Mr. MILROY: That is the point I 
desired to raise. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : I have 
only got the wording of the motion 
now. I am inclined to rule that it only 
covers evidence taken and documents 
submitted up to date. If it is intended 
that it should apply to future docu- 
ments, that can be easily inserted. But 
it would be well that it should be made 
absolutely clear in the motion if that is 
the intention. Is that the intention of 
Deputy Cooper? 
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Major COOPEB: My intention was 
to include doeuments wliieh people 
might wish to put in in refuta- 
tion, or othcrwise, of statements made. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Is it in- 

tended to ineludc the future proeeed- 
ings of the Committee? 

Major COOPER : I did not inelude 
that—I meant the evidenee up to the 
interim report. 

Mr. JOHNSON: But there will be 
future proeeedings. 

Mr. MILROY: Since the interim re- 
port was published the Committee has 
met and eonsidcrcd further doeuments. 
I suggest that all documents that have 
como beforc the Committee up to the 
present time I)e issued as soon as they 
ean go through the printer’s hands. If 
it is intended tliat we are to eontinue 
adding to the volume of evidence, it 
means that the publication of these 
documents will be deferred practi- 
eally until the Committee makes 
its final report, whieh I think 
would be undesirable. I suggest 
tliat all doeuments at present in 
possession of the Committee be sent for 
publication, and if subsetjuent ones re- 
quire publication that they be published 
in a separate volume. If Deputy 
Magennis had bccn as lueid on the last 
oecasion as he was to-day, I certainly 
would have given him the support I 
intend to give to his suggestions to- 
day. Further eonsideration brought 
me to doubt the wisdom of setting up 
a tribunal to investigate these charges. 
If there are matters in thesc documents 
that are libellous, the parties aggrieved 
or who consider themselves aggrieved 
have a proper remedy. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : They 
have no remedy. 

Mr. MILROY : It is difficult for me 
to pursue the discussion owing to the 
“ whispering* gallery up here. Since 
I commenced to speak everyl)ody has 
been whispering here. I assuqie that 
any man who is libclled has a remedy. 
I assume that if any Deputy here has 
been so treated in any of these docu- 
ments he has a legal remedy, and it is 
not for this House to act as a judicial 


! body, either to vindicate his character 
j or to confirm the allegations made 
against him. For that reason, I think 
that the necessary thing will have been 
aceomplished by the publication of this 
ovidence, and lct the pcrsons aífected 
take their owu course of action instcad 
of providing a sort of Warren Hastings 
theatrieal, melodramatic performance 
for Dublin’s Whispering Gallery. 

1 Mr. GOOD: On a point of order, has 
not all this discussion arisen out of the 
Report of the Committee? I hold, if 
tliat is so, that it is only the evidence 
j leading up to that- report that is ger- 
mane and that ought to be included. 

j Professor THRIFT: And rebutting 
evidence. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: There 
appears to bc a question of printing 
and cireulating the evidence taken be- 
fore the presentation of the Interim Re- 
port. That is one idea; the other is, the 
printing and eirculation of the evidence 
taken up to date. Is it intended to 
print. the evidence in two or three 
parts? Or is it intended that all the 
evidencc taken before the Committee be 
printed and presented to us with the 
Final Report? We can do each or any 
of these things, or we can do all of 
them, but we want to know what we 
are to do. 

The PRESIDENT : I would subscribe 
to a proposal which would provide for 
the printing and publishing of the evi- 
dence submitted to the Committee from 
the commencement to the end. I think 
I the Dáil will subscribe to that. De- 
puties do not want part of the evidence 
before the Committee to be printed; 
they want the whole of it to be printed, 
I do say, in connection with these De- 
partmental files,. that the Committee it- 
self might be trusted to exereise a wise 
discretion in respect of the documents 
that would be included in the Report. 
Other than that, I do not think any di- 
rection ought to be given to the Com- 
mittee. They surely appreciate the 
position as well as the head of a De- 
partment or a Minister and will act 
accordingly. I do not think that' a 
single document so excluded would 
change anybody’s judgment, or affect 
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any body of opinion inside or outside 
the Dáil. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Before 
we get on to the question of exclusion, 
let us be elear as to what we are going 
to get printed. Is it the intention to 
print the evidence in at least t'wo parts, 
up to thc Interim Report, or up to now, 
in one part, and up to the 14th March 
in the seeond part f 

The PRESIDENT: That is the inten- 
tion. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : In two 

parts ? 

The PRESIDENT : Yes. 

Professor MAOENNIS: Perhaps 1 
ean throw a little light on the matter. 
Yesterday we entcred upon part II. oí 
the inquiry—hearing exclusively expert 
witnesses. All thc cvidence that comes 
to us from expert witnesses might be 
published with the Final Report, and all 
that preceded that with the First Rc- 
port. 

Mr. JOHNSON : I would like to warn 
Deputies that if they are not eareful 
they are going to do an injustice they 
will be sorry for. Evidenee must bc 
submitted, since the Interim Rcport 
was issued to give an opportunity to 
persons implicated to state their side of 
the case. If you cut off the cvidence 
at the date of the Interim Report, those 
people will have a grievance, and have 
a right to compláin of our unfairness 
and injustiee. I think we ought to 
guard against that. 

Professor MAOENNIS : That is 
guarded against by publication of the 
ovidenee up to yesterday, and from yes- 
terday forward. All the evidenee from 
yesterday fonvard is exclusiv'dy tech- 
nical. 

Mr. GOOD: Wit.h all respect, I do 
not think that is so, because those 
persons who gave evidence are un- 
aware up to the present that that evi- 
dence is to be published. Deputy 
Johnson’s point is that if we are now 
to decide to print that evidence up to 
a certain date without giving these 
people an opportunity o£ putting for- 
ward any rebutting evidence, we will 
do them injury and injustice. 


AN GEANN COMHAIRLE : The 

terms of the Motion say “ together 
with any matter relevant thereto. ,, 

1 Mr. GOOD: I have listened most at- 
tentively to the discussion, and my 
idea is that the House is in favour of 
maldng public the evidence leading up 
to thc Report. Before that evidence is 
published each of the witncsses would 
be sent a copy of the evidence in the 
form in which it was proposed to pub- 
| lish it; if that party felt aggrieved and 
i wishcd to make any statement in eon- 
I nection with the evidenee, that state- 
1 ment was to be received and pub- 
lished in the form of an appendix, so 
that persons would have an oppor- 
tunity to qualify somc points that 
arose in the evidence. Thereby I hold 
no injustice would bc done, and I 
understand that. could be agreed upon 
by the ITouse. But if we start supple- 
menting the evidence after the Report 
we arc only going to deal with subse- 
quent matter not referred to in the Re- 
I port, and I think it is advisable in the 
first. publication that we should con- 
eentrate on what led up to the Roport 
and what is in the Report. 

| Mr. WALSH: At this date, and from 
• this date, the Committee is dealing 
with purely technical matters, we have 
been told. In all probability it will 
eonfine itself to them until it comes to 
a decision—if it comes to one. There- 
fore, I suggest to the Committee that 
there is no reason now why the Press 
should be excluded. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: The ad- 

mission of the Press to the proceedings 
of the Committee and the printing and 
publication of the evidence are two 
different questions. 

Mr. WALSH: I know, but my sug- 
gestion would help to solve the posi- 
tion. The evidence up <to now can be 
published in one issue, and from this 
forward the evidence given before the 
Committee could be at the disposal of 
the Press. At any rate I think the 
Press ought to be admitted. 

Professor O’SULLIVAN: I take it, 

\ after what has been said, an oppor- 
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tunity to rebut charges will be giveu.j 
to witnesses. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Perhaps 
I eould help by giving some dates. If 
we were instrueted that all the evidenee 
taken up to the present should be pub- 
lished, then we could give. instruetions 
to have the matter sent to the printer 
in thc morning. The printer will send 
proofs here, and proofs of eaeh person’s 
evidence will be sent to the person who 
gave the evidence. These persons will 
be told that verbal eorreetions will be 
required within a eertain limited time. 
Suppose we take it that one volume of 
the evidence up to the present be 
printcd; that certainly will not be 
ready until the 16th March. Now, Dc- 
puty Johnson’s difficulty appears to be 
that persons who may wish to make any 
relevant statements in relation to the 
evidence will have to be heard after 
this date, after to-day—that is thc 
point. We can give instructions to tho 
Oommittee that all the evidence taken 
after this date be published too, and 
since I shall have instructions from the 
Dáil, I can get the evidence, as it comes 
in, printed, so that whcn the Coinmittec 
presents its final report we will have 
the wholc thing together. Tbat is the 
only suggestion, so far as I know, that 
would get us out of all the difficulty 
Let the Oommittee continue to meet 
until the 14th of March, and print all 
the evidence together; that is, every- 
thing taken beíore the 14th of March. 
The delay, as I say, is inconsiderable. 
If you take all the evidence up to the 
prescnt, and have it sent to the printer, 
the interval between this and the 14th 
Mareh is not great. I do not know if 
that meets with ever^one’s approval, 
but we must decide upon something. 

The PRESIDENT: I take it that by 
the 16th of March you would not alone 
be able to publish what is already in 
hands, but that you would be ablc to 
keep pace with what transpires between 
this and the 16th of March. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Of 

course, we would not have the evidence 
taken on the 13th of March ready on 
the 14th of March. That might not be 
ready until the 16th or 17th. 

Vol. e. 


The PRESIDENT : I understand the 
Committee is to report on the 14th, and 
if we waited three days longer and had 
the whole thing it would be satis- 
factory. 

Major COOPER: I would be in 
favour of that. It would be of enor- 
mous advantage if we could have thc 
whole evidence in our hands when de- 
bating the Report. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : I am, of 

course, speaking subject to the sove- 
reign authority of the printer. í cannot 
give the dates exactly, but I am giving 
the best infonuation at my disposal. 
Therc may be some delay after thc 14th 
of Mavch, but perhaps the simplest pro- 
•, eedure would be to eonsider the final 
Report and liave at the same tirne all 
the evidenee taken up to the 14th of 
l Mareh. 

Mr. ALTON: It seems to me impos- 
sible to get the printing done by that 
date. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: There 
will be delay after the 14th of March. 

PADRAIC 0 MAILLE : In the 

changed circumstances it is very doubt- 
ful if the Committee can send in a final 
report by the 14th of Mareh. If a 
number of witnesses ask to be re-exam- 
ined it will give us additional work 
which it niight be impossible to com- 
plete by then. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: We can 

print whatever is ready then. 

Mr. BLYTHE: Can we put in some- 
where in Deputy Cooper \s motion some 
such phrase as this: 4 4 Except such De- 
partmental minutes as need not, in the 
opinion of the Committee, be pub- 
lished ”? I would put in “ in the una- 
nimous opiuion of the Committee ” if 
necessary. 

Major COOPER : I am quite in favour 
of accepting that. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : The 

motion with that amendment would 
read:— 

“ That the evidence and documents 
submitted to the Wirele^ Broadcast- 
ing Committec at any stage of its 
proceedings be printed and circu- 
lated, except such departmental min- 

y 2 
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utes as, in the opinion of the Commit- 

tee, are not necessary to be pub- 

lished. ,, 

I am leaving out altogether the words, 
“ any matter relevant thereto, ,, í be- 
cause the members of the Committee 
are present, and they know they arc to 
take that evidence. 

Major COOPER : The only point on 
that is: has cvery person whose name 
was introduced into these procecdings 
being notified and given an opportunity 
of making reply? If not, someone may 
come forward and say: “ My name 
was dragged into this, and I knew 
nothing about it. I had no opportunity 
of rebutting the stateraent. ,> 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : Is the Com- 
mittee to have rigorous regard for the 
laws of evidence? I do think there 
ought to be some direction or some 
understanding that the Committee 
should hear any pcrson involved in any 
way, as otherwise persons implicated 
raight be in a very difficult position. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : The sug- 
gestion of the Attorney-General is that 
the Committee should be rcgarded as 
experts in the laws of evidence. The 
Committee is as ignorant of the laws 
of cvidencc as I am myself. 

Major COOPER: Will the Attorney- 
Gcneral provide a legal assessor to the 
Committee ? 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL: I would 
have to consider that. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : I do not 

want to be told at some latcr stage that 
this motion was not the motion every- 
body wanted passed. 

Professor MAGENNIS : In that case, 
may I point out that the essential word 
“ forthwith ” is forgotten. This 
motion means that the evidence may be 
printed and circulated any time in the 
next century. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Surely 
Deputy Magennis does not think I 
would carry out my instructions like 
that. # 

Professor MAGENNIS: I quite real- 
ise that you would expedite things, but 
the motion does not limit the time. 


* ATTORNEY-GENERAL: If you are 

looking for an expression of unanimous 
approval in this matter, I cannot agree. 
unless an opportunity to rebut is given 
to those whosc names are mentioned, 
or unless it is distinctly stated in the 
motion that such an opportunity is to 
be afforded thcm. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: I think 
we ought to sit until 5 o’clocfc to finish 
this matter. 

Agreed. 

Mr. MILROY : We are told that it is 
nccessary to send proofs of evidence to 
witnesses. I quite agree that is essen- 
tial, because some blunders in the offi- 
cial Report are of the most extraordi- 
nary typc, quite the rcverse of the sense 
of what one said. I am quite sure they 
are uneonscious. In addition I think 
the suggestion has been made that thcy 
should have an opportunity to put in re- 
butting evidence to the evidence givcn 
by other witnesses. Is that so? That 
would mean that they would have to 
be supplied with copies of the evidcuce 
of all the witnesses who happened to 
mention their name, which I thinlc 
would be a rather cumbersome and 
prolongcd procedure. 

Prof. MAGENNIS : Thcre are other 
things. 

Mr. MILROY: Therc are also other 
people who are not witnesses, who, I 
understand, were similarly alluded to 
in some of the evidence. Are they to 
be sent copies of that cvidenee and in- 
vited to send in rcbutting arguments or 
statéments? I think these arc matters 
upon which the Committee should be 
very clear whcn it meets ncxt. The 
Committee will have to meet soon to 
consider this, and we should gct a direc- 
tion as to exactly what we are expected 
to do on these particular matters. 

The PRESIDENT: May I make a 
suggestion? It has been before you, 
sir, for a very considerable time that 
the Dáil gencrally wishes to have the 
evidence and other matters printed 
and cireulated to members. I take it 
that you, in the exercise of your func- 
tions as Ceann Comhairle, can order 
that to be done, having. learned that 
that is the sense of the Dáil. There are 
other smaller raatters of detail/ or 
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matters which ought to be put in what 
I might call—if it is not a disrespcctful 
tcrm—a fool-proof motion. I would 
thereforc suggest that we leave over 
the final tcrms of the motion until 
Wednesday, and that the Ceann Com- 
hairle in thc mcantime should scc that 
no timc is lost in having the evidence 
and documents printed, so that the 
Dáil will havc them as if we had 
passed a resolution to-day. If that 
would meet with the approval of the 
Dáil I would be preparcd to rnovc the 
adjournment and bring in a motion in 
perfect order on Wednesday. 

Mr. HEWAT: Surely the President 
is not going to suggest that we are 
going to havc anothtr field-day ovcr 
this? It seems to mc that we have 
t.hreshed out the thing ad nauseavn , and 
that we ought to be in a position to 
make up our minds at this point. The 
only thing that is suggested at pre- 
sent is that some persons’ names—I 
know very little even about the whis- 
pering gallery in the House—may 
have been implicated in thc proceedings 
up to a certain date and that they 
ought to have an opportunity of put- 
ting forward rebutting cvidenee. 
Surely the Committcc would be in a 
position before the final datc, or what 
might be called the appointed day, of 
giving everybody an opportunity of 
going before the Committee and by 
that means gctting their evidence into 
the Bluc Book that is going to be pub- 
lished on this subject? 

The PRESIDENT: The Deputy mis- 
understood me. I would not iike it to 


go on the records of this Dáil that a mo- 
tion was passed here which by any 
strctch of the imagination could be in- 
terpretcd as meaning injustice to any 
person. The Attorney-General takes 
up the stand that he must object to that 
motion unless he is satisfied that jus- 
tice is going to be meted out to certain 
individuals. There are other people 
here who think that there is no such in- 
justice at all. I am sure it is not. the 
dcsire of any person that there should 
be any doubt regarding that matter. 
Leaving the mattcr over from this until 
Wcdnesday simply means putting dowr. 
a motion of five or six lines which 
would meet with the approval of the 
Dáil, a mere mattcr of form, not mean- 
ing a dcbate, and that, in thc meantime 
I the Ceann Comhairle, by reason of the 
! general approval of thc Dáil, should 
í get the matter printcd. 

| AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: That 

j means making an order that the pro- 
cecdings before the Wireless Broadcast- 
ing Committce be printed and taking 
the special motion on Wednesday. 

The PRESIDENT: Yes. 

Agreed. 

The PRESIDENT : I now move the 
adjournment of the Dáil until Wednes- 
day at 3 o’cloch. 

PADRAIC 0 MAILLE: I beg to 

second the motion. 

Agreed.. 

The Dáil adjourned at 4.40 p.m. until 
3 o’clock on Wednesday. 
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DAIL EIREANN. 


DÉ CÉADAOIN, 27adh FEABHRA, 
1924. 

( Wednesday, 27 tk Februanj, 1924.) 


Do chuaidh an Ceann Comhairle i 
gccannas ar a 3 a clog. 

CEISTEANNA—QUESTIONS. 

ORAL ANSWERS. 

EX-NATIONAL ARMY MEN AND 
VACANCIES IN THE PUBLIO 
SERVICE. 

Mr. J. T. NOLAN askcd the Presi- 
dent whether, having regard to the 
large numbers of men demobilised and 
about to be demobilised from the Army, 
he will consider the advisability of sus- 
pending recruitment for the Civic 
Guard, the Dublin Metropolitar: Poiice 
and Civil Service, so as to providc an : 
opportunity for ex-National Soldiers 
to compete for those posts; and, if so, 
if he will undertake that when the 
physieal and educational standards of 
those men are being inquired into, 
allowance will be made for the fact that 
they, while on service, had not the op- 
portunities available for men not in the 
Armyí 

The PRESIDENT: The Government 
has decided that in filling vacancies in 
the Public Service every possible op- 
portunity is to be taken to reserve em- 
ployment for men who have served in 
the Army and are now demobilised. 

In filling vacancies in the Gárd 
Síochána and Dublin Metropolitan 
Police preference is given to men who 
have served in the Army, Criminal In- 
vestigation Department and Protective 
Force, and the great majority of such 
vacancies which occurred during the 
past year have been filled by men who 
served in these forces. Of the 200 re- 
cruits who have been admitted to the 
Dublin Metropolitan Police since last 
August, 160 were accepted from the 
Army or the Criminal Investigation De- 
partment. About 600 ex-soldiers have 


been admitted to the Gárda Siochána, 
and twelve Army officers have been ap- 
pointed to officer rank therein. Pre- 
fercnce will continue to be given to ex- 
Army men in the recruitment of these 
forces, but having regard to the im- 
portance of these qualifications for the 
efficiency of the forces, it is not pro- 
posed to lower the present reasonable 
physical and educational qualifications 
demanded from candidates.^ 

As regards the Civil Service, instruc- 
tions have been issued that a preference 
is to be given in all cases to ex-Army 
candidates, and, in particular, all tem- 
porary clerical and subordinate posts 
in the service are reserved exclusively 
for cx-Army men. In addition, the 
Civil Scrvice Commission has givcn 
preferential treatment to men who 
served in the Army by holding one cx- 
amination coníined to Army eandidates 
and giving a special advantage to Army 
candidates in an examination now 
pending. A further Civil Service ex- 
amination confined to Army candidates 
is at present under consideration. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Arising out of that 
answer, I would like to ask thc Presi- 
dent if the reference to temporary ap- 
pointments is meant. to refer to purely 
temporai*y appointments, or temporary 
appointments in the technical sense— 
that is to say, people who are not on 
the Establishment—and has any change 
taken place with regard to the propor- 
tion of temporary appointments in the 
technical sense to regular appoint- 
ments? 

The PRESIDENT: I did not quite 
catch the latter part of that qucstion. 

I would suggest, in order to put the 
matter right, that the Deputy put down 
another question on the subject. It 
means temporary clerical and subordin- 
ate posts in the Service. 

Mr. O DOHERTY: Might I ask if 
some general instructio’n could be given 
with regard to those demobilised men 
throughout the country. Many of us 
have enormous correspondence on that 
matter, and we do not know how to 
deal with it. I think if general instruc- 
tions were given from your Depart- 
ment, or from that of that hard-hearted 
Minister, the Minister for Finance -- 
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AN CEANN COMHAIELE: The De- 

puty cannot make a speech at this 
stage. 

Mr. O’DOHERTV: This is a sugges- 
tion. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: A sug- 
gestion is a speech. If separate ques- 
tions were put down on these two 
points I think it would be more satis- 
factory. 

The PRESIDENT: Yes, it would be 
more satisfactory. and thcre would be 
no misunderstanding. 

FOUR COURTS, CUSTOM HOUSE 
AND G.P.O. 

Mr. A. BYRNE asked thc Presidcnt 
if hc will state the Government’s pro- 
posals as to the future use of the Four 
Courts, the Oustom Housc, and General 
Post Officc sites. 

The PRESIDENT : The Oovcrnment 
is not in a position at the prcsent time 
to make definite proposals as to thc 
future use of these sites. 

Mr. BYRNE : May I ask the Presi- 
dcnt whether, pending the considera- 
tion of t.he matter, he would get the 
sites cleared with a view to giving em- 
ployment? 

The PRESIDENT : I am afraid that is 
a different question. You ought to put 
that question to me in the ordinary 
way. 

LISSYCASEY (CLARE) COMPEN- 
SATION CLAIM. 

PADRAIG 0 hOGAIN (An Clár) 

asked the Minister for Finance if he 
has received a claim for compensation 
in respect of the death of Patrick 
O’Rourfce, Decomede* Lissycasey, Co. 
Clare, who was killed on May 22nd, 
1921, and if, in consideration of the 
fact that he was the sole support of 
his family, settlement of the claim will 
be expedited? 

MINISTER for FINANCE (Mr. E. 
Blythe) : This claim has been received, 
and is being investigated by the Com- 
pensation (Personal Injuries) Commit- 
tee, who will arrange for the case to be 
heard at an early date. 


AMALGAMATED ENGINEERING 
UNION. 

PEADAR 0 DUBHGHAILL asked 
the Minister for Finance if he is aware 
that the Amalgamated Engineering 
Union, the headquarters of which are 
in London, have a Superannuated Re- 
serve Fund for the beneíit of its mem- 
bers for the purpose of facilitating 
them in the purchase of their houses; 
whether he is aware that citizens of 
the Saorstát, who are members of this 
Union, and who have contributed to the 
said Reservc Fund through its Irish 
branches, are now dcprived of the ad- 
vantages of securing loans for that pur- 
pose owing to difficulties that cxist with 
the Saorstát regarding Income Tax; if 
he will state whether the Reserve Fund 
from which sucli loans are advanced is 
exempt from Income Tax under Eng- 
lish law, and if he will consider the 
matter of granting similar exemption 
of payment of the Income Tax on 
Mortgage Interest, viz., 5s. in £1, to 
citizens of the Saorstát for the purpose 
referred to? 

Mr. BLYTHE : I am having enquiries 
made into the points raised in this ques- 
tion, and I will communicate further 
with the Deputy. 

INSPECTOR OF MINES. 

EAMON 0 DUBHGHAILL asked the 
Minister for Industry and Commerce 
whethcr he has yet appointed an In- 
spector of Mines, and, if not, whether 
he proposes to do so? 

MINISTER for INDUSTRY and 
COMMERCE (Mr. McGrath): Propo- 
sals for the appointment of an Inspec- 
tor of Mines are under consideration 
by the Ministry of Finance, but a de- 
cision on them has not yet been given. 

UNEMPLOYMENT BENEFIT 
(MONASTERE VAN). 

SEOIRSE DE BHULBH asked the 
Minister for Industry and Commerce 
if his attention has been called to the 
case of John Kavanagh, Skirteen, Mon- 
asterevan, lately a cooper in Cassidy*s 
Brewery, who went on unemployment 
bcnefit in May, 1922, and who has 
coosed to bc a recipicnt of the benefit. 
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[Seoirsc de Bhulbh.] 
althou^h he contributed wcckly from 
the introduction of the Act. 

Mr. McGRATH: John Eavanagh, of 
Skirteen, Monastercvan, made claims 
to Unemplovmont Benefit on íive occa- 
sions sinco the beginning of January, 
1922. In respeet of the first four of 
those claims he has been paid bcnefít at 
the appropriate rate for 417 days. It 
has not becn possible to allow benefit on 
thc íifth claim made on the 18th Octo- 
ber last. because the applicant is dis- 
qualified by Sub-Section 4 of Section 8 
of the Unemploymcnt Insurance Act, 
1920, inasmuch as no contribution was 
paid for him in the 1922-23 insur- 
ancc year, or since. That disqualifica- 
tion will last until not less than 12 con- 
tributions have becn paid for the appli- 
cant undcr the Acts, exelusive of those 
paid for him prior to the 1922-23 insur- 
ance year. 

Mr. WOLFE: Arising out of that 
answer, may I ask the Minister for In- 
dustry and Commerce if twelve stamps 
are forthcoming will Kavanagh be cn- 
titlcd to this benefit then? 

Mr. McGRATH: Yes; that is con- 
tained in the answer, that disqualifi- 
cation will last, until not less than 
twelve contributions have been paid for 
the applicant under the Acts, exclusive 
of those paid for him prior to 1922-23 
insurance year. M Ile will then be in 
benefit. 

Mr. WOLFE: IIis disqualification 
will be removed? 

Mr. McGRATH: Yes. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Arising out of that 
answer, may I ask if thcre are not 
thousands of people in a like plight, 
and if it is proposed to introduce any 
legislation to remove the disqualifica- 
tion that the Dcputy has referred to in 
the case of Kavanagh? 

Mr. McGRATH: Not at the moment. 

LAND SALES. 

PEADAR 0 hAODHA asked the 
Minister for Agriculture if his atten- 
tion has been called to the fact that in 
tbe County of Louth, and generally in 
the Saorstát, landlords are carrying out 
sales of land with a view to evading 
some of the provisions of the Land Aet, 


, 1923; and whether the new tenancies 
created by these sales will be sanctioned 
by the Ministry of Agriculture, to 
the dctriment of evicted tenants and 
| uneconomic holders, whoso greater 
I claims have been admitted by the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. McGRATH (replying for Minis- 
ter for Agriculture) : The sale of land 
by landowners will not in any way pre- 
judice the operations of the Land Act, 
1923. There is no power to interfere 
with any owner’s right to sell his land, 
but the sale of land or the creation of 
freeholds or tenancies now docs not in 
any way interfere with or modify the 
right of the Land Commission under the 
Land Act, 1923, to acquire land compul- 
sorily for the purposes of the Act where 
it is required. Thc faet that “ A ” has 
sold his land within the last year, and 
that “ B,” “ C, M and “ D n arc now 
the legal owners, makes no differencc 
whatevcr to the position. If the Land 
Commission requirc the land they can 
acquire it compulsorily froin “ B, >> 
“ C,” and “D ” as readily as they 
acquire it from “ Á.” The transfer of 
ownership alters in no way thc provi- 
sions of the Aet either as to acquisition 
or price. 

Under the Land Aet of 1923 the Land 
Commission may acquire land compul- 
sorily not only from a landlord who 
holds in fee, but also from a tcnant or a 
tcnant purchaser. Any attempt to pre- 
vent the sale of land, pending the oper- 
ations of the Land Act, would not in- 
crease in any way the powers of the 
Land Commission, but would merely 
have the cfFeet of decreasing the value 
of all the land of the country, and far- 
mers, large and small, sinco they own 
far the greatest area, would be the prin- 
cipal sufferers by such a policy. 

Mr. O’DOHERTT: Arising out of 
that question, might I ask the Minister 
if all the facts he has given in his reply 
are set out in the Land Act of 1923, 
and, if so, what is the necessity for 
asking thc Dáil to waste time over this 
matter? 

Mr. HUGHES: I wonder could the 
Minister state if the lands of Kilsaran 
have been sold within the last week or 
two in order to evade the provisions of 
the Act? 
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Mr. McGRATH: I cannot say. 

Mr. 0’D0HERTY : Why not ask the 
Attorney-General ? 

TENANTS’ POSITION UNDER LAND 
ACT. 

PADRAIG K. 0 hOGAIN (Luim- 

neach) asked the Minister for Agricnl- 
ture if hc will state when advances will 
be made to those tcnants whosc cases 
come under Section 38 of the Land 
Act, 1923, and who are unaffected by 
the clauses of the Act rclating to com- 
poundcd arrears of rent or payment in 
lieu of rent, and who will receive no 
bencfit under the Act until their rents 
are redeemed? 

Mr. McGRATH (replying for Mini- 
ster for Agriculture) : The procedure 
to be adopted by a person who desircs 
to avail himself of the benefit of Sec. 
38 of the Land Act, 1923, are prescribcd 
by t.he Land Commission Rules of the 
5th instant. When the application has 
been made and the requirements of the 
Act and Rules coraplied with, the ad- 
vance will be madc. 

Mr. P. K. HOGAN: Arising out of 
that answer, would the Minister give 
priority of inspection to tenants coming 
under Section 38 of the Land Act of 
1923, as they reccive no benefit until 
their rents arc redeemed? 

Mr. McGRATH: I will bring that to 
the notice of the Minister for Agricul- 
ture. 

ORGANISER’S ALLEGED 
STATEMENT. 

Mr. P. F. BAXTER asked the Mini- 
ster for Agriculture if his«attention has 
been drawn to an alleged statement of 
the Leinster Organiser of Cumann na 
nGaedheal at a meeting in Longford, as 
reported in the Longford Leader ” of 
January 19th, that “ already arrange- 
ments were well under way to secure 
untenanted lands and claims filed at the 
headquarters of Cumann na nGaedheal 
wonld receive first attention,” and if he 
will state whether the applications of 
uneconomic holders and landless men 
will be considered on their merits in 
the redistribution of untenanted lands 


irrespective of whether they belong to 
any particular political organisation or 
not? 

Mr. McGRATH (replying for Minis- 
ter for Agriculture) : 1 havc not seen 
the statement mentioned as reportcd in 
the “Longford Leader.” With regard 
to the point raised, the answer in the 
words of question is: That all appli- 
cations of. unceonomic holders and land- 
less mcn will be considercd on their 
merits iu thc re-distribution of un- 
tenanted land, irrespcctive of whether 
they bclong to any particular organisa- 
tion or not.” 

Mr. JOHNSON: Will thc Minister 
say whether, in his opinion, such re- 
ported statements come under thc 
Bribcry and (■orruption Acts? 

GONGESTED ESTATES (KILDARE 
AND OFFALY). 

SEOIRSE DE BHULBH asked the 
Minister for Agriculture if he expects 
shortly to bc in a position to deal with 
the congested estates in and bordering 
on the Bog of Allen in Kildare and 
Offaly, and especially with the Lully- 
more Estate, Rathangan, Co. Kildare, 
under the Land Act, 1923; and whether 
he is awarc that t.hc condition of some 
of these holdings is appalling, and as 
bad in individual cases as any on thc 
Western Coast, and to ask whether this 
estate will be dealt with in the near 
future. 

Mr. McGRATH (replying for Minis- 
ter for Agriculture) : All estates coming 
within the provisions of thc Land Act, 
1923, will be dealt with by the Land 
Commission as expeditiously as pos- 
sible. 

The townland of Lullymore appears 
to form part of the Estate of R. B. Mur- 
phy, Co. Kildarc, in respect of which 
the landlord has lodged particulars to 
enablc the Land Commission to collect 
Compounded Arrears of Rent. and pay- 
ment in lieu of rent. The particulars 
to enable the sale to be proceeded with 
have not yet been lodged, and when 
lodged the Estate will be dealt with in 
due course. 

Mr. WOLFE: Arising out of that 
answer, may I ask the Minister if he is 
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IMr. Woulfe.] 

aware that the matter is very urgent in 
the case of the Lullymore Estate, that 
particulars for the enlargement of this 
holding were commenced as far back as 
1909, and would have bcen dealt with 
under that Act. only that they had to be 
redeemed in eash. Thc landlord had to 
get cash at once, and there was no cash 
available at the time. In view of the 
urgeney of this casc, and of the bad 
state in whieh these tenants are living 
along the borders of the Bog of Allen, 
would he see that this case is dealt with 
immediately? 

Mr. McGRATH: I am not aware of 
the urgency of thc case. But thcre is 
no doubt that if the Dcputy brings the 
matter to the notice of the Minister for 
Agrieulture, he will deal with it. 

RATES ON UNOCCUPIED HOUSES. 

TOMAS MAC EOIN askcd tho Mini- 
stér for Local Government whether he 
has drawn the attention of rating 
authorities to the provisions of Sect.ion 
16 of the Increase of Rent and Mort,- 
gage Interest (Restrictions) Act, 1923, 
making landlords liable for rates on 
unoccupied houses, with a vicw to les- 
sening thc riumbcr of houses kept idle / 

Mr. BLYTHE (replying for Minister 
for Local Govemment) : The answer is 
ín the affirmative. 

A letter was addressed on thc 5th 
July last to all rating authorities draw- 
ing particular attention to this matter 
and enclosing a copy of the Section re- 
ferred to by the Deputy. 

CASHEL MOTOB COLLISION. | 

Major COOPER asked the Minister 
for Defence whether a claim for dam- 
ages has yet been received from Mr. 
James Ryan, of Cashel, Co. Tipperary, 
owing to injuries sustained by his hack- 
ney motor car in collision with a mili- 
r tary lorry on September 26th, 1923, 
and whether he can state what action 
is being taken in the matter. 

MINISTER for HOME AFFAIRS 
(Mr. O'Higgins, replying for Minister 
for Defence) : I am unable to trace the i 1 


receipt of any claim from Mr. Ryan. 
In any case, the military authorities are 
not liable in a claim of the kind,. but 
ex-gratia payments are sometimes 
made. The occurrence has been inves- 
tigated by a Court of Enquiry, which 
found tliat thc collision was due to the 
negligenee of Mr. Ryan. In the circum- 
stances it would not bc practicable to 
entertain a claim from him. 

MOUNTSHANNON (CO. CLARE) 
INTERNEE. 

PADRAIG 0 hOGAIN asked the 
Minister for Defence if it is proposed 
to continue the internmcnt of Charles 
Bugler, Mountshannon, Co. Clare, now 
in Dundalk Jail. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS (replying for Mini- 
ster for Defence) : Mr Bugler is at pre- 
sent being detained on very strong sus- 
pieion of having unlawfully interfered 
with the lawful occupation, use or en- 
joyment of land, and thc question of 
bringing him to trial is under con- 
sideration. 

DEPENDENT S ALLOWANCE 
(CLARE). 

PADRAIG 0 hOGAIN (An Clár) 

asked the Minister for Defcnce if he 
will statc why dependcnt's allowance 
is withheld in thc case of Bridget Guil- 
foyle, sister of Voluntcer John Guil- 
foyle (No. 30302), No. 3 Works Coy., 
Engineers, who was charged with the 
care of liis three children whilst lier 
brother was in the Army; further, if 
the Minister is aware that all the child- 
ren are under 14 years, and to ask if 
the case will be favourably recon- 
sidered. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS (replying for Mini- 
ster for Defence) : Dependents , allow- 
ance has been duly paid in respect of 
the children, of whom one became 16 
years of age in August last. The claim 
in respect of Miss Bridget Guilfoyle 
was disallowed on the ground that the 
extent of her financial dependence on 
her brother was less than the minimum 
required by regulations before an al- 
lowance might be issued. I regret that 
there appears to be no grounds on 
which the case could be recoiftiidered. 
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WRITTEN ANSWER. 


EINNEGAD CIVIC GUARD | 
BARRACES. 

Mr. P. W. SHAW asked the Ministcr 
for Finance if he \vill expcdite pay- 
ment of £44 9s. 8d. for work done to i 
Kinnegad Civic Cuard Barracks, which 
work was donc by eontract and has 
been passed by the Board of Works for 
paymcnt. * 

Mr. BLYTHE : A draft in settlement I 
of this account will be issucd immcdi- I 
ately. 

WRITS FOR VACANT CON- 
STITUEN CIES. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Tá orm | 

a chur in uíl do ’n Dáil go bhfuaireas an | 
tuarasgbháil mar leanas ohi chleireaeh: 

I gcó-líona Bhuan-Ordú 120 de j 
Bhuan-Orduithe Dháil Eireann, tá j 
orm a thuairisciú gur dhineas ar ordú 
ón gCeann Comhairle agus do réir na 
bhforálacha ina thaobh san atá san 
Acht Timpeai Toghachán, 1923, mo 
riteacha do chur amach, ceann go dtí 
Lorcán Scorlóg, Ceann Comhrimh, ar 
an 20adh Feabhra, agus eeann go dtí 
Liam Mac Reachtáin, Oeann Com- 
hrimh, ar an 22adh Feabhra, chun 
baill do thogha do sna folúntaisí atá 
in ionadaíocht Dháilcheanntar 
Bhuirge Bhaile Atha Cliath Theas , 
agus Dháilcheanntar Chontae Bhaile j 
Atha Cliath, fé seach, sa Dáil. 

fln compliance with Standing 
Order No. 120, of the Standing 
Orders of Dáil Eireann, I have to 
report that on the direction of the 
Ceann Comhairle and pursuant to the 
relative provisions of the Electoral 
Act, 1923, I issued on the 20th Feb- 
ruary to Mr. Lorcan G. Sherlock, Re- 
turning Officer, and on the 22nd Feb- 
ruary to Mr. W. McA. McCracken, 
Returning Officer, my writs for the 
election of members to fill the exist- 
ing vacancies in the representation in 
the Dáil of the Borough Constituency 
of Dubíin South, and the County Con- 
stituency.of Dublin, respectively.] 


TEMPORARY SUSPENSION OP 
SITTING. 

AN OEANN COMHAIRLE : Is it the 

intention to adjourn for a period this 
evening? 

The PRESIDENT: Yes. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : If the 

Dáil sits for an extra half-hour Private 
Business can be taken at 7.30, when we 
resumc after the adjournment. 

The PRESIDENT: May I take it that 
D(‘puty Corish will not prcss his 
motion on Privatc Business this even- 
ing, as I undcrstand thc Minister for 
Local fíovernment is unwell. If the 
Deputy is agreeable, I will undertake to 
providc time for this motion to-morrow. 

Mr. CORISH: I am quitc satisfied. 

The PRESIDENT: If thcre be busi- 
ness under considcration wc do not like 
to interrupt it, but gencrally it is at 
half-past. six wc adjourn. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: It is 

ordered, then, that the Dáil may sit this 
evening until 9 o’cloch. 

JURIES (AMENDMENT) BILL, 1923 
—PIRST STAGE. 

MINISTER for HOME AFFAIRS 

(Mr. Kevin O’Higgins) : I ask leave to 
havc this Bill printcd and circulated to 
mcmbers. It is an economy Measure 
really, and, to somc extent, the matter 
with which it deals has been dealt with 
in anticipation by departmental action, 
and the legalising and validating of 
that action will be covercd by the Bill. 
I do not think it necessary, at this 
stage, to explain the measure at length. 
It provides a more economical method 
of adding to the electors lists a jurors 
column showing whether each elector is 
an oróinary juror, a special juror, or 
not a juror at all. If the considerablc 
sum that could be saved by that process 
was to be saved this year, it was ncees- 
sarv to anticipate by departmenta.1 
action the provisions of this Bill, and I 
think when the Bill is in the hands of 
Deputies it will be found to meet with 
general agreement. Some other mat- 
ters of minor importance are dealt with 
in the Bill, but it is not attempted at 
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[Minister for Home Affairs.J 
present, and will not be attempted until 
after the passing of the Courts of Jus- 
t'ice Bill, to introduce a comprehensive 
measure dcaling with the Jury system 
generally. 

Question put and aprreed to. 

Seeond Stage ordered for Wednes- 
day, Mareh 5th. 

ENPORCEMENT OP LAW (OCCA- 

SIONAL POWERS) BILL, 1924— 
PIRST STAGE. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I ask leave to have 
printed and circulated to Deputics a 
Bill entitled the “ Enforcement of Law 
(Occasional Powcrs) Bill, 1924.” This 
Bill bears a strildng resemblance to 
the Bill of the same name introduced 
last year. It provides for an increase 
in the number of under-sheriffs by 
means of temporary additional appoint- 
ments in the larger and more trouble- 
some counties, such as Oalway and 
Cork, and for an inerease in the num- 
ber, and an improvcment in the quality, 
of bailiffs by authorising under-sheriffs 
to take on additional bailiffs, to whom 
the State will pay small salaries in 
addition to fces; for the removal of 
certain limitations and checks which 
the ordinary law places on thc opera- 
t.ions of thc under-sheriff, and the cffect 
of which at present is to make it diffi- 
cult or almost impossible for the under- 
sheriff to períorm his duties; it also 
provides for an inquiry at District 
Courts into the accounts of judgment 
debtors who have no seizable chattels, 
but who have or who are ablc to have 
assets or sources of income which the 
under-sheriff cannot seize. It provides 
also for a speedier inquiry into the 
merits of clairns made by third parties, 
for instance, a dcbtor’s wife, to goods 
seizcd on the debtor’s premises by the 
under-sheriff. I recognise that this is 
a Bill for which a substantial case 
ought to be made, even before it re- 
ceives a First Reading. 

The Bill that was introduced last 
year had a very salutary effect, but 
was too short-lived to prove a real 
remedy for the situation that existed. 
It had a lifetime of only six months. 

I propose to read to Deputies the 
situation with regard to the execution 
of Court Judgments as it was on the 


, Ist February of the present year. I 
have returns here for almost all coun- 
ties showing the number of decrees in 
the hands of under-sheriffs, and the 
amount of money represented by these 
decrees. In Carlow therc are 134 de- 
crecs in the hands of the sheriff, repre- 
senting £1,600; Cavan, 51 dccrees, 
£400; Clare, 191 decrces, £5,400; Cork, 
12 decrees, £400; Cork County, 589 
dccrecs, rcpresenting £12,800; D^blin 
City, 58 decrees, £1,950; Dublin County, 
52 decrees; I have not got the sum of 
moncy in that case; Oalway, 357 de- 
1 crees, reprcsenting £3,600; Kerry, 203 
decrees, reprcsenting £11,778. Rildare 
and Kilkenny are missing. I can say 
from my own knowledge that Kildare 
is practically normal, but Kilkenny is 
1 extremely bad. In Leitrim there are 
95 dccrees in the hands of the under- 
sheriff, but I cannot say at the momcnt 
the arnount of money they rcpresent. 

1 Leitrim, in this rcspect, but in no 
other, is almost normal. In Leix the 
number of decrees in thc hands of the 
under-sheriff is 331, representing 
£9,700; Limoriek, 270 dccrees, £12,400; 
Limerick City, 86 decrecs, £1,300; 
Longford, 18 dccrees, £488; Louth, 151 
decrees, £800; Mayo, 272 decrees, 

I £6,700; Meath, 12 decrees, £600; 
Monaghan, 49 decrees, £550; Offaly, 
215 dccrees, £4,500; Roscommon, 258 
dccrees, £4,200; Sligo, 105 decrees, 
£800; Tipperary, 615 decrees, £27,600; 
Tirconaill, 962 decrccs, £13,000; Wa- 
terford, 146 decrecs, £2,500; Waterford 
City, 41 decrees, £1,800; Westmeath, 
161 decrecs, £8,000; Wexford, 334 de- 
1 crees, £4,400; Wicklow, 114 decrees, 
£400. 

That was the situation on the Ist 
February, and we find that over a 
period of two or three months back 
that the under-Sheriffs arc barely keep- 
ing pace with the decrees, without mak- 
ing substantial inroads on the arrears 
of their work. For instance, on the lst 
December over a particular 25 baili- 
wicks—there are altogether 35 baili- 
wicks in the Free State—but over a 
particular 25 bailiwicks for which full 
returns are available, the position on 
the lst December was that there wére 
5,803 decrees in the hands of the under- 
Sheriffs, representing a total sum of 
money of £137,050, whereas for the 
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sarne 25 bailiwicks on the lst Pebruary 
you have in the hands of the under- 
Sheriff 5,724 decrees, representing 
£127,266, which is only a money reduc- 
tion of £10,000. Ecports from all the 
under-Sheriffs go to show the need for 
the changCrS which are proposed in the 
Bill that will bc circulated. They also 
show that the mere fact that they have 
the powcrs which were given by the 
Bill of last year was in itself salutary, 
and that good results were secured 
without the necessity of resorting to 
these powers in practicc at all. It 
would be, in the face of the situation 
revealed by these statistics I have rcad, 
little short of criminal negligence on 
my part not to introduce a Bill which 
is so urgently needed. 

Mr. JOHNSON : I would ask the 
Minister if between now and the Second 
Reading Stage—I assume he will get a 
First Reading for the Bill—he will pre- 
pare figures to show how many of these 
decrees have been granted for dcbts in 
respect of rates, income tax, or othcr 
debts to public authorit-ies, and how 
many in the case of debts of private 
persons; and also if he will tell us the 
number of cases in which it has been 
found necessary to export or to send 
outside the jurisdiction goods, which 
have bcen seized, to be sold. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I do not know 
whether the Dcputy expects a reply 
now to the question he asks. 

Mr. JOHNSON: No. I will be satis- 
fied with the reply before the Second 
Reading Stagc is reached. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I will endeavour to 
get the particulars asked for. 

Question: “ That leave be granted j 
to introduce the Bill>” put and agreed 
to. 

Second Stage ordered for Thursday, 
March 6th. 

FIREARMS (TEMPORARY PROVI- 
SIONS) BILL, 1924—FOURTH 
STAGE. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: In the Committee 
Stage of this Bill Deputy Johnson 
raised a question as to the power given 
to impose a fine in addition to a sen- 


tence of imprisonment, and contended 
that in some way that provision mili- 
tated, or might militate, against the 
poor man, against thc man without 
money, and in favour of the person 
who had money and who, in that way, 
could, as it were, buy off a term of im- 
prisonment. It is not contemplated 
that the provision could or would have 
any such effect. I take it that the judge 
or justiee hearing a case, and deciding 
to make use of this permissive provi- 
sion, would have regard to the circum- 
stances of the accused person and to 
his ability to pay a íine in addition to a 
period of imprisonment. 

In eonsultation with officials of my 
Department I have decided that there 
is really no case for a change in the 
provision as it stands. I consider that 
it is a useful power, that these cases 
vary very much in the degree of guilt 
and in all the attendant circumstances. 
You can have under this particular Act 
offences ranging from the mcrest tech- 
nical breach in the law to offcnces of 
a very serious nature. Much would dé- 
pend on the motive for which a pcrson 
might be supposed to have improperly 
and illegally a lethal weapon without 
the knowledge or the consent of the pro- 
per authorities, and judging each case 
in that way in its perspective and in its 
attcndant circumstances, it was thought 
wise to enable the magistrate to inflict 
a fine, in addition to a period of im- 
prisonment, if he thought that the cir- 
cumstances warranted it. I could 
understand the objection to this provi- 
vision if it were mandatory, if it were 
a hard and fast or binding provision, 
but I must say that I cannot understand 
or appreciate the objections when it is 
purely a permissive section. 

Mr. JOHNSON: The Minister has not 
met the question as to why a £20 fine in 
paragraph (a) of Section 6, should be 
equal to two months’ imprisonment 
without, hard labour, and then in para- 
graph (b) £100 should be equal to six 
months , imprisonment without hard la- 
bour. The method of calculation has 
escaped me, and perhaps it would be 
of assistance to the Dáil in coming to. a 
judgment if we could have the Minis- 
ter’s explanation of the difference iit 
value per month in money of imprison- 
ment without hard labour. 
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Mi'. O’HIOOINS: There was no in- 
tcntion to take the thing on a strict 
mathcmatical basis in that way, and set 
£20 against#six months or £100 against 
twelve. 

Mr. JOHNSON: The Minister is mis- 
quoting. It is £20 against two months 
and £100 against six months. 

Mr. O HIGOINS: You mean in de- 
fault? You see, the £20 in paragraph 
(a) is a maximum. and fines within that 
amount may be inflicted. Similiarly, 
the £Í00 mentioned in paragraph (b) is 
also a maximum. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Is not the imprison- 
ment a maximum also ? 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: Yes. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Perhaps I can assist 
the Minister. £20 is the fine which 
may be imposed in addition to six 
months without hard labour, but if the 
fine of £20 is not paid, then additional 
imprisonment not exceeding two 
months may be imposed, in default of 
the £20. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: Of the £20 or less. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Yes, not exceeding 
two months and not exceeding £20. 
That is to say, £10 a month—£2 lOs. 0d., 
or a little less, per wcek. In the second 
case the fine in addition to the im- 
prisonment may be up to £100, but in 
dcfault of payment of that £100, or 
lesser sum, a further imprisonment of 
not exceeding six months may be im- 
posed. What I want to know is the re- 
lation between £20 equalling two 
months, aud £100 cqualling six months, 
and how is the difference arrived at. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I do not know 
how the differenee is arrived at. I was 
never any good at mathematics. If thc 
Deputy has any suggestion for a change 
I would be willing to eonsider it, and, 
possibly, to have it moved elsewhere. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Of eourse, I have 
suggested the elimination of these ad- 
ditional sentences. 

Mr. OHIGGINS: Ycs, but the 
Deputy did not make a case against 
an additional sentence. He did make 
a case against the mathematics, and I 
think it is a good case, which seems 
convincing. . ' 


Mr. R. BEAMISH: I suppose it is 
perfectly clear that if nobody offends 
none of these impositions will be placed 
upon him. 

1 Question: 4 ‘ That the Bill be received 
for final consideration ”—put *and 
agreed to. 

Finai stage ordered for next Wed- 
nesday. 

WIRELESS BROADCASTING. 

Débate resumcd on motion by 
1 Deputy Cooper:— 

li That thc evidence and docu- 
ments suhmitted to the Speeial Com- 
mittce on Wireless Broadcasting at 
any stage of their procecdings be 
printcd and circulated, except such 
Departmental Minutes as, in the 
opinion of the Committee, are not 
necessary to be published. M 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: I just wish 
to say this. I carefully refrained last 
Friday from participating in the de- 
bate or expressing any possible kimi of 
preference as to thc alternatives that 
were then before the Dáil. But the 
Dáil did ultimately, at the end of the 
debate, come to a decision that this 
was the course to be adopted, and I 
have only this now to say, that this 
is the coursc I myself called for nearly 
a month ago, and this is the course I 
am glad that the Dáil has adopted. 

I would have wishcd further not 
merely that all the documents would be 
publishcd, but also that, bcing pub- 
lished, they should be relcased from 
privilegc in order that any person or 
persons who might feel so disposed 
might be free to take any action they 
wished in the matter, either in regard 
to the documents themselves or in re- 
gard to any comments upon them. I 
do not know whether that is or is not 
possible. I just put that forward now. 

I only wish to^ say that the decision ta 
which the Dáil came last Friday was 
a decision that I am glad it has eome 
to, and I think it is the right decision. 

Mr. WALSH: I understood that the 
President intended moving an amend- 
ment in some shape or form to this 
motion dcaling particularly with De- 
partmental files. 
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AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : That is 
in the motion. 

Mr. WALSH: In that ease, will you 
take an amendment from me to this 
motion. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: What is 
the amendment? 

Mr. WALSH: I wish .to move an 
amendment asking the Dáil to deletc 
all words after w eireulated M “ ex- 
eept sueh Departmental Minutes as, in 
the opinion of the Committee, are not 
nexíessary to be published.” 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: The pro- 
cecdings were not quite rcgular on 
Friday. The motion proposed by Dc- 
puty Cooper was amended, by general 
leave, to inelude these words. That is 
my reeollection. That is to say, it was 
deoided to put them in. I do not see 
how you ean now deeide to take them 
out. 

Mr. WALSH: I must say that was 
not my intcrpretation of the discussion. 
but if it is the feeling of the Dáil I do 
not wish to be the exception, though I 
do think that becausc of the pcculiar 
turn of affairs regarding this whole 
subject. it is an inadvisable dccision. I 
readily concede that it is wrong to pub- 
lish all Departmental files in a matter 
of this kind, for the great majority of 
them have no interesr whatevcr for the 
public, that apart from that interest or 
non-intcrest it is essential that subor- 
dinates should be kept outside the pub- 
lic view. Nevertheless, I arn satisfied 
that the retention of all documents, no 
matter how trivial in this instance, is 
necessary, and because, as I say, of the 
peculiar circumstances of the case—not 
that it shoilld be made a precedent—I 
consider it an ill-advised course to with- 
hold one single document. I do not 
want to move a motion on the subject, 
and if the citizens outside could see it 
from the point of view I see it, I would 
be entirely in favour of falling in with 
the majority view of the Dáil, but I 
again say, it is a rather unfortunate 
"decision. As this subject will not arise 
again, possibly, until the final Report 
comes on, I want to know from this 
Committee whether or not they have 
made up their minds regarding the 


presence of the Press at their future 
sittings. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : The 

Minister cannot ask the Committee that 
question in this way. 

Mr. WALSH : Well, if I cannot, I can 
eertainly do it in another way, and the 
subject is of such importance that I will 
I have to trouble the Dáil within the next 
few days to discuss a motion on this 
subjcct. I now give notiee that I in- 
tend to move a motion that all future 
meetings of this Committee be con- 
ducted in public. ' 

Major COOPER : It is not quite clear 
to me whether I am spcaking to thc 
Postmaster-CencraCs amcndment or to 
inv own motiou. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Thc 

amendment is out of ordcr. 

| Major COOPER: There are only two 
í points 1 wisli to deal with. One has 
been referred to by Deputy 

4 o'cloch. Figgis. Before I do so, I 
I should !ike to l’emind the 

I Postmaster-Gencral that when I ac- 
cepted the final words, “ except such 
Departmental Minutes as, in the opinion 
of the Committee, are not necessary to 
be published,” I did so acting on the 
suggestion of the Minister for Finance. 
He suggested these words, and I think 
thc balance of opinion of the Dáil was 
in favour of their acceptance, for I 
thinlc wc all realise how essential it is 
| that our public departments, if they are 
I to work at all, should be kept outside 
the arcna of politics, and not havc their 
opinions drawn in and canvassed. On 
the point Deputy Figgis raised—the 
question of privilegc—there is a good 
deal of misundcrstanding. Personally, 
I do not think that what Deputy Fig- 
gis asks can be done. If a man givcs 
evidence on a privileged occasion, hc 
cannot be sued for it, and you cannot 
remove the privilege except by consent. 
You would have to ask every person 
who appeared before the Committee, 
and every member of the Committee, to 
remove the privilege. Only by general 
consent could it be done. íf one person 
objected you would not be able to do it. 
Therefore I do not- think that it is a 
practical proposition. 1 think the pub- 
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[Major Cooper.] 

lic outside have not entirely understood 
the pains that have been taken to in- 
clude in this evidence when it is pub- 
lished a statement from eyerybody who 
may be affected, and I think that is be- 
cause the public, and even the Press, 
are not perhaps so familiar with thc 
Constitution as they might be. 

Article 19 of the Constitution says— 
“ All offlcial reports and publiea- 
tions of the Oireachtas or of either 
House thereof shall be privileged 
and utteranees made in either House 
wherevcr published shall be privi- 
leged.” 

Under that Article I take it, and I 
hope the Attorney-General will correct 
me if I am wrong, if a newspaper pub- 
lishes extracts from this evidence when 
printed and circulated, it will be liable 
to an action for libel by any person 
who is unfavourably commented on, 
although I think the Constitutionaí 
practice in other countries extends 
privilege to any Parliamentary publi- 
cation even when re-produeed in the 
Press. Leaving that out altogether, 
when the Blue Book or White Book 
which contains this evidence is privi- 
leged it is a publication of the Dáil. 
That Book, containing statements 
which may reflect on the cliaracter of 
individuals—from what I have heard 
it is almost bound to reflect on the 
character of individuals—will be on 
sale in every bookshop in the City of 
Dublin, and every person who wishes 
can have hawkers selling it in the 
streets. It would be grossly unfair 
that in a work of that character under 
the shelter of privilege statements 
should be made against individuals 
which they have had no opportunity 
of answering. This mot-ion gives thcm 


the opportunity of submitting docu- 
rnents to the Committee, even at this 
late stage, and having them published, 
so that as well as the charges against 
an individual being published, there 
will be the answer of the individual. 
I vcnture to think that is only fair. 
There is one last point: I have seen it 
stated by a speaker outside the Dáil 
that in the course of the discussion my 
motion was torpedoed by Deputy 
Johnson. I take it that thc shock of a 
torpedo is sharp and sudden, and that 
it comes on you unawarc. Most cer- 
tainly there was nothing of that in this 
case. Deputy Johnson told me before 
I proposed the motion the course that 
he proposed to recommend. He was 
absolutely frank and open with me, and 
I say that the course he wished t-o re- 
commend was not inconsistent with my 
Motion but was supplementary to it. 
Had it commended itself to the Dáil it 
could have been combined with my 
motion. It did not so commend itsclf, 
but if it did there was nothing in the 
world unfair or underhand about 
Deputy Johnson’s motion. It is un- 
necessary to say that, bocause we all 
know I)eputy Johnson. We know he 
can be sometimes obstinatc and some- 
times unreasonable, but he is never un- 
fair. As the statement has been 
made outside I think that a contradic- 
tion should go out. As a matter of 
fact, nobody has torpedoed my motion. 
It is sailing safely into port, possibly 
delayed on the voyage, but that is com- 
pensated for by the fact that it is sail- 
ing into port with, I think, the good 
wishes, or at any rate with the acccpt- 
ance, of every side. I do not know if 
anything has been torpedoed, but mo&t 
certainly my motion has not. 

Motion put and agreed to. 
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AN CHÉAD THUARASGABHÁIL 6N gCOISTE AR NÓS-IMEACHTA 

AGUS PRÍBHLÉIDÍ 

(FIRST REPORT OF TTIE COMMITTEE ON PROCEDURE AND 

PRIVILEGES.) 


1. Le Rún le n-ar ghlac an Dáil 
5 Mí na Nodlag, 1923, do cnireadh na 
nithe seo leanas chun an Choiste:— 

“ Go gcuirtcar chun an Choiste ar 
Nós-imeachta agus Príbhléidí gach 
ceist a bhaineann le hAchuingheacha 
do thíolaca i láthair Dháil Eireann 
chun tuairisciú don Dáil ina 
dtaobh. ,, 

2. Do bhreithnigh an Coiste an Rún 
san i gcruinniú a comóradh 13 Mí na 
Nodlag, 1923, nuair a bhí na Teachtaí 
sco a lcanas i láthair:— 

An Ceann Comhairlo, Pádraic 0 
Máille, Seoirse Mac Niocaill, Seán 
O Coníáin, Risteárd Mac Liam, Brian 
Cúipéir, Tomás Mac Eoin agus 
Peadar O hAodha. 

3. Tá forálacha in Airtiogail 47 agus 
48 den Bhunreacht i dtaobh tíolaca 
Achuinghéacha áirithe. Sna Buan- 
Orduithe atá ag an dá Thigh i dtaobh 
Billí Príobháideacha tá forálacha i 
dtaobh tíolaca Achuingheacha i 
gcásanna áirithe. 

4. Do bhreithnigh an Coiste cásanna 
eile ina bhféadfí Achuingheacha do 
thíolaca agus molaid gan glaca leis an 
nós san, Achuingheacha do thíolaca 
don Dáil ó Theachtaí no aon chólucht 
lasmuich. 

5. Ag teacht ar an dtuairim sin 
dóibh do chuimnigh an Coiste ar an 
saoirse cainte, ar an saoirse tionóil, ar 
an vóta don duine fásta, ar an 
Ionadaíocht Chothromúil, ar an Re- 
ferendum agus ar an dTionscnamh a 
cuirtear in áirithe lcis an mBunreacht. 
Do mheasadar gur féidir ar na slite 
sin gach tuairim atá ág saoránaigh do 
thabhairt os cóir na Dála agus dá bhrí 
sin nách gá aon Achuingheacha. 

6. Maidir le nithe eile a cuireadh 
chun an Choiste leis an Rún do rith 
an Dáil 3 Deire Fomhair, 1923, agus le 
n-ar cuireadh an Coiste ar bun, tá dul- 
ar-aghaidh déanta ag an gCoiste ach 
táid ag leanúint d’iad do bhreithniú. 


14 adh Fedbhra, 1924. 


1. By Resolution of the Dáil, adopted 
on the 5th Decembcr, 1923, the follow- 
ing reference was made to the Com- 
mittce:— 

“ That all questions connected 
with the prescntation of Pctitions be- 
fore Dáil Eireann bc referred to the 
Committee on Procedure and Privi- 
lcges for report to the Dáil. ,, 

2. This Resolution was taken into 
eonsideration by the Committee at a 
mceting held on the 13th Deccmber, 
1923, at which the following Deputies 
were present:— 

The Ceann Comhairle, Deputies P. 
0 Máille, Nicholls, Conlon, Wilson, 
Cooper, Johnson and Hughes. 

3. Provision is made in Articlcs 47 
and 48 of the Constitution for thc pre- 
scntation of certain Petitions. The 
Standing Orders of both Houses deal- 
ing with Private Bills provide for the 
presentation of Petitions in certain 
cases. 

4. The Committee took into con- 
sideration other cases in which Pcti- 
tions might be presented and recom- 
mend that the practice of presenting 
Petitions to the Dáil whether by De- 
putics or by any outsidc body should 
not be adopted. 

5. In forming this opinion the Com- 
mittec had regard to the guarantees of 
free speech, frce assembly, adult suf- 
frage, Proportional Representation, 
Referendum and the Initiative con- 
tained in the Constitution. Thcy con- 
sidered that by these methods every 
point of view held by citizens can be 
brought before the Dáil, and that, con- 
sequently, the expedient of Pctitions is 
not necessary. 

6. In regard to other mattera re- 
ferred to the Committee by Resolution 
of the Dáil dated 3rd Octobcr, 1923, 
which set up the Committee, progress 
has been made, but the Committce is 
continuing its deliberations thereon. 

MICHEÁL 0 hAODHA, 

Ceann Comhairle. 
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PADRAIC 0 MAILLE: Is mian liom 
an Chéad Thuarasgabháil 6n gCoiste ar 
Nós-Imeachta agus Príbhleídi do chur 
os bhur gcomhair agus táim cinnte go 
nglacfhaidh an Dáii leis. Ní gádh 
dhom aon nídh a rádh a cabhrú leis an 
rún mar bhí an Coiste ar aon guth gan 
glaca leis an nós san, Achuingheacha do 
thíolaca don Dáii ó Theachtaí nó ó aon 
chóJucht lasmuich. 

I wish to propose “ That the Report 
of the Committee on Proeedure and 
Privileges be adopted , 19 and* I do not 
think it is necessary for me to say any- 
thing in support of the motion because 
the Committee were unanimous on the 
matter. They realised that any one 
who had reason to present a petition 
had suflficient means under the Consti- 
tution of placing his or her views be- 
fore the Dáil. For that reason it was 
not necessary to have any petitions pre- 
scnted. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: I second 
that and for this reason. Though a 
member of the Committee, I was not 
present when the Report was passed, 
but I entirely agree with the terms of 
the motion. 

Question put and agrecd to. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT ELECTORS 
REGISTRATION BILL, 1923—FROM 
THE SEANAD. 

The PRESIDENT : I have no objec- 
tion to taking this. I understand there 
Avas a Committee of both Houses to 
deal with it. I am at a loss to know 
whether that Committee met or not. 
Unfortunately the Minister for Local 
Government is ill at present, and I 
would suggest that it would be put on 
for to-morrow. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Could we in the 
meantime have any indication of 
whether the Minister proposes to ap- 
prove of this or not? 

The PRESIDENT: The Minister for 
Local Govemment is not well to-day. I 
have not heard from him on this. I 
understand he was not in the office yes- 
terday or to-day. 

Mr. JOHNSON: The matter has been 
before the Dáil now for two or three 
weeks and although I suppose there is 


, nobody who can atiswer for him, it 
would be important for us to know 
whether there is to be a motion moved 
on this, or whether it remains where it 
is. 

The PRESIDÉNT : I explained to the 
Ceann Comhairle that I understood 
that this Bill with the amcndment had 
been referred to a Joint Committee of 
the Seanad and the Dáil. I do not 
know whether that Committee met, and 
if it did, what was its decision. It is 
to enable me to get this information 
that I propose to postpone the matter 
until to-morrow. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: My recol- 
lcction was that the Committee was not 
appointed to deal with any specific case 
of a conflict of opinions as between the 
Dáil and the Seanad, but more particu- 
larly with régard to the general ques- 
tion as to conflicts which might occur. 

| I would like to know if it is within 
your knowledge whether the Committee 
is going to be kept to the general ques- 
tion, or to report on it, because if the 
Committee is to report on this and the 
next two iterns on the Orders of the 
Day, and we are expecting a report 
from the Committee on these matters, 
I suggest we ean hardly proceed on 
them now in advancc of the specific 
recommendation we may be expecting. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Thc 

Joint Committee was not appointed to 
considcr this, or any particular amend- 
ment. It was appointed with general 
terms of reference, and has had several 
meetings, and has agrecd on several 
matters, which will appear in a Report. 
With regard to this matter, which was 
the occasion for the appointment of the 
Committee, I think the decision reached 
by the Committee will simplify the 
question which arose in connection 
with this amendment, and as the Presi- 
dent, unfortunately, had not been in- 
formed, the matter can be left open 
until to-morrow, when he can discuss 
it with knowledge. What Deputy 
Johnson apparently requires to know 
ís whether there is any change in the 
Minister’s mind, that is, whether he can 
agree with the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT: The Minister 
could not agree with the amendment. 
It brmgs in contentious matter, and un- 
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less there is agreemcnt betwcen the 
Committee of both Houses with respect 
to this, the Minister cannot accept it. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : It does 
not depend on the agreement of the 
Committee. 

Mr. JOHNSON: The Mínister does 
not propose to move that the Dáil agree 
with this amendment. The President 
has answered my question. That is all 
I want to know. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Order 
discharged, to be taken up to-morrow. 

DAIL IN COMMITTEE. 

FISHERIES BILL, 1923—FROM THE 
SEANAD. 

Message from the Seanad with al- 
tered amendment inserted, viz, a new 
Section before Section 9. 

“ Save and except in any case in 
which the Executive is satisfied that 
there has been a miscarriage of jus- 
tice no penalty inflicted under this 
Act shall be reduced or remitted save 
on the recommendation of the Jus- 
tice who imposes such penalty or the 
Appeal Court in the event of an Ap- 
peal and any recommendation for 
such reduction or remission shall be 
made at the same time as the penalty 
is imposed* or the conviction con- 
firmed. ,, 

AN t-AIRE UM IASGACH (Fionán 
<0 Loingsigh) : Cuirim mar thairisgint 
rf< ná aoinntuigheann an Dáil leis anleas- 
rún, M agus ní gádh dhom puinn a rádh 
mar gheall air. Ní cheist aireachta 
anois e ach ceist dlighe agus ceist bun- 
reachta. Is beag a bheidh le rádh agam 
^ir sin. 

I move “ That the Dáil do not agree 
with the Seanad in this amendment. ,, 
I do not think that there is any great 
necessity to speak at length on this 
subject, as the same arguments which 
I brought forward against the original 
amendment in the Seanad apply also in 
this case. The matter, at any rate, has 
now become a matter of law and of the 
Constitution, rather than a departmen- 
tal matter. I do not, therefore, propose 
i:o ~ay anything further. 

Vol. 6. 


ATTORNEY-GENERAL : I m\jst say 
that I depreeate dealing with this mat- 
ter as a matter of technical law. I 
think it is a mistake when you hear 
people generally, but most of all Depu- 
ties, refer to some matters that may be 
I conccrned with law as having some 
mystery about them. The law ought 
not to be a mystery. It ought to be 
withi?i the intelligence, certainly, of 
Deputies. 

Mr. JOHNSON: And even Bills. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : To try and 

convert this matter into a dispute be- 
tween two persons who happen to have 
some connection with law is, in my 
opinion, a great mistake. When the 
amendment of the Seanad came here in 
the first instanee, I suggested, in the 
course of the debate, that the Seanad 
amendment was not an amendment in 
the nature of an amendment of law, but 
was in the nature of cutting down the 
position of the Executive with regard 
to the remission of penalties and 
punishmcnt. That observation is very 
plain and simple and, I think, correctly 
represents the position appearing in the 
i Ofíicial Reports of this House and now 
| enshrined in the Ofíicial Reports of the 
other Ilouse. We hear the Seanad some- 
times referred to as a “ cooling cham- 
ber,” but there is not much of the icicle 
in the framework of my observation as 
it appears in the Reports in the othcr 
Ilouse. I do say that if anybody reads 
the piece of masterly advocacy, as onc 
might expect masterly advocacy of a 
ccrtain position in that Report, he will 
realise, after calm consideration of the 
particular subject and a comparison of 
the amendment as it was first sent down 
by the Scanad, and as it has now been 
returned to us, that my observation 
here was absolutely correct and jus- 
tified in all respects and confirmed and 
corroborated by all that was said 
about it in the other House. I said that 
that amendment was not directed to 
amending the law, as regards the 
Fishery Laws in particular, and any- 
one who refers to it will find that the 
matter, which was first introduced as a 
matter of advocacy, and really as an 
afterthought, in the other House, was 
proposed originally by people who had 
not in mind any amendment of the Re- 
mission of Penalties Acts or of the 

z2. 
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[At1?orney-General.] 

Fisheries Acts, but who had in mind 
a clipping of the position of the Execu- 
tive as regards advising the remission 
of penalties in this particular case. One 
has observed in variotis Acts that re- 
cently left this House a tendency to 
deal in that manner with the positmn 
of the Executive responsible to this 
House. One is inelined to eall to mind 
the observations made with reference 
to the Doctor—how much he was prized 
in the case of illness, and how, in a 
more normal condition of the patient 
he w r as not subject to quite so much 
admiration. 

There is no doubt that this amend- 
ment was originally directcd to cutting 
down the authority of the Executive re- 
sponsible to this House, and depriving 
it of power to advise the remission of 
penalties in relation to the cases that 
were dealt with in this particular sta- 
tute. I said then, and I say now, that 
in an Act of this kind which has mini- 
mum penalties, it is important that that 
power should be preseived, more unim- 
pared than it might be in an Act of 
another kind. There is rcallv very little 
more to say. I take it that in the 
general Act which the Minister proposes 
to introduce later in the year hc will 
have had the benefit in the meantime of 
this Act if it should be allowed to pass, 
and he will consider the question of 
minimum penalties as regards the gene- 
ral law. He may also reconsider the 
decision as regards persons who insti- 
tute prosecutions and get portion of the 
fine, but thcre was a doubt many years 
ago as to whether in such cases the pre- 
rogative of mercy could be extended to 
deprive the prosecutor of the profit 
which he gained under the prosecution. 
Though we have heard it asserted that 
the other Housc contains guardians of 
the Constitution and of the people’s 
charter of liberty, I venture to say that 
in this case the position of the respon- 
sibility of the Executive to this House 
lias been impaired by this amendment, 
and I therefore submit that this amend- 
ment should not be accepted. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: When this 
amendment from the Seanad was before 
the House for the first time, I stood in 
clefence of it for the reasons I then 


gave. Now that it is returned to us y 
somewhat softened in form, I would like 
ito say that I still stand in defence of 
this amendment, and for the same rea- 
'sons that I gave on that occasion. In 
fdealing with certain arguments I 
brought forward then, both the Attor- 
ney-General and the Minister for Home 
fAffairs raised thc argument as to the 
prerogative of the Executive to dispense 
with certain sentences that might be im- 
posed in courtsof law, and as the result 
of which hardship might be done. That, 
[.1 take it, is tho osseneo of the ease put 
forward now by the Attorney-General 
*and l>y the Minister for Fisheries in 
'urging this amendment to be refused. 

' .Therefore 1 would just like bricfly to 
address mysclf to that one point. What- 
'ever may be the truth in other placcs— 
and I am not wholly disposed to accept 
^the Attorney-General as the fullest in- 
terprctor of those arguments put 
forward in those other places—so 
far as I personally am eoncerned, I 
do feel that there is no attempt 
made in at least thc form of this amend- 
ment, whatever the intention may be 
of those who move it, to impair the 
prerogative of the Executive, to dis- 
pense with any sentence that has given 
hardship or the result of which may 
lead to injustice. It mcrely means this : 
that the prerogative of the Exccutive 
to changc a scntence or to dispense 
wúth that sentence altogcther is a right 
that ought not to be exercised except 
in the last resort. 

It ought not to be allowed to inter- 
vene in the vcry lowest form of 
Courts. If there is to be an appeal from 
the lowest ring of Courts it should be 
to a highcr Court and thc Executive 
should not be appealed to until the last 
argument has been carricd to a higher 
stage than the District Justice's Court. 
In the Courts of Justice Bill, which is 
now before thc Oireaehtas, it is made 
evident that cases of injustice may 
occur, that a District Justice may give 
some sentence which might not be a 
correet sentence. Later, facts may 
come to light that may require some 
change or revision of that sentence. I 
would say that the right place for these 
new^ facts or new conditions to be in- 
vestigated is not the Executive offices 
oi any Minister but another Court of 
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Law. Either the facts are facts or 
they are not facts. Either the argu- 
ments brought forward are sound or 
are not sound. The substantiation of 
the allegcd new facts and the corrcct- 
ness of thc allcged new arguments aro 
matters that should be investigatod in 
a Court of Law. If it be thc caso, as 
the Minister for Home Affairs seemcd 
to reveal when he spoke on this amcnd- 
ment when it was last before the Dáil, 
that a District Justice would be apt to 
give heavy fines and penalties in re- 
spect of offencos under this Bill mcrcly 
as a rnatter of display, as a kind of 
public discipline and correctivo, with- 
out intonding that they should bo 
operative, thon I think that is a course 
to be deprecated. I stood then in de- 
fence of this amcndment and I stand in 
defence of it again. 1 think it is 
right that the prerogative of the Execu- 
tivte should be exercised, but that it 
should not be exercised on an appeal 
from the lowest ring of Courts until 
the procedure of justice has gone 
further. 

Mr. O’DOHERTV: I suppose that 
Deputy Figgis knows as well as any 
othcr Deputy that we have not yet 
reached our full powcrs in our Saorstát 
and in that respect I might refer him to 
the American Constitut.ion from its iu- 
ception to its final position. Unfortun- 
ately, as we are placed at present, we 
have some of our own nationals against 
us. I think the President can tell us 
what the cost. of that has been and the 
Minister for Home Affairs can tell us 
the difficulties of our Defence Forces 
in trying to save our position. As to 
the Minister for Ilome Affairs, I think 
every Deputy has the most perfect con- 
fidence in his integrity. In this matter, 
which affects us all, every Deputy is 
as responsible as the Minister who may 
be concerned. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Is the 

Deputy aware that this is an amend- 
ment to a Fisheries Bill? 

Mr. 0’D0HERTY: I am coming to 
that now. I thought I would give a 
little ancient history before I came to 
it. The motion of the Minister for 
Home Affairs- 

AN CEANN OOMHAIRLE: There is 


no motion by the Minister for Home 
Affairs. I am afraid the Deputy is 
talking about a different matter from 
the one before us. 

Mr. 0’D0HERTY : I was going to 
ask the Attorney-General to give ; is 
some guidanee. I must disagree with 
Deputy Figgis anyway. 

Major COOPER: I do not want to 
stand between Dcputy Doherty and 
thc light that radiates from the 
Attorney-General. I rather want to 
transfer the discussion from a question 
of law to a question of fact, or even a 
question of expediency. Sitting here 
it was not easy to hear the Minister 
for Fisheries, as Ministers who speak 
from that corncr rather tend t.o address 
the Press. I should like to know his 
opinion as to what the cffect will be on 
the Bill and on the fisheries of the 
country if the Seanad continue to ad- 
liere to this amendment, and the Bill is 
held up for 270 days. We gatlier, as 
far as we have any means of judging, 
that the Seanad attach importance to 
this amendment. We did return it to 
them once, and they have washed its 
face and dressed it in a new di’css and 
sent it down again. I have no means 
of knowing what thc Seanad may do, 
but I meet a nurnber of Senators on 
Joint. Committees and in other places, 
and I.find they are tolerably obstinate. 
It is quite conceivable that they will 
continue to adherc to the amendment 
and will hold up the Bill, as they have 
a Statutory and Constitutional powcr 
to do, for a period of nearly nine 
months. This Bill, even though it has 
not become law, has already done good. 
The knowledge that such a Bill was on 
the stocks has checked poaching dur- 
ing the last spawning season. If the 
Bill is held up it will be held up until 
virtually the middle of the next spawn- 
ing season, even over the middle of 
the spawning season on some of the 
earlier rivers. 

Mr. F. LYN0H: The 270 days starts 
from the day on which the Bill first en- 
terpd the Seanad, and, even if it is held 
up, it wiU, therefore, according to^ the 
Constitution, beeome law in September. 
That is befjre the spawning season 
starts anywhere. 
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Major COOPER: That is exactly the ture, and throw the whole Exccutive 

information I wanted to get. under suspieion, not only in this small 

matter, but in many other ways. I thmk 

Mr. HEWAT : It does not seem to mc i t } s a p0W er thc Exceutive should have 
in the ordinary way that this amcnd- i n their own hands, and I say emphati- 
ment is of very great importanee, but ca n y t h at t h c mattc r in disputc between 
it acquires a very considerable import- the £>áil and thc Seanad does not jus- 

ance in our eyes, I take it, owing to the t |f y ttlc Seanad in persisting in an 

attitude of the Seanad in rcturning it amendmcnt which has been thrown out 
to us again for further consideration. b y ttl0 Dái], 

It appears to me that this Dáil must 

maintain the position it has already The PRESIDENT : I arn very pleased 
taken up in connection with this matter. to h ear a statement sueh as that from 

Deputy Figgis says that before the Deputy Hewat. I was not altogether 

Minister comes to a decision as to a eer- surprised with the statement made by 

tain case an appeal should be taken to Deputy Figgis. Deputy Figgis re- 

a higher Court of Justice. It seems to minded me during his statement of a 
me that the dccision of a Justice when man to whom you would say: “ It is a 
a case comes before his Court is really fi 110 day,” but he, having a headache, 
not hclped by extending the legal pro- a nd probably thinking of the night be- 

cess. In other words, I take it that f 0 re, will tell you he had not made up 

the meaning of the Scction to which his mind yct about to-day, that last 

this is an amendment is, that the Dis- night was not as fine as he wished it to 

trict Justice comes to a decision that he; always nervous, aiways looking 

the imposition of a eertain fine is neees- w i t h suspicion on everybody clse, and 

sary in conneetion with an offence thinldng he was suffering from an in- 

which has been eommitted. justice from somebody or other. This 

The District Justice may look at it amendment would be sustainable if 

from the iegal point of view, and the there was evidenee to warrant its inclu- 
local point of view. The Exccutive, sion in the Bill. There is no such evi- 
when it comes to them, may look at it dence, none whatevcr. The Deputy, 
from the general view of the situation w h e n speaking of facts, should tell us 
as far as the whole country is con- what he means by them. They are ra- 
cerned. I think it is desirable that they ther stubborn things, they are not what 
should be in that position. If they con- somebody told you they were. They 
sider the case would be sufficiently met a re the things that are actually in exis- 
by a remission of the finc, they should tence. The actual facts in this case 
be in a position to do that without cast- arc , that there were 188 convictions 
ing any reflection on the decision given in the fishery year. There were 87 ap- 
by the Justicc. It would, therefore, peals from the convictions, and of these 
seem to me to create a very awkward 87 cases, 14 would not be recommended 
position if this amendment were car- by the District Justices, and of those 
ried. If the Executivc wanted to recommended a lcsser number were re- 
alter a decision they would have to get mitted. Does that, on the face of it, 
the recommendation of the Justice who make a ease for the inclusion of this 
had given that decision. It would be amendment? Does that, on the face of 
extrcmcly awkward for the Executive it, give any justification for the holding 
to demand from a Justice that he up of this measure at its most impor- 
should eat his own words and remit a tant stage? The Bill did not come into 
fine he has imposed. I see no reason- operation during the period of the year 
able objection to the Executive. being when it would have been most useful. 
empowered in this case to deal with the We have all these dissertations upon 
matter themselves. I presume in the the Constitution, on fine days, and hard 
future we are going to have confidence cases, and so on, but nothing at all 
,m the acts of the Executive. . To about the business end. If there is a 
ímagine that they are going to misuse case for the inclusion of this amend- 
the powers they get under the Bill is, ment we will not stand against it, but 
I thmk, to question the whole work the until that case is made for inclusion we 
Dáil is going to accomplish in the fu- ^aust stand against it. 
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Mr. O’HIGGINS: I havc really very 
little to say on this matter. The Pre- 
sident has summarised the facts. Out 
of 188 convictions thcre were 87 ap- 
peals. Appeals and petitions of that 
kind are forwarded, as a matter of 
routine, to the Judgc or magistrate who 
tries the case. In 73 of these cases the 
Justice who was actually responsiblc 
for imposing the penalty recommendcd 
a reduction, and only in 64 of the 73 
cases was a reduetion actually made. 
So that there is herc no qucstion of 
abuse, no question of cxcessive use of a 
particular power. So far írom over- 
riding the Justice or thc magistrate who 
imposed the sentencc we actually re- 
duced sentences only in 64 cases, whcre- 
as 73 reductions were reeommended. I 
hope that is clear. The only other 
point I wish to make is this. A side- 
issue was raiscd—the questton of the 
right of the Minister for Homc Affairs 
to reduce these penalties at all without 
reference to thc Govemor-General. I 
think Section 11 of thc Adaptation of 
Enactments Act answers that. Certain 
powers were conferred by statute in the 
past upon the Lord Lieutenant. Section 
11 of thc Adaptation of Enactments Act 
provides that thc powers conferrcd by 
statute on the Lord Lieutenant should, 
as from the date of the passing of that 
Act, be exercised by the particular 
Minister or member of thc Government 
who seemed most directly concerned, 
and in the cvent of any doubt arising 
as to what Minister should exercise the 
particular power, the matter should be 
decidcd by reference to the Presidont. 
This power conferred by statutc in the 
past does not, as some people seem to 
think, descend in any way to thc Gover- 
nor-General. It is not transmitted in 
any way to the Governor-General. By 
Section 11 of the Act it is conferred on 
the particular Minister who seems most 
directly eoncerned, in this case the 
Minister for Home Affairs. These two 
points are, I hope, rather clear. There 
was no over-riding of any justice, or 
any judge, in reducing fines or remit- 
ting penalties. So far from that being 
the case, fines were in fact reduced in 
a lesser number of cases than was re- 
commended by the District Justices 
themselves. The other point was that 
there was no question of any encroach- 
ment on anyone*s powers under the 


| Constitution. The powers that were 
exercised in this matter by me, acting 
on the advice of my officials, were duly 
and properly exercised under Section 
11 of the Adaptation of Enactments 
Act. 

Mr. JOHNSON: The Minister for 
Ilome Affairs has hinted at the real 
mattcr that is raiscd on this amend- 
ment, and I think we may as well face 
it. That is, whether the Exccutivc for 
the time being—and essentially and 
necessaril/ a political Executive— 
sliould have the right to review, on 
their own initiativc, the decisions of the 
Courts. I think that is really thc issue 
that is being raised by the second 
amendment sent down from the Seanad. 
I find myself torn between two or three 
conílicting principles. One is a very 
earnest desire to protect thc Courts 
from interference by the Exccutivc, 
and to prcvent the risk of the Execu- 
tive, at any tirm 1 , unduly interfcring 
wilh the decisions of the courts. Now I 
see that while claiming that that is the 
purpose of the Seanad in scnding down 
t-his amendment a second time, there is 
something morc involvcd, and I am 
going to take the risk of saying that 
they want to raise the position of the 
Governor-General to that of an Officcr 
of State who has in his kecping the 
prerogative of mcrcy. Well, I am not 
going to do anything to enhance that 
Officcr’s position, and in the circum- 
stanccs of the country and the time, 
and in view^ of the general constitu- 
tional position thíjt we have attained, 
and are hoping to attain, I prefer we 
should clearly recognise that that pre- 
rogative is exercised by the Executive 
for the timc being, and that in so far as 
any other Officer of State nominally 
exercises that prcrogativc, it is done on 
the advice of the Executive Council. 
If in this Bill, read in conjunetion with 
prcvious enaetments, the Minister for 
the time being has that prerogative, 
then I am prepared to take the risk 
and leave it with him rather than en- 
hance the position, in the State, of t-he 
Governor-General. 

But the amendment in itself raises 
thc question—and the Attorney-General 
touched upon it—of the folly of impos- 
ing upon magistrates and justices the 
obligation to impose a minimum sen- 
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IMr. Johnson.] 

tence. • The Seanad, while readily and 
enthusiastically endorsing that pro- 
posal, desires to suggest that any re- 
commendation for the remission of the 
sentence, which they have been obliged 
to impose, shall be made at the same 
time as the penalty is imposed. I have 
never been able to understand the 
course of justice when reading reports 
of Excise eases and smuggling eases, in 
which I read that a fine ol f £100 is im- 
posed and remitted to 15s., and a fine 
of £200 imposed, of which £199 is re- 
mitted, and similar follies. Apparently, 
that vicw of legal procedure com- 
mended itself to the Dáil when 
they sent this Bill forward to 
the Seanad, and it also com- 
mended itself to the Seanad. But 
having approved of that method of im- 
posing penalties, they desii*o to insert 
an amendment whieh suggests that re- 
commendations for the reduetion of the 
penalty must be made at the time the 
sentence is imposed. I am not going 
to insist in maintaining such a foolish 
statute, or in re-enacting such a statute, 
especially when we are led to undcr- 
stand that any value that was cxpected 
to be obtained fi'om the passing of this 
Bill has been lost. We were told on the 
introduction of the Bill that it was pre- 
liminary to a recasting of the eodc in 
respect of fishei*y laws, and that it was 
required to meet the then existing 
spawning season, and must be made law 
before January was out. Wcll, we are 
in March now, and I take it that the 
value of the Bill, .such as it was, is 
passed, and, therefore, not much will 
be lost by returning the Bill to the 
Seanad with the intimation that we do 
not agrce with their amendment. Under 
the circumstances I intend to support 
t.he motion of the Minister for Fisheries. 

Question: “ That, the Committee do 
not agrce with the Seanad in this 
amendment ”—put and agreed to. 

CIVTL SERVICE REGULATION (No. 
2) BILL, 1923—FROM THE SEANAD. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : The Dáil 
remains in Committee, and we will now 
take the Civil Service Regulation BiU, 
from the Seanad. 

Mr. BLYTHE: The first amendment 
to the Civil Service Regulation (No. 2) 


Bill, 1923, which was passed in the 
Seanad, is one -to Section 4, sub-section 
4. A similar amendment was passed to 
a later clause. The Bill, as it went up 
to the Seanad, provided that special re- 
gulations should be laid before each 
House of the Oireachtas at least one 
month before the Examination, and 
that that regulation might be annulled 
by a resolution of both Houses. The 
Seanad amendment provides that such 
regulations may be annulled by resolu- 
tion of one House. I do not know ex- 
actly what position would be taken up 
by the Seanad in this matter if it were 
to be diseussed at, length. In the 
amount of discussion that -took place, 
the Seanad scemed to object to such a 
provision on the grounds that the pro- 
vision in the Bill appeared to give the 
Seanad and the Dáil equal power in the 
matter, and in reality did not give them 
equal power. 

In regard to the later clause in the 
Bill, there was a motion proposed or 
suggested by a Senator that the pro- 
vision for annulment should be deleted 
altogcther. It is possible that such an 
amendment as I propose might meet 
with the approval of the Seanad. I 
think it is desirable, when we can meet 
the Seanad in any particular matter 
that arises, that we should, as seldom as 
possible, simply throw back their 
amendments as rejected. I think it is 
undesirable that the Seanad amend- 
ment, as it comes down to us, should bc 
accepted. The position with regard to 
Section 4 of the Bill is that it was put in 
in order to establish the principle of 
competitivo examination. In Great 
Britain at the present time the Order in 
Couneil under which the Civil Service 
Commission opcrates, is practically in 
the terms of Section 5 of the Bill. 

The Commissioners have power in 
Oreat Britain to makc regulations pre- 
seribing the manner in which, and the 
conditions under which, persons are to 
be admitted either temporarily or per- 
manentlv. In Great Britain the matter 
is entirely at the discretion of the Civil 
Scrvice Commissioners, with the con- 
sent of the Treasury. It was thought 
necessarj’' here to put in the clause 
which was in the old British Order in 
Council prescribing open competitive 
examination as the normal means by 
which efitry could be made into the 
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Civil Service. That is put in to estalv 
lish a principle and ailay fears that 
may have arisen, or may have been 
aroused, by anv sort ol' propaganda 
that has taken place. It is undesirable, 
however, that we should be in a posi- 
tion in which there inight be a dispute 
about special regulations. For instance, 
they might bc annulled by the Seanad 
and might be supported by the Dáil. 
In that particular case, if therc were to 
be any strong feeling over it, I fear 
there might be a danger of an abusive 
use of the special powers given in Sec- 
tion 6 of thc Biil, which prescribes that 
in certain cases the Commissioners may, 
if they think fit, grant their certiflcate 
of (lualification in respect oC such situa- 
tion, upon any evidence which is satis- j 
factory to them that tho j)erson pro- \ 
posed to be appointed to such situation 
is fully qualifíed therefore in respcct of 
age, health, character, knowledge and 
ability. I think w T e should not leave 
ourselves in a position whereby the . 
Dáil and thc Executive l’or the time | 
being would desire a speeial regula- 
tion as regards, for instance, |)roviding 
that certain appointments should be 
exclusively reserved for ex-soldicrs. I 
do not anticipatc that the Seanad would 
annul any such special regulation at 
the jiresent time. I am simply suggcst- 
ing this as an example. Sui>pose that 
the Executive and the Dáil should be 
strongly in favour of such a regulation, 
and that the Seanad should annul it, 
then there might probably be a con- 
siderable danger of thc abuse of the | 
powers given under Section 6, and that 
is not intended. 

I think thc whole casc for preserving 
the principlc of open competitive exami- 
nation as a general rule in 
5 o f clock. regard to thc Service would 
be made by the amendment 
wliich I suggest to thc* Scanad amend- 
ment. It provides that all regulations 
made by the Commissioners under this 
Section shall be laid before each House 
of the Oireaehtas at least, one month 
before any examination is held there- 
nnder. That means that if it is in- 
tended in the case of examinations to 
.confine the appointments to any parti- 
cular class of persons, regulations will 
be laid on the Table, and it will be pos- 
sihle for the Dáil or Seanad to express 
an opinion or to ask that. the examina- 


i tions should not be hcld, or to pass any 
resolution whieh would, in thifi House, 
be quitc sufficient to cause an examina- 
tion not. to be held. I suggest. this as 
a eompromise which might be aceepted 
iu the Seanad. I am sure, from the dis- 
cussion in the Seanad, it Avould be. 
There is really no Civil Service Com- 
mission at the moment. The temporary 
Bill has lapsed, and it is desirable that 
this Bill should become law as soon as 
possible, so that the \vork that is neces- 
sary for the Conmiission to do may be 
done. 1 move the following:— 

(a) That the Dáil do not agree 
with the Seanad in Amendment No. 
1, but make the followúng amend- 
ment in licu thereof, viz., to dclctc 
Section 4 (4) and to substitute 

therefor thc following new F sub- 
section :— 

All regulations made bv the 
Commissioners umler this Section 
shall be laid before each House of 
tbe Oireaclitas at least one month 
before anv examination is held 
thereunder. 

Mr. JOHNSON: l wish to raise a 
point of order of some iinportance. 
There are several amendments from the 
Seanad. Only two are referred to on 
the Ordcr Paper. I do not know what 
the intention of the Minister is in re- 
gard to the other amendments. The 
motion that is beforc the Dáil is that 
we do not agree with the Seanad in 
amendment No. 1. I submit we have a 
right to decide that question before 
proceeding any further. I raise the 
question, as a matter of order, whether, 
if we do not agree with tlie Seanad 
amendment, we are at liberty to take 
the Bill and amend it on the motion of 
any Deputy. It means dealing with the 
Bill anew, if we have not agreed with 
the Seanad amendmcnts. lt means 
that we have passed the Bill in a way 
that, we thought perfect, and sent it to 
the Seanad. They suggest amendments 
and we do not agree with them, and 
can we then reconsidér the Bill # and 
make new amendments? I submit we 
cannot, and that the utmost we can do 
is to make suggestions to the Seanad as 
to wdiat we might be willing to accept. 
I put it forward without arguing, and 
purely as a mattcr of order, as to 
whether we are at liberty, if we refuse 
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IMr. #ohnson.] 

the Seanad amendments, to propose a 
new amendment on our own initiative. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : On the 

first point- it is desired to ehange this 
motion of the Minister for Finanee and 
to make the beginning That the 
Dáil do not agree with the Seanad in 
amendment No. 1 ” into a separate 
motion. I agree that that would 
have to bc put separately. The other 
point is that ií* we disagreed with the 
Seanad amendment we are then in the 
position that we eannot amend the 
Hill any rnore. It seems to mc that we 
can, if we ehoose, insert not a wholly 
new amendment, but an.amendment 
that would be an alternative to the 
Seanad amendment, in order to see 
whether thc Bill, as now amended, 
would suit the Seanad point of vicw. 
I do not thinlc we eould start to re- 
amend the Bill in parts whieh had not 
been touehed by the Seanad whcn the 
Seanad amendment had been rejected. 
So far this is my interpretation with 
regard to our powcrs. 

We have uot deeided whether it may 
not bc the better procedurc to suggest 
to the Seanad that if they made an 
amendment in a particular form we 
would be prepared to agree with it. I 
know that is done in some places, but 
we have no dccision as to what we 
would do in such a matter. I would 
not be inclined to rulc tha-t any amend- 
ment could not be made aíter disagrce- 
ment with the Seanad amendment if 
the new amendment proposed was, in 
my judgment, one relative to the 
Seanad amendment which had been re- 
jected and one which would be deemed 
possible of aeceptanee in the Seanad 
and which would therefore lead to 
agrcement between the two Houses. 

Mr. JOHNSON : I would like to 
argue that, accepting your ruling, 
it is undesirable that we shouíd 
formally propose to pass an amendment 
to a Bill in this way which has alrcady 
passed the Dáil, and on which the 
Seanad has proposed certain amcnd- 
ments. If we cannot agree with the 
Seanad amendments, I submit it would 
be wiser to adopt the procedure of mak- 
ing a recommendation, or a suggestion, 
of what would be acceptable. 


Mr. BLYTHE: I must say Deputy 
Johnson’s suggestion does recommend 
itself to me. I would bc inclined to fall 
in with the suggestion of the Deputy, 
and proposc to make a rccommendation 
to the Scanad. 

AN CEANN COMHAIBLE : That 

proeedure would have the advantage, 
that if the Seanad did not accept the 
rccommendation, wc would have noth- 
ing more to do with the Bill. The Bill 
would havc passed in the form in which 
wc originally sent it up, whercas, if we 
now insert an amendment ourselves in 
endeavouring to agree with the Scanad, 
and that that amendment is rejected by 
the Seanad, wc may then havc to rc- 
consider the Bill again. The motion is 
that the Dáil do not. agrce with the 
Seanad in amendment No. 1. 

Mr. DARRELL PIGGIS: Will the 
Minister explain whether it is intended 
in connection with those two mattcrs 
to go through all the amendments eir- 
culated to us on a formcr day, but 
which do not. appear liefore us on the 
Order Paper to-day? 

Mr. BLYTHE : The other amend- 
ments werc circulated previously, and 
with regard to those other amendments, 
I intend to recommend to the Dáil that 
they be aeeepted. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: They are to 
be gone into now while wc are on this 
business? 

Mr. BLYTHE : Yes, I think those 
amendments were circulated some time 
ago, and the matter was postponed. 

AN OEANN COMHAIRLE : Deputy 
Figgis made a suggestion that I 
promised to consider, but we never had 
a new case since. This is the same case 
still. 

Mr. JOHNSON: We are to take the 
Paper of the 30th January, and take 
the amendments of the Seanad, 1, 2, 3, 
and so on? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Yes, we 
can take a motion on each. The motion 
I on amendment No. 1 is that we do not 
agree. 

Mr. JOHNSON: On that motion, I 
want to oppose the Minister for Fi- 
nance, and to ask the Dáil to accept the 
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amendment of the Seanad, for the rea- 
son that it does maintain to the Houses 
the right to approve or to veto any 
regulation whieh had been laid upon 
the Table, and it places the Seanad, in 
regard to this matter, which is tanta- 
mount to legislation, in a position of 
having thc same authority, and it 
leaves the Dáil with the power which 
originally it was intended the Dáil 
should have, of passing resolutions dis- 
approving of any item in the regula- 
tion, and with that. powcr to disap- 
prove as explicitly statcd in the Bill. 
The Minister has suggestcd that the 
form of the amendment which he would 
have aceepted, would be one which 
would allow the Dáil to initiate a mo- 
tion on some item in the regulations, 
and if the Dáil disapproved then the 
Minister would have to take notice of 
it. But I think that the form that has 
been embodied in other measures is 
more desirable, and that thcre should 
be specifically set forth a statement that 
if a resolution was passed by the Dáil 
within so many days, that the regula- 
tion shall be null and void. I thinlc 
that form is better than the onc pro- 
posed, although I admit that if even 
the form suggested is likely to be ac- 
ceptable, the I)áil could not be deprived 
of the right to move in the matter, but 
I think in the Seanad amendment either 
House might take action in this matter, 
and that if either Housc does not within 
21 days pass a resolution disapproving 
that the regulation shall then be, in the 
languagc of the local authorities, re- 
ferred back for reconsideration. I 
think that form is better than the one 
proposed and is likely to be acceptable, 
and that we should, in consequence, ac- 
cept the Seanad amendment in this re- 
spect. Would a formal resolution be 
required? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : No; if 

we decided against the motion not to 
agree, I think we agree. 

Mr. DARRELL PIOGIS: I do not 

think the Minister for Finance will 
jump to the conclusion that, because I 
am standing in defence of the amend- 
ment put forward by the Seanad, that 
therefore I am moved by some singular 
and extraordinary pertinacity or re- 
calcitrancy in the matter. That is 


obvious, because in it the Sean^d have 
made out a very important matter that 
is going to aífect the futurc of the Con- 
stitution very dccply. The Constitu- 
tion has placed the final responsibility 
in regard to lcgislation on one of thc 
two Ílouses. In thc end, thc Dáil can 
have its will to prevail in regard to 
any question of legislation. It is also 
true that the Executive is responsible 
to this Dáil, but in regard to matters 
that deal with administration, the 
mattcr is not quite so clearly put in 
the Constitution, and there, I take it, 
each of the two Houses has its own 
íunetion in what I may call—I believe 
th(í Minister for Home Affairs used 
this phrase in this or in an earlier 
I Dáil—sub-legislative functions, func- 
tions that are not wholly legislative 
but that are partly legislative and 
partly executive. Supposing now that 
! the original clause were to stand, as it 
I was in tlie Bill as it left this House, it 
) was there stated that it required a joint 
j resolution of both llouses to turn down 
i any matter of regulation that was 
j adopted by the Commission or that was 
| suggested by the Commission—regula- 
| tions that have becn put upon the 
1 tables of both Houses. 

Supposing, in that case. that both 
Ilouses did not join in such a resolu- 
tion but that only one did, and suppos- 
ing that that one ITousc happened to 
be the Dáil, obviously whatever the 
form of the words in the Act might 
happeu to be, the Executive could not 
afford to proceed in the faee of a 
hostile votc of the Dáil cven though the 
Act stated that both were required. 
Supposing, however, that the one 
House was not the Dáil but the Scanad, 
in that ease, although the Act stated 
that both were required and that only 
one Ilouse did join and that the.one 
Housc to pass such a resolution were 
the Seanad, the Executive could afford 
and would readily feel that it was re- 
sponsible to the Dáil and not to the 
I Seanad, and it could afford to neglect 
! such a resolution so passed. Clearly an 
anomaly occurred there which thc 
Seanad was quite right to remove. One 
has heard the argument—I bclieve it. 
has been actually used in this House 
from Benches representative. of all 
parties in this House—that this is the 
House of the tw r o Houses that holds the 
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[Mr. Darrell Figgis.] 
dcmocratic sanction. Wcll, whatever 
the Seanad may or may not be at thc 
present moment, and 1 am not going to 
go into that point, at all, the time will 
arise when the prccedcnts we cstablish 
here will affect the Scanad which, in 
twelve years’ time, will be infiuenced 
by the precedcnts now established, 
althongh thc Seanad of that timc will 
have been drawn from a rcpresentation 
in which all the elcctorate of the Free 
State has voted cqually with the De- 
puties who will be returned to this 
Dáil. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Electors over 30. ] 

Mr. DARRELL FIGOIS. Yes, with 
that slight difference that I had forgot- 
ten, the reprcsentation in both Ilouses 
wilí be substantially the same. There- 
fore, in putting forward any amend- 
ment to a Bill, or in adopting any draft 1 
of a Bill that would seem to jilace one 
House in a peculiar position of advan- 
tage that the other had not got in rc- 
gard to these sub-legislative, semi-Exe- 
cutive functions such as are contem- 
plated in this amendment, it is very dc- 
sirable that we should at this stage keep 
the position of the Seanad in respcct 
of the Dáil perfectly clear and on a 
parity. I takc the meaning of the 
Seanad amendment to be that they are 
struggling to prescrve that parity 
which, in the case that I have repre- 
sented, was not prcserved to it in the 
original form of thc Bill. Not only is 
there a question there in regard to 
general rights and geneial equities as 
between the two Houses, but there is a 
question of convenicncé. It is quite 
conceivable, and more than con- 
ceivablc—it is even highly probable 
—that in the future w T hen some such 
regulations arc tabled, the Dáil may 
happen to be very busy and it would 
be the Seanad that would then be able 
to give to them the time and attention 
that Deputies in the Dáil may not be 
able td give. 

I do not know exactly how many De- 
puties in the Dáil there ere who read 
all the various regulations th^t are pre- 
sumed to be on the Table for their at- 
tention. I confess that I, for oiic, am not 
ablc to read very many of tljem or to 
give many of them that atteiition that 


they require. It is also a matter of 
knowledge and of fact that mem- 
bcrs of the Seanad have, whether they 
desire it or not, greater leisure than 
mcmbers of the Dáil have, and it 
would be right to expect that a degrec 
of vigilance could be givcn by members 
of the Seanad that would not be ex- 
poctcd from members of the Dáil. That 
question of eonvenicncc is not of pri- 
mary importance, it merely supplements 
the other; but the fact íp, that in thc 
normal working out of the original pro- 
visions of the Bill the Seanad would not 
be placed equally, although the inten- 
tion was to have placed the Seanad and 
the Dáil equall.v in the matter, and the 
rcsult would be that thc Dáil would 
have an advantage that the Seanad 
would not have. I imagine that the 
Minister for Financc partly appreciated 
that point in thc amcndments and in 
the substitutions that it had been his 
intention to have moved. I think that 
his substitutions would very largely 
hav r e met thc case put forward by th§ 
Seanad on that oecasion. These substi- 
tutions arc not now before the Dail, but 
what is before thc Dáil is the point put 
forward by thc Seanad, and it is a 
point with which I agrce. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE 

at this stage took the Chair. 

Mr. BLYTHE: I would say again 
that 1 thinlc there is a danger in allow- 
ing ourselves to arrivc at a position in 
which ccrtain special regulations put 
forward by the Civil Service Commis- 
sion with the consent of the Minister 
for Finance—that is to say with the 
consent of the Executive Council, and 
made with the approval of the Dáil— 
are thcn to be annulled by the Seanad. 
In such circumstances there would be 
great danger that thcrc might be a use 
of Clause 6, which, while perhaps of no 
great harm in itself might lead to real 
abuses in connection with that particu- 
lar clause. Clause 6 is the one which 
provides that in certain cases examina- 
tions need not be held. It says:— 

‘ ‘ In ease the Minister fqr Finance 
and the Minister in charge of a 
Govemment Department shall con- 
sider that the qualifications in respect 
of knowledge and ability deemed re- 
quisite for any particular situation to 
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which this Act applies in that Gov- 
ernment Department are wholly or in 
part professional or otherwise pecu- 
liar and not ordinarily to be acquired 
in thc Civil Service, ,, 
and so on. 

It might be quite easy for them, and 
there might be a temptation if a special 
regulation confining ccrtain examina- 
tions to army officers were turned down 
while holding that the people we want 
for these are the people who have been 
in the army, yet to let peoplc 
into the service undcr Clausc 
6 who ou^ht not to be let 
in under that elausc, but who ought to 
be let in under a Jimited competitivc 
examination. 1 do not think that at the 
present time there is the slightest dan- 
ger that the Seanad would turn down 
any spccial regulation confining an ex- 
aminatioii to men wlio wcre being de- 
mobiliscd from the army. 

A situation somewhat similar might \ 
arise, and I think it is undesirablc that 
Ave should bc in the position of having 
this particular clash between thc two 
Houses, and of leaving the possibility 
of getting round the elause in a way 
M r hich is not intended, and in a way 
which may not be wrong iu itself, but 
which might lead to real abuses. 1 do 
think that if a resolution is passed by 
the Seanad and it is seen to be a 
reasonable resolution in favour of the 
amendment of any particular special rc- 
gulation, it would not be possible for 
the Exeeutive to ignore it. It certainly 
would have to re-examine the regula- 
tions vcry careful1y and to withdraw 
them if the reasons put forward in the 
Seánad seemcd to be substantial, even 
if the Dáil were not to pass a similar 
resolution at all. I think that there is 
ample security in the Bill as sent up 
to the Scanad, and I think that we do 
get out of the difficulty that might 
arise through the Seanad annulling the 
regulation whieh the Dáil was in favour 
of, and which it might be attempted to 
give effect -to by a certain round-about 
method. I do not think we should ac- 
cept the position that every regulation 
which may be annullcd by resolution 
should be annulled by resolution of one 
House only. I know that in Great 
Britain there are sometimes regulations 
that may be annulled by resolution of 
either the House of Commons or the 1 


! House of Lords, and there are othcr 
regulations which require a resolution 
of both Ilouses. For instancc, under 
the Government of Ireland Act there 
were certain Orders whieh could be an- 
nuJled by one ífouso only, and others, 
such as putting the Act into effect, 
which eould only be annullcd by re- 
solution of both Houses. I madc a sug- 
gestion which I thought would get over 
the need for looking at any Gonstitu- 
| tional issue, but I ecrtainly would not 
| be in favour of aeccpting the position 
j that any regulation, even a purely ad- 
! ininistrative regulation, should be an- 
nulled by resolution of one IIousc only. 

I do not want to say anything in argu- 
numt here that. might make it more diffi- 
eult to argue in favour of the accept- 
ance of something whcn I am speaking 
in the Seanad. I would like to say 
simply that I do not think that the Dáil 
«hould take up a position that in thc 
íuture all regulations that were annul- 
lable by resolution should be annulled 
by resolution of one Tlouse only. 

Major COOPER : Ministers always 
have two lines of argument. Either 
the Minister for Finance explains to us 
the praetice in Grcat Britain and 
points out that we are following thrr. 
or clse the Minister informs us that 
are sweeping away an old British 
praetice and making a desirable 
change. You are running two horses 
and you stand to win on one or other 
of them. I do not think myselí that 
the Minister at the moment i‘ully 
realises the differenee between power 
I eoji^erred by statute and power con-^ 
j ferred by goodwill, when he argues 
j that if the Seanad were to pass a reso- 
lution, even though it would have no 
forc(í and would have no more effect 
than an expression of opinion in a Dc- 
bating Society, that- nevertheless the 
Govíirnmcnt would be bound to take it 
into careful eonsideration. That is no 
substitutc for statutory powcr. The 
Minister’s proposal is to take away the 
rights of both Houses in this m&tter. 
The Minister appears to have taken the 
saying of the poet to heart, that he did 
not care who made the people \s laws so 
long as he made their songs. I do not 
think Ministers care how we make laws 
so long as they make rules and regula- 
tions. I do not like the Seanad’s pro- 
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[Major Cooper.] 

posal as well as the original form in the 
Bill, but I infinitely prefer it to the 
olive branch the Ministcr is proposing 
to hold out. 

Mr. JOHNSON : Onc other point I 
should like to make is, that the powcrs 
that would be in the hands of the 
Government, the Ministcr for the time 
being, on the proposition of the Minis- 
ter for Finance, are such, that no mat- 
ter what resolutions might be passed as 
far as the law goes, t.hey would bc able 
to pass thesc resolutions by, and take 
no notice of them. The Minister’s posi- 
tion scems to be this: the Civil Service 
in Britain has grown up out of a pcr- 
sonal servicc to the Crown. It is not 
statutory in any way, and they were at 
the disposal of the Crown in any condi- 
tions it might like to impose. That has 
come down the years, and the Treasury 
has the authority it now cxereises of 
this power over thc Civil Service. It 
has gradually been modified by prac- 
tice in Great Britain, but the Ministry 
here is taking the line that the same 
relations shall continue to cxist be- 
tween the Civil Service and the Execu- 
tive, even though we are starting on 
entirely new lines, and even though the 
relationship should be different. The 
Ministry evidently desires to maintain 
the relationship which thcoretieally has 
existcd betwcen the (h*own and th(? 
Civil Scrvice in Great Britain, and to 
transfer that condition of things to this 
country. Even in Great Britain they 
have, recognising the neccssities of the 
#times, modified the practices in sueh á 
way as to allow the Civil Servants cer- 


tain rights—certain privileges, if you 
like—but privileges that have de- 
veloped and almost become rights. The 
Civil Service Associations, for instance, 
are consulted in matters affccting the 
Servicc. The Ministry here, or some of 
thc Departmcnts, at any rate, have re- 
fused that, and I think that we ought 
to recognise that we are establishing a 
somewhat different relationship, and 
that Civil Servants are being given 
certain statutory rights, not raerely 
personal rights, and will henceforth be 
somcwhat different from thc Civil Ser- 
vant-s of the past, who were merely 
! crcatures and servants of the Crown, 

| whose conditions of service might be 
| variable and alterable at will. Civil 
Servants may be engagcd on certain 
terms and those tcrms may be rcvoked 
simply by the judgment of the Minister 
for the timc being without any con- 
sideration or consultation with the Dáil, 
or Seanad, or the Service itself. I think 
that is not a desirable state of things 
to allow to develop or continue, and I 
think that whilc thc regulations we are 
, dealing with now are merely in regard 
j to compctitive examinations, the prin- 
| ciple involved affccts the status of Civil 
j Servants generally, and we should allow 
the Dáil and the Seanad to have some- 
thing to say to thc regulations under 
which these Civil Servants are either to 
be appointed or retained, the condi- 
tions, and the remunerations. It is be- 
cause of the issue that is involved that 
I urgc the House to acccpt the Seanad’s 
amendmcnt. 

Motion put; 

The Dáil divided; Tá, 39; Níí, 25. 
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Tá. 

Earnán de Blaghd. 

Séamus Breathnach. 

Seoirse de Bhulbh. 

Louis D’Alton. 

Máighréad Ní Choileáin Bean Uí 
Dhrisceóil. 

Patrick J. Egan. 

Osmond Grattan Esmonde. 

Henry J. Finlay. 

Desmond Fitzgerald. j 

Domhnall Mac Cárthaigh. ! 

Liam T. Mac Cosgair. j 

Maolmhuire Mac Eochadha. ; 

Pádraig Mac Fadain. J 

Pádraig Mac Giollagáin. i 

Seán P. Mac Giobúin. j 

Séan Mac Giolla ’n Ríogh. 

Eoin Mac Néill. : 

Seoirse Mac Niocaill. j 

Liam Mag Aonghusa. 1 


Seosamh Mag Craith. 
Martin M. Nally. 

John T. Nolan. 

Peadar O hAodha. 
Mícheál O hAonghusa. 
Criostóir 0 Broin. 
Próinsias O Cathail. 
Aodh Ua Cinnéidigh. 
Eoghan 0 Dochartaigh. 
Séamus N. O Dóláin. 
Peadar S. O Dubhghaill. 
Pádraig O Dubhthaigh. 
Eamon S. O Dúgáin. 
Donchadh S. O Guaire. 
Séamus O Leadáin. 
Fionán O Loingsigh. 
Séamus O Murchadha. 
Seán M. 0 Suilleabháin. 
Caoimhghin O hUigín. 
Seán Príomhdháil. 


Níl. 


Pádraig F. Baxter. 

John Conlan. 

Bryan R. Cooper. 

Sir James Craig. 

Séamus Eabhróid. 

Darrell Figgis. 

William Hewat. 

Séamus Mac Cosgair. 

Tomás Mac Eoin. 

Risteard Mac Fheorais. 

Pádraig Mac Fhlannchadha. 

Risteárd Mac Liam. 

Patrick J. Mulvany. 

Motion 


Tomás de Nógla. 

Tomás O Conaill. 

Liam O Daimhín. 

Tadhg S. O Donnabháin. 
Eamon O Dubhghaill. 

Míchéal O hlfearnáin. 

Domhnall O Muirgheasa. 

Tadhg O Murchadha. 

Pádraig O hOgáin (An Clár). 
Patrick K. Hogan (Luimneach). 
William A. Redmond. 

Liam Thrift. 


declarcd curried. 
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Mr. BLYTHE: I havc spoken in the 
interval to the Ccann Comhairle and he 
suggcsts that as this suggestion of 
making a recommcndation to the 
Seanad rather than passing a resolu- 
tion is a new mattor, wc (fught to eon- 
sider the form and that we should post- 
pone dealing with my suggestiop of an 
amendment to the Seanad amendment 
nntil to-morrow, and proeeed to deal 
with the Seanad amcndments as they 
eame down to us for the present. That- 
means that we should simply take this 
paper of the 30th January and dcal 
with the next amendment that appears 
on it. 

Major BRYAN COOPER: Is the 

Miuister going to move to disagrec 
with No. 3 now? 

Mr. BLYTHE: When we come to it, 
I propose to ask the Dáil tó agree with 
amendment No. 2 sent down by the 
Seanad. It makes very little change 
in the clause of the Bill sent to the 
Seanad, except that it. does provide 
that the Civil Service Commissioners 


may hold examinations for situations 
in the Defence Forces, the Metro- 
politan Poliee and the Civic Guard. 
The amendment of the Scanad provides 
that any examinations, competitive or 
qua1ifying, as required by law to be 
held in these Forces, shall be held by 
the Oivil Servicc Commissioncrs. The 
amendment is slight, and I propose that 
it should be accepted. ♦ 

Question put and agrced to. 

Mr. BLYTHE: I propose:— 

“ That the Dáil do not agree with 
the Seanad in amendment No. 3, but 
make the following amendment in 
lieu thereof, viz., to delete Sec- 
tion 9 (2) and to substitute therefor 
the following new sub-section:— 

• “ All regulations made by the 

Minister under this Section shall be 
laid before each House of the 
Oireaehtas as soon as may be after 
they are made. M 

This amendment is the same as that on 
which the Dáil has just voted. 
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Major BRYAN COOPER: This is 
really a more important matter than 
that on which we havc voted. The 
amendment on which we voted merely 
dealt with regulations govcrning cer- 
tain examinations, whereas this one 
deals with the whole Civil Service—its 
pay, status, grading, pensions, ete. 
The Ministcr, when traeiug the genesis 
of this amendmcnt and when dealing 
with it in the Seanad, found himself 
attacked from two quarters. He was 
undcr attack from a quarter which de- 
sired to maintain a check on the Minis- 
ter by the Seanad as well as the Dáil. 
Hc also found himself attacked by 
those who wished to restore the Minis- 
ter to that position of autocrat 
which he held when the Bill was first 
introduced. I noticc from the Official 
Reports of thc Scanad that Senator 
Ouinness said, on the 20th of Decem- 
ber, “ Would the Minister accept an 
amendment to delete the Section?” 
The Minister for Finance: “ I opposed 
this in the Dáil, but under considerable 
pressure it. was inserted.” Senator 
Guinness: “ It might assist the Minis- 
ter if we deletc it.” So far as the 
official records show, the Minister did 
not say anything in answer to t.hat, but. 
I have a suspicion that under his brcath 
he said, “ It might.” 

Mr. BLTTHE: No. 

Major BRYAN OOOPER: I cannot 
help feeling 1 that. it would have bcen a 
little fairer to the Dáil, since the Minis- 
ter appears to have said nothing, if the 
Minister had said that he was pledged 
'fo the Dáil and did not wish to amend 
ít. Having, under considerable pres- 
sure, accepted an amendment whieh 
gave the Dáil and Seanad power to re- 
vise these regulations, and to pass re- 
solutions dispensing with or altering 
them, the Minister should have said so 
to them, even though a section in the 
Seanad was anxious that he should not. 

I must recall the history of this sub- 
section. It will be remembered that the 
Bill as brought in gave the Minister ab- 
solute power over the whole Civil Ser- 
vice, powers to revise pay, pension, 
grading, hours of work, and everything. 
He defended this in the Dáil by saying 
that the English Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer possesses the same power, but 
he found he got very little support 


from any section but one. He was at- 
tacked by his own supporters, and the 
only support he got was from Deputy 
Hewat and Deputy Good, who camc in 
at the end of the discussion, and nailed 
their ílags to a mast, írom wliich the 
Ministcr unostentatiously had hauled 
his down, but upon which he has now 
nailed it again. I thinlc the Dáil would 
be wise to agree to the Seanad amend- 
ment. The Minister did not like an 
amondmcnt whieh I moved in the Com- 
mittce Stage, because it was not in the 
usual form. What is the usual form? 
I tried to study it under the best mas- 
ters. I Iooked in the Fircarms Bill and 
found that the regulations could be an- 
nullcd by a resolution of either the Dáil 
or the Seanad. The Minister will, no 
doubt, say that that Bill has nothing to 
do with finance. I Iooked in the Hous- 
ing Bill, which has very much to 
do with finance, and found that the re- 
gulations made there can be annulled 
by cither House. The usual form is the 
very form of the Seanad amendment, 
and the form which the Minister will 
propose to us to-morrow is a form never 
yet seen on sea or land. lt is more the 
usual form than the form which, under 
pressure, hc inserted. I infinitely prefer 
the Seanad amendment. Apart from 
anything else, let us consider what the 
actual position would be if we were to 
disagrce with the Seanad amendmeTit, 
and the Seanad were to disagree with 
ours. It wouid mean that to alter any 
onc of these regulations it would have 
to be introduced by a private member, 
but it is impossible for a private mem- 
ber to get, support to carry a Bill of 
that kind through all its stages. It may 
be said: u You have a remedy, and you 
can bring in a Bill.” That is simply 
making a mockcry of the Dáil, and I 
venture to hope that we shall not dis- 
agree with the Seanad amendment. 

Mr. BLYTHE: I hope thát the Dáil 
realiscs that Deputy Cooper has been 
talking nonsense, pure and unadul- 
terated. First, he suggested an amend- 
ment of the Dáil which was, of course, 
not. in the least like the amendment 
which I afterwards inserted, or like the 
Seanad’s amendment. He professed to 
be quite satisfied with the amendment 
which I Jbrought in. He now professes 
to be quite satisfied with the Seanad in 
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.altering an amendment with which he 
previously was quite satisfied. 

Major BRTAN CQOPER: No, no. 

Mr. BLYTHE : In any ease to insist 
on bringing in a Bill to alter a resolu- 
tion by the Minister for Finance, is 
ridieulous. The Minister for Finance 
is a member of the Exoeutive Couneil 
and cannot. resist a resolution passed 
by the Dáil. It would be just as easy 
to get support for a resolution dis- 
agreeing with a partieular order of the 
Ministcr for Finance or reeommending 
its withdrawal as it would be to get a 
resoiution annulling it. A resolution 
of the Dáil would not be altered by 
inserting an amcndment for which 
there was support here and would not 
be altered by the Seanad’s amendment. 
The Seanad’s aniendmcnt proposes to 
limit the power of the Ministcr for 
Finance, representing this Ilouse, to 
make regulations dcaling as they all 
would, directly or indireetly, with fin- 
ancial matters. I hold that the Minis- 
ter for Finance, with the support of the 
Dáil, should have complete powers of 
dealing with scales of salaries, condi* 
tions of servicc and hours of work of 
Oivil Servants, and it ought not. be pos- 
sible for the Seanad, apart from the 
Dáil, to annul the regulations made by 
the Minister for Finance on any one of 
those mattcrs. 

I agrec with Deputy Cooper that this 
amendment of the Seanad deals with a 
very much more important matter than 
the previous one and I feel more 
strongly on it. I have no objection at all I 
to the insertion of the particular sub- 
section now in the Bill. I opposed it 
simply because it was unnecessary, 
because it did not inerease the power of 
the Dáil in any respect, and the idea 
of the sub-section only emerged after 
undesirable discussion of the arnend- 
ment put forward by Deputy Cooper 
and for which there was no large sup- 
port. I do not want the particular 
Section that is in the Bill omitted from 
the Bill at all. I only suggest. the form 
that is on the paper for the purpose of 
avoiding any clash with the Seanad. 

In any case I would ask the Dáil to 
reject the Seanad’s amendment. That 
is a matter about which I do care and I 
feel it is important. It would be 


utterly impossible to regulate the fin- 
ances of the eountry if a regulation of 
thc Minister fixing thc grades of ser- 
vice or seales of pay were to be turned 
down by the Seanad and if it wcre im- 
possible to put that into effect, no 
matter how mueh the Dáil desired it 
without. the formality of a Bill which 
might be held up for nine months by 
the Seanad. It is very desirable that 
the control of this House in matters of 
finance should be untrammelled, that 
the Minister of this House in charge of 
finance should be responsible to this 
Ilouse, and that the power of the 
Seanad in financial matters in particu- 
lar should not be enlarged in any 
degree. It is more important still that. 
it ought not to be possible that the sort 
of agitation which Civil Servants c.ould 
carry on, and whieh they naturally will 
carry on, in regard to their own privi- 
leges and grade of pay, should have 
scope in the Seanad. There have been 
cases where a section of Civil Servants 
were able to get up a considerable 
agitat.ion for higher rates of pay in the 
Dáil. I do not want such an agitation 
to be got up in the Seanad and that 
the Seanad should be able to turn 
down the Minister for Finance who is 
not responsible to it. Whatever may 
happen, I suggest that for the purpose 
of avoiding confiict with the Seanad, 
thc Seanad’s amendmcnt itself should 
be rejected. I think we need hardly 
diseuss the compromise I suggest at 
this stage, as the matter proposed now 
is the rejeetion of the SeanacFs amend- 
ment. 

Mr. JOHNSON : The Bill as it left 
the Dáil, in my opinion, is much better 
than the Bill as it would be 

6 o'cloeh. amended with the proposed 
compromise, as the Minister 
calls it, which he has suggested, but I 
would ask the House to remember what 
is in question. It is not merely a finan- 
eial question. I agree with the Minis- 
ter that it is desirable that the Dáil 
should retain control in financial mat- 
ters, but the Section refers to the 
classification, remuneration, and other 
conditions and terms of service of all 
persons employed in the Civil Service, 
whether permanently or temporariljp, 
and may at any time revoke or vary 
any such regulations. I submit that it 
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[Mr. Johnson.] 

should not be left to the Minister for 
Pinance to have complete power over 
a.U,the conditions of service, classifica- 
tion, remuneration and of other terms 
and conditions of service which he 
ipay vary and revoke at his own will 
at any time without reference to the 
Dáil. f 

Mr. BLYTHE: Deputy Johnson on 
this motion is out of ordcr. The motion 
I have proposcd now—I do not know 
whether it is fully understood-^is 
simply to reject the Seanad’s amend- 
ment. I am making no proposal at the 
moment in regard to the other matter 
on the paper. 

Mr. 0’D0HERTY: Tell us what you 
are rcading from. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I am reading froin 
the Bill whieh we are supposed to be 
considering and which every Dcputy 
is supposed to have in his hand. The 
Minister asks mc to deal with the 
motion which he proposes without re- 
gard to the subjeet which is under con- 
sideration. He may be able to do that, 
but I cannot. I always feel that it is ! 
necessary to have regard to the ques- 
tion under discussion when we are deal- 
ing with any motion relating thereto, 
and the question under discussion is the 
terms and conditions of service which 
may be revoked by thc Minister for 
Pinance. If the amendment of the 
Seanad is accepted or adopted it 
modifics to some extent his power and 
authority in this matter. The Ministcr 
has on this occasion, as hc has fre- 
quently done before, suggested that the 
Dáil has power whether it is in the Bill 
or not. Of course the Dáil has power. 
The Dáil has power to refuse confidencc 
in the Ministry, and if no confidcnce is 
expressed, then of course the Ministry 
carinot get. its money to carry on. But 
the Minister suggests, in saying that, 
that every question must be a question 
of confidence in the Government; that 
if the Dáil differs from a Regulation 
affecting a particular class or grade of 
thc Civil Service and thinks that it 
should be amcnded, that thc Ministry 
irius-t fall. 

I can understand that that view is 
acceptable to the Ministry, and to the 
followers of the Ministry; that view 


being that anything said by the Minis- 
try must be approved, willingly or not, 
that the Dáil is simply to be a registra- 
tion oíiice of the decisions of the Minis- 
try. If one held that view, then I can 
understand the arguments of the Minis- 
ter. But I suggest that this Dáil has 
some other functions; that we have the 
right to be critieal of administrative 
affairs and, as in this case, quasi-legisla- 
tive affairs, without necessarily desir- 
ing that the Govcrnment shall vacate 
office; that we ought to be given an 
opportunity of saying whether a cer- 
tain course is approved or disapproved 
without having to compel the resigna- 
tion of the Governmcnt. When we are 
dealing with a large number of citizens 
who are in the Civil Service—and bear 
in mind that this deals with all classes 
of the Civil Service, whcther per- 
manently or temporarily engaged or 
employed—wc ought to know, and they 
ought to know, beforehand what are 
the terms of their engagement, and 
those terms of cngagemcnt and condi- 
tions of employment ought not to be 
revokabíc simply at the discretion of 
the Minister for Pinance. 

The Bill as it left the Dáil, and as it, 
would be if this motion were passed. 
would say that any such alteration in 
eonditions would have to be placed be- 
fore the Dáil. The Bill, as it would be 
if the amendment of the Scanad werc 
accepted, would say that any such al- 
teration in conditions would have to be 
placed before the Dáil and the Seanad 
—any re-classification, any ne^v terms 
of servicc— and that either the Dáil or 
the Scanad would have the right to 
veto such classification or new terms of 
servicc. I think that the case for al- 
lowing thc Seanad to consider any such 
Regulation equally with the Dáil is 
fully made out, inasmuch as this kind 
of legislation—and bear in mind that 
that is the effect of these Regulations; 
they are legislation—has just as much 
right to come before the two Houses as 
much of thc other minor legislation that 
is brought before us under the Constitu- 
tion. As Deputy Cooper has pointed 
out, while thc same principle is in- 
volved, it has a very much wider appli- 
cation in Section 9 than it had under 
the previous Section. I think that we 
shoub 3 agree with the Seanád amend- 
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proposed modification which the Minis- 
ter touches upon because it will give 
some greater assurance, than they 
would have under the Bill as it left the 
Dáil, to the Civil Service, that their 
conditions, classifications, and the like, 
are not to be altered without the due 
consideration of the Oireachtas, and 
the Ministry of Finance will be bound 
to feel greater responsibility and to 
hesitate longer before making drastic 
alterations in the terms of service than 
would otherwise be the case. 

Mr. DARRELL FIOOIS: All the ar- 

guments that 1 used bcfore avail with 
regard to this amendment, which in 
form is the same as the one that pre- 
ceded it, but in substance aífects so 
much wider an issue. I do not propose 
to repeat amything I stated. I had not 
intended to have spoken on this par- 
ticular amendment, inasmuch as the ar- 
guments that availed, or that seemed to 
me to be of importance in respect of it, 
had already been mentioned by me in 
regard to the last, but for one sentence 
used by thc Minister for Finance. That 
sentence was this. ITe said it ought not 
to be possible for the Seanad, apart 
from the Dáil, to annul a Regulation. 
Accepting that, on the very tcrms of 
the Bill, as amended and passed in this 
Dáil, it equally ouglit not to be possible, 
if that is to be a true and right state- 
ment, for the Dáil, apart from the 
Seanad, to amend a resolution. But the 
fact is, things being as they are, that 
although it states that both Houses*arc 
required to pass the resolution, if thc re- 
solution bc originated and passed here 
and sent to the Seanad the Ministry 
will heed it. But if it be originated in 
the Seanad and sent here, the Ministry 
need ‘not, because the Ministry is re- 
sponsible to this Dáil, and not respon- 
sible to the Seanad. That is the actual 
effect of the Bill in its present form. 
It is to amend that and to give to each 
of the two Houses its own proper part 
in legislation—seeing that they are 
both parts of the legislativc machine, 
and that these Regulations are sub- 
legislative of character and of kind— 
that the Seanad oughf to have pre- 
served for it its Constitutional right to 
have an equal effect—within a certain 
neriod of time, if you like—in respect 
Vol. 6. ■ 


itselí. It has not got it in the Bill as 
it stands. It does get it in the Seanad 
amendment. 

Mr. BLYTHE: I think it is pretty 
clear from the C'onstitution that the 
Seanad has not an equal right in mat- 
i ters of finance with the Dáil. 

Mr. DARRELL FIQOIS: I did not 

say finance. 

Mr. BLYTHE : These particular mat- 
ters will be practically and entirely 
financial. I did not put in a form here 
that would have eonfined the power of 
annulment to the Dáil only, simply be- 
l cause other matters than finance will 
come in incidentally. But matters of 
classification and remuneration and the 
| terms and conditions of the Civil Ser- 
vice are really matters of finance. They 
are matters between the State as em- 
ployer and its employees. They are 
financial matters, and in no way mat- 
ters of legislation. In these particular 
matters it certainly is not the fact that 
the Seanad has an equal right, and I 
think that it would be most unwise for 
the Dáil to take vsteps towards any 
division of financial control. I think it 
is most desirable that the one House in 
this country which will be elected at in- 
tervals of not more than four years, and 
which will have a wider franchise, 
should in this partieular matter of 
finance have undivided control. 

If you make it impossible for the 
Dáil, through its own officers, to regu- 
late the Civil Service, you will cer- 
tainly be parting with a good share of 
financial control. I do not think it is** 
desirablc to do anything more than the 
good sense of any Executive that may 
be appointed, or of any Dáil that may 
be elected from time to time, will do to 
make more secure the position of the 
civil servant. Everyone knows that the 
civil servant—or the permanent official 
as he is called—has, and must. have, 
extremely great influ’ence at the present 
time. His position is really one of being 
in office at will and pleasure. If you 
increase the security he gets by custom 
and make it more difficult to remove 
him, if he requires removal, you will 
find that Ministers who may be ap- 
pointed from time to time, will ^havb 
less power in carrying on adminisfta-, 
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tion than they ought to have. It is 
most important that the Civil Service 
should reíiect as closely and as quickly 
as possible the views of Ministers placed 
in charge of the various Departments. 

I do not think it is at all desirable to 
fetter the powers of Ministers in control 
of the Civil Service, as seems to be the 
aim of Deputy Johnson. I think i£ you 
had a Civil Service, given the sort of 
tenure that Local Government servants 
have throughout ih e country, it would 
produce very undesirable results and 
would very much diminish the demo- 
cratic control of Parliament over the 
administration of the country. 

Major COOPER: The Minister has 
twitted me with <inconsistency. I admit 
that when I fim brought this proposal j 
forward, I looked at it solely from the j- 
point of view of the Dáil. When I { 
read the diseussion in the Seanad, I 
saw that there was something to be said 
from their point of view—a capacity 
which I fancy permanently disqualifies 
me from Ministerial office. I see, to a i 
certain extent, by the Seanad’s proposal 
that a compromise might be accepted. | 
But I still prefer the original form of 
the Bill. 

I will do the Minister justice, and say 
that he is certainly consistent and has 
always been consistent. In this matter, 
he has always wanted to get as much 
power as possible over the Civil Ser- | 
vice. It is the natural tendency of an 
able Minister to exalt his office, but it 
is a very dangerous one, particularly 
now when we are working a new Con- 
stitution, and setting up a new machine. 

I cannot accept his assurance about 
amending statutes by resolution. I 
notice that the Attomey-General does 
not venture to suggest that that is a 
very valid remedy. My objection to his 
proposal, to disagrec with the Seanad’s 
amendment, is that it is a stepping 
stone to a compromise that he is going 
to put forward to-morrow. If he thinks 
I am going to be so inconsistent as to 
agree to that compromise, he is nou- 
rishing an illusion which will be very 
speedily shattered. He will only have 
to wait until to-morrow. My objection 
is really to that compromise. This is 
the first stage on the way to it. I will 
make a suggestion to the Minister. 


Would he be prepared to consider leav- 
ing the two suggestions that he is going 
to put forward to-morrow to the free 
judgment of the Dáil without putting 
on the Whips? I am not asking for an 
immediate answer. I shall talk his 
motion out until 6.30 and he can an- 
swer me at 7.30 if he wishes to do so. 
If not, he can assist in talking it out. 
That would withdraw some of my oppo- 
sition. In that case by disagreeing 
with the Seanad amendmcnt we would 
rcvert to the original form of the Bill. 

After all, this is a mattcr for the Dáil 
and not for the Executive or thc Gov- 
ernment. It is a matter on which the 
Dáil might be allowed to have its own 
views. It is a ncw method of suggcs- 
tion rather than amendment. If he 
will do that, I personally would not be 
disposed to press this to a division. Of 
course, I cannot bind others, but that is 
iny personal view. I think it would be 
an advantage, from every point of view, 
that we should have a frank discussion 
and find out where Deputies stand in 
regard to this. We should then be in 
precisely thc same constitutional posi- 
tion that we are in now. It would mean 
merely that the Bill would go back to 
the Seanad in its original form, and 
that we should not make any sugges- 
tions. Any suggestions that might be 
made, or might have to be made, would 
come from them. I gather that a con- 
sultation is proceeding. I do not know 
if the Government are prepared to say 
what they are going to do now, or if I 
am to go on talking till 6.30. 

Mr. BLYTHE: If it is blackmail, I 
suggest that the Deputy should talk on. 

Major COOPER: Very good. Imust 
compliment the Minister on his fine 
fighting form. It is extremely inter- 
esting to see him when he takes his 
coat oíf, like a character in Dickens, 
but he did not announce he was going 
to begin; he went on. That is in itself 
a very valuable gain for the Dáil as 
a whole. The Minister told us, at an 
earlier stage, that there is no Civil Ser- 
vice Commission at present. I gather, 
from an answer given by the President 
at Questions, that there is shortly going 
to be held a Civil Service Examination, 
confined to officers of the army. Whq 
is goine to hold it, when there are. no 



1477 Civil Service llegulation 27 Februaey, 1924. (No. 2) Bill — From Seanad. 1478 


Commissioners, I cannot imagine. If, 
by disagreeing with the Scanad, we 
leave it possible for the Bill to be held 
up for 270 days, surely that is in itself 
a somewhat dangerous matter. There- 
fore, unless I can get somc assurance 
of the kind tliat I have asked the 
MinLster for, I shall bo roluctantly com- 
pelled to put tliis matter to a division. 
As I am surc the Minister will have the 
courtesy to answer me, I shall now sit 
down. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGOIS: I would 
like to dissoeiate myself from the in- 
terpretation that the Minister for 
Financc gave of what I sai’d before. 
I agree with him that the intention of 
the Constitution is perfectly clear, that 
so far as finanee is eoncerned, the final 
power lies with the Dáil. There is no 
question about that. But finanee is a 
▼ery wide term, and it has a very am- 
biguous meaning if it is going to be 
given the interpretation that the Minis- 
ter for Finance has given it. He spoke 
about the classification of Civil 
Scrvants. Well, obviously a Civil 


Servant’s pay must in some degree be 
eommensurate with this classification. 
Classifieation might be called finance, 
but it is not finance all the same. He 
spoke about their qualifications. Well, 
one would like to assume that at least 
finance is going to be somewhat com- 
mensurate with qualifications. But to 
decide upon qualification is not a finan- 
cial consideration. The majority of 
matters to be eonsidered here are not 
financial nor essentially financial, but 
are ordinary legislative or quasi-íegis- 
lative matters; in these matters, inas- 
mueh as they are not financial, it is 
perfeetly clear that the Seanad has 
equal power with the Dáil in a deeision 
on lcgislative matters of that ldnd and 
in their amendment they are merely in- 
sisting on what is their righí. 

Question: “ That the Committee do 
not agree with the Seanad amendment 
No. 3 put. 

The Committee divided: Tá, 39; Níl, 
13. 


Tá. 

Richard Beamish. 

Earnán de Blaghd. 

Seoirse de Bhulbh. 

Louis J. D’Alton. 

Máighréad Ni Choileáin Bean U/ 
Dhrisceoil. 

Patrick J. Egan. 

Henry J. Finlay. 

Desmond Fitzgerald. 

Domhnall Mac Cárthaigh. 

Liam T. Mac Cosgair. 

Maolmhuire Mac Eochadha. 

Pádraig Mac Fadáin. 

Pádraig Mac Giollagáin. 

Seán P. Mac Giobúin. 

Seán Mac Giolla 'n Ríogh. 

Eoin Mac Néill. 

Seoirse Mac Niocaill. 

Liam Mag Aonghusa. 

Seosamh Mag Craith. 


Bryan R. Cooper. 

Darrell Figgis. 

Séamus Mac Cosgair. 

Tomás Mac Eoin. 

Pádraig Mac Fhlannchadha. 
Tomás de Nógla. 

Tomás 0 Conaill. 


Martin M. Nally. 

John T. Nolan. 

Peadar O hAodha. 

Mícheál O hAonghusa. 
Criostóir O Broin. 

Próinsias O Cathail. 

Aodh Ua Cinnéidigh. 

Eoghan O Dochartaigh. 

Séamus N. O Dóláin. 

Peadar S. O Dubhghaill. 
Pádraig O Dubhthaigh. 

Eamon S. O Dúgáin. 

Séamus O Leadáin. 

Fionán O Loingsigh. 

Séamus O Murchadha. 

Seán M. 0 Súilleabháin. 
Caoimhgheán 0 hUigín. 

Seán Priomhdhail. 

John Hennigan. 

Liam Thrift. 

Níl. 

Liam 0 Daimhín. 

Eamon 0 Dubhghaill. 
Domhnall 0 Muirgheasa. 
Tadhg 0 Murchadha. 

Pádraig 0 hOgáin (An Clár). 
Patrick K. Hogan (Luimneach). 


Motion declared carried. 


AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE 

took the Chair. 

Amendment 4. In Section 10 (2) to 
insert after the word “ Department, ,, 


in line 64, the words “ other than a per- 
manent situation. ,> 

Mr. BLYTHE: I propose that the 
Committee agrees with the Seanad in 
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[Mr. Blythe.] 

this amendment. It simply means that 
no situation except those situations 
that are not permanent can be added 
to the Schedule of Situations which are 
exempt from thc purview of the Civil 
Service Commissioners. 

Question put and agrecd to. 

Amendment No. 5. In Section 11 
(2) to add' after the word certifi- 
cate, ,> in line 7, the words “ and every 
such notice shall indicate whether the 
certificate is issued after competitive 
examination or qualifying examination 
or upon such evidence as is mentioned 
in Section 6 of this Act.” 

Mr. BLYTHE: This provides that a 
certificate of the Civil Service Commis- 
sioners of qualification is published in 
Iris Oifigiúil and shall state that a 
competitive examination or qualifying 
examination was held, and shall state 
whether a person was appointed after 
an examination or otherwise. I move 
that we agree with the Seanad in this 
amendment. 

Question put and agreed to. 

Amendment No. 6. In Section 13 
to dclete in line 11 the words “ (No. 2) 
Act, 1923,” and to substitute therefor 
the words Act, 1924.” 

Mr. BLYTHE : This is necessitated 
by the time which has elapsed between 
the introduction and the passage of tlie 
BiH. 

I move we agree with the amend- 
ment. 

Question put and agreed to. 

Amendment No. 7. In the Schedule 
to delete in lines 25-26 the words 
“ Civic Guard,” and to substitute 
therefor the words “ Gárda Siochána.” 

Amendment agreed to. 

Report fixed for Thursday, February 
28th. 

THE DAIL RESUMES. 

ELECTRICITY UNDERT AKIN GS 

(CONTINUANCE OF CHARGES) 
BILL, 1924.—SECOND STAOE. 

MINISTER 70R INDUSTRY AND 
COMMERCE (Mr. MoOrath) : I beg to 

move that this Bill be now read a 


second time. The Bill is introduced 
for the purpose of relieving the elec- 
tricity undertakings specified in the 
schedule from a difficulty created by the 
fact that an Act which gave relief to 
English undertakings did not apply to 
Ireland. Statutory undertakings such 
as those for the supply of gas and elec- 
tricity are usually limited in their 
powers of charge—a maximum price 
being fixed by statute. Those maximum 
charges which were fixed previous to 
1914 were rendered wholly inadequate 
by the great increase of costs during 
and subsequent to the European War; 
and temporary relief was given by the 
passing of the Statutory Undertakings 
(Temporary Incrcase of Charges) Act, 
1918, which provided that the respon- 
sible Govemment Department could 
issue an order authorising an increase 
of charge. The Continuance Act re- 
eently passed by the Oireachtas main- 
tained the position as regards certain 
tramway companies and harbour boards 
which had obtained authority to in- 
1 crease their charges temporarily. The 
seven electricity undertakings set out 
in thc schedule to this Bill could not be 
so provided for, however, and the power 
of charging beyond pre-war maximum 
rates in those cases lapsed in August 
last. Owing to the continuance of high 
costs of production, outside the control 
of the undertakings, it is still difficult, 
if not impossible, for these undertakings 
to revert to pre-war rates of charge, 
without creating serious defícits, and 
thus in the ease of local authorities, 
throwing additional burdcn upon the 
rates, which I think it is generally 
understood are already overburdened. 
Powers to obtain revision were secured 
originally by statute in one case—that 
of the Dublin Corporation, but the pro- 
cedure is complicated, and it was con- 
sidered advisable to include the Dublin 
Electricity Undertaking in the present 
Bill. 

The general position as regards gas 
undertakings was relieved by the pass- 
ing of the Gas Regulation Act, 1920, 
which gives power to revise the system 
and rates of charge; and as regaíds 
electricity undertakings, powers of re- 
vision of charge^s in England and Scot- 
land were provided for in the Electri- 
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city Supply Act, 1922. The latter Act, 
however, did not apply to Ireland; and 
it has become necessary, therefore, that 
temporary relief should be given by 
legislation such as this Bill to the elec- 
tricity undertakings which require to 
be thus provided for; and also that 
their position since August last should 
be legalised. It is right that I should 
point out that the finarjcial positions of 
the electricity undertakings of the 
Saorstát were seriously affected by the 
recent troubles, and ^hat in some cases 
actual danger to plant and mains put 
a heavy loss upon the concerns. 

While.it is considered reasonable that 
these clectricity undertakings should 
not be forced immediately back to the 
pre-war rates of charge, it is also desir- 
able that by any lcgislative relief given 
to them, they should not be plaeed in 
a position to impose unreasonable 
charges upon the public. It is accord- 
ingly sought by the Bill to confer 
powers on the Minister for Industry 
and Commerce to enforce revision of 
charges in cases where the undertakers 
themselves do not make reasonable re- 
ductions such as would correspond with 
reduced cost of production. 

It is proposed that the Act, if passed, 
shall continue in force only to the 31st 
December next. It is hoped that before 
that date, the Oireachtas will by its 
sanction have enabled fresh electricity 
legislation to be put in operation; and 
simple procedure for revision of 
charges is provided for in the new Elec- 
tricity Bill which is at present in course 
of preparation. It is expected, within 
the next month or so, that a Bill will 
be introduced . It is generally recog- 
nised, at least the Ministry recognise 
it, that some of the undertakings men- 
tioned in the Schedule are charging a 
good deal more than they should 
charge, and it is proposed to take im- 
mediate steps to bring about a revision 
in these cases. 

Mr. HUOHES : I beg to second the 
motion. 

Question put atid agreed to. 

Third Stage ordered for (Wednes- 
day) March 5th. 


. MINISTERS AND SECRETARIES 
BILL, 1923. 

FOURTH STAGE. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

Are we to take the amendments to this 
Bill in Committee? 

The PRESIDENT : Yes. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

The Dáil will now go into Committee 
on these amendments. 

DÁIL IN COMMITTEE. 

ATTORNEY-OENERAL (Mr. H 
Kennedy): I beg to move Amendment 
No. 1. In the Title, line 6, page 2, to 
insert immediately before the word 
“ the ” the words “ and defining, ,> and 
in line 8 to delete the word “ for ” and 
I to substitute in lieu thereof the follow- 
ing words—“ declaring the functions 
and powers of the Attorney-General 
and.” 

It was intended in the Committee 
Stage to move an amendment of this 
nature, but it was overlooked, and that 
is why it beeomes necessary now. 

Amendment put and agreed to. 

1 SECTION I. 

ATTORNEY-OENERAL: I beg to 

move Amcndment No. 2. In Section 1 
(ii), page 3, line 37, after the word 
“ law ” to insert the words “ and the 
supervision and control of all purchaseí 
made for or on behalf of and all sup- 
plies of commodities and goods held by 
any Department of State and th- 
disposal thereof. ,> 

It was thought that the words in the 
Section were not sufficiently clear, and 
that is the reason for the introduction 
of this amendment. 

Amendment put and agreed to. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL: I beg to 

move Amendment No. 3. In Section 1 
1 (iii), line 54, to delete the words “ um 
Dlí agus Cheart ” and to insert in lieu 
thereof the words “ Dlí agus Cirt.” 

This is the first of a series of amend- 
ments providing for the titles in Itísh 
of the various Departments of State. 

. They have been carefully considered, 
and they are now proposed in this de- 
I finite form. For what is now known as 
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[Attorney-General.] 

the Ministry of Home Affairs it is pro- 
posed to have the Irish title “ Dlí agus 
Cirt. ,, 

Amendment put and agreed to. 
ATTORNEY-GENERAL : I beg to 

move Amendment No. 4: 

In Section 1 (iv), lines 3 and 4, 
page 4, to delete the words “ um 
Rialtas Aitiúil ” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “ Rialtais Aitiúla 
agus Sláinte Phuiblí. ,> 

This amendment is of thc same kind 
as the last one. It refers to the Depart- 
nent of Local Government and Public 
Tealth, and it is proposed that the name 
;or the future shall be “ Rialtais Aitiúla 
agus Sláinte Phuiblí. M 
Amendment put and agreed to. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL: I beg to 

rove Amendment No. 5: 

In Section 1 (vi), page 4, line 
26, to insert before the word 
“forestry ,, the words “promotion of 
agriculture by means of educational 
grants, agricultuial statistics. ,, 

This is an amendment to give effect 
:o an undertaking of mine in answer, I 
think, to Deputy Cooper. It provides 
fchat the Department of Agriculture 
may promote agriculture by means of 
educational grants, and it also provides 
that that Department may deal with 
agricultural statistics. The Minister 
for Agriculture has mentioned to me 
that his Department now sends out in- 
structors to give specialised instruction 
in agricultural matters, and he has sug- 
gested to me to insert in the amend- 
ment, after the word “ grants,’’ “ and 
also by means pf lectures in special sub- 
jects. ,, If the Dáil is agreeable, I would 
ask to amend the amendment by the in- 
3ertion of these words. The amendment 
would then read: “ Promotion of agri- 
culture by means of educational grants 
■ nd of lectures on special subjects, 
agricultural statistics. M 

Mr. JOHNSON: On this question of 
agricultural statistics, I do not know 
what this involves. I think there was 
a decision recently to transfer the pro- 
duction and eompilation of statistics 
irotn tlae *Ministry of AgTÍcnVtnre to tl\e 
Ministry of Industry and Commerce, 
and I do not know whether that deci- 
sion 

ATTOMínBY-aMamMA&: No. 


Mr. JOHNSON: Does it mean that 
both Ministries are to be engaged in 
the production and compilation of 
statistics? 


ATTORNEY GENERAL : It is not 

intended to interfere with the decision 
to have statistics generally, industrial 
and commercial, under the Department 
of Industry and Commerce, but the 
Minister for Agriculture has mentioned 
to mc his doubts as to whether his De- 
partment would still be in a position 
to prepare their specialised statistics 
which, to a large extent, would be 
handed over to Indust.ry and Commerce 
and worked up from the industrial and 
commercial point of view. The De- 
partment of Agriculture want to be in 
a position to have their agricultural 
staffs engaged, as they might be re- 
quired, to prepare specialised statistics 
regarding agriculture and land. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I think I understand 
the necessity for an agricultural De- 
partment to have authority to prepare 
statistics in connection with agriculture 
and lands, but I am wondering whether 
the intention is to have two Statistical 
Departments, one dealing with Indus- 
try and Commerce exclusively, and the 
other dealing with Agriculture and 
Lands exclusively. I was under 
the impression that the judgment 
of the Ministry was that there should 
be one authority compiling and publish- 
ing all statistics. I do not want to 
make any comments antagonistic to 
this amendment, but I would like to 
have an understanding with regard to 
what is in the mind of the Ministry as 
to this. 


Major OOOPER: I would point out 
that Sub-Section (7) gives the Ministry 
of Industry and Commerce specified 
powers in connection with industrial 
and commercial statistics. I take 
it that you would call the price 
of bacon, pigs, cattle or butter 
commercial statistics, and that, on the 
other hand, you would not call the 
amount of land under tillage commer- 
cial statistics. That would come under 
the heading of agricultural statistics, 
and if this amendmenj, is not carried I 
] take it the result would be to transfer 
( agricultural statistics to the President, 


/ D.v; _ , Zi* -«^VVÍIUCU «u DUlf 

Bill go to the Preaident ’s Department. 
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I think, with all deference to Deputy 
Johnson, that such a course as that 
would be very undesirable. I certainly 
do not think that the President’s De- 
partment is one that should bc con- 
cerned with the amount of land grow- 
ing flax, or anything of that kind, in 
the country at any particular date. 

Mr. JOHNSON : My real concern in 
this matter is to get statistics, and so 
long as someone is given power to col- 
lect thcm I shall bc fairly well satisfied. 
I think, by the way, that if the Depart- 
ment of Industry and Commerce desires 
to publish agricultural statistics, that 
they might do so under the term 
“ Industrial, M because agriculture is 
an industry, according to our farmer 
friends. 

I am really anxious that onc 

s o y clock. or other Department should 
realise its responsibility re- 
garding the production of statistics, 
and that we should be supplied with at 
least as satisfactory a return as we 
have been in the habit of getting. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL: The Minis- 
ter for Agriculture tells me that Tndus- 
try and Commerce can make no pro- 
gress unless his Department supplies 
specialised flgures and statistics that 
Industry and Commerce require to 
w r ork into the gcneral mass. 

Mr. JOHNSON: If the Attorney- 
General is suggesting that the effect 
of the amendment will he to secure 
that the figures Avhich have hitherto 
been compiled under his Departmcnt 
will continue to be so eompiled it will 
be quite satisfactory. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : That is the 
intention. 

Amendment, as amended, put and 
agreed to. 

ATTORNE Y-GENER AL : I move, in 
Section 1 (vi.), line 32, to delete the 
words “um Thalmhuíocht ’ ’ and to in- 
sert in lien thereof the words “ Tailte 
agus Talmhuíochta.” 

Major COOPEE: I am not greatly 
concerned with the Attomey-General’s 
attempt to correct the President’s Irish, 
hut I would like an explanation of this. 
because there is one word, “ Tailte,” 
which raises a certain amount of appre- 


hension in my mind. Is it intended 
to transfer any responsibility for the 
Tailteann Games to the Minister for 
Agrieulture? Because, if so, I am sure 
they will be very diffcrent games from 
those eontrolled by the Postmaster- 
General. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : I am sure 
that I)eputy O’Connell will support me 
in reassuring Deputy Cooper that there 
is no connection between the solemn 
pastime of land eulture and the Tail- 
teann Ctames. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

Tailte is merely the plural form of the 
word. 

Amendment put and agrecd to. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : I move, in* 
| Section 1 (vii.), page 4, line 40, to in- 
i sert aftcr thc w r ords “ with the same ’ 9 
! the words “ including the promotion 
of trade and commerce by means of 
educational grants.” This gives effect 
to an undertaking of minc to Deputy 
Cooper and, I think, Deputy Thrift, to 
include under the powers of the Depart- 
ment of Industry and Commerce power 
to include the promotion of trade and 
commeroe by means of educational 
grants. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Will the Attorney- 
General give us some guidance as to 
what is meant by this? I want to try 
to guard against too much risk of over- 
lapping. I can understand educational 
grants being grants, for instance, for 
“ Daily Mirror ’’ Exhibitions, and 
being called “ educational , 99 but 
under the term “ educational grants 99 
we might have overlapping and the 
deprivation of supcrvision of the 
Minister for Education. I do not think 
it is desirable that we should recede 
from the*attitude that has generally 
been approved of unifying the control 
of education in all its aspects, and if 
this term “ educational grants ” would 
allow a Minister for Industry and Com- 
merce to promote educational schemes, 
apart from the Ministry of Education, 
I think that is a defect. I know that 
Deputy Cooper, and I think Deputy 
Thrift, rather urged that the commerce 
side should be specially dealt with, and 
that it should not be under the control 
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[Mr. Johnson.] 

of the Minister for Education. I do 
not know whetlier the Ministry has 
conceded that position. They did indi- 
cate, at earlier stages, that the inten- 
tion was that education, as a whole, 
should be under one direetion, one 
general supervision, and I would like 
to know at this stage what is the posi- 
tion taken by the Government on that 
matter. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : There is 
no intention to disturb the unification, 
and the hoped-for co-ordination of 
education. The intention of this—and 
it is analogous to the amendment in the 
case of agriculture—is that it should be 
in the power of the Department if it 
saw that, say, a certain class of trade 
school or a certain class of trade or 
craft should be encouragcd, to make 
grants, strictly limited, to promoting 
training and education in the particular 
trade school. We certainly had certain 
trade schools in mind in relation to this, 
or it may be in crafts, or it may be in 
commerce. But this particular Ministry 
would be in the position of approving 
of a grant and would be able to say to 
Education: “ We want that applied for 
the promotion of a particulai; line of 
trade, craft, handicraft or commercial 
education. M 

Mr. O’CONNELL: Would the Attor- 
ney-General say with whom the super- 
vision would rest? Would the Educa- 1 
tion Department come into it at all, 
and would they have supervision? 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : Yes. 

Mr. DARRELL FIOGIS: In regard 
to that point, I desire to ask a question 
which I think is a matter of moment, 
and is also a question of drafting. 

I assume, and I take it from the At- 
tomey-General ’s answer to^ Deputy 
0 'Connell, that when the grant has 
been made on the suggestion of the 
Minister for Industry and Commerce 
that grant will actuallv be adminis- 
tered by the Minister for Education. 
But if that grant is going to be ad- 
ministered by the Minister for Educa- 
tion and if he is going to take the 
actual supervision of it, then surely in 
such a Bill as this the allocation of 
that particular matter might more par- 


I ticularly lie with the Department of 
Education than with the Department 
of Industry and Commerce, who merely 
suggest the money. The Minister for 
Finance, with his customary reluctance, 
hands it over, but thc actual adminis- 
tration lies with the Minister for 
Education. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : In answer 
to Deputy O’Connell, if the Deputy 
refers to No. 5 he will see that the De- 
partment of Education controls all edu- 
cation including vocational and techni- 
cal training, but the fact that a particu- 
lar class of teaching or training was 
provided might depend on the grant 
having been made for that particular 
purpose. 

Mr. O CONNELL: Then it would 'be 
open to thc Ministry of Industry and 
Commerce to attach certain conditions 
to the grant? 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : Yes. 

Amendmcnt put and agreed to. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : I move:— 
In Section 1 (vii), page 4, lines 
44 and 45, to delete the words “ um 
Thiúscal agus Thráchtáil ’ 9 and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the words ‘* Tion- 
nscail agus Tráchtála. ,, 

The amendment provides the Irish title 
under which my friend, the Minister 
for Industry and Commerce, shall be 
known in future. 

WLr. JOHNSON: I see the present 
Minister is described as the Hon. 
Joseph McGrath in some official publi- 
cations. I wonder could we have a 
translation of that? 

Amendment put and agreed to. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : I move:— 
J* In Section 1 (viii), page 4, line 
57, to delete the words u um Ias- 
gach and to insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Iascaigh. ,> 

This is a similar amendment fixing the 
title of the Minister for Fisheries. * 

Amendment put and agreed to. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : I move:— 
In Sectión 1 (ix), page 4 line 67, 
to delete the words u an Phuist 99 
and insert in lieu thereof the worda 
“ Puist agus Telegrafa. M 
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This provides the title for the future of 
the Minister now known as the Post- 
master-General. 

Amendment put and agreed to. 
ATTORNEY-GENERAL : I move:— 
In Section 1 (x), page 5, line 8, 
to delcte the words “ um Chosaint 
and to insert in lieu thereof the word 
“ Cosanta. M 

This fixes the title for the Minister for 
Defence. 

Amendment put and agreed to. 
ATTORNEY-GENERAL: I move:— 
In Section 1 (xi), page 5, line 20, 
to delete the words “um Ghnóthaí ,> 
and insert in lieu thereof the word 
' Gnóthaí. ,, 

This fixes the title of the Minister 
for External Affairs. 

Amendment put and agreed to. 
ATTORNEY-GENERAL : I move:— 
4 4 In page 5, Section 2 (1), line 31, 
to delete the words “ and hold ” and 
to insert in liou thereof the words 
“ hold and dispose of.” 

Amendment put and agreed to. 

Mr. BLYTHE : I move— 

“ In Section 2 (2), page 5, line 39, 
to add after the word “ determine ” 
the words “ but every appointment 
made under this sub-section shall be 
subject to the provisions of the Civil 
Service Regulation Act, 1923 (No 35 
of 1923) or of any Act for the time 
being in force replacing or aniending 
that Act.” 

This is an amendment which I agreed 
at the suggestion of Deputy ITeffernan 
to bring forward to make certain that 
the powers of appointment of Ministers 
who would be limited by the Civil Ser- 
vice Regulation Act, 1923. 

Amendment put and agreed to. 
ATTORNE Y-GENERAL : I move:— 
In Section 3 (1), page 5, to delete 
lines 57 and 58. 

This is an amendment to give effect to 
a suggestion of Deputy Johnson that 
the last two lines of Sub-section (1), 
Section 3, should be omitted. 
Amendment put and agreed to. 
ATTORNEY-GENERAL : ,1 move:— 
In Section 6, page 6, line 12, to de- 
lete the expression ‘ ‘ Príomh-Aithne ’ ’ 
and to insert in lieu thereof the words 
“an Príomh-Atúmae. ’ ’ 

This amendment fixes the Irish title of 


the holder of the office of Attorney- 
General. 

Amendment put and agreed to. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL: I move:— 

In Section 6 (2), page 6, line 36, to 
delete the word “ appointed ” and 
inscrt in lieu thereof the word 
nominated.” 

This is a mere drafting amendmcnt. 
Amendment put and agreed to. 

1 ATTORNEY-GENERAL : I move:— 
In Scction 7 (6), page 7, line 7, to 
insert after thc word “ any 99 the 
word “ one.” 

Amendment put and agreed to. 

I ATTORNEY-GENERAL : I move:— 
In Seetion 7 (7), pagc 7, line 11, to 
insert aftcr thc word “ powers 99 the 
word “ responsibilities 99 and in line 
14 to insert after thc word “ dele- 
gatc 99 thc words “ or assign.” 

This is to givc effect to an undertaking. 

Mr. JOHNSON: As amended, the 
paragraph woúld read: “ Each of the 
Parliamentary Secretaries appointed 
under this Section shall by his appoint- 
ment be assigned to act as Parliamen- 
tary Secretary to the Executive Coun- 
cil, or to a Minister, and shall have such 
powers and responsibilities and perform 
such duties as the Executive Council 
for such Minister, with the consent of 
the Exeeutive Council, as the case 
may be, from time to time delegate 
or assign to him.” The acceptance of 
this amendment secms to me to throw 
on the Executive Council, or the Minis- 
ter, the power to delegate his responsi- 
bilities, and that, I think, is weakening 
the responsibilities of the Minister. If 
we, by legislation, appoint, or allow to 
be appointec^, Parliamentary Secre- 
taries, and we allow the Minister to 
whom that Parliamentary Secretary is 
assigned, or to whom powers may be 
delegated, also to take upon himself the 
responsi’bilities of the office, then that 
is weakening the responsibilities of the 
Minister. A Parliamentary Secretary 
may be a Secretary, but he should not 
be responsible to the Dáil, and it should 
not lessen the responsibilities of the 
Minister. I think the insertion of this 
word “ responsibilities 99 tends to re- 
move responsibilities from the Minister 
to the Secretary, and will give statu- 
tory effect to that removal. I think we 
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[Mr. Johnson.] 

shonld have some more justiíication for 
♦ this change than we have had, and I 
would ask the Attorney-General to 
meet that point. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : I think 
there is a great deal in what Deputy 
Johnson has said, that there is a 
danger, but as far as I can reeollect, it 
was suggested in the debate in Com- 
mittee that something of this kind 
should be inserted in the section. I 
would withdraw tbe amendment in so 
far as it suggests the insertion of thc 
words “ and responsibilities. ,, 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

Thc second part remains, and the 
Amendment, as amended, reads: “ In 
Section 7, line 14, to insert after the 
word ‘ delegate ’ the words ‘ or 
assign 9 99 

Amendment, as amended, put and 
agreed to. 

SECTION 8. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: 1 beg to 

propose the following amendment:— 

“ To add to Seetion 8 the follow- 

ing sub-section:— 

Provided that cvery Order made 
by such Couneil of Defence shall 
be laid before each House of the 
Oireachtas within four days after 
the next sitting of that House, and 
if either House shall within íifteen 
days pass a resolution annulling 
such Order, such Order shall be 
annulled, but such annulment shall 
not prejudice or invalidate any 
matter or thing prcviously done 
under such Order . 9 9 

The wording of the alncndment is 
the ordinary manner of wording adop- 
ted in amendments of this kind, and has 
been adopted in a large number of 
Bills. I urge that this is the place 
where it is especially necessary. When 
speaking to an amendment to this Sec- 
tion when the Bill was in Committee, 
it was argued against me by Deputy 
Milroy, I think, that the effect of de- 
leting the entire section would mean 
that the Army would cease to function. 
That, of course, was an absurd argu- 
ment, and I refer to it now in^ order 
to ínention that I stated that it was 
entirely within the power of the Minis- 


ter for Defence to create any such 
Council of Defence at any moment he 
desired, and that it required no statu- 
tory power to enable him to do so. In 
reply to that, an argument was put for- 
ward from the Ministerial side that 
statutory powers were required in order 
that a Council of Defence should be 
eonstituted, and that thc purpose of 
having the Section in the Bill was to 
allow such Council of Defence to be 
created, there being a need for such a 
Council. I had not at that time ,in my 
hand what I have had since, that is, the 
Defence Order No. 38, which is dated 
the lst of December. The date is impor- 
tant, because it is prior to the con- 
sideration of Section 8 by the Dáil at 
all. It is dated before the considera- 
tion of this Sectíon, by which statutory 
powers were sought for the creation of 
this Council of Defence. Yet this 
Order, No. 38, signed by the Minister 
for Defence, creates and constitutes the 
Council of Defence, saying who shall 
form it, allocating to each of the per- 
sons the functions lie has to serve, and 
saying further that this action has b*een 
taken pursuant, not to this piece of 
legislation, but to an Order of the Exe- 
cutive Council. This Order states that 
the command of the National Forces 
is vested in the Executive Council, and 
exercised through the Minister for De- 
fence, and it then quotes from the pro- 
visions of the Defence Forces Tempor- 
ary Provisions Act. 

Paragraph 2 states:— 

“ A Council of Defence has been 
created for the purpose of assisting 
the Minister for Defence in accord- 
ance with the following paragraph 2 
of Executive Council Order No. 11 
of 1923. There shall be and there is 
hereby constituted a Council of De- 
fence to assist the Minister for 
Defence in the administration of the 
business of Defence, but without 
derogating from the responsibility of 
the Minister for Defence to the Ex- 
ecutive Council and to the Oireachtas 
respectively, for all the administra- 
tion of the Department of Def’ence 
and for the exercise and performance 
of all the powers, duties, and func- 
tions connected therewith.” 

Now, we have not had an oppor- 
; tunity of having that before the Dáil, 
and I frankly confess that I learned for 
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the lirst time there were such things as 
Éxecutive Orders in this form. This is 
numbered No. 11 of 1923. I do not 
know exactly how late or early in the 
year No. 11 appeared, but I would as- 
sume that it argucd a very early date 
in last year, and it certainly was prior 
to the introduction of this Bill into the 
Dáil. It empowers the Minister for De- 
fence to do a certain thing and he pro- 
•ceeds to do it under another Order, 
which is Defenee Order No. 38. It 
treats the matter, not as though there 
were to be some Council of Defence in 
the future, but as if the matter had 
already been dealt with, irrespective of 
sanction being required. We get, in 
'this case, two proeedures. It is proved 
by this Order No. 38 that legislative 
sanction certainly was not required, be- 
cause here is in existence before, a 
legislative instrument. The Minister 
proceeded to issue his Order. There is 
no other Council of Defence in this Bill, 
according to this Order, but it is clear 
that Orders like this are to be issued, 
dispensing with legislative sanction. A 
clear case is set up for all Orders here- 
after to be issued to be laid before the 
legislature, in order that it may be 
privy to all that the Council of Defence 
does in its name. The Minister for De- 
fence is Chairman of the Council of 
Defence, and is responsible to the Dáil. 
Everything that he does will have to be 
answered for by him here, he having 
sat as Chairman of the Council. It is 
necessary that the Dáil should know 
what Orders are being issued, and if a 
point were needed to press the case to 
a conclusion, it is furnished by the very 
Order of the Minister for Defence in 
which he cites an Order of the Execu- 
tive Council, both of which were not 
within the knowledge of the Dáil and 
were not placed before it, when con- 
sidering this Section of the Bill, though 
they were material to it. 

ATTORNEY-OENERAL: If I may 

refer first to this mare’s nest, it was 
expressly stated here, when Section 8 
was under discussion, both by the 
Minister for Defence and mysMf, that 
a Council of Defence had, as an ad- 
ministrative expedient, been already 
created. Up to that point it consisted 
only of military people, but it was cer- 
tainly expressly stated that as a 


mattcr of military admiiústration such 
Council had cornc iíito existcnce. 
Therefore the enlightcnment that sud- 
dcnly came to thc Deputy last cvening 
in discovering an Ordcr issued last 
Dccember must bc due to his absence 
from the Dáil during thc dcbate in 
Committcc. What thc purpose of the 
amendment could bc one is vcry much 
puzzled to learn, becausc the Deputy 
quotes an Order madc by the Minister 
as showing the necessit-y for having 
Orders rnade by thc Army Council dealt 
with in the way hc proposcs. Under 
thc Section, thc Armv Council has no 
authority to makc Ordcrs. Under the 
Tcmporary Dcfence Forces Act all 
Orders must be made by the Minister, 
and the Act providcs for laying all such 
Ordcrs on thc Table of the Dáil. 

Presumably if other powers are given 
to the Ministry or thc Army Council a 
provision of that kind would be in- 
serted wherever the power of making 
the Order is contained. It may arise 
on the Permanent Defence Forces Act, 
to be introduced at a later date. Under 
the Section as it stands now, there is 
nothing whatever about Orders being 
made by the Council which is an ad- 
ministrative body to assist the Minister. 

Mr. DARRELL PIGGIS: In answer 
to the Attorney-Ceneral—I am speaking 
now without the text before me—I want 
to say that the Minister for Defence, 

1 when I pressed him to state whcther 
it was not within his powers to establish 
a Council of Defence and whether in 
fact a Council of Defence could not be 
created by him straight away, said that 
I the Army Council existed, and if the 
' inference of those words is that a 
Council of Defence did not exist, as 
distinct from an Army Council to be 
constituted here by the provisions of 
the Act and as already stated by him, 
then I fail to understand the meaning 
of the referenee. 

‘ ATTORNEY-GENERAL : That Order 
does not provide for civilian member- 
ship of an Army Council. 

The PRESIDENT: Deputy Figgís' 
finds it difficult to understand certain 
matters, and he places us in the posi- 
tion of not being able to understand 
himself. This Bill was ordered to be 
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drafted on lOth October. That, surely, 
if my idea of the order of the months 
is correct, was anterior to the lst De- 
cember. If it were after that date the 
Deputy will correct me, and we have 
not yet arrived at the next October. 
The Deputy had in his hands on the 
lOth October this extraordinary con- 
spiracy of setting up a Council of 
Defence, ánd he had information before 
him that it had not diminished in any 
way the authority of the Minister for 
Defence. He had also the facts before 
him that were disclosed to the Dáil. 
The Deputy’s recollection is at fault, 
and in future he had better acquaint 
himself with those matters and not take 
up the time of the Dáil by telling us 
what came into his possession a month 
or two after it came into the possession 
of anybody else. The Deputy objects 
to the Council of Defence. It was 
never our intention to make it a legis- 
lative body, and its powers and duties 
are clearly set out here. It was never 
intended that it should pass Acts of 
Parliament, and if the Deputy so in- 
tended we cannot subscribe to his pro- 
posals. 

Amendment put and declared lost. 

- AN CEANN COMHAIRLE at this 
stage resumed the chair. 

SECTION 9. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : I beg to 

move:— 

In Section 9 (4), page 9, line 62, 
to add at the end of the sub-section 
the words “ but this section shall not 
apply to or affect any university 
established by Eoyal Charter or to 
any body corporate similarly estab- 
lished for the regulation of the ad- 
mission, qualification, and conduct of 
the members of any profession or 
business notwithstanding that such 
university or body is in other re- 
spects & statutory body. M 
This amendment is for the purpose 
of fulfilling a promise I gave to the Uni- 
versity Deputies here in the Committee 
Stage. They were fearful that the pro- 
visions of Section 9 as to the power of 
statutory bodies might, by any stretch 
of the imagination, be read to apply to 
the charters of the Universities, and I 


undertook to make that dear beyond all 
possibility of doubt. 

Prof. THRIPT: I think that is a 
satisfactory carrying out of the Attor- 
ney-GeneraPs promise to University 
members, and I am satisfíed with it. 

Mr. JOHlfSON: I would like to ask 
the Attorney-General if he would say 
what would be the position of a statu- 
tory body like the General Nursing 
Council? I do not think it is covered 
by this amendment, and it should not 
be subject to the direction and control 
of the Minister. The powers of the 
Minister under Sub-section (3) are 
very great to interfere with any such 
body as a General Nursing Council. 
Would the General Nursing Council 
come under this provision? 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : I do not 

know at the moment whether the 
General Nursing Council is constituted 
by Charter or Statute? 

| Mr. JOHNSON: Statute, I think. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : I would 
not like to make a definite answer, 
which, on reconsideration, I might re- 
gret, but in so far as it takes over any 
properly Government functions it 
would possibly fall within the purview 
of this section. There would be an 
| Order made and laid on the Table of 
the House affecting it. If it be merely a 
professional organisation dealing with 
the profession of nursing, then it would 
not be within this at all. If the 
Deputy looks at the bodies to which 
the section applies he will find that 
they are statutory bodies and bodies 
exercising the function of Government 
or discharging any public duty in rela- 
tion to public administration. I am 
not certain whether the General Nur- 
sing Council is a professional organisa- 
tion. If so, it is outside this. 

Mr. JOHNSON : I think it is a pro- 
fessional organisation to which has 
been granted certain authority which 
has not yet been given full effect to. 
It has b8en recognised, and I think that 
it is statutory. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL: I take it 
the Deputy refers to matters of regis- 
tration and professional qu&lification. 
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Mr. JOHNSON: Yes, and control. 

ATTORNEY-QENERAL : As at pre- 
sent advised, I believe those are out- 
side this section. I have not actually 
studied the provisions. 

Amendment put and agreed to. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : I move to | 
delete in page 9 section 9 (5). M 
This amendment is to excise a subsec- 
tion whieh is redundant by reason of 
the Interpretation Act. 

Amendment put and agreed to. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL: I beg to 

move:— 

To insert immediately before Section 
10, page 10, a new section as follows:— 
“10.—Wherever the expenses or any 
part of the expenses of any public 
service assigned by or under this Act 
to any Department of State are now 
payable out of any specific depart- 
mental or other public funds other 
than the central fund or moneys pro- 
vided by the Oireachtas, or any spe- 
cific departmental or other public 
funds other than as aforesaid are now 
applicable to or towards the discharge 
of the expenses or any part of the 
expenses of any such public service, 
it shall be lawful for the Executive 
Council by Order to do all or any of 
the following things :— 

(a) to provide for the continued 
discharge of any such expenses as 
aforesaid or any part thereof out 
of the funds out of which the same 
are now payable or which are now 
applicable to or towards the dis- 
chargje thereof, 

(b) to make all such apportion- 
ments • of public funds as may be 
rendered necessary by reason of 
the allotment by this Act of dif- 
ferent portions of any such public 
service to different Departments of 
State, 

(c) to provide for the winding- 
up and the payment into or dis- 
posal for the benefit of the Exche- 
quer, in such manner as th§ Minis- 
ter for Pinance may appoint, of 
the whole or any part of the 
specific departmental or other 
public funds out of which such ex- 
penses or any part thereof have 


heretofore been payable or which 
have heretofore been applicable in 
or towards the discharge of such 
expenses or any part thereof as 
aforesaid, and to declare that such 
expenses shall hereafter be paid 
out of moneys provided by the 
Oireachtas.” 

The object of this proposed new Sec- 
tion is this:—There are in many de- 
partments special funds out of which 
payment for public services is made. 
During the British regime there were 
various reasons why it was desirable, or 
thought desirable by them or others, to 
have these peculiar methods of provid- 
ing funds for the discharge of certain 
services. Take for instance the way in 
which the Dog Tax was pooled for the 
purpose of the remuneration of Petty 
Sessions Clerks. The object of this new 
Section is to get rid of these special 
funds wherever possible which, to a cer- 
tain extent, cloak charges and prevent 
the pi’oper understanding of expendi- 
ture, and to transfer the expenditure so 
that it will appear in the Estimates and 
will be paid out of the Central Pund 
like any other item of public adminis- 
tration. In that way all this expendi- 
ture which now does not properly come 
into view on the Estimates on this class 
of expenditure will appear as ordinary 
items of public expenditure on the 
Estimates. 

Mr. O’CONNELL : May I ask 

whether the Teachers’ Pensions Pund 
will come under this Section? 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : As I under- 
stand, the Teacher's Pension Pund is 
built up on contributions by the 
teachers. I do not think that could be 
dealt with. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: Partly built up. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : Built up 
partly. I do not think that would be 
touched under this. If the Deputy has 
any proposals in that direction, I am 
sure they will receive the consideration 
of the Minister for Finance. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: I have several pro- 
posals, but I do not propose to make 
them now. I rather thought when the 
Attomey-General was pointing to the 
necessity of all payments coming under 
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reTÍew here that he was referring to 
that particular fund among others. 
There is a small contribution made to 
the Teachers’ Pensions Pund which ap- 
pears on the Estimates each year, but 
the Pund itself has been largely built 
up in contributions from the teachers, 
as well as from a certain capital sum 
which was set aside so far back as 
1879. I was wondering if the Govern- 
ment were going to take it under this 
Regulation. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : I do not 

think that would be possible, because 
that could hardly be described as a 
Departmental or Public Pund. It is 
largely a Pund in which private per- 
sons are interested, constituted by pri- 
vate contributions, even though they 
are under some statutory authority. I 
think if it were proposed to deal with 
that Fund, there would certainly be 
need for very special legislation, and 
certainly very careful consideration. I 
do not think, as at present advised, that 
it would come within this. 

Amendment put and agreed to. 

Question:—“ That the new Section 
be added to the Bill,” put and agreed 
to. 

SECTION 14. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL. I move: 
In Section 14 (2), page 10, line 53, 
to insert after the word “ aforesaid 99 
the words or to bc signed by such 
Minister, ,, and to add at the end of 
the section a new sub-section as fol- 
lows:— 

(4) Nothing in this Act shall 
render the affixing of the official 
seal of a Minister who is the hcad 
of a Dcpartment of State estab- 
lished by this Act to any order or 
other instrument (not being a 
deed, conveyance or other instru- 
ment, which if made by a pérson 
other than a corporation would 
be required by law to be sealed 
with the seal of such person) 
made by such Minister necessary to 
the validity of such order or other 
instrument and any such order or 
other instrument, unless expressly 
required by any statute to be under 
seal^ shall be sufficiently authenti- 


cated by the signature of such 
Minister or of the secretary or 
other officer of such Department of 
State duly authorised by such 
Minister to authenticate such 
orders and instruments. 

This proposed new Section is for the 
purpose of faeilitating Ministers in the 
exccution of Departmental documents. 

Amendment put and agreed to. 

SECTION 15. 

| ATTORNE Y-GENERAL : I move: 
“ To delcte in page 11, Section 15 (5). M 
This is to delete sub-section (5) which 
is redundant by reason of the Interpre- 
tation Act. 

Amendment put and agrecd to. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : As to 

the next amcndment I think we eould 
agree to the delctions first, and take 
each of the new schedules scparately. 

Major COOPER : Would it not be de- 
sirable to deal with each part of the 
schedule separately, and take the dele- 
tions as they come? Taldng the whole 
schedule would involve a very confused 
aiscussion. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: I am not 

sure if that is not almost the same thing 
as I was suggcsting myself, to agrce to 
make the deletions and then discuss 
each part separately. How would that 
affect Amendments 26, 27, 28, 29? 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : The main 
I object of having thc new complete 
schedules is that I have had the official 
' designations of all these various De- 
partments carefully checked with the 
Statutes. The new schedule is largely 
an insertion of the correct legal desig- 
nations. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : There 
are four other amendments. 

The PRESIDENT : I take it that we 
could deal with them to-morrow first 
thing. 

Progrcss ordered to be reported. 

DÁIL RESUMES. 

Progress reported; Committee to sit 
again to-morrow. 

The Dáil adjourned at 8.55 p.m. 



DÁIL EIREANN. 


DÉARDAOIN, 28adh FEABHRA, 
1924. 

(Thursday, 28 th February, 1924.) 

Do chuaidh an Ceann Comhairle i 
gceannas ar a 3 a clog. 


CEISTEANNA—QUESTIONS. 
ORAL ANSWERS. 


NAAS COMPENSATION CLAIMS. 

AODH 0 CULACHAIN asked thc 

Minister for Finance if hc will state 
what is the reason of the delay on the 
part of the Compensation (Pcrsonal In- 
juries) Committee in dealing with the 
claims for compensation of Martin 
Heavey, Blacktrench, Naas; Laurence 
Flood, Mayfield, Kilmeague, Naas; 
Charles Dunny, Dunbyrne, Naas, and 
Michael Dunne, Grangehiggin, Naas, in 
respect of injuries and loss sustained 
during the Black and Tan trouble since 
the 18th June, 1921, and whether in- 
structions can be .given for the early 
consideration of those claims. 

MINISTER for FINANCE (Mr. 
Bljthe) : These cases are at present 
under consideration by the Compensa- 
tion (Personal Injuries) Committee, 
who will furnish me with reports at an 
early date. 

PAYMENT OF INSURANCE 
BENEFITS. 

AODH O CULACHAIN asked the 
Minister for Finance whether he will 
give instructions to the Inspectors of 
the National Health Insurance Depart- 
ment to see that prompt payment of 
benefits are made to insured persons 
under this Act, as there are general 
complaints from many parts of the 
country of delays in paying same. 

Mr. BLVTHE: Approved Societies 
are required by the National Health 
Insurance Commission to deal promptly i 


tath applications for benefits, and 
every case in which complaint of non- 
payment of benefit is made to the Com- 
mission, is promptly investigated either 
by correspondence or by a personal 

l visit of a member of the Outdoor Staff. 

, EDENDERRY AND TRIM R.D.G. 

ACCOUNTS. 

Mr. P. J. MULVANY asked the 
Minister for Local Government if he 
will state if the accounts of the amal- 
gamated Edenderry No. 3 and Trim 
Rural District Councils have been 
audited, and, if so, if notification of the 
audit was published in the Press of the 
above area; further, if he is aware that 
in the year following the amalgamation 
of these Council areas the rates in- 
ereased from 3s. to 8s. 6£d. in the 
pound, and if statemcnts will be pub- 
lished showing how the sum of £6,665- 
eollected in 1921-22 was expendcd, and 
also showing the particulars of expen- 
diture in the case of each District 
Council in the year prior to amalgama- 
tion. 

Mr. BLYTHE (replying for Minister 
for Local Govemment) : The accounts 
of the Trim Rural District Council were 
audited for the half-year ended 31st 
March, 1921. Arrangements have been 
made for the audit of subsequent 
periods, and in the meantime, I am 
making inquiries into the other ques- 
tions raised by the Deputy. I will in- 
form him of the result as soon as pos- 
sible. 

AN ABBETFEALE ESTATE ROAD. 

PADRAIG MAC FHLANNCHADHA 

asked the Minister for Agriculture- 
whether he is aware that, when pur- 
chasing lands from Mrs. Lyons at 
Dromtrasna, Abbeyfeale, for distribu- 
tion, the late Congested Districts 
Board undertook to make a road 
through the land to enable the tenants 
to reach their newly acquired holdings; 
whether he is aware that although the 
work was laid out it was abandoned 
owing to the unsettled condition of the- 
past few years and has not since been 
completed, and whether he can say 
when work will be resumed on the pro- 
posed road. 
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MINISTER for INDUSTRY and 
COMMERCE (Mr. McGrath, replying 
for Minister for Agriculture) : The 

(late) Congested Distriets Board did 
not purchase the lands of Drom- 
trasna, but they purchased a farm 
from Mrs. Honor Lyons at Brosna, 
otherwise known as “ Flynn’s Farm, ,, 
on the Collis Sandes Estate, which 
they allotted to tenants of small 
holdings in the district. The (late) 
Board constructed a suitable accommo- 
dation roadway at the time through this 
farm, giving access to each plot allot- 
ted. It was not intended then; or at 
any future time, to maintain the road 
after the lands had been disposed of. 
The maintenance of the road is the duty 
of the persons using it. 

FORESHORE AT ROSSCARBERY. 

TADHG 0 DONNABHAIN asked the 
Minister for Agriculture if he will 
cause an inquiry to be made into the 
conditions under which a lease of the 
foreshore at Burgalia, Rosscarbery, is 
held; whethcr he is awarc that the 
-estate on which this foreshore is 
•situated has bcen sold under the Land 
Act, 1923, and if he will see that this 
foreshore will now be vested in the 
State, and thereby secure free use of 
sand and seaweed for manurial pur- 
poses for the farmers of a big tillage 
area of South Cork. i 

i 

Mr. McGRATH (replying for Minis- 
ter for Agriculture) : The lands referred 
to in the question appear to be Bur- 
gatia, not Burgalia, as stated therein. 
The portions thereof which abut on 
Rosscarbery Bay are comprised in the 
Estate of R. F. Starkie, in respect of * 
which particulars have been furnished f 
by the landlord to enable the Land 
Commission to collect Compounded Ar- 
rears of Rent and Payment in Lieu of 
Rent from the tenants under the Land 
Act, 1923. The further particulars re- 
quired to continue the purchase pro- 
'ceedings have not yet been lodged, and 
when lodged, the Estate will be dealt 
with in due course, when tjie question 
of foreshore right, amongst other mat- 
ters, will be inquired into by the Com- 
missioners. 


NEWBRIDGE OOMPENSATION 
CLAIM. 

AODH 0 CULACHAIN asked the 
Minister for Defence if he is aware that 
John Anderson, George’s Street, New- 
bridge, Co. Kildare, has not yet re- 
ceived compensation for a horse com- 
mandeered at Newbridge on the lst 
July, 1922, by Quarter-Master Donohoe, 
Ponsonby Barracks, Curragh Camp, 
and which was returned to him on the 
4th September, 1922, and whether con- 
sideration of this cíaim will be expe- 
dited with a view to payment. 

Mr. McGRATH (replying for Minis- 
ter for Defence) : A difficulty has been 
experienced in obtaining reliable infor- 
mation from my point of view, owing 
to the fact that the officers who are 
alleged to have commandeered Mr. 
Anderson’s horse, are not available. 
However, a decision in the case is being 
expedited. 

Mr. COLOHAN : Is the Minister 
aware that Farrier-Sergeant-Major 
McCormack, who was one of the officers 
engaged in commandeering horses on 
that occasion in Ncwbridge, is at pre- 
sent serving in Dublin? Is he aware 
that he was engaged in commandeering 
horses in the neighbourhood at the 
time? 

Mr. McGRATH : I have no doubt that 
the Minister for Defence is aware of 
that; but the soldier referred to is not 
a commissioned officer, and the officers 
who were in charge of him and others 
at the time, are the parties they are 
looking for. * 

NEWCASTLE-WEST MAN ’S 
INTERNMENT. 

PADRAIG MAC FHLANNCHADHA 

asked the Minister for Defence whether 
he can recommend the release of Ed- 
mond Mulcahy, of Morridy, Newcastle 
West, Co. Limerick, at present interned 
in Hare Park Camp. 

Mr. McGRATH (replying for Minis- 
ter for Defence) : Edmond Mulcahy will 
be rcleased íorthwith. 

GORMANSTOWN HOLDING. 

Mr. PATK. J. MULVANY asked the 
Minister for Defence if he is áware that 
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two acres o£ land taken over by the 
.British Authoiities at Camp Farm, Gor- 
manstown, from Mr. N. McCullen at a 
rental of £20 per acre per annum, and 
were subsequcntly taken over by the 
Irish Free State in September, 1922, 
and that since then Mr. McCullen has 
not received any payment therefor, and 
now claims the amount due, viz., £60, 
together with £5 expenses, and whether 
this claim will now be settled. 

Mr. McGRATH (replying* for Minis- 
ter for Defence) : I understand that the 
Commissioners of Public Works are ar- 
ranging for an early scttlement of Mr. 
McCullcn’s claim. 

WRITTEN ANSWER. 

TOMAS MAC EOIN asked thc 
Ministcr for Defence whcther his at- 
tention has been called to the applica- 
tion of Mr. T. P. Cof£ey, Solicitor, Dun- 
dalk, for the return of a typewriter 
which was taken by a Military Officer 
from his office in Dundalk, on the 23rd 
March, 1923, and if it is his intention 
to direct that the typewriter should be 
returned or compensation paid. 

MINISTER for DEFENCE (General 
Mulcahy) : The typewriter has now 
been returned to Mr. Coffey. 

10CAL GOVERNMENT ELECTORS 
REGISTRATION BILL, 1923.— 

Amendment from Seanad:—To add 
at the end of Section 2 the following: 
'** Provided always that nothing in this 
Section or in any existing enactment 
shall entitle a person to be registered 
as a Loeal Govcrnment elector for any 
year in which the rates for which he or 
she is legafly liable on the 31st of 
March immediately preceding the 15th 
November are unpaid. M 

The PRESIDENT: We are, I take it, 
in a little difficulty in the event of an 
amendment coming from the Seanad 
which dbes not commend itself to the 
Minister. I should say that the nor- 
mal procedure, until we arrive at some 
settled method, is that this would be 
moved, the Minister saying that he 
could not subscribe to it; but in order 
to put the matter in such a position as 
that the Dáil could debate it, I am pre- 
pared to move that this ambtidment be 
accepted, making it perfectly clear at 
the same time, that I do not subscribe 
to ít, that I cannot recommend it, and 

Vol. 6. 


| that I am not going to vote for it. I 
think, in deference to the Seanad, when 
they send down an amendment it 
should be moved. I am moving it, 
therefore, for the purpose of having it 
defínitely turned down by the Dáil. 

Major COOPER: Is the Presidcnt 
moving that we agree or disagree with 
this amendment? 

The PRESIDENT: The position is 
this: We have not got a Government 
nominee in the Scanad. This morn- 
ing I got the permission of the Leas- 
Chathaoirleaeh ot* the Seanad in 
his position as such, apait from 
his personality as Senator Douglas, 
to do this. In referenee to 
Govemmcnt amendments in the 
Seanad, I think it is due to the Seanad 
that when they send down an amend- 
ment it should be put forward here for 
discussion before the Dáil. I accord- 
ingly move it. I am not recommending 
it, and I would speak against it if it is 
recommended. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Lest 
there should be some misunderstanding 
about that, I wish to say that not only 
is it due to them that this should be 
done, but under the Constitution the 
amcndment must be considered. 

| Major COOPER: I am still in the 
i dark. What is the motion? Merely 
that we take this into consideration or 
that we agree or disagree with it ? 

Atf CEANN OOMHAIRLE: I would 
not accept a motion that we take it into 
l consideration. It must be either that 
we accept or reject it. 

The PRESIDENT : I move that we 
reject it. So long as it is before the 
Dáil, that is «11 I want. I think it is 
unnecessary to explain the reasons, be- 
cause they have been explained before. 

Mr. GORET : I thought the President 
proposed that it be accepted. 

AN CEAN^T COMHAIRLE : The 

position is that the President is moving 
that this amendment be not agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT: In ordér to have 
it discussed, I thought the best thing 
would be to move it formally, saying at 
the same time that I would not support 
it. Now, the Ceann Comhairle says it 
is open to move that the amendment be 
not agreed to, and I have moved that. 



1607 Ministers and Secretaries DAIL EIREANN. Bill, 1923 —Fourth Stage. 1508 


Questíon: “ That the amendment 
from the Seanad be not agreed to ”— 
put and agreed to. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : A mes- 
sage will be sent to the Seanad accord- 
ingly. 

CIVIL SERVICE REGULATION (No. 

2) BILL, 1923,—FROM THE . 

SEANAD. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Seven 
Seanad amendments to this Bill were 
dealt with in Committee yesterday. 
Two alternative amendments by the 
Minister for Finance were not moved. 

Mr. BLYTHE: Having diseussed the 
matter and the procedure that ought to 
be followed in these matters, when we 
disagree with the Seanad amendment, 
I have come to the conclusion that it is 
suffieient to have indicated that we 
were prepared to accept some alterna- 
tives, if they were put forward by the 
Seanad. I will not move the alterna- 
tives that I would suggest myself. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : The 

position is—with regard to the sevcn 
amendments of the Seanad to the Civil 
Service Regulation Bill, No. 2, five have 
been agreed to and two have been rc- 
jected in Committee. An amendment 
to the Fisheries Bill was rejected. 

Question: “That the report of thc 
Committee with rcgard to the Fisheries 
Bill and the Civil Service Regulation 
Bill be agrced to ”—put and agreed to. 

DAIL IN COMMITTEE. 

MINISTERS AND SECRETARIES 
BILL, 1923—FOURTH STAGE 
RESUMED* 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: It was 

agreed that the Dáil would go into 
Committcc to consider thc further 
amendments on t.hc lieport Stage of 
the Ministers and Secre # taries Bill. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : I desirc to 
move, as an amendment, to substitute 
a new Schedule in nine parts for the 
Schedule as it stands in the Bill and 
as it passed in Committee. I take it 
I should move to delete the whole . 
Schedule first, and any amendments to 
the new Schedule can then be moved. 


AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Quite so. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : I, there- 

fore, move:— 

To delete in pages 12 and 13 the 
Schedule Parts First, Second, Third, 
Fourth, Fifth, Sixth, Seventh, 
Eighth, and Ninth, and to insert in 
lieu thereof the Schedule following: 

SCHEDIJLE. 

First Part. 

Particular Branches of Administra- 
tion assigned to An t-Aire Airgid 
(The Minister for Finance) :— 

The business and functions formcrly 
administered and discharged by 
the British Treasury in Ireland. 
Thc Revenue Commissioncrs. 

The Paymaster-(«eneral and Deputy 
Paymaster for Ireland. 

The Oovernment Actuary. 

The Commissioners of Public Works 
in Ireland. 

The Civil Serviee Commission. 

The Commissioncr of Valuation and 
Boundary Surveyor for Ireland. 
The Ordnance Survey. 

The Superintendent of the Tcachers/ 
Pension Office. 

The Stationery Office. 

The Old Age Pensions, save as re- 
gards appeals governed by Statute. 
The Post Office Savings Banks 
(administered through the Minis- 
ter for Posts and Telegraphs as 
agent). 

The Registrar of Friendly Societies. 

Second Part. 

Particular Branches of Adininistra- 
tion assigned to an t-Aire Dlí agus 
Cirt (The Minister for Justice):— 
All Courts of Justice and the Offices 
thereof save in so far as the same 
are reserved to the Executive 
Council or are excepted Trom <the 
authority of the Executive Council 
or of an Executive Minister. 

Police. 

The General Prisons Board for Ire- 
land and all Prisons. 

The Registrar of District Court 
Clerks. 

The Public Record Office. 

The Registry of Deeds. 

The Land Registry. 
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The Commissioners of Charitable 
Donations and Bequests for Ire- 
land. 

Tlriird Part. 

Particular Branches of Administra- 
tion assigned to an t-Aire Rialtab 
Aitiúla agus Sláinte Phuiblí (The 
Ministcr for Local Government 
and Public Health):— 

The Local Government Board for 
Ireland. 

The Inspectors of Lunatic Asylums 
in Ireland. 

National Health Insurance Commis- 
sion. 

The Registrar-General of Births, 
Deaths and Marriages in Ireland. 

Roads Department (formerly Mini- 
stry of Transport). 

Clerlc of the Crown and Ilanaper so 
far as conccrned with Eleetions. 

General Nursing Couneil and Central 
Midwives Board. 

Fourth Pari. 

Pai’ticular Branches of Administration 
assigned to an t-Aire Oideachais 
(The Minister for Education) :— 

The Commissioners of National Edu- 
cation in Ireland. 

The Intermediate Education Board 
for Ireland. 

The Commissioners of Education in 
Ireland (Endowed Schools). 

The Inspector of Refoi*matory and 
Tndustrial Schools. 

The Department of Agriculture and 
Technical Instruction for Ireland. 
(Business and functions rclating to 
Technical Instruction only). 

The College of Science. 

The Geological Survey in lreland. 

The National Museum of Science and 
Art. 

The National Library of Ireland, 

The National Gallery of Ireland. 

The Metropolitan School of Art. 

H^eteorological Services 

Fifth Part. 

Parficular Branches of Administra- 
tion assigned to an f-Aire Tailte 
agus Talmhaíochta (The Minister 
for Lands and Agriculture):— 

The Irish Land Commission (includ- 
ing the late Congested Districts 
Board for Ireland—Agricultura 
and Land Branches). | 

The Department of Agriculture and \ 


Technical Instruction for Ireland 
(except the business and functions 
relating to fisheries and Technical 
Instruction). 

The Ministry of Agriculture and 
Fisheries so far as concerned with 
the Ordnance Survey. 

The Royal Vetcrinary College of Ire- 
land. 

The Public Trustee in Ireland. 

The Forestry Commission. 

Farm Institutes of or eontrolled by 
Government. 

Royal Botanic Gardens. 

Sixth Part. 

Particular Branches of Administra- 
tion assigned to an t-Aire Tionns- 
cail agus Tráchtála (The Minister 
for Industry and Commerce):— 

Ministry of Transport (excluding the 
Roads Department). 

The Board of Trade. 

Registrar of Companies. 

Registrar of Business Names. 

Registration of Shipping. 

Minister for Labour. 

Electricity Commissioners. 

Chicf and otlier Inspectors of Fac- 
tories. 

Seventh Part. 

Particular Branches of Administra- 
tion assigned to an t-Airc Iasgaigh 
(The Minister for Fisheries):— 

Department of Agriculture and 
Technical Instruction for Ireland 
—Fisheries Branch. 

Congested Board for Ireland—Fish- 
eries Branch and Rural Industries 
Branch. 

Thc Conservators of Fisheries. 

Eighth Part. 

Particular Branches of Administra- 
tion assigned to an t-Aire Puist 
agus Telegrafa (The Minister for 
Posts and Telegraphs):— 

Postmast er-G eneral. 

Ninth Part. 

Particular Services assigned to an 
Príomh-Atúrnae (The Attorney- 
General). 

Chief Crown Solicitor for Ireland. 

Chief State Solicitor's Department 
and all local State Solicitors. 

Solicitors. 

Treasury Solicitor for Ireland. 
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Parliamentary Draftsman. 

Cliarities. 

Estatcs of ille«:itimatc deceased per- 
sons. 

Mr. HEWÁT: The alternative is 
that these new proposals replace the 
old ones. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Yes, we 

will consider them Part by Part. We 
will now take the first Part to whieh 
there is an amendment by Deputy Mor- 
risscy. 

Mr. MORRISSEY: I beg to move 
Amendment No. 26: 

In the Schedule, First Part, page 
12, to delete the words “ The Old 
Age Pensions save as regards appeals 
governed by Statute ” and to insert 
in the Third Part the words “ The 
Old Agc Pensions. M 
The object of this amendment is to 
ensure that this service shall not be 
assigned to the Ministry of Finance. 
The Minister for Finance is certainly 
entitled to scrutinise the total expendi- 
ture, but I contend that he is not quali- 
fied to deal with the administration of 
this service, and that this service pro- 
perly belongs to the Ministry of Health. 

Mr. BLYTHE : The fact is that Old 
Agc Pensions must necessarily come 
into Finance. They are administered 
by officers who come under the Depart- 
ment of Finance, that is Excise officers 
throughout the country. It would be 
impossible, I think, to get any. other 
adequate machinery fór dealing with 
the Pensions. The ultimate decision as 
to whether a pension shall be grantcd 
in a particular case or not rests with 
the Minister for Local Government, but 
the actual investigation of the claims 
is with the officials of the Rcvenue De- 
partment, and it would be impossible 
for the Local Government or Public 
Health Department to set iip machinery 
to deal with it. 

Mr. JOHNSON: That is the position 
at present, but will it continue to be if 
the Schedule is passed as it stands? 
Will the Minister for Public Health, as 
he will then be, have the final decision 
as to whether a person is entitled to the 
pension or not? According to the sec- 
tion the particular branch of the de- 


partment which is to be assigned to the 
Ministry of Finance, includes Old Age 
Pensions. It has this saving clause:— 
“ Save as regards appcals governed by 
Statute. ,> Does that reserve the pre- 
sent right to the Minister? 

Mr. BLYTHE : Yes, there is no 
change made in that. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Will that require 
that in the Third Part there should 
be some referencc to the control of Old 
Age Pensions? It is deleted entirely at 
I present. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : It is not 

necessary, beeause it is prescribed by 
Statute. 

[ Mr. JOHNSON: This will be a new 
! Statutc? 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : But that is 
not altering the substantive law of that 
kind. It can be inserted; there is no 
j difficulty, and I have no objection to 
I inserting the words in the Third Part: 

Appeals under the Statute relating 
to Old Age Pensions. ,, 

| Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: Cannot this 
| particular sentenee be adopted with 
! the deletion of the word 4 4 savc 

Major BRYAN COOPER: May 1 

suggest that it is absolutely essential 
tliat it should be done, otherwise we 
u’ill bc in the curious position that 
while a Statute that directs appeals to 
the Ministry of Local Government or 
Public Health still remains, it will be 
illegal under this Bill, which will then 
have become a Statute, for the Minis- 
tcr for Public Health to have any staff 
to deal with them. At present there is 
an Old Agc Pensions Dcpartment in the 
Local Government Department, but if 
the Schedulc passes without an amend- 
ment of this kind the Minister willfbc 
forced to disperse that staff. 

Mr. BLYTHE: As a matter of fact, 
I think it is sufficiently covered in the 
Third Part. It is there in the tcrm, 
“ the Local Government Board for Ire- 
land. ,, I think that covers Old Age Pen- 
sions sufficiently, and it is merely a 
matter of letting people see it in so 
many words that it should be put into 
the Schedule; but I think it is actually 
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includcd in t-he tcrm “ Local Govern- 
ment Board for Ireland.” 

Mr. MORRISSEY : I think if the 
Minister is prepared to accept the sug- 
gestion of Deputy Figgis to omit the 
word “ save,” it would meet the case. 

Mr. BLYTHE: That is a bad joke 
of Deputy Figgis. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : “ Appeals 
under the Old Age Pcnsions Aet in so 
far as thcy are appeals to the Local 
Government Department ”—I do not 
think they are necessary .at all, but in 
order to avoid any misapprehension and 
to put the mattcr right, I will move j 
later a form of # words which need not 
l)e corrected afterwards—“ Appeals 
undcr the Old Age Pensions Act. M 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Very 
good; in these circumstances the 
amendmcnt is withdrawn. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Mr. McGILLIGAN: I am afraid I 
find myself in some difficulty. It is 
provided that this Departmcnt of the 
Civil Service Commission shall be as- 
signcd to the Ministry of Finance, but 
the opcrative part of the Sccond Sec- 
tion says the Ministry shall comprise 
all the duties of the office concerned, 
yet we have the Civil Service Regula- 
tion Bill, which states that the Civil 
Seiwice Commissioners are to be ap- 
pointed by the Executive Council Avith 
ccrtain duties assigned to them. How 
far are these two to be reconciled? 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : This does 
not alter the Civil Service Commission | 
Bill at all. It provides that the admini- 
stration of that partieular department 
falls under Finance, but it does not deal \ 
with the appointment of the Commis- 
sicfti which is regulated by Statute. 

Mr. McGILLIGAN : But does not the 
Civil Service Regulation Bill provide 
within the four corners of that Bill 
that certain parts shall come under the 
Ministry of Finance? If the Civil Ser- 
vice Commission be left out here in the 
first part of the Schedule, then the 
Civil Service Commission will fall 
under the department of the President, 
and whatever duties are assigned to the 


Minister for Finance will then, oi 
course, be rescrved to him. 
be reserved to him. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : No, I think 
that is a mistaken view of the Deputy. 
The gcncral administration of the 
Department is under the Ministry of 
Finance. 

Mr. JOHNSON: There is one point 
I would like to raise. It is in regard to 
the Registrar of Friendly Societies. 1 
would like to know what the argument 
is in regard to this officer who, one 
would imagine, should be under the 
Ministry of Industry and Commerce, 
inasmiu'h as the greater part of his 
office is concerned with administrative 
work whicli is under the Minister for 
Industry and Commcrcc. Friendly 
Societies, Trade Unions and Societies 
of that kind oome undcr the Ministry 
of Tndustry and Commerce, and the 
greater part of the work of this office 
and thc register of companies should 
certainly coine under Industry and 
Commerce. I fail to see why the Re- 
gistrar of Friendly Societies should be 
brought under the Ministry for Fin- 
ance. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : The rea- 
son for that is that the Minister for 
Finance has to authorise certain per- 
sons as fit persons to audit the accounts 
of Friendly Soeieties, and that is a very 
necessary provision for these societies. 
It is eonsidered that the Ministry of 
Finanee would be the most capable of 
dealing with that class of business. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: Will the 

Attorney-General explain, as I am un- 
able to understand why the Ordnance 
Survey should be brought under the 
Minister for Finance. I should imagine 
that a task quitc technical in its charac- 
ter, and, to my mind, at- least, with the 
present lmowlcdge available, dealing 
largely with strictly Survey matters, 
should be brought under some other 
dcpartment. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : That mat- 
ter was very carefully considered, and 
the reason that department was as- 
signed to Finance was that its work 
was so closely associated with the work 
of the Commissioner of Valuation. The 
Valuation Office is the one through 
which ma{>s of the Ordnance Survey' 
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[ Attorney-G eneral. ] 

are issued, and Ordnanee Survcy was 
brought under this head in order to 
prevent duplication and to bring it into 
close association with the work of the 
Commissioner of Valuation. 

First Part agrccd to. 

SECOND PART. 

Mr. O’CONNELL : I beg to move an 
amendment: To inscrt in the Schedule, 
Second Part, page 12, the words:The 
Public Trustec in Ireland,” and to de- 
lete tliese words from the Fifth Part. 
The main object I had in putting down 
this amendment was to discover the 
actual position with regard to the Pub- 
lic Trustee, or whether we were to 
have a Publie Trustee in the sense that 
such an ofíicer exists in other countries. 
I understand there is a Trustcc in con- 
nection with the Ijand Acts. If he is to 
deal with land only, I think he should 
come under the Department of Agricul- 
ture in the Fifth Part of the ncw Sche- 
dule. I would like to have a statement 
from the Attorney-General as to what 
the position is with regard to the Pub- 
lic Trustce. 

ATTORNEY-OENERAL: The posi- 
tion in Ireland is that the only 
Public Trustee is the Trustee 
under the Land Act of 1903. His 
functions are solely concerned with 
the sale of land and with the proceeds 
of estates sold through the Land Com- 
mission. There is no Public Trustee 
in Ireland in the sense that an official 
occupies a position of that kind in 
England. In England the Public Trus- 
tee is the person who administers 
estates generally for anyone who 
chooses to send in his name to have an 
estate administcred by a Trustee. 

Mr. HEWAT: Does the Schedule 
make provision for the possible setting 
up of a Trustee in Ireland, supposing 
there is a general demand for an ap- 
pointment of that kind in the country? 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : No. I do 
not wish to be taken as indicating, 
should such a demand be made, that it 
ought to be complied with. Anyone 
who has carefully studied the com- 
ments on that Department, as it exists 
in England, especially in recent years, 
would, I think, agree that it has not 
been an unqualified success. ' There are 


alternative methods of dealing with 
this matter which, perhaps, at a later 
date you may consider here for the pro- 
tection of estates which have to be ad- 
ministered by a Public Trustee. I do 
not think there is a real genuine public 
demand for the setting up of an official 
. of this kind in this country, nor do I 
J think that the public who have studied 
! the operations of that department in 
England would altogether support the 
appointment of such an official here. 

Major COOPER: I do not think I 
ean altogether agrce Avith what the 
Attorney-General has stated with re- 
gard to the Publie Trustee in Eng- 
land. I am eoneenied with some 
estates in England whifth are adminis- 
tered by the Publie Trustcc, and the 
only eomplaint against him is, and this 
is not an uneommon complaint even 
against members of the Har, that his 
fees are too high. That is due to thc 
pressure of tlie Chancellor of the Ex- 
j ohequer to make that Department a 
i lucrative aml revenue-producing one. 

! I hopc that by passing the Schedule as 
l it stands we shall not bar the Dáil 
I against the appointment of a Publie 
J Trustee in the future. 

| ATTORNEY-GENERAL : No. 

| Major COOPER: Or, that by saying 

i tliat there is a Publie Trustce under the 
1 Minister for Agriculture, it will pre- 
vent thc appointment, if it is ever 
thought desirable, of another Public 
Trustce to deal with Trusts the same 
as the Public Trustee does in England. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : That would 
be a matter for legislation, or it might 
be dealt with in some other way. The 
question would arise, of course, whether 
such an appointment would be neces- 
sary in a country like this of small 
1 estates. In England the large estates 
| administered by the Public Trustee can 
! aíford to pay the large fees charged. 

| Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

i 

Seeond Part agreed to. 

THIBD PABT. 

Mr. JOHNSON: On behalf of Deputy 
Corish, I íind that the following amend- 
ment stands in his name:— 
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In the Schedule, Third Part, page 
12, to delete the words “ Central 
Nursing Board and Midwives' 
Board M and to substitute therefor 
the words “ General Nursing Coun- 
eil and Central Midwives’ Board.” 

I think thc revised edition of the 
Schedule embodies the amendment of 
Deputy Corish, but I have been re- 
minded that there are, in faet, two 
bodies, and perhaps Deputy Sir James 
Craig may bc able to enlighten us on 
that point, as to whether the Gcneral 
Nursing Council is one body, and the 
Central Midwives ’ Board another body. 
Perhaps, also, the Attorney-General 
w T ould look into the matter, and, 
if necessary, some alteration may be 
made. 

Amendment not moved. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I would like to 
make a general eomment on the Sche- 
dule, and it is, that I think the Minis- 
try is making a mistake in retaining 
nnder this single Minister all thesc 
various Departments, which are not 
really related. A Minister for Public 
Health is required, and that Minister 
may be thc most eompctcnt person in 
the world for that purpose and yet the 
least eompetent to look after elec- 
tions. There seems to bc really no 
connection between some of the duties 
oí the Minister for Local Government 
and Public Health. Some of us had 
hoped that the opportunity would have 
been availed of to constitute a Minister 
for Public Health, who would have, in 
fact, that duty as thc sole duty of his 
office. lt would require a Minister^s 
whole time, and I want to express my 
rcgret that the Government has not 
taken advantage of the opportunity to 
set up that Ministry and to re-distri- 
buter some of the other functions 
amongst other Ministries. 

AN CEANN COMHAIBLE b Is the 

amendment with regard to Old Age 
Pensions being moved at this stage? 

ATTORNEY-GENEBAL: I am will- 
ing to move that the words be inserted, 
subject to correction elsewhere, or if 
the Deputy is satisfied I will have the 
amendment moved elsewhere in another 
form. 


Mr. JOHNSON: Of coursc, there is a 
possibility that it will not be accepted 
elscwhere. 

Mr. BLYTHE : I think I can assure 
the Deputy that it is really quite 
unnecessary, from the point of view of 
effect; that it is included in the func- 
tions of the Local Government Board 
for Ireland. The Local Government 
Board had this function of Old Age 
Pensions appeals, and it is carried for- 
ward now, so that all that is required 
is to put the thing in black and white 
here. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : Perhaps it 
would mect it if after Local Govern- 
ment Board for Ireland the words 
were addcd 11 ineluding appeals uuder 
the Old Age Pensions Acts. ,> 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : The 

amondment is to insert after the words 
“ Loeal Government Board for Ire- 
land ” the words “ including appeals 
under the Ohl Age Pcnsions Aets . 99 

Anumdmímt put and agreed to. 

Third Part of the Schodule, as 
amended, put and agreed to. 

FOURTH AND FIFTH PARTS. 

Major COOPER : I would like to ask 
for a little information about one ser- 
viee that appears under the Fourth 
Part of thc Schedule sinee the Bill was 
originally drafted, and that is meteoro- 
logieal serviees whieh are now pro- 
posed to bc conferred on the Minister 
for Education. I really eannot imagine 
a more inappropriate Minister to deal 
with meteorological affairs. I have a 
certain interest in these things. For 
•the last twenty vears I have supplied 
meteorological information to whatever 
Government happened to exist at the 
time, rainfall and tempcratures, with- 
out payment, and I do not know why 
the Minister for Education is dragged 
into this. The functions of the Mini- 
ster for Education, as set forth in the 
Bill, are 

“ The administration and business 
generally of public services in con- 
nection with edueation, including 
primary, secondary and UniverBÍty 
education, vocational and technical 
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training, endowed sehools. reforma- 

tories and industrial sehools. ,> 

What in the world have they got to 
do with meteorological serviees? The 
only connection that eould possibly bo 
imagined is that you would require a 
certain amount of edueation to read a 
thermometer or a rain guage, but so do 
you to be a registrar of District Court 
Clerks. This does not eoneern the 
Minister for Edueation at all. lt does 
concern the Minister for Agricul- 1 
ture. Rainfall statisties, temperature 
statisties, and information of that kind 
are oí vital coneern to the Minister for 
Agrieulture. It also eoneerns the Min- 
ister for Fisheries, and it might. eon- 
cern the Ministíu* for Defenee if om* 
follows the British preeedent, beeauso 
in England the Air Minister—and I 
suppose the Minister for Deíence is re- 
sponsible for the air as well as for the I 
land and thc sea—is responsible for 
these statistics. But the Ministcr for 
Edueation is the rnost inappropriate 
person in the world, both by reason of 
his funetions, and 1 would say in the 
present ease also, as an individual, be- 
cause if you want to eontrol meteoro- 
logieal serviees you have to be some 
thing of a prophct, and the Minist(*r 
for Eclueation is both too old and too 
wise to be a prophet. 1 tliink thc? 
Minister for Agrieulture is a mueh 
more suitable person to prophesy. I 
feel that you then might get what you 
call a Stop Press propheey. I should 
like to know why this is being put on 
to the shoulders of the Minister for 
Edueation. ITe is already in control 
of the National Museum, the National 
Gallery, and the Metropolitan Sehool 
of Art. Thesc are, to a eertain extent, 
connected with education, but the* 
metcorological serviees are not con- 
cemed with it in the smallest degree. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: I was wondering 
whcther the Ministry were not wise in 
putting this service under the Ministry 
of Edueation. I take it that part of the 
duties of this serviee would be the 
issuing of daily reports regarding the 
weather. Any of us who have heen 
conneeted with schools know that the 
attendance is exceedingly bad, and the 
reason nsual1y given is the state of thc ! 


weather. If the Minister for Educa- 
tion were in a position to broadcast 
every morning that the shower that 
tlireatened over the ncighbouring hill 
would not bc as serious as parents 
thought, it. might have the effect of 
improving the attendance. Possibly it 
might be as wcll if the Minister for 
Education was acquainted with thc 
state of the weather for another rea- 
son. We know that most of the school 
buildings throughout the country are 
in sueh a state that a shower of rain 
would have a very serious cffcct on the 
inside temperature of thc sehool, and 
it. might be well that he would be in 
a position to say that such and such. 
a sehool should be eloscd on a parti- 
eular day, as a cold snap was eoming 
over the Kerry hills on that day. These 
are some of the reasons that. I see in 
favour of keeping this service under 
thc Ministry of Education. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL: It was re- 

eornmended that this serviee should be 
put under this Ministry, not perhaps. 
for the very praetical reasons sug- 
gested by Deputy O’Conncll, but be- 
eausc it involves research,.and it would 
pi*obably be assoeiated* with the College 
of Scienee rather than othcr serviees. 
That. is the only reason that it is 
associated with this partieular depart- 
ment. 

Major COOPER: The same reason- 
ing would apply to the Ordnance 
Survey. Why have you not given that 
to the Minister for Education? I think 
personally the most appropriate person 
—he is not a Minister but a Secretary 
—to deal with ány Departmcnt that 
concerns changes of temperature and 
siulden storms is Deputy McCarthy, in 
his capacity of Chief Whip. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Who would control 
the calms? 

Fourth and Fifth Parts of Schcdule 
put and» agreed to. 

SIXTH PART. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: In regard 
to this Ministry, a littlc earlier it was 
stated that to this Ministry would be 
assigned the compilation of statistics. 
I want to know whether it would not 
be a good thing to set tbat fartir in tbe 
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enumeration of the services of the 
Ministry, as mentioncd in the sehedule. 

ATTORNEY-OENERAL : One WOll- 
ders how often it is necessary to explain 
some things. I think at a very early 
stage of this discussion it was explaincd 
that thesc schedules are not exhaustive 
schedules of thc funetions of the d<*- 
partment. But the deseription in the 
descriptive part in the Seetion is an ex- 
haustive description of the functions of 
the department, and it does inelude 
statistics. The schedulc comprises 
existing organisations or departments 
which are handed over and grouped 
into Ministries alreadv described, but 
if there were statistical eommissioners 
they would be in this last one. 

Mr. DARRELL FIOGIS: That is ex- 
actly why I put this question, because 
there is now, or has until recently been, 
a statistieal department that has l)eeu 
assigned to another departnient. 

Mr. HEWAT : I move:—“In the 
Schedule, Sixth Part, to deletc the 
words ‘ Electricity Commissioners.' 

I would ask the indulgence of the Dáil 
to go rathcr into the whole matter of 
the position of electricity in this coun- 
try. I should explain that although I 
rise as a Deputy, and take the responsi- 
bility of doing so, I have also a position 
in connection with the Association of 
Electrical Generating Stations, and this 
Association comprises all, or practically 
all, of the generators of electricity in 
the Free State, and in that way has got, 
I take it, all the experts in the electrical 
world as far as the Free State is con- 
cerned. The English Act of 1919 pro- 
provided for the appointment of Elec- 
tricity Commissioners. That Act was 
accepted in Ireland by default rather 
than with any degree of eonfidence in 
the measure itself. In fact, it is 
thoroughly recognised by, I think, 
everybody concerned, that that Act is 
not very suitable for adoption as re- 
gards the developments of electrical 
undertakings in the Free State. This 
Association was asked by the Ministry 
of Industry and Commerce to advise 
them in connection with the prepara- 
tion of a Bill which would govern the 
progress of. electricity and electrical 


i undertakings within the Frec State. 
Thc Association voluntarily and very 
willingly gavc assistance in the pre- 
paration of the Bill. That Bill is in 
being, and there is nothing, as far as I 
know, to prevent its having been 
brought forward except the con- 
vcnience of the Dáil. I do not say that 
everything in the Bill would be sup- 
ported )>y the experts in connection 
with our Association, but at all events 
the Bill would provide a method of 
dealing with all thesc things, but one 
thing it does not propose, and which 
would be resisted strongly, would be 
the saddling of the industry with Elec- 
tricity Commissioncrs. The Electricity 
Commissioners are very cxcellent as 
applied to the highly developed indus- 
try in Great Britain, but they arc un- 
neecssary in our area, because unfor- 
tunately we are very backward, and 
the few eleetrieal industries could not 
be callcd upon to bear the cxpenses 
that would be cntailed bv Electricity 
Commissioners, who must of necessity 
1)0 very expert and have very high 
qualifieations. These things you do not 
get for nothing. This Association I 
have referred to has volunteered to 
giv(* all the expert assistance that is 
required. It is controlling thc indus- 
trv as a whole; it has a very broad 
knowledge of the subjeet, and it is par- 
tieularly interested in the progress of 
<*leetrieity within the Free State. Thc 
Ministrv and this body to* 
4 o'clocJ;. whieh I have referred have- 
been in elose toueh with the 
Bill, and the members of the Associa- 
tion and I may be pardoned for fail- 
ing to look for anything eoncerning 
electrieity or electrical developments 
in the Ministers and Secretaries Bill. 
Otherwise this matter would have been 
brought before the Dáil long ago, and 
this is my apology for bringing the 
matter before you in connection with 
the amendment I have proposed. First 
of all, I say there is absolutely no need 
for including the Commissioners in this 
Sixth Part at all. There is no object in- 
perpetuating the term as applied to the 
electrieal industry in this country. The 
Bill which is in some pigeon-hole or 
other deals with the whole subject. 
Why complicate thc matter by bring- 
ing into this scíiedule powers and giv- 
ing them to the Ministry of Industrj* 
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and Comnieree? In that respeet, it 
seems to me, while I do not want to 
impute any bad motives to anybody, 
to be very strange that in the eircum- 
stances the Ministry have becn par- 
ties to putting in this without in 
any way bringing it undcr the notice 
ot the Assoeiation. It may be said 
there was no obligation on them to do 
so. I say it was, beeause there was an 
understanding as between the Ministry 
and this Association that the Associa- 
tion would bc kept in touch with any 
development in connection with the 
Bill that was on the stoeks, and in 
connection with any electricity de- 
velopment as a whole. Further, the 
inelusion of this provision which gives 
to the Ministry the power to appoint 
Electricity Commissioners, or Commis- 
sioner, in essence, if it was put into 
operation, leaves the Ministry in the 
position that as far as their Bill is con- 
cerned to control the future of elec- 
tricity they arc in the happy position 
that they can carry on and scrap that 
Bill, or bring it forward or not, just 
as they like. In other words, this un- 
dermines by a side-issue the principle 
of the Bill which they themselves have 
drawn, and which is bcing held up. I 
ask thc Dáil to delete any reference to 
the Electricity Commissioners, and I do 
so fecling that its inclusion is unneces- 
sary and even dangcrous, and that the 
Ministry of Industry and Commerce 
should not be given this power in this 
way. I may be entirely wrong, but I 
feel that by the inclusion of these 
words the Electricity Bill will be at the 
very least considerably delayed. I 
Iiave no doubt the Attorney-General 
will tell me that this is a nice little 
thing that means nothing, and all that 
sort of thing, but if it means nothing, 
if it does not give the Ministry of In- 
dustry and Commerce any extra power, 
then why include it ? 

Mr. JOHNSON : I am a little at a loss 
to understand to what Department the 
Deputy desires to transfer the authority 
over these Commissioners. I take it 
that the Commissioners exist. 

Mr. A. BYRNE : Not yet. 

Mr. JOHNSON : I was expecting to j 
hear the Deputy say that the authority I 


over these Commissioners ought to be 
the Ministry of Pishcries. There are 
only three other Ministries to be passed 
through, and I think the connection of 
| the Ministry of Pisheries with the 
! electrical shark and other electrical 
fishes, alleged to exist in the seas 
around the West Coast of Ireland, re- 
presented by Deputy O’Connell and 
others, would bring that authority un- 
der that Department. The Ministry 
for Posts and Telegraphs might also 
be the right Ministry for this particular 
Department. I can hardly imagine that 
even Deputy Ilewat would desire to 
put the Attorney-General in charge of 
the Electricity Commission. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : There is 
really nothing sinister in the inclusion 
of these Commissioners under their 
natural heading. The Minister for In- 
dustry and Commerce permits me to 
say that a Bill dealing with the whole 
subject of electricity, and the subject 
matters of those Bills in England, is in 
course of prcparation, and as soon as it 
can be put into form, it will include 
provisions such as those in the Elec- 
tricity Clauses Bill, and so on, as well 
as suitable provisions corresponding to, 
or in substitution for, those in the Act 
of 1919. As soon as it is ready it will 
be introduced. It is not being lost 
sight of, and it is engaging the atten- 
I tioii in the rough draft form in whieh 
it was presented to thc legal drafts- 
men in my Department. 

This inclusion here of the Electrieity 
Commissioners has nothing to do with 
the Bill, which must be introduced to 
j deal with this subject in Ireland, be- 
cause the English Bill is not applicable. 
The inclusion here of the heading of the 
Electricity Commissioners simply pro- 
vides for the administration of such 
matters pending the introduction of 
legislation, which will be at the earliest 
practical moment. I can also give De- 
puty Hewat an assurance, if it will 
further sustain him, that pending the 
introduction of jthe Bill, there is no in- 
tention to. appoint Commissioners. In 
the meantime, however, the matter can- 
not be left hanging in the air, and some 
Department must take it over, and the 
proper Department for that is the Min- 
istry of Industry and Commerce. 
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Mr. HEWAT: That Department has 
already that power, as it takes in the 
powers of the Board of Trade, who 
were the parties who appointed Com- 
missioners. The people whom I more 
or less speak for, say that this ClaiLse 
is unneccssary, and are very anxious 
that, if possible, it should not be put in 
at aíl, but if, for any technieal rcason, 
the Attorncy-General inakes a point 
that it should be included, if it is not 
going to be operative might we have 
an assurance to that effect, and if it 
is not going to be operative would it not 
be bettér to drop it, as the Department 
is carrying on very well without it? If 
they appoint these Commissioners they 
would put themselves in the position of 
being able to take on all the powers of 
the Electricity Commissioners, under 
tlie Act of 1919, which we maintain 
should not be put into operation in this 
country as it is unsuitable and quite 
unnecessary. 

Major COOPER : The Attorney- 
General is hoist by the petard of the 
Minister for Finance as hc argued in 
an earlier effort and in another connec- 
tion that it was unneeessary to put in 
anything about old age pensions as the 
powers of the Loeal Govcrnment Board 
Lad been transferred and now in this 
case all the powers about which the 
Attorney-General spoke have been for- 
merly posscssed by the Board of Trade. 
It is absurd to say that these hypothe- 
tical invisible people do not exist and 
therefore their powers cannot be trans- 
ferred. If Deputy Ilewat carries his 
motion to a division I shall vote for it. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : I do not 

know if the Dcputy realises that what I 
said was that the Commissioners are 
not proposed to be appointed under the 
Act of 1919, but whateVer public ser- 
vices are to be administered arising 
under that Act, which is in force pend- 
ing legislation of our own, should be 
the concern of some department and I 
think the department should be this 
one. I submit that for this rcason it is 
properly introduced into this Schedule. 

Mr. HEWAT : I would be very loth 
to divide the Dáil, but I feel strongly 
on this matter and I appeal to it to say 
that the Attornejr-Gene^al has not 


made any casc for the inclusion of 
these words iu the Schedule. The De- 
partment is carrying on períectly well, 
as things are, and has not found any 
cmbarrassment for want of powers in 
eonnection with electricity undertak- 
ings. If there is going to be any delay 
about the introduction of this new Bill, 
I say that it will provide for a new 
state of affairs entirely. The ’nl-.rval 
between now and the passing of that 
Bill will not be any more embarrassing 
to the Ministry of Industry and Com- 
mcrce than thc period through which 
they have gonc. If there was no legis- 
lation on thc tapis dealing with the 
niatter, the Attorney-Generars argu- 
ment to include this might have morc 
force than it has at present. 1 think, 
however, it has no force now, as pend- 
ing the new legislation the Ministry of 
Industry and Comrnerce will not be em- 
barrassed. 

The PRESIDENT: The Deputy, I 
think, ought to have givcn some liistory 
dealing with this matter. Up to the 
time of the introduetion of the Act of 
1919 the Local Government Board 
| functioned, I thinlc, as the Electricity 
Commissioners function now. 

Mr. HEWAT: The powers were un- 
dcL the Board of Trade. 

| The PRESIDENT : They were under 
I the Local Government Board before the 
Act of 1919. That is a position that 
might reasonably have been explained. 

| In the Act of 1919 these powers were 
1 transferred to the Board ot! Trade who 
appointed Electricity Commissioners. 

The Board of Trade is represented 
here by the Ministry for Industry and 
Commerce. Obviously, if there are any 
powers which the Board of Trade 
should exercise, those powei*s should be 
in the competence of the Minister for 
Industry and Commerce. Yet we had a 
Bill before us dealing with electrieity, 
the Electricity lJndertakings (Continu- 
ance Charges) Bill, and the Minister, I 
think, said, in introducing the Bill, that 
it would b-' necessary to arrange for 
somebody to review those charges and 
to give an authority for varying ariy in- 
crease over the pre-war cost from 
August last. I do not know at. the 
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moment whether or not the functions to 
be performed under this Aet were func- 
tions which under the British Govem- 
ment were administered by Electricity 
Commissioners. If so, and we exclude 
now, in deference to the Deputy ? s 
wishes, Electricity Commissioners, we 
might find ourselves in a dilemma, and 
I do not think the Deputy ought to 
press his point. 

Mr. HEWAT: The reaj position with 
regard to Electricity Commissioners is 
that under the functions laid down by 
the Act of 1919 they are unsuitable to 
this country. They would not have 
been adopted if things were in a normal 
condition when the Act of 1919 was i 
being passed in the Ilouse of Commons ' 
The local authorities here, including the 
Dublin Corporation, would have ap- 
peared to resist the application of the 
Electricity Act to this country, but in 
1919, as you all know, we were in a 
very disturbed statc here, and no part 
in connection with the Bill was taken. 
The Elcetricity Commissioners had 
been condemnea by yourselves, because 
you have not adopted the subsequent 
Act of 1921 ot' the British House of 
Commons, but you have taken up the 
stand that vou are prepared to legislate 
for electricity in a scparate Bill with 
hnowledge of your own requirements 
and in that Bill the Electricity Com- 
missioners have no place whatsoever. 
and would not be accepted by your- 
selves, because of the unnecessarily ex- 
travagant charge that would be placed 
on the undertakings. 

In Great Britain a small levy on the 
undertakings pays for the expenses of 
the Electricity Commissioners. They 
are men of high standing, getting a 
large salarv—I have no doubt they earn 
it—but it is said that a levy that 
would pay f jr that service would be a 
\ery heavy burden on the undertakings 
as tney exist at present. The point we 
make is that there is no need for the 
Electricit.v Commissioners. We are 
satisfied that the Minister for Industry 
and Commerce should have control. We 
are satisfied, as a body of experts, to 
give 'all the technical advice necessary 
to the 3Iinistry and that there is no 


need to appoint Commissioners. Why 
then include thcm in this Bill? 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : I think I 
have assured the Deputy that there i& 
no intention of appointing Commis- 
sioners, and I think I have explained 
that what this does is to transíer the 
administration of the functions hitherto 
discharged by Elcctricity CommÍ3- 
sioners to thc Minister for Industry and 
Commerce. That appears to be the* 
thing Deputy Hewat\s Association 
wants. I cannot see, with the repetition 
of the protest- on the one hand, and the 
assurances 1 have given on the other 
hand, why this matter should be pur- 
sued. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I am persuaded by 
Deputy Ilewat f s speech that we ought 
not to aecept his motion. I would draw 
attcntion to thc head of this paragraph 
of the Schedule, “ particular branches 
of administration assigned to the Min- 
istry for Industry and Commerce. ,, I 
take it there are certain branches of 
administration which have been by 
statute allocated to some body called 
the Electricity Commissioners, or some 
body, in the absence of Electricity Com- 
missioners, who are doing the work as- 
signed by that statute. Deputy Hewat 
tells the Dáil that his Assoeiation ha& 
been in consultation with the Ministry 
regarding a Bill to dcal with the con- 
trol of the eleetrical supplics, and then 
tells us a little later that if there were 
any proposal to establish Electricity 
Commissioners, his Association would 
not have it, and rather suggests that 
his Association is trying to control the 
Ministry, incidentally the Oireachtas, 
in regard to electricity. I do not know 
what powers Electricity Commissioners 
have, or are intended to have, but it 
almost seems to me from the speech of 
the Deputy that it is necessary to have 
such Commissioners, and when he says 
that the Association, which I am quite. 
sure is an important and influentiai 
body of .gentlémen, would not have 
such a thing, it may be very desirable 
that that thing should be imposed upon 
them. Because of that speech, I am 
decidedly in favour of retaining this, 
for fear of possible lapses on the part 
of the Ministry. 
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The PRESIDENT : In a Bill ycster- 
<Iay I did not íind any rcference that 
any order was to be made nnder that 
Bill authorising charges which have 
been made non-legally, and which shall 
be made by virtue of any Order to be 
made in the future subscribed to by 
Electricity Commissioners. Looking 

Tá. 

John J. Cole. 

John Conlan. 

Bryan R. Cooper. 

Sir James Craig. 

John Good. 


ovcr the Schedule, onc finds particular 
branches of administration assigned to 
the Ministry of Industry and Com- 
merce, and I fail to see where the case 
lies for what the Deputy recommends. 

Amendment put: 

Thc Dáil divided: Tá, 10; Níl, 46. 

William Hewat. 

Connor Hogan. 

Scamus Mac Cosgair. 

Maolmhuire Mac Eochadha. 

Ailfrid 0 Broin. 


Richard R. Beamish. 

Earnán de Blaghd. 

Seoirse de Bhulbh. 

Louis J. D'Alton. 

Máighréad Ní Choileáin Bean Uí 
Dhrisceóil. 

Patrick J. Egan. 

Osmond Grattan Esmonde. 

Henry J. Finlay. 

Desmond Fitzgerald. 

David Hall. 

Domhnall Mac Carthaigh. 

Liam T. Mac Cosgair. 

Pádraig Mac Fadáin. 

Pádraig Mac Fhlannchadha. 

Pádraig Mac Giollagáin. 

Seán Mac Giolla J n Ríogh. 

Eoin Mac Néill. 

Seoirse Mac Niocaill. 

Patrick J. Mulvany. 

Martin M. Nally. 

Tomás de Nógla. 

John T. Nolan. 

Peadar 0 hAodha. 


Mícheál 0 hAonghusa. 
Criostóir 0 Broin. 

Próinsias O Cathail. 

Aodh Ua Cinnéidigh. 

Tomás O Conaill. 

Conchubhair O Conghaile. 
Liam 0 Daimhín. 

Eoghan 0 Dochartaigh. 
Séamus N. 0 Dóláin. 

Eamon O Dubhghaill. 

Peadar S. O Dubhghaill. 
Pádraig O Dubhthaigh. 

Eamon S. O Dúgáin. 

Aindriú O Láimhín. 

Séamus O Leadáin. 

Pádraic O Máille. 

Domhnall O Muirgheasa. 
Pádraig O hOgáin (An Clár). 
Seán M. 0 Súilleabháin. 
Caoimhghín O hUigín. 

Seán Príomhdhail. 

Tomás Mac Eoin. 

Liam Mag Aonghusa. 

dcclared lost. 


Part 6 put and agreed to. 

Part 7 put and agreed to. 

PART 8. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I do not know 
wliether it is possible to elucidate un- 
der this heading who will have control 
of aerial navigation. Is it possible 
that the Postmaster-General will be the 
authority controlling aircraft for com- 
mercial purposes because they will be 
generally engaged in carrying mails? I 
have not been able to find out from the 
Schedule or from the Bill exactly 
where the control will lie over that De- 
partment of public activities. Perhaps 
the Minister will tell us. 

ATTORNET-OENERAL : There is 
at present no Department of Civil 


Aviation. If and whcn such a Dcpart- 
ment is crcated it may be attributed to 
the Postmaster-Gcncral or such other 
Department as may be thought fit. The 
only Aviation Departmcnt at prcsent is 
the Air Branch of the Defence Forces. 
Probably it will be desirable and neces- 
sary hereafter to consider legislation to 
control the use of the air for ordinary 
civil purposes. 

Part 8 put and agreed to. 

Part 9 put and agreed to. 

Question: “ That the Schodule, as 
amended, stand part of the Bill ” put 
and agreed to. 

DAIL RESUMES. 

Bill reported from Committee with 
further amendments- 
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ATTORNEY-GENERAL : I move :— , 
That the Bill, as amended, be 
received for final consideration.” 

Question put and agrecd to. 

Fifth Stage ordered for Wednesday, 
March 5th. 

HOUSING (BUILDING FAOILITIES) 
BILL, 1924—FOURTH STAGE. 

SECTION 3. 

Mr. E. DUGGAN : I movc:— 

“ In Section 3 (1) (a), page 2, line 
49, after thc word “ its ” to insert 
the words “ site, aspcct. ,, 

The amendment is introduced in pur- 
suancc of an undertahíng given in 
Committee by the President to, I think, 
Deputy Nagle. 

Amendment put and agreed to. 

Mr. DUGGAN : I move:— 

“ In Section 3 (1) (b), page 3, line 
3, after the word 14 plans to add 
the words “ or with such other plans 
as may be approved by the 
Minister. ,, 

This gives the Minister discretion to 
approve of plans other than those pre- 
scribed by him. 

Mr. GOOD: Will that set aside the 
authority the Minister has under Sec- 
tion II, which states: “ That thc jVin- 
ister may by order preseribe all such 
rules, conditions, plans and otlier 
rnLatters? ,, I say that because it would 
appear to be a mandatory order. 

The PRESIDENT: It is not exclu- 
sive. It still permits of plans. The 
plans that we prescribed are intended 
to be of assistance and guidance rather 
than to be compulsory. I undertook to 
bring up an amendment such as this, an 
amendment which would satisfy De- 
puty Good. I hope that the amendment 
does satisfy him. I would ]ike again 
to assure him that it was not the inten- 
tion, at any time during the course of 
this Bill, to prescribe plans to which 
builders would have to conform. The 
general lines are, to some extent, com- 
pulsory. That is, one must have four 
vralls, aná so on. But apart £rom tbat, 


it was not intended that our plans were 
the only plans that the Minister would 
approve of. 

Mr. GOOD: I think that was quite 
clear from the President’s statement all 
through. But I eannot agree that the 
draftsman was of that opinion when 
drafting the Bill. I expressed that 
opinion before. It was quite obvious 
that it was thcir intention that the 
word “ prescribed should apply to 
plans that were already in existence, 
and which would be supplied by the 
local authorities for houses built under 
this scheme. The President made it 
quite clear that was not the point. The 
point was that those anxious to build 
under this particular Bill would not be 
confined to these prescribed drawings 
That has now been made clear. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: I would like to 
ask is five the maximum number of 
rooms. There rnight be a case where 
a man building houses of this kind 
would wish to have a six-roomed house. 
Would that exclude him from the 
grant ? 

The PRESIDENT: I think he would 
be excluded from the grant. I think I 
explained that we are dealing with 
only a certain type—houses from £240 
to £450. It was intended to exclude 
six-roomed houses from the Bill. No 
suggestion was made that we should 
include them. I waited somewhat. 
patiently, and with a good deal of tre- 
pidation, for any such recommendation. 
but, as none came, I did not think it 
was my duty to have mentioned it. 

Amendment put and agreed to. 

Mr. EAMON DUGGAN : I beg 1 > 

move:— . 

In Section 3 (1), page 3, to add at 
the end of paragraph (c), line 6, the 
following words and the total area 
of any self-contained two-roomed flat 
in the house measured as aforesaid 
shall not be less than 400 square 
feet.” 

This amendment was rendered neces- 
sary because of the decision to make 
provision for two-roomed flats; and it 
was considered tbat 400 square feet was 
a. Tcasonabic aroa. 

”* f SEaiDSST: I »W.I 
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that in conncction with this particular 
amendment it is not that we are stand- 
ing for or reeommending the recon- 
struction of houses so as to enable two- 
í'oomed flats to be made available for 
aecommodation. But it was put to me 
tliat there was a certain type of house 
which, by reason of the size of the 
rooms in it, and other considerations, 
would not be suitable for letting in 
three-roomcd flats; and, that by reason 
of the figurc 3 coming in, we would 
exclude quite a number of houses 
which in themselves would aftord suffi- 
cient cubic capacity perhaps in excess 
of those houscs which would accommo- 
date three-roomed self-contained ílats. 
The only reason why we put íorward 
this particular amendment is in th(‘ 
event of there being houses capable of 
reconstruction and letting as two- 
roomed sclf-contained flats, which 
would, to some extent, relieve conges- 
tion. We thought that it was desirablc 
to insert an amendment of thjs sort. 
Gcnerally, I should say that the Minis- 
try and anybody who has any 
experience in the matter of housing 
does not approve of the proposal to 
have two-roomed self-contained dwell- 
ings at all. 

Mr. JOHNSON : From that explana- 
tion are we to understand that tlie in- 
tention of the Ministry in the case of 
reconstructed houses is to turn them 
into flats of three or four rooms, and 
that the same amount of grant will be 
made as if they were new houses? If 
that is the effect of the amendment, I 
do not think that was the intention. 
But the President’s statement now 
rather suggests it is the intention. 

The PRESIDENT : I think in the 
Schedule it will be found under the list 
of amendments that the amount which 
we propose to allocate for this is £26 
13s. 4d. 

Mr. JOHNSON : That is only for two- 
roomed flats? 

The PRESIDENT: Ycs. 

Mr. JOHNSON: In Section 1 it will 
be seen that the word “ reconstruct ” 
means “ to repair or reconstruct an 
existing house or building, including 
the maíring of alterations and additions 


so as to convert the same mto one or 
more houses or self-contained flats.” 
Under Section 2 there is a provision to 
make a grant “ out of monies to be pro- 
vided by the Oireachtas to persons 
erecting or reconstructing houses. M 
Now that included 3, 4 and 5-roomed 
flats? 

The PRESIDENT : Yes. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Then there are pro- 
visions made for grants to houses. 
Each flat is a house under the defini- 
tion. There is of course a new 
Schedulc proposed which will allow a 
grant of £26 13s. 4d. to self-contained 
two-roomed flats? 

! The PRESIDENT : Yes. 

Mr. JOHNSON: So that when the 
house is reconstructed so as to contain 
three or íour-roomed flats it seems to 
follow that the provisions of the 
1 Schedule, Part I, allow in the case of 
three-roomed flats £40 and four-roomed 
flats £55. I think that follows from the 
amendments and provisions as the Bill 
stands. But I do not think it was the 
intention of the Minister. 

The PRESIDENT: The £40 that. the 
Deputy has mentioned refers to a three- 
roomed house; £53 6s. 8d. to a fouf- 
roomed house, and £66 13s. 4d. for a 
| five-roomed house. The amount pro- 
posed for a two-roomed flat would be 
£26 13s. 4d., so that if one wcre to put 
in another column the £26 13s. 4d. 
would be followed by £40 for a three- 
roomed flat, £53 6s. 8d. for a four- 
roomed flat, and £66 13s. 4d. for a five- 
, roomed flat. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I must have misun- 
derstood the Minister in his answer to 
my first question. Am I to gather now 
that it is the intention to make the 
same grant under the same conditions 
regarding letting in respect of houses 
which are turned into flats containing 
four rooms as if they were newly-built 
and self-contained houses? 

) The PRESIDENT: If the Deputy 

/ will give me a concrete example I think 
' it would help me to understand Ms 
point. 
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Mr. JOHNSON: If a body of gentle- 
men sueh as those to whom the Prcsi- 
dent was spealdng the other day 
agreed to ereet or reeonstruct a nuin- 
ber of houses eaeh containing five 
rooms they are entitled to a grant of ( 
£100 per new house, or £66 13s. 4d. for | 
a reconstructed house, which may be a | 
single house reconstructed. Now, the 
©riginal provisions do not provide, as I 
understand, for turning a mansion into 
four houses, that, is to say, four self- 
contained íiats. But the Bill has been 
amended so as to allow a grant bcing 
paid for a mansion to be reeonstructcd 
and turned into fiats, and if such re- 
construction resulted in four-roomed 
flats being the outcome of thc recon- 
struction, then four times £46 13s. 4d. | 
would be paid for that operation. : 

The PRESIDENT: Four times 
£53 6s. 8d. 

Mr. JOHNSON : Yes, four times i 
£53 6s. 8d. That is to say, £200 odd 
for the reconstruction of a mansion 
into four self-contained flats. That is | 
the intention? \ 

The PRESIDENT: Yes. 

Mr. JOHNSON: That is the way the 
money will go, therefore? 

• The PRESIDENT : I am very much 
afraid that very little of it. will go in 
that direction, from thc cxperience we 
have had in Dublin in this matter. 
'There is the íact that if we had in 
Dublin, ten, tw r elve, or fourteen years 
ago, five or six of these large houses, 
which at one time housed the aristoc- 
racy of this country, presentcd to the 
Corporation of the time for nothing, it 
would have been a more economic pro- 
position for the Corporation to have 
built new three-roomed cottages than 
it would have been to reconstruct these 
houses. The real point with regard to 
reconstruction is that those who recon- 
struct get but two-thirds of the sub- 
sidy which is given for the building of 
a new house. I believe the examina- 
tion which we had of the problem at 
the time I have referred to dlsclosed 
the fact that the briclts and mortar 
constituted only one-third of the price 
of the house, and the many alterations 
that had to be made, and the extent of 
the reconstruction, rendered it an un- 


economic proposition. . I fear, although 
we are making provision for this, that 
unless some such bodies as have 
already interested thcmselves in the 
problem take it up now it will not be a 
success. 

Quite a number of those bodies are 
mentioned in the report of the Depart- 
mental Committee which inquired into 
housing in 1913. Only such bodies as 
those that have experience of the 
problem and w r ho are, by virtue of their 
experience, in a position to get very 
nmeh bctter value for any money ex- 
pended, will make a suecess of the 
scheme. Therc is one other matter I 
would likc to mention. The actual 
amount of the subsidy for rooms is £20 
in the case of a new house, and £16 
13s. 4d. in the case of a reeonstrueted 
house. 

Amcndment put and agreed to. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I take it, it is quite 
clear the provision regarding local 
authorities > ássistanee in the 
5 o’cloch. case of reconstructed houses, 
will generally apply. That 
is, the local authority may make an 
equal grant in the case of flats as well 
as houscs, and the remission of rates 
will be imposed. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: We 

could take these general questions on 
the motion for the fmal consideration 
of the Bill. 

The PRESIDENT : Very good. 

Mr. DUGGAN: I move:— 

In Section 3 (1), page 3, to delete 
paragraph (f) and to insert a new 
paragraph in lieu thereof as follows: 

“ (f) in the case of the reconstruc- 
tion of an existing house or building, 
that existing house or building shall 
be certified by an appointed officer 
to be capable of reconstruction as a 
house fulfilling the foregoing condi- 
tions, and except where the recon- 
struction is begun before the passing 
of this Act, such certificate shall be 
given before the rcconstruction is be- 
gun.” 

The paragraph which it is proposed 
to delete limitcd the operation of the 
Seption to houses which were in a 
ruinous or defective condition. The 
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amendment would extend the operation 
of the Section so as to cover any house 
or building which would be certified as 
being capable of reconstruction. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I do not want to 
press this too much, but it seems to me 
there should be some understanding as 
to what might be the result of this 
amendment if houscs were in the course 
of reconstruction. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE 

took the Chair. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Presumably, it was 
expected they would be let, and it 
would have been carried through quite 
irrespective of this Bill. One does not 
quite understand why it should be 
necessary to say to those people, who 
have already begun the work of recon- 
struction and rebuilding, that they may 
now apply for a grant. Perhaps, it is 
the intention that they will agree only 
to charge so much rental, and that they 
expected to get more? 

The PRESIDENT: That is the main 
point. There is another point. If the 
Deputy had any experience of building, 
I do not know that he would be in as 
happy a frame of mind as he is in at 
present. Iie probably would have had 
the experience that the contracts he 
got, which he thought would not be 
exceeded, would at some time or other 
scarcely bear an exact resemblance to 
the original contract. In a case of that 
sort, where a person was in good faith 
going to reconstruct, and would find 
afterwards that the sum he had ear- 
marked for the purpose was not suffi- 
cient, he would have some satisfaction 
inknowing that there was a grant like 
this available. There would be these 
two instances; in the first instance, we 
might get a reasonable reduction in the 
rent proposed to be charged, and in the 
second instance, the person having em- 
barked on a certain commercial experi- 
ment that far exceeded the amount of 
money he thought would be expended, 
there would be relief for him here. 

Mr. GOOD: One of the objects I 
think # the President had in mind in 
bringing forward this amendment was 
to clear some ambiguity that existed 
in the Bill as introduced with regard to 
these reconstructed houses. I have 
a * little doubt as to whether 
that object is achieved by this 

Vol. e. 


amendment. If the Dcputies will 
refer to Sub-section (f) in the 
Bill as reported from Committee, they 
will find in the case of the reconstruc- 
tion of existing houses that those exist- 
ing houses shaíl have been in a ruinous 
or defective condition. That, to my 
mind, seems to be the condition prece- 
dent to any grant. for sueh a house> and 
it was pointed out when the Bill was in 
Committee that il would be very unfair 
to limit thc application of this parti- 
cular grant to such houses. In fact it 
was pointed out that it would be a great 
matter for the gcneral appearance of 
our city if many of these old houses— 
fine old houses—which we find sur- 
rounding these squares could be adap- 
ted to the new conditions before they 
get into a state of decay. In all inter- 
ests it would be a very advisable course 
to take. 

That is the view, I think, that was 
generally approved by the House. and 
the President undertook on peport to 
have the matter looked into. Now I 
find that unfortunate condition still 
exists, and I am afraid its interpreta- 
tion will prevent, notwithstanding what 
Deputy Johnson has said, a good deal 
of work being undertaken under this 
Section that one would like to see 
undertaken. I do not know whether 
the President has considered that aspect 
of the question. It was considered 
pretty fully in Committee, and, if so„ 
1 would be glad to know how this pro- 
posed amendment meets this particular 
provision under Sub-section (f) of the 
Bill. 

The PRESIDENT: Sub-section (f) 
goes out so that in the Bill there 
will be no reference whatever 
to a ruinous or defective house. 
Sub-section (f), as it left the 
Committce on the last day, is moved 
out, and for that there will be substi- 
tuted a new paragraph which states 
that in the reconstruction of an exist- 
ing house or building, that existing 
house or building shall be certificd by 
an appointed officer to be capable of 
reconstruction as a house fulfilling the 
foregoing conditions, but there is no 
house such as the Deputy has in mind 
that would not lend itself to be capable 
of treatment under this new sub- 
section. _ 
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Mr. GOOD : I did not follow that the 
intention was to move the whole of the 
Sub-section out, and if that is so I think 
it is very desirable because it was ambi- 
£tuous as originally framed. 

Prof. O’SULLIVAN: I think the Sec- 
tion as originally framed was intended 
for ordinary houses and not for flats, 
and the suggestion was that such a 
house must be in a ruinous condition, 
and that an ordinary house could not 
be turned into flats. The suggestion 
v/as that the house must be in a ruinous 
condition; that, being in a statc of ruin, 
il would be used as a íully self- 
contained house. I do not thinlc the 
amendmcnt covers that ldnd of a house. 
It was moved in order to meet the ob- 
jection raised on the last day, and this 
objcction arose because the word 

flats ” was used. The amendment 
now moved in substitution for Sub-sec- 
lion (f) will cover self-contained houses 
bcing converted into flats, but I do not 
think the proviso about an ordinary 
liouse being in a ruinous condition be- 
fore it could be converted into a fully 
self-contained house will be found in 
the new provision. I am sorry to see 
that gone. I think the original inten- 
tion was quite good, referring to a par- 
ticular type of house to which it was 
applicable. 

Mr. GOOD: I do not think, with all 
respect, that ruined houses have been 
ruled out in the new clause, but that 
the new clause requires that they 
should be certified as houses coming 
within the meaning of the Act before 
worlc is st-arted on them. 

Professor O’SULLIVAN: I think the 
condition that houses should be in a 
ruinous condition was a perfectly 
reasonable provision in the Bill as it 
originally stood. That is not now a 
condition, and I think it is a pity. 
Here a person can get a grant for tak- 
ing up a house which is in rather 
good condition and making some re- 
pairs to it, whereas originally it was in- 
tended that if a house was in a ruinous 
condition and a man made a habitable 
house out of it he would get a grant. 

Mr. GOOD: But a man to get a grant 
now must get a cértificate. 

Professor O’SULLIVAN: A certifi- 


, cate that will fulfil the conditions 
herein provided, but the question about 
the ruinous condition is gone. 

The PRESIDENT : I should say, in 
answcr to Deputy O’Sullivan’s point, 
that the provision of flats is not men- 
tioncd in * the new Sub-section 
we are proposing. A ruinous and 
I defective house would scarcely 
lend itself to any reconstruc- 
tion. bbr the provision of bricks 
and joinery work and plumbing and 
slating the amount proposed . to be 
given would scarcely bc sufficient to 
induce any person to take on the work, 
and from that angle the very exclusion 
of the word “ ruinous ” is rather help- 
ful than otherwise. The point in re- 
gard to this is f that a liouse may have a 
defective roof or one floor may be de- 
fective, and in that case it would lend 
itself to reconstruction, if eertified by 
the competent officer. I take it that the 
competent officer, or the appointed 
officer, has in mind what the Bill aims 
at—that is, if it is a house that is going 
to go out of commission, and that a cer- 
tain sum of money expended on it 
would kcep it in commission. We give 
two-thirds of the grant that we give 
for the construction of a new house, ex- 
actly the same as if a new house had 
bcen construeted, and to that extent 
there would be an advantage in it. The 
diffieulty that has been cxperienced in 
Dublin is, that a house reaches a cer- 
tain stage of deterioration. At that 
moment, if a man were assisted by the 
local authority or the fíovernment it is 
| very possible he would invest money. 

I It is just that proportion that we think 
will be of use in this case. 

Amendment put and agreed to. 

Mr. DUGGAN : I beg to move amend- 
ment No. 5;— 

In Section 8 (1), page 5, lines 7 and 
8, to delete the words “any county, 
county borough, town, district or 
other area” and to insert in lieu 
thereof the words “ Saorstát Eireann 
or any particular parts or part there- 
of.” 

This amendment is íntroduced in con- 
sequence of an undertaking given to 
Deputy Johnson in Oommittec. The in- 
tention is for the Minister to hold a 
local inquiry in any part of Saorstát 
Eireann. 
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Mr. JOHNSON : I must say there is 
a slight improvement provided for by 
the amendment, but I eannot under- 
stand yet why, having agreed to hold 
an inq\jiry as to prices in Saorstát 
Eireann, the Minister should stiil con- 
fine the inquiry to a local inquiry. 
The Section says: “ The Minister may, 
at any time, if he thinks fit, order a 
local inquiry into the cost ” in Saorstát 
Eireann. That obviously refers to an 
inquiry into a particular place, and 
suggests that it is only where something 
excessive, or apparently excessive, in 
relation to other parts of the country 
is being charge’d tliat an inquiry will 
be held, whereas I want to submit for 
the consideration of the Minister that 
there might weli be an arrangement in 
the trade to charge cxcessively all over 
the country, and in such a case the 
Minister has deprived himself of anv 
power. Why the restriction to local 
inquiries is rctained I cannot under- 
stand. If the Section read: “ The 
Minister may at any time, if he thinks 
íit, order an inquiry as to prices in 
Saorstát Eireann and after the holding 
of such inquiry, and so on, ’ ’ all that he 
is aiming at would be attained, and 
something more if necessary, but while 
you retain these words “ local inquiry ,, 
you are limiting your powers, and I 
submit that the amendment, whilc it is 
a slight improvement on the original 
Section, does not go far enough in re- 
moving the objectionable restrictions, 
and would leave thc Minister in this 
position, that even if he thought fit to 
order an inquirv into charges covering 
the whole eountry, this Bill does not 
allow him to do so. It restricts him to 
a* local inquiry, so that he would have 
to make inquiries into twenty different 
localities when he might secure the same 
end by one national inquiry. 

The FRESIDENT: I suppose the De- 
puty will hardly credit me with giving 
him information when I say that theré 
are two Governments in this country 
There is the ordinary Government and 
the local Govemment. The Local 
Government Board always inserts the 
word “ Local 99 wherever it holds an 
inquiry or does anything of that sort. 
Even in the case of the inquiry held in 
Dublin in 1913 into Housing, it was 
called a Local Govemment Housing 


Inquiry. Strangely enough, when in 
international affairs a Govemment is 
mentioned of a particular area it men- 
tions the local Government; that means 
the Government of the place in ques- 
tion. ln the same way the word 
“ local ” here has not got that re- 
stricted interpretation which Deputy 
Johnson puts on it. The fact of a Local 
Government inquiry in Dublin does not 
postulate that it is held only with re- 
ference to the city of Dublin. Locál 
Government inquiries, as such, are in- 
quirics which in the minds of the offi- 
| cials and of, I presume, the Minister— 
it was mine when I was Minister for 
Local Govcrnment—always mean 
that the inquiry was one in 
which the person authorised to hold 
it. had authority to administer oaths 
and to hear evidence on oath, and later 
t in the same Schedule it is provided that 
j Article 32 of the Application of Enact- 
ments Order shall apply, meaning that 
j he has got that authority. There is no 
i restrictivc interpretation to be put upon 
j that. That is all the word ‘ * local 
means. It simply synchronises with the 
terminology inseparable from that 
second Governmental institution we 
have got in this country., 

| Mr. GOOD: If this is the opportune 
time, I desire to raise a question on Sec- 
tion 8. If this is not the time, I can 
raise the matter later. 

The PRESIDENT : I think the De- 
puty might deal with it now. 

Mr. GOOD : A point I was anxious to 
make clear is one that was not at all 
clear when the Bill was in Committee, 
and that is with regard to the operation 
of Section 8. I have not altered in the 
least with regard to the opinions I ex- 
pressed on several occasions as toMhe 
effect of Section 8, and I would like to 
point out to Deputies that the Dáil was 
not at all clear as to the limitation of 
operations under Section 8. Some De- 
puties so expressed themselves in 
voting in its favour. Deputy 0 'MahonF 
stated that it was quite obvious that the 
operation of Seetion 8 was limited to 
houses erected under this Bill. I dif- 
fered from that view. Deputy Egan 
agreed with that view, and went fur- 
ther and said that it was only right that 
the person who paid the piper rhould 
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[Mr. Good.] 

call the tune, so that it was quite 
obvious it was in the Deputjr's mind, 
when he voted for the Section, that if 
the Government provided a certain sum 
of money for the erection of these 
houses they had the right to have a say 
as to the cost of the materials that 
would be included in these houses. 
From these two statements, I think it is 
quite clear that what was in the mind 
of many Deputies was that the opera- 
tion of Section 8 applied only to houses 
included under the Bill. I differ from 
that view, and in the last speech the 
President made on the subject, he ex- 
pressed the view that the operation of 
this particular Section in this Bill was 
not confined to houses built under this 
Bill, but that it would apply to all 
houses built during the time the Bill 
was in operation. 

Now, that was giving a much wider 
interpretation to this clause than 
either of the Deputies who voted 
for the Section gave to it, 
so that Deputy Egan—I am sorry 
Deputy O’Mahon^ is not herc— 
wiU see from the statement of the 
President—I can refer the President to 
his speech if jiecessary—that this par- 
ticular Section, in his mind, applied to 
houses outside the Section, in fact, to 
houses which may not be getting any 
Government grant at all; in other 
words, to houses erected during the 
period of this Act, quite irrespective of 
whether they came under the jurisdic- 
tion of this Act or not. The plenary 
powers under this particular Act would 
apply to these houses because they hap- 
pened to be erected at this particular 
period. Even in tha-t view of the Presi- 
dent’s, he was beginning to see exactly 
what apparently he had not seen 
pretiously, the wider field that this par- 
ticular Section would have. That par- 
ticular view did not satisfy me, because 
I expressed the opinion on that occasion 
that I was quite satisfied, from informa- 
tion I had, that though it was his view 
that the operation of this Section was 
eonfined to the time that the Bill was 
in operation, that that was not so. A 
!>odv which I happen to be connected 
with has, in the meantime, got an 
opinion from one of the leading lawyers 
in our city on that particular aspect of 
the question, and he says, beyond any 


doubt, that the operation of this Section 
is not confined either to the houses pro- 
posed to be built under this Bill, nor is 
it limited by the time limit attached to 
this Bill, bearing out exactly*what I 
stated that it was a much wider and a 
much more drastic Section than ever 
was intended. That being so, I would 
like to hear from the President what 
course he proposes to take with regard 
to this Section. 

Mr. JOHNSON: On a point of order, 
is this discussion in order on this par- 
i ticular amendment? 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

I think it is riot in order, but thc Pre- 
sident said ho would answer the point 
raised. 

Mr. GOOD : 1 am quite in your hands. 
I raised that very question before, and 
1 remember the President saying that 
he thought this was a suitable oppor- 
tunity to deal with thc matter. 

The PRESIDENT: I have to defer to 
your judgment in the matter, Sir. I 
ain prepared to deal with it now, or 
when this amendment is disposed of. 
If there be a point of order in connee- 
tion with it, it might be said that as we 
• liave introduced Saorstát Eireann in 
cven a more extended sense than De- 
puty Johnson thought was the origi- 
ual intention in the Bill, and as the 
particular matter to which Deputy 
Good is addressing himsclf, amongst 
others, is that it refcrs to houses other 
i than those in the Bill, it is a 
favourable opportunity. Hovvever, it 
is a matter for your judgment, Sir. 

| Mr. JOHNSON: I do not want to ob- 
j jcct, but it did seem to me that there 
might be other matters of a general 
character that would be discussed on 
Report, and it would be better to use 
that opportunity for doing that. I 
have no objection to allowing the De- 
puty to go ahead. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

As the Deputy has continued for so 
1 long, it would be as well for him to 
finish his speech. 

Mr. GOOD: I have practically 
finished. I was putting to the Presi- 
dent the question that, in view of the 
fact that the operation of this clause is 
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very much wider than was his inten- | 
tion, or the intention of the Dáil when 
it approved of it, I would be glad to 
know exactly what course he proposes 
to take m connection with it. 

The PRESIDENT: If it is right for 
me to follow now, Sir, I will give an 
answer to that question. If you con- 
sider that it is not within the terms of 
the amendment I will leave it over untii 
the amendment is disposed of. 

Professor O’SULLIVAN: I suggcst 
that it might be brought within the 
terms of the amendment in this way. 
When this was last before the Dáil in 
Committee the President promised to 
eonsider the point madc by Deputy 
Good. This amendment, I presume, is 
the result of the consideration, and 
therefore possibly he could now diseuss 
the points raised by Deputy (íood. 

The PRESIDENT : Tluit is a very 
good point. I stated last day that it 
was not intended to exercise this parti- 
cular authority for a longer period than 
it was intended that the Bill should run. 

I do not think that it would be right, 
when we introduce legislation dealing 
with one particular matter, tliat we 
should put into one of the elauses a 
power that would extend the particular 
term of the Bill further. To that ex- 
tent I think that I would not be justi- 
fied in asking for tliis particular right 
for the Minister for Local Government 
for a longer period than the life of the 
Bill. I admit that I have not examined 
the problem since from that angle, and 
the Deputy has had the advantage of 
legal opinion of the vory highest stand- 
ing. I will undertake, before the 
Final Stage, to consider it from that 
point. In regard to the houscs, I cer- 
tainly did intend from the very com- 
mencement to influence the construc- 
tion of houses and the whole building 
industry by this Bill. In other words 
it mght have been put up to us, as I 
think I stated here on one occasion, that 
certain accommodation could have been 
procured, say, from the operators, if 
that would be the proper description, 
when building these houcc*, sad 1 =ai£ ] 
no, we would not take that, that we = 
were concerned with the-whole build- ; 


ing industry, in all its phases and in 
all its aspects. 

The most important phase of the 
, building industry to our mind is the 
j provision of houses for a class whose 
j needs have not been ministered to in 
| the last 30, 40 or 50 years. That is not 
the only trouble in connection with this 
matter. We do know, and it has been 
put to me by business people, that the 
j high cost of building limited develop- 
ment whieh, in other cireumstances, 
j they would be inclined to indulge in so 
far as their business is concerned, and 
therefore we do consider that the hous- 
ing problem is not a service in itself 
distinct but is a part of the building in- 
dustry and should not be separated 
from it; while it should be ministered 
to, that it should not be ministered to 
in that respect; that so far as the build- 
, ing of a particular class of dwelling is 
I concerned, that alone should get con- 
I sideration from one side and not from 
j the other. If that be our interpreta- 
tion with regard to the operatives, 
surely we have a right to say, in con- 
nection with the provision of building 
materials, that there should be some 
corrective all round so that business 
itself, contributing its due share to this 
£300,000, would get any of the benefits 
that might possibly be derived from the 
inclusion of a clause such as this. To 
tliat extent I think I did make it clear 
all Ihrough that when we were consid- 
ering this Housing Bill we had at the 
baek of our minds the fact that a very 
considerable sum of money would be 
decreed before, during, and after the 
passing of this Bill for the reeonstruc- 
tion of certain houses destroyed during 
the last two or three years, and that as 
those houses had to be paid for out of 
State funds it was our obvious duty to 
see that the compensation would be on 
a basis which would get for the State 
as mutfh value as it possibly could for 
its money. It was not intended at any 
time that this Clause 8 would operate 
longer than the lifetime of this Bill. I 
anticipate that there will be another 
Bill next year; I anticipate that there 
will be a Bill for the year after; I anti- 
cipate that there will be a clause such 
as this in next year J s Bill and in the 
Bill the year after, until we arrive at 
that time when everybody in the build- 
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[The President.] 

ing industry can place his hand to his 
heart and say “ I am an honest man. ,> j 

Amendment. put and agreed to. 

Mr. QOOD: I did not deal with the 
question of the appeal. Might I leave 
that in the hands of the President? 

The PRESIDENT: Yes. I will under- 
take to see if I can possibly meet that 
on the next stage. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I would point out to 
che President that it will not be pos- 
sible to make a further amendment on 
that stage. You will have to trust to 
íhe good fortunes and the good graces 
of another House. 

The PRESIDENT: Perhaps the Do- 
puty would not object to extending the 
Report Stage until next week, and tak- 
•ng the fínal stages next week. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I am not going to 
facilitate any modification of this See- 
uion. 

The PRESIDENT : It is searcely a 
modification. It is a fact which has 
been brought to my notiee that there 1 
are infirmities which affcct not only 
the point of view held by l)eputy John- 
3on, but the point of view held by De- 
puty Good. It eomes to this, that as it 
stands it suffers from an infirmity. 
The Order made by the Minister, I 
have been told by one legal opinion—I 
have not had an opportunity of con- 
sulting the Attorney-General—would 
stand. That Order made by an Appeal 
Court might stand, and what I would 
like to have inserted would be an at- 
tempt to limit any Order made by the 
Minister; in other words, if the price of 
a commodity is £100 to-day, and 
it eomes down to £90 to-mor- 
row, I do not think it . was 
Deputy Johnson^s intention that 
an Order made by the Minister to-day 
would entitle the ordinary dealer in 
that particular commodity to charge a 
higher price when the lower price was 
the market value. It is with regard to 
that particular angle that I would like 
to see that this clause was fool-proof, I 
and I believe the Deputy will agree 
with me in that. 

Mi\ JOHNSON: I take it, then, that 
the other method is to report progress 
and allow time for further amend- 


ments to be put in before we pass from 
this stage. 

The PRESIDENT: Would you leave 
over that Section and go on to Section 
9, leaving Section 8. as it were, suspen- 
ded? 

| AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

Amendment 5 is already passed. 

The PRESIDENT: Very good ; w'e 
will have to take No. 6, so. 

Amendment No. 6:—To delete in 
Part 1 of the Schedule, page 6, the 
figures oppositc the words ‘ ‘ Maximum 
rent on letting for one ycar ” and to 
substitute in lieu thereof the figures 
" £13 Os. 0d., £17 6s. 8d., £21 13s. 4d., 
£15 12s., £20 16s., £26.”— (Seán 0 
Laidhin.)—Not moved. 

Amendment No. 7:—To delete in 
Part 1 of the Schedulc, page 6, the 
figures opposite the words “ Maximum 
rent on weekly letting ” and to substi- 
tute therefor the figures 5s., 6s. 8d., 
8s. 4d., 6s„ 8s., lOs.—(Seán 0 Laidhin.) 
—Not moved. 

Mr. DUGGAN: I move:—In the 
Sehedule, Part 1, to add a seventh 
column as follows:— 

Self-contained 
two-roomed fiats 

£ s. d. 

26 13 4 
180 0 0 
2 0 0 

14 8 0 
0 5 6 


Amendment put and agreed. 

Mr. DUGGAN : I move:— 

“ In the Schedule, Part 1, in the 
first and fourth lines of the first 
“ Note” to delete the word “twelve” 
and to insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ eighteen.” 

This is consequential on an amendment 
already made extending the period of 
completion from twelve months to 
eighteen months. 

Amendment put and agreed to. 



1549 Housing (Building Facilities ) 2S Februabt. 1924. Bill, 1924 —Fourth Stage. 1550 


Mr. DUGGAN: I move:— 

In the Schedule, Part 1, second j 
“ Note, M first line, to delete the fig- i 
ure “ 5 ” and to substitute in lieu 
thereof thc figure “6.” 

This is merely correcting a clerical '• 
error. ; 

Mr. OOOD: This correction may seem 
a simple matter on the face of it, but 
when we are making Section 6 applie- ! 
able to the grants made under this Bill j 
we will find it malces a very drastic ! 
change in the amount of the grants. \ 
The note it is proposed to alter is as j 
follows: “ Whcre assistance is granted I 
by a local authority under Section 5, M j 
and under Seclion 6 as is now proposed, ! 
“ the maximum price on sale or maxi- I 
mum fine on lease shall be redu(ícd l)y ; 
an amount equal to half the value of i 
such assistance, and the maximum \ 
yearly or weekly rents on letting shall j 
be reduced correspondingly. M There J 
is a littie ambiguity hei’c like a great i 
many other Seetions in this Bill when it j 
says the selling price is to be reduced j 
by a sum equal to a moiety of the State \ 
assistance. When you reduce the sale 
price you reduce the priee the building 
ownor will get. for the house; in other 
words you reduce the Government 
grant by a moiety. I might remind I 
the Prosident that it has been pointed i 
out on many 0(*casions during the dis- j 
cussion on this Bill that it was the basis 
on which this Biíl was framed that eer- 
tain works, including the provision of 
the site, the lay-out of the site, and the 
incidentals tliereto, were to be carried 
out by the local authority, and the am- 
ount included in the houses in the Sche- 
dule is practically the minimum 
amount, taking all these and other fae- 
tors into consideration, at which a 
house could be sold. If the operation 
of this clausc is going to take a further 
£50. from the value of a five-roomed 
house, and reduce the Government 
grant by that, amount, it will only put 
another mile-stone around the neck of 
this Bill, because it was always the in- 
tention that these local authorities were 
to carry out this work. Having carried 
out that work, if the building owner 
is to have the selling price cut by £50 it 
is obvious that we are taking away in 
fact a moiety from the grant which is 


one of the attractions of this Bill. I 
am quite satisfied, as one who knows all 
the difficulties of getting houses at the 
rating set forth in the Schedule, that it 
would be an exceedingly difficult mat- 
ter for local authoritics to get houses 
erected under the Bill, but if the grant 
is to be reduccd—which is what it 
mcans in substance. the reduction of 
the grant by a moiety, and in fact it 
might be more than the moiety—under 
this' particular clause, the Bill is dead. 

The PRESIDENT : I think the De- 
puty is under a misapprehension with 
regard to this. Where the local autho- 
rity gives a grant which the Minister 
estimates at £100 the sale price 
of that house, which appears in 
column 5 of the Schedule, Part I., is 
set (lown at £450, and it will be £400. 
I think the Deputy had in mind that, 
where the local authority gives a grant, 
thc (rovernment grant is reduced 
in consequence. That is not the case. 
Thc (*ase we are putting up is this— 
take a five-roomcd house, the Govern- 
ment can give a grant of £100 and the 
local authoritv is entitled to give the 
equivalent of £100 either in site de- 
velopment, acquisition of land, or other 
things of that sort. Whatever way it 
is put. there is the £100 and, in addi- 
tion, the local authorit.y may, by order 
of the Minister, which I should say will 
invariably be the case, be compelled to 
give the reduetion in the rates which 
is laid down in another Section of the 
Bill, paying only 5 per eent. of the rates 
in the first year and so on. 

The advantage in this case is given 
to the tenant—most of it is given to 
the tenant, not the whole of it. There 
w r as in mind tliis particular type of 
town or county borough and the cost 
of the acquisition of land and the de- 
velopment cost might be excessive. In 
other words, the actual cash value of 
the advantage might be more nearly 
£50 than £100. In consequence the re- 
duction might not be honestly arrived 
at, and you would be entitled to take 
£50 off. It was also made for sucl 
cases where there was not a sufficient, 
number of persons capable of putting 
down £450. In other words, there 
w r ould be a market for a £400 house, 
but not one for a £450 house. If the 
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[The President.] 

Deputy had in mind the idea that 
wherever the loeal authority gave a 
grant or advantage the Government 
grant was reduced, I would like to cor- 
rect him, as that would be a misrepre- 
sentation of the Bill. 


Mr. JOHNSON : The criticism I have 
heard of this note with which the 
Deputy has dcalt is just t'rom thc other 
angle. It is that under it the builders 
will get a special advantage, and that 
the grant which the local authoritv 
might be allowed to make up to £100, is 
going to be shared as to half of it by 
the builders. Thc criticism I have j 
heard is that that was too gencrous to 
the builder. The Deputy seemed to ap- 
proach his consideration of the Bill on 
the assumption that in all cases the 
local authority would make grants equal 
to that of the Government grant. If 
he approaches it from thc point of view 
that local authorities will not make 
such grant, then he would íind that in 
so far as they do depart from that, that 
half the value of the grant will go to the 
builders. Probably he will see that it 
is not so detrimental to their interest.s 
as would appear at íirst sight on the 
other assumption. I was askcd if 1 
would object to this note on the ground 
that it is simply a special subsidy to 
the builders v and an invitation to 
juilder-employ'ers to use their influence 
with local authorities to make the 
grant. That is, the builders would get 
the advantage from the local authori- 
ties. In accordance, however, with the 
policy which I have adopted in regard 
to this Bill I refrain from making that 
criticism. Deputy Good approaches it 
from t.he other side, and rather desires 
that the whole advantage should go to 
the builders. 


Mr. OOOD: I am not at all satisfied 
with regard to this particular proposal. 
The President does not apparently see 
the eífect of it. If he takes £50 off the 
selling price by reason of something 
that is to be done by the local authori- 
ties he is really taking £50 off the 
grant. I do not mind whether it is 
taken by the Government or by the 
local authority, but it is taken by one 


of them. It reduces, as I said, the 
value of the grant which is one of the 
attractions of this measure. One of 
the difficulties, as I pointed out, which 
the local authority would be in is to 
limit its expenditure to a sum equal to 
the Government grant. lt is unneces- 
sary to take up the time of the Dáil at 
this stage, as 1 went into the íigurcs in 
eonncction with this point when the 
Bill was in Committee, and pointed that 
out to the President. His reply was 
that the Minister would have power to 
average these things. That is another 
of these wait-and-see proposals. We 
will have to find out what they mean as 
time gocs on, but I think the figures 
whieli I gave were reasonable, and thc 
local authority will find itself in con- 
siderable difficulty, particularly one 
anxious to provide three-roomed houses. 
They will naturallv say: The cost of 
building is so high, let us get as many 
families housed as we can with t.he 
money at our disposal. ,, Naturally 
they will go for a thre('-roomed house. 
The cost of purchasing the site and de- 
veloping it would be practically the 
same as in the case of a íive-roomed 
house, and there would bc very little 
difference with regard to a scheme em- 
bodying threc-roomed houses, and one. 
embodying five-roomed houses. The 
local authority is thereby handicappcd 
by this proposal frorii getting the 
largcst number of houses it can, at the 
least amount of expenditure. My ex- 
perience leads me to think that if this 
Scction is rigidly carried out by the 
Minister for Local Government, local 
authoritics will be compelled to go in 
for larger houses, much as many of 
them would like to go for smaller 
houses. Prom that point of view I 
think it is vcry inadvisable to put in 
such a clause as this. I do not mind 
whether the money is deducted under 
that particular note or not, but it means 
the reduction by one-half of the amount 
of the Government grant whether it is 
taken by the Government or the local 
authority. It is taken from the builder 
and it takes from the attractiveness of 

this measure. 

♦ 

The PRESIDENT: We will take the 
case where the local authority supplies 
land, roads, sewers, and so on, and 
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where the eost estimated by the local 
authority for that particular advantage 
is £75, and that in addition they put up 
a sum of £25. The total value in that 
case is equivalent to the grant that is 
given by the Government of £100. 1 

think £500 would be a fair cost for 
building a five-roomed house. 

Mr. GOOD: Thcy have not been built 
so far for that figure. 

The PRESIDENT : Recently we got 
a tender for £490. Supposing the 
actual cost is £490. There is £100 of 
value from the local authority. The 
advantage is to the person purchasing 
the house. We have in our possession 
a tender for the cotistruction of those 
houses at £460 for a five-roomed house. 

Mr. WILSON : In brieks? 

The PRESIDENT : Yes. 

Mr. MORRISSEY : Would that be the 
all-in cost ? 

The PRESIDENT : Yes. It does not 
provide for the site or development. In 
the ordinaiy way a house of this sort is 
subject to ground rent. If the local 
authority gives a free site, and has it 
developed, there is no necessity for 
ground rent. That £460 will be actual 
cost. I would not mind putting on a 
few pounds t.o make it £500. There is 
£50 open for somebody. The builders 
say that there is no money in this Bill. 
They apparently look to a free market 
rather than to the real needs of the 
situation. If the ease is that they are 
not employed, everybody knows if you 
want to make a business a success you 
must attract the public, and the only 
áttraction we can see is that there 
ought to be something to show that it is 
going to be a commercial proposition. 
£450 is the sum we have down for the 
sale of this house. If the local authority 
gives value, it can be sold for £400. 
What is a man getting who pays £400 
for that house? He gets £100 Govern- 
ment grant, £100 from the local atltho- 
rity, and for £400 he gets £600 value. 
Obviously there is something in the 
nature of a commercial propositio». 
there. I imagine that we shall see every 
young man anxious to get married in 
order to get a house worth £600 for 
£400 — if the builders respond. that is 


the real issue. Where assistance is 
granted under Section 5, the maximum 
price on sale, if £100 is given, is £400. 
We will take it, on the other hand, that 
the local authority will give the same 
grant as the Government, namely, £100. 
Can there be built anywhere in the City 
of Dublin a five-roomed house for £600? 
I believe there can, and that the mis- 
givings in regard to the Bill will be 
removed when the Bill is in operation. 

Mr. GOOD: I would like to see the 
President work out those figures on a 
three-roomed house. Under 
ú o’eloch. this a three-roomed house 
must be sold for £240. Can 
he give us any figure to justify £240 for 
a three-roomed house? £270 is the 
maximum selling price. Under this 
foot-note, assuming that the local 
authority can get its portion of the 
work carried out for £60, the amount 
of the Government grant under the 
foot-notc, there is £30 taken off the sell- 
ing priee. That would require a three- 
roomed house—even were sewers and 
water mains provided—to be sold for 
Ihe sum of £240. 

Professor O’SULLIVAN: The house 
would be then £360, with a double 
grant of £60 from the loeal authority 
and £60 from the Government? 

The PRESIDENT : £300, because we 
would have to take off the £30. 

Professor O’SULLIVAN: That has 
been taken off. 

The PRESIDENT: That would be 
£100 a room. I think I)eputy Good will 
admit that it is possible to construct a 
three-roomed house at £100 a room. 

Mr. GOOD: We have not been able to 
get there. We hoped, with Deputy 
Johnson’s assistance, to have been able 
to. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I hoped that, with 
Deputy Good’s assistance, we would be 
able to get them much chcaper. 

Mr. GOOD: Deputy Good’s assist- 
ance is available at any moment De- 
puty Johnson desires to call it in. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Deputy Good de- 
clined the offer made long ago. 

Amendment put and agreed to. 
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Mr. GOOD: I would like that point 
looked into. I am afraid that is going 
to detract from the usefulness of this 
measure. 

The PRESIDENT: I beg to move to 
report progress until next Wednesday. 

Agreed. 

Mr. GOOD: The Bill has now left 
Committee. If the Bill were recom- 
mitted to Committee we would have 
more latitude. 

The PRESIDENT: It will be recom- 
mitted next Wednesday. 

Sitting suspended until 7 o’cloclv. 
The Dáil resumed at 7 o’cloch. 

DAIL IN COMMITTEE. 

PTJBLIC SAFETT (PUNISHMENT 
OF OFFENCES) TEMPORARY BILL, 
1924.—(THIRD STAGE). 

SECTION 1 

(1) Everv pcrson found guilly 
on indictment of any of the offences 
mentioned in Part I. of the Schedule 
to this Act may bc sentenced to suffer 
penal servitude for life or such term 
©f penal servitude as the judge may 
deeide. 

(2) Every person convicted by a 
court of summary jurisdiction of any 
of the offences mentioned in Part II. 
of the Schedule to this Act may be 
sentenced to suffer imprisonment 
with or without hard labour for a 
term not exeeeding twelve months, 
and may in addition be sentenced to 
pay a íine not exceeding fifty pounds 
and, in default of payment of such 
ú))': within one month after convic- 
tion, to suffer imprisonment without 
hard labour for a further term not 
exceeding six months to be added to 
and commence on the expiration of 
the said previous term of imprison- 
ment. 

(3) Every person found guilty on 
mdictment of any of the offences 
mentioned in Part II. of the Schedule 
to this Act may be sentenced, 

(a) to suffer penal servitude for a 
term not exceeding five years 
and may in addition be sen- 
tenced to pay a fine not ex- 
ceeding one hundred pounds 
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and, in default of payment of 
such fine within one month af- 
ter sentence, to suffer penal 
servitude for a further term 
not exceeding one year to be 
added to and commence on the 
expiration of the said previous 
term of penal servitude; or 

(b) to suffer imprisonment with or 
without hard labour for a term 
not excecding two years, and 
may in addition be sentenced 
to pay a fine not exceeding one 
hundred pounds, and, in de- 
fault of payment of such fine 
within one month after sen- 
tence, to suffer imprisonment 
without hard labour for a fur- 
ther term not exceeding six 
months, to be added to and 
commenee on the expiration of 
the first mentioned term of im- 
prisonment. 

(4) Every male person who shall 
be found guilty on indictment of the 
offence of robbery under arms as de- 
fined at No. 5 in Part II. of the 
Schedule to this Act, or of the offence 
of arson as defined at No. 6 in Part 
II. of the said Schedule shall (unless 
the Court is satisfied that there are 
special circumstances in the case 
which constitute a mitigation of the 
offence, or is of opinion that, owing 
to the state of health or advanced 
age of such person, corporal punish- 
ment could not be inflicted on him 
without permanent injury to his 
health), in addition to the punish- 
ment prescribed in the foregoing sub- 
sections, be sentenced to be once 
privately whipped subject to the fol- 
íowing provisions: 

(a) in the case of a person whose 

age does not exceed eighteen 
years, the number of strokes 
at such whippings shall not ex- 
ceed twenty and the instru- 
ment used shall be a birch rod; 

(b) in the case of any other person, 

the number of strokes at such 
whipping shall not exceed 
twenty-five; 

(c) in each case the court in its sen- 

tence shall specify the number 
of strokes to be inflicted and 
the instrument to be used; 

(d) such whippings shall not take 
place after the expiration of 
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six months from the passing 
of the sentence; 

(e) such whipping to be inflicted on 
any person sentenced to penal 
servitude shall be inflicted on 
him before he is removed to a 
convict. prison with a view to 
his undergoing his sentence of 
penal servitude. 

(5) Where a person is, after the I 
passing of this Act, convicted of an ' 
offence mentioned in Part II. of the 
Schedule to this Act which is punish- 
able under any Act for the time being 
in force by any greater punishment 
than is authorised by this seetion, 
such person may be sentenced to suf- 
fer any punishment authorised by 
this Scction or anv punishment 
authorised by such Act. 

(6) The jurisdiction of a court of 
summary jurisdiction in respect of 
any of the offences mentioned in Part 
II. of the Sehedule to this Aet shall 
not be ousted by reason of the title 
to any corporeal or incorporeal 
hereditaments or any lands or 
premises being drawn into question. 

(7) This Seetion shall not applv to j 
any offence committed before the pas- 
sing of the Public. Safety (Emer- 
geney Powers) Act, 1923 (No. 28 of 
1923). 

Mr. JOHNSON: I beg to move to 
delete Sub-section (4) of this Section. 
That is the sub-section that gives power 
to a judge to sentence to fiogging. 
Somebody has expressed a hope th^ 
there should not be very long speeches 
made on these amendments. I have 
said nearly all I have to say on this 
question. 1 oppose the principle of 
flogging, and I thereíore oppose it in 
its application to this Bill. I think it is 
not a means of effectively preventing 
the crimes which are intended to be 
prevented. It does not deter and it 
does not make a good citizen out of a 
bad citizeil. All it does is to satisfy 
the elemental passion of man, called 
vengeance. When the State takes upon 
itself to beeome an instrument for this 
purpose, simply that it may wreak its 
vengeance upon an offender, it is bád 
for the State. On that ground I oppose 
this sub-section and move its deletion. 

MINISTER for HOME AFFAIRS 


(Mr. O’Higgins) : I, too, have said 
pretty nearly all I have to say on this 
sub-section, and in particular on the 
matter of prescribing this particular 
penalty for these offences. The amend- 
ment which tfle Deputy has moved is 
practieally identical in effect with the 
amendment wdiich follows it on the 
Order Paper, certainly with regard to 
one of the offences mentioned. The 
ordinary law, for which the Deputy 
has so much reverence, prescribes that 
a judge may impose this penalty of 
flogging for the offence of robbery 
under arins. So far as that. offence is 
concerned the only difference betw'een 
this Biil and the ordinary normal law 
is that instead of the permissive or 
enabling provision of the existing law 
there is this change, that under the Bill 
it runs that the Court shall, unless it is 
satisfied that there are special circum- 
stances in th(* case which constitute a 
mitigation of the offenee, impose a 
p(‘naltv. So, the difference is not one 
of principle, but one as betw'een 
“ may ” and “ shall, unless there are 
mitigating circumstances, ” not a very 
fun d a m ent al differenc e. 

The effeet of the subsequent amend 
ment would pra(ítically be the sarne, 
that is, to leave the law r as it stands. to 
leave a permissivc and enabling power 
to the judges to impose this penalty. 
Neither of thc amendments would have 
the effect of abolishing the penalty of 
flogging for robbery under arms, be- 
eause that penalty is embodied and en- 
shrined in the existing law. The only 
effect of the amendment that the Dc- 
puty has moved, and it is exactly the 
same as the effect of the subsequent 
amendment, would be to leave the per- 
missive power. Now, as between tBe 
statement tliat the Court may impose 
this penalty, if it thinks fit, and that 
the Court shall, unless it is satisfied that 
there are circumstances which consti- 
tute a mitigation of the offence, impóse 
that penaíty, there is really little to 
choose. I prefer the latter, and stand- 
ing over that preference, I oppose the 
amendment. 

Mr. BAXTER: I do not think the 
Minister has made any case for the in- 
clusion of this sub-section in the Bill. 
If it is only a question of the use of 
“ may ” or shall,” a question of pre- 
ference between one or the other, 1 
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eannot see that there is any ease for the 
inclusion of this sub-section. 

Mr. O HIGGINS: It is a question of 
making a case for the amendment. 

Mr. BAXTER: It is a case of defend- 
ing the Bill as it is, or making a case, 
if you wish, against the amendment. 1 
. do not think the Minister has made 
any case against tne amendrhent. I 
do not thinfc hc could make any case 
against it. Really, I do not think he 
can make a case for such a measure of 
punishment as flogging. He may be 
satisfied that if a criminal commit :in 
offence he ought to be punished. We 
will agree that a criminal should be 
punished, but after all any punishment 
inflicted on any criminal ought to be 
considered, not only from the point of 
view of punishment for an offence com- 
mitted, but from the point of view of 
the effeet on the individual; the effect 
on the mind of the eriminal as well 
as on the body. I am not inclined to 
think that íiogging as a punishment 
would have such an effect on the mind 
of the individual who commits the 
offence that it will be a preventative in 
future. In my view it is really savage 
treatment which would tend not to 
raise the mentality of the individual 
who committed the offence, but rather 
to lower it, and in that sense it would 
really not be a preventative nor a de* 
terrent against crime. It w r ould rathcr 
lower the standard of mentality in the 
individual and have a reactionary effect, 
the opposite to ivhat the Ministcr hoi>es 
it really would have. 

Mr. WOLFE: The other day, w'heii 
thifi Bill was introduced I said a few 
words upon it, and what 1 am going to 
say now is more or less a repetition of 
what I then said. I agree with Deputy 
Baxter that, of course, for an ordinary 
criminal who is only beginning his 
criminal career, flogging would be most 
undesirable. But. there are people who 
are beyond that stage, and who are 
irreclaimable. In spite of what Deputy 
Johnson, who evidently has a very good 
opinion of mankind, has said, I am 
afraid there are some criminals who 
are entirely irreclaimable. To my 
mind, to reach such persons as these 
who understand nothing else, ít is de- 
sirable that the Section should stand. 


These men understand nothing else. To 
them the punishment of imprisonment 
is nothing. To these men flogging 
would be a deterrent and flogging 
should be used. I mentioned the other 
day that in addition to robbery, which 
is very rife at the present time, there are 
complieations that require to be 
dealt with in a very severe 
manner. 1f not, thcre may bé very 
serious results all over the country. To 
the lonely man or woman living by him- 
self or herself these times aré very 
terrible. 

No doubt it is a matter of common 
knowledge now that there are gangs 
ot' ruffians going about. the country 
who have not yet been made amenable 
to the law. The Minister for Home 
Affairs will be aware of that. A lot of 
tnese people are known, and some of 
them are known to be desperate charac- 
ters by whom nothing but a very 
severe punishment would be under- 
stood. Within a few years I have 
hnown of Inree or four caíses, and there 
are manv more, where these gangs have 
cntered the houses of lonely people, 
and havc committed offences that entail 
scverc punishment. They work in gangs 
and not separately. For such people 
there is nothing for it but the “ cat. M 
Thev understand thc cat. M They 
would not understand penal servitude 
to the same extent. They would sooner 
have penal servitude than the “ cat. M 
That is generallv agreed, I think, and 
I have read that they fear the “ cat ” 
yore than they do any imprisonment 
or penal servitude. 

1 arn not a vcry merciless person, but 
1 think that for an offence like that 
against aged, defenceless women, w T ho 
are living in lonely districts, and w r ho 
have no one to defend them, there is no 
other punishment. There has been a 
case quite lately, not far from my own 
district, of a most deplorablé kind. I 
say again for such criminals there is 
nothing like the cat. M They will 
nnderstand that. They will not under- 
stand anything clse. I hope that the 
Ministcr for Home Affairs will be able 
to introduce something that will ade- 
quately deal with these cases. I would 
like to see set out in the schedule some- 
thmg that would meet these cases. 
ihtre ís nothing but the “cat” tO 
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deal with these offences in an adequate 
manner. I refcr to offences that must 
be put dowli at once. To my mind 
thcre is no way of doing that but by in- 
troducing in this Section somcthing 
that these criminals will understand. 11 
is for that reason I propose to vote 
against this amendment. 1 am firmly 
persuaded that if serious cases which 
are becoming very prevalcnt, and 
which are not gencrally known, because 
the people do not tell about them unless 
it is unavoidable, are to be put down, 
it is necessary that this punishment of 
the “ cat ” should be inflicted. 

Mr. JOHNSON : l)eputy Wolfe has 
made a case in favour of flogging for 
ccrtain offences. He began by saying 
he did not believe that flogging should 
br, inflicted on persons unless they were 
irreclaimable. That is to say, not for 
first offences but only when it was 
bcing proved that the ordinary punish- 
ment of imprisonment was not effec- 
tive. On his own case E claim his vote. 
Deputy Wolfe has bcen commended to 
the world as a Deputy carrying great 
weight, and having much expcriencc, 
whose judgment should receive great 
consideration. He has not, however, 
taken very great care in reading the 
Bill, or if he has, he has not considered 
the effect of his argument upon the Bill. 
He does not think that. the penalty of 
flogging should be applied to the first 
offence of robbery under arms. He 
does not think that the penalty of flog- 
ging should be applied in the first 
offence in the case of arson or burnings. 

Mr. WOLFE: I am not so sure about 
that. 

Mr. JOHNSON : Oh! Then wc learn 
as we go along that for tlie burning of 
property, even for the first offence, 
íhe penalty of flogging is not merely 
justified but required. It is a greater 
crime to burn a house or a rick than to 
commit robbery under arms. Is that 
the position? 

Mr. WOLFE : I mean to say that 
such a case as that should *be left 
optional with the Judge. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Then we are getting 
along nicely. There is to be amoption. 
The Judge may have the power, or 


should be empowered with the option. 
of inflicting thc flogging penalty in 
cases of arson, even for the first offence. 
Will the Deputy say how many offences 
of robbery undcr arms should be com- 
mitted before the penalty of flogging 
would bc inflicted? Is it for the first 
or the second or thc third or the 
fourth offcncc? 1 havo not seen any 
amendment in the name of Deputy 
Woulfe indicating that the particular 
offcnces which he has described or 
hintcd at, are to bc punished by flog- 
ging. So, notwithstanding his desire to 
have that particular offence punished 
by flogging, he has not bcen careful to 
try to embody that in this temporary 
and exceptional legislation. Is it be- 
cause he is satisfied that it already 
exists in the ordinary law? 

Mr. WOLFE: May.I, as a matter 
of explanation, say that the reason I 
did not put down an amcndment is that 
for the last fivc weeks I have been laid 
up. 

Mr. JOHNSON : But since the last 
time when this was discussed in the 
Dáil there have been opportunities for 
putting amendments. The same case 
was made on the last occasion, and yet 
the Deputy has not thought it well to 
put down an amendment, presumably 
because he rccognised the punishment 
I of flogging may be applied to such of- 
j fenees as he describcd. Notwithstand- 
j ing the fact that the punishment exists, 

! the offences continue. The fact that 
flogging may‘be a punishment in such 
offences has not prevented the offences 
taldng place. On every count, Deputy 
Woulfe has made a case for my amend- 
ment. There is, of course, more than 
one qucstion involved in this Section. 
The Minister has said that the penalty 
of flogging may, under the ordinary 
law, be applied in cases of robbery un- 
der arms, and that the difference which 
this Section brings about is that it is 
mandatory upon the Court, unless 
special circumstances exist, to inflict. 
this penalty. 

He did not say whether the penalty 
of flogging may be applied under tlic 
ordinary law in cases of arson. I take, 
it from his silence that it does not. So 
the ordinary law is altered in that re- 
-'pect, and it is made mandatory in both 
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cases. On account of the fact that I 
move for the deletion of this Section, 
because it imposes as a mandatory pun- 
ishment the penalty of flogging, I need 
not be twitted on the ground that flog- 
ging is applicable in similar cases un- 
der the ordinary law. I would abolish 
the punishment even under the ordin- 
ary law if I had the opportunity. I 
object to the punishment, not solely or 
chiefly because it is cruel and unjust to 
the prisoner, but because it is harmful 
to the common conscicnce ot' the com- 
munity, whether the community feels it 
or not. 

One might ask: “ Why make these 
exceptions ? 7 9 If it is a good thing to 
inílict this kind of physical torture 
upon a man who has sinned or com- 
mittcd crime, and you want to make 
him feel the cnormity of his oft’cnce in 
his body, why do you hcsitatc about. 
imposing a similar penalty upon a man 
whose statc of health is delicatc or who 
is old? Surely you may go the whole 
hog in the matter? If you arc going to 
tear the man’s flesh, you ought not to 
hesitate about his age. If soeiety, in 
its corporate capacity, is prepared to 
act the brute, t.o deliberately move in 
an organised fashion with all the re- 
sources of t.he State at its disposal, and 
to take an individual and beat him with 
thongs after disabling him, disarming 
him, tieing him up, and putting him 
into a position where he is absolutely 
helpless, and thcn consideys that that is 
a good thing for Socicty, I am undone 
and I have no further answer to make. 
I cannot think it. in any way justifiable 
at this stage of the world's history, 
that we should, as an organised body, 
attempt to treat a human being in that 
fashion, no matter what the crime. 

It would be far better to take his 
life, because you prevent him commit- 
ting similar crimes again. It would be 
far better to infliet capital punishment, 
because it is an absolutc deterrent 
against that man committing that 
offence again. This punishment does 
not prevent. the man committing the 
offence again. He may come out and 
do the same thing over again, as has 
Iiappened in many cases after flogging 
has been administered. But you are 
hurting the moral sense of the com- 


munity and you are preventing the de- 
velopment of that. moral sense. 

Mr. OONNOR HOGAN : Question? 

Mr. JOHNSON: You may question 
it. You are cntitled to do that. I am 
spealdng to the question, if that. is what 
you mean. You are, I say, hurting the 
moral scnse, ajid it is on that ground 
that I press the amendment. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: I would like to 
support this amendment, not so much 
from the humanitarian point. oí vicw— 
| although I believe the humanitarian 
| point of view ought to be eonsidcred— 
| but from the practical point of view. 

| I loolc upon this matter from the point 
of view of the cffect. of flogging and 
the question of whether flogging will 
have the effect of prevcnting crime. I 
think the history of modern civilisation 
and modcrn lcgislation is contrary to 
tlie imposition of such punishment. I 
think the main reason why this punish- 
ineiit has not been inflicted is that it 
has not bccn found to bc a deterrent 
in prcvcnting thosc upon whom it is in- 
flicted from committing those crimes. 
I could undcrstand this punishmcnt last 
year in the conditions which existed in 
the country, the great difficulty of ap- 
prehending criminals, and the uncet- 
tainty, whcn they were apprehended, 
as to whcther they could be retained in 
prison. It might have been necessary 
in such a period as that to impose a 
pcnalty which would be certain and 
quick. Under present conditions, how- 
ever, I do not think such a penalty is 
necessary. From my knowledge of 
humanity, and from history, I do not 
believe that it has been proved that the 
flogging of criminals has had the effect 
of preventing crime or of frightening 
criminals from committing the same 
crimes again. 

It would bc much morc advisable if 
the Minister, and the Department for 
which he is responsible, devoted their 
attention more to the actual catching 
of criminals, and making the executive 
arm of the law much more effective, 
and mor-e certain in its application. We 
know that under the Bill a man can be 
flogged for committing the crime of 
arson. That crime is one from which 
the farming community has suffered to 
a great extent. It would be better for 
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the peace of the community if we could 
be sure that the forces of the law would 
catch eriminals. At present the trouble 
is that eriminals are not caught. Thero 
may be ten crimes of arson committed 
and the chances are that not one 
criminal would be caught for any of 
those crimes. It would be better if the 
íorces of the law and the Civic Guard, 
about whom we hear so much, would 
devote their attention to bringing those 
who commit serious crimes to justice, 
rather than be devoting so much of the 
attention they are giving at present to 
catching farmers who have no lights on 
their carts at night, and hurrying 
people out of public houses because 
they are five minutes after closing time. 
I think that would be a more eífective 
measure of dealing with crimc in this 
country than by inflicting a very 
sevore punishment upon onc man and 
hoping by that to deter other mernbers 
of the community and to frighten them 
trom committing some such crime. 

Mr. DAVIN: I desire to support this 
amendment, because I am opposed to 
fiogging as a punishment which will 
deter people eommitting the crimes 
mentioned in the Schedule. The Minis- 
ter and every member of this Dáil must 
recognise, and I am sure will recognise, 
that we are dealing with a different 
type of criminal order now from what 
were known as criminals in pre-war 
days. During the critical period of the 
struggle with England respectable 
men, and others, were encouraged to do 
things that we now look upon as 
crimes. They were encouraged to do 
those things with a certain object in 
view, and now they find it very diffi- 
cult to understand why people who en- 
‘couraged them to do these things, 
which were not then considered as 
crimes, are going to punish tliern under 
this measure that we are dealing with. ! 
That is one reason which has added to 
the number of criminals and added a 
class unheard of in pre-European war 
days. 

The PRESIDENT : T think we ought 
to hear what those things were which 
were then encouraged. 

Mr* DAVIN: I think it is well known, 
and the President knows it quite well, 
apart from what we might think of the 


question to-day, that robbery was en- 
couraged, or orders givcn for certain 
robberies to take place during the 
struggle with England. 

The PRESIDENT: Certainly not. I 
do not. subscribe to that. No such 
ordcr was ever given or encouraged, 
and I can, if the Deputy so wishes, give 
him particulars of a case where the 
strongest possible action was recom- 
mended, by the then Minister for De- 
fence, in the case where a man made 
the mistalve of making such an experi- 
ment as that. At no time was such a 
thing ever encouraged, recommended, 
or countenanced. 

Mr. DAVIN : I might perhaps use the 
words “Commandeering or re«juisition- 
ing of certain Government funds, M l>ut 
that, at anv ratc, appears to be robbery, 
and that is the way it is dcalt with 
undcr this 1 >ill. There is no doubt 
about that. Post offices, banks, and 
othcr placcs wcre robbed under the 
ordcrs, and perhaps under the narne, of 
the then existing Rcpublican Govern- 
ment, 

The PRESIDENT: If they were it 
was not with the order or knowledge 
of the Cabinet or of Dáil Eireann. I 
ean make that statement from my own 
knowlcdge. Never at any time was it 
done with the knowledge, consent or 
countcnance of anyone in the Dáil 
Cabinet or even, as a Deputy behind me 
remarks, of anyone in Sinn Fein. 

Mr. DAVIN: I quite accept the ex- 
i planation given by the President. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: The Pre- 
sident has not given an explanation. 
The Deputy must use very clear worcls 
in this matter. It is a vory importaut 
question. The President has not given 
any explanation. He said the thing 
had not. happened, which is quite a 
different thing. 

Mr. DAVIN: I will leave it at that. 

The PRESIDENT: I would like the 
Deputy to be satisfied that I am stating 
what is known to many people—to the 
members of # Dáil Eireann, to members 
of the Cabinet and, I believe, to «the 
majority of our followers, and the vast 
majority of those who subscribed to 
what we were doing at that time. 
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Mr. DÁVIN : I am stating that it was 
done, at any rate, by members of the 
Army, and the President’s statement, 
perhaps, will clear the matter, and I 
will leave it at that. It certainly was 
done. Whether it was done under 
orders, or in the name of a certain 
authority then existing, is a matter for 
the people and those here to judge. At 
any rate, I want to come to the point 
that we are not dealing with a criminal 
of the type that was in existence in the 
pre-Eut*opean war days. I am not op- 
posing—and I want to make that clear 
to the Minister and everyone else—this 
punishment, because I have no desire, 
far from it, to protect people who are 
committing the most horrible crimes in 
the country at the present time. Some 
of these crimes have not been reported 
and are, perhaps, not known either to 
the Civic Guard or the milítary authori- 
ties. I have in my mind two or more 
revolting cases that occurred here in 
recent times, and where certain men 
have been arrested and will be later on 
charged with the commission of a num- 
ber of offences in which, perhaps, the 
lives of one or two people are involved. 
I would prefer that individuals, such 
as those responsible for the commission 
of crimes of robbery under arms, should 
be sent to some place of detention 
where they would not be able to get 
away, and instead of getting good 
healthy food, and having people to wait 
upon them, they should get whatever 
thev would be entitled to, considering 
the type they are, and where they 
would be compelled by the St§te to do 
a certain class of useful work to pay 
for their detention in that Institution. 
That is the view I take of punishment, 
and I think it is a type of punishment 
that will deter those people from com- 
mitting such crimes as those to which I 
refer. That is why I support this 
amendment. 

The PRESIDENT: I would like to 
say that this subject has so far received 
from the critics of the proposals of the 
Govemment an examination which the 
circumstances of the time did not war- 
rant. Nearly every Deputy who has 
spoken in favour of the deletion of this 
Sub-section dealt with humanity, with 
numanity in the abstract, and not with 
the particular circumstances of the days 


in which we are living, and not with the 
particular class of persons whom it is 
proposed here to deal with. Now the 
factj are—that people's property has 
been seized under arms, that arms have 
been used for the personal benefit and 
personal pelí of individuals who placed 
themselves outside of, not responsible 
to, and indifferent to, society as a dass. 
Usually when cases like that occur in 
cvery country the attitude that has 
becn taken has been to deal sternly and 
immediately with such persons to show 
them that they cannot, with impunity. 
attack society and not pay the penalty. 
A good many years ago when a parti- 
cular form of crime was prevalent in 
England, a certain judge adopted strin- 
gent and strong measures with regard 
to it, and within six months the crime 
was no more. It is not in an attempt to 
wreak the vengeance of the State or the 
vengeanee of society on these persons 
that it is proposed here to administer 
corporal punishment, but it. is that' 
every person who has in his mind or 
contemplates the act of seizing property 
which is not his by arms or with arms 
in his hands, that that, person is going 
to be dealt with in such a manner as 
vvill deter others of his class or order 
from making the same experiment. The 
facts are that quite a large number of 
those who have committed these crimes 
against society have been arrested,quite 
a large mimber of them. I saw from 
a recent report which I had from the 
Minister for Ilome Affairs that we had a 
proportion of thirteen persons arrested 
in respect of say seventeen offences—a 
fairly large proportion for a young and 
courageous body that is doing its work 
under extraordinary difficulties. Every-. 
body knows that if you are to have an 
efficient police force it will require 
vears of training and of study of its 
particular work to enable it to func- 
tion. Here these young men have been 
thrown out in some parts of the country 
where some of them were never be- 
fore, and the results they have achieved 
are a credit to them. What now is 
going to be the action on the part of 
the Government. in assuring these young 
men fhat the strong arm of the State 
is behind them ? What else except this 
thing of administering such punish- 
ment as will prevent a repetition of 
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these experiments in the future. 
AVhat hae happcned? Quite a num- 
ber of Civic Uuard stations have been 
raided. In somc cases the uniforms 
of the Civic Guards have been taken, 
and in other cases their bicycles were 
taken. The Guards themselves have 
been maltreated, and I wonder wúll 
those who will come under this particu- 
lar Aet and who will get this punish- 
mont, ever eonsider what a serious 
thing it was to have maltreated 
these scrvants of the State when 
they were carrying on their nefarious 
designs throughout the countiy? There 
is no use in pointing to humanity and 
saying humanity is against this punish- 
ment. We are all against it, and none 
of us wish to have this particular form 
of punishment in our statutes; none of 
us ever see a sentence of that kind im- 
posed on one ot‘ this class that we do 
not feel it just as much as any other 
person who w r ill speak of it and con- 
demn it. 

I put to Deputies the ease of the 
Civic Guard robbed under arms, 
thrown down on the ground and 
jumped upon. Will those w r ho com- 
mitted these partieular acts ever feel 
what corporal punishment is unless 
there be a corrective, such as this, to 
deal with them? Let me take, say, the 
case that Deputy Baxter on leaving 
this House and on his way home is 
saluted by some gentleman with a blow 
on the chin; that when he gets up he 
finds his watch gone and secs his assail- 
ant move oft*. Is it the Deputy’s ,idea 
that he must run after his assailant and 
say to him, “ Erring brother, let me 
embrace you and restore you once 
again to society and show you what an 
awlul thing you have done 

Mr. BAXTER: I do not stand for 
that. 

The PBESIDENT : Certainly not, but 
if you do not, the question is, 
how are w r e going to correct 
it? I am sure I)eputy Baxter 
w r ould not countcnance anything 
like that and would not like to see 
Deputy Heffcrnan assaulted in the 
same manner when going home. I am 
sure that if Deputy Baxter saw one of 
these gentleman assáult Deputy Heffer- 
nan the’ flrst thing he would do 
would be to knock down that man. If 
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that be the case, is there corporal pun- 
ishment in that? I take it that there 
is, and that any man who would be 
knocked down would feel the blow 
unless devoid of all sense of feeling. 
That is the first impulse any 
man who would be knocked dowii, 
the impulse of self-defencc. When 
you gi*t back to normal condi- 
tions, and normal eonditions mean that 
when rohberies take placc they w r ill 
not he carried out under arms, 
then I say it will be time enough to 
wipe out this punishment, and no one 
will welcome it more than the Minister 
for Home Affairs and myself. 

Mr. JOHNSON: The President has 
made a speech he might have made had 
he been advoeating whipping or flog- 
ging for any variety of offence what 
ever. 

The PRESIDENT : No. 

Mr. JOHNSON: If we see a man com- 
ing out of a jeweller’s shop with a 
handful of watches are we to fall upon 
his neck and say “ come back to the 
paths of rcctitude, brother? ,J If we 
see a man having forged his emplo^er’s 
name are we to come up to him and 
say come back, brother, do not do 
that sort of thing again; come and ask 
for forgiveness , 9 9 but do not attempt 
to punisli him. We might argue the 
same way for every offence iraaginable 
and say there is nothing to be done ex- 
cept to put that man into such a 
position as he will feel the enormity of 
his offencc. The same kind of argu- 
ment was used when it was proposed 
to abolish capital punishment which at 
a certain time was awarded for sheep- 
stealing. The same kind of argument 
was used at every step towards the 
abolition of flogging or the use of 
capital punishment. A man attacks a 
Civic Guard and jumps upon him. How^ 
is he to be made to feel that that sort 
of crime cannot be condoned unless we 
inflict corporal punishment upon him. 
The President used that argument 
after six months of a Bill which in- 
flicted corporal punishment and gives 
us references to offences of this kind 
which are being committed up aud 
down the country in spite of the fact 
that this punishment of flogging haá 
been embodied in the Temporary Pro- 
visions Act passed last year. 
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The PRESIDENT : They are growing 
less. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Growing less; for 
what reason? Because of the flogging? 

The PRESIDENT : That is right, and 
aiso because of detection. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Then the efficiency 
of the Civic Guard has nothing to do 
with it? 

The PRESIDENT: And detection, I 
said. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Then every effort of 
the Government in the promotion of 
peace has nothing to do with it. It is 
merely the flogging punishment that is 
responsible. If then, the Minister can 
point to flogging as the reason whv 
these various erimes are growing lcss, 
why does he not, as the logieal dedue- 
tion of that argument, ask for every- 
thing to be included—for all those 
offences, even those of summary juris- 
diction, to be included. If flogging is 
a corrective, why limit it to these cases? 
The Minister will say beeause it is in- 
tended for the particular kind of 
offence. Deputy Wolfe told us of the 
particular kind of offence that he 
wants. Eaeh Deputy has a different 
kind of offence for which he 
would inflict flogging on the offender. 
In one case it is a sexual offence, in 
another arson, in another it is a case of 
robbery with violence, and in another 
it is held up against a blackleg in a 
trade dispute. Each person or class of 
person, according to their training and 
character and social position, have a 
different kind of punishment as speci- 
aliy applicable to the kind of offence 
which those most interested have the 
greatest objection to. 

I think the fact that the offences. 
while happily growing less as I am glad 
to hear, still continue even in a smaller 
number of cases, proves at any rate 
that the punishment embodied in the 
Act which has now expired, has not 
bcen effective in deterring others from 
committing the same crimes, and I 
think that the Dáil must get its mind 
clear as to what is the intention. Is ít 
with the object of deterring the 
offender from committing the sarr 


; offence again, or is with the object of 
deterring oíher people from committing 
that kind of offence? The figures ad- 
duced show r that it has not been effec- 
tive in deterring others, and I do not 
, áiiow whether it is likely to have been 
! effective in deterring the prisoner him- 
sclf, l)ecause he has not had another 
opportunitv. But if lie is the kind of 
person that is addicted to 
s o'cloclc. this kind of offence, such as 
Deputy W oulf e had in mind, 
then he is not bcing dealt with in this 
Bill, because this is a temporary Bill, 
and expires at the end of one year, so 
we are not dealing with the repetition 
of offences. I w T ill ask the President, 
when this Bill has been securely passed 
in his leisure moments to read some of 
the speeehes that were made respeeting 
líogging and eapital punishment at any 
period, say, since the beginning of the 
seventcenth eentury, and he will find, 
if he compares them with his own 
speeeh to-day, exactly the same senti- 
ments, that for eertain kiiids of offences 
you must inflict this kind of punish- 
ment, and that if you do not, what is 
to deter the criminal. But it. has been 
found, as a matter of íact, that notwith- 
standing the repetition of the old story 
about six months after the infliction 
of flogging by Mr. Justice Day the 
offences ceased, that they did not in 
fact cease, and that Judges of even 
greater experience than Mr. Justice 
Day proved that in their cxperience 
flogging had had no deterrcnt effect 
upon that particular class of offendev. 
The case that has been adduced respect- 
ing other kinds of offenccs than those 
referred to in the Section need not be 
discussed, because they will not bc 
affected, and as I said earlier, Deputy 
Woulfe is logically bound to support 
this amendment. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I do not know 
whether it is Deputy Heffeman’s view 
that people should be allowed to roll 
out oí public houses half an hour after 
closing *time and drive home without 
lights on their cars, but it struek me 
that the Deputy was somewhat out of 
order in airing grievances of that kind 
on this particular Sub-section. Deputy 
Johnson said that really of the two he 
would prefer the capital punishment to 



1573 Puhlic Safety (Punishment of 28 February, 1924. Offencea) Temporary Bill. # 1574 


the punishment prescribed in this 
Section- 

Mr. JOHNSON: I said it would do 
less harm to the State and to the social 
conscience. . 

Mr. O’HIGGINS:-that at least it 

would be an absolute deterrent so far 
as the particular offender was con- 
cerned. Now, I am willing to give care- 
ful and sympathetic eonsideration to 
any amendment tabled by Deputy 
Joímson to any Bill which I introduce. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I know the Minister 
would like to wallow. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I do not really 
know whether there is much to be 
gained by covering all the ground we 
covered last year, and treading the 
dreary round as to whether this par- 
ticular form of punishment had or had 
not stopped garrotting in the year of 
grace 1780, or thereabouts, but there is 
one fallacy, at any rate, that ought to 
be exploded. The Deputy says these 
crimes stilí occur: therefore, the 
penalty was no deterrent. Now, you 
cannot prove a negative, and it is not 
possible to say, as the Deputy seems to 
suggest, that because crimes still occur 
there was no deterrent effect. I could 
just as well say that ten times as many 
crimes would have occurred but for 
this penalty, except that I could not 
prove it, and I do not like to put for- 
ward statements for which I cannot 
produce evidence. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Is not that what you 
do say? 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: It is what I think. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Exactly. Oan you 
prove a negative? 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I have not said it. 
The point is that you have arms sown 
all over the country. You have revol- 
vers dumped here and there, and people 
willing and eager to use them, perhaps, 
particularly willing and eager to use 
them for their own personal gain, and 
I am convinced that the State, or 
society—call it what you will—in self- 
defence must resort to extra penalties, 
penalties over and above those pre- 
scribed by the ordinary law, which is 
held in such reverence, and which were 


adequate in a more normal situation. 
That is the position. Some men think 
because they commit a crime with a 
gun that in some way the crime be- 
comes idealised; that whereas mere rob- 
bery is a shameful thing and a disgrace, 
if you rob with a gun it becomes a 
heroic and ennobling act. It is neces- 
sary to get rid of any delusions of that 
kind. It is necessary to take the halo, 
or any vestige of a halo there may be, 
from the head of the man who goes out 
to rob his neighbour with a gun. It is 
the deliberate policy to brand these 
two crimes as cowardly and disgrace- 
ful crimes. In a few cases where this 
particular sentence was imposed rela- 
tives sent in petitions saying: “ It is 
all right that John should serve a term 
of imprisonment; we know that he 
over-stepped the íine, but we would be 
glad if you would remit that particular 
portion of the penalty, because it is a 
disgrace.” I am glad that they con- 
sider it a disgrace, and I hope that the 
person on whose behalf they petitioned 
will also consider it a disgrace, and will 
come to realise that the State imposed 
that ignominious penalty because a 
eowardly and disgraceful crime had 
been committed. All the sympathy, all 
the benevolence, is poured out on the 
side of the offender. 

Mr. JOHNSON : By whom? 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: By everyone prac- 
tically, except myself and a few wise 
men. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I am glad that you 
distinguish between yourself and wise 
men. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: A few other wise 
men. I invite Deputies to look at the 
other side of the matter, to put them- 
selves in the place of the man trudging 
home with his week’s wages who is 
held up and robbed. Such cases have 
been reported to me, where men to 
whom certain arrears of pay were duc 
were waylaid within a few hundred 
yards of the factory or workshop where 
they were paid, and not only their 
week’s wages but the arrears that were 
known to be coming to them were 
robbed from them on their way home, 
and the unfortunate men had to trudge 
home with empty pockets and report 
that to their ©xpep'ant families. 
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[Mr. OHiggins.] 

These crimes are routine. They are 
common, as Deputies know, in many 
parts oí* the eountry—cowardly, base 
crimes of that kind—and there should 
be no apology due from a responsible 
Minister for taking the line that the 
situation is a special one, and an abnor- 
mal one, which the ordinary current 
law of the land is inadequate to rneet. 
And,' therefore, so far from being in 
any way apologetic for this partieular 
sub-section, if the crimes increase in 
degree and inerease in frequency, my 
only remedy for that would be to come 
to the Dáil and ask for still more 
stringent remedies. You eannot meet 
the situation otherwise. You eannot 
meet the situation by playing Brase’s 
Band to the eriminal. I did consider | 
last year thc advisability of tabling a 
proposal for the capital sentcnee in 
connection with robbery under arms. 
Every man who goes out to rob with 
arms is a potential murderer. The 
President, I think, put his finger on the 
gist of the mattcr when he described 
this as self-defence on the part of 
society. In the individual it is a truism 
to say that self-preservation is the first 
law of nature; and the State, no less 
than the individual, more than the in- 
dividual, must deíend itself, and defend 
itself by the most eífeetive mcans, to 
use a phrase that has become famous, 
against the crimes that tend to under- 
mine the social fabric, crimes that tend 
to bring back the barbarism ot‘ th<f 
Stone Age, with every man’s hand 
against his neighbour. I did not wish 
to speak at length on this amendment, 
and I had made a good resolution not to 
speak with any vehemence; but lest the 
very few words which I said in exprcss- 
ing my opposition at the beginning 
should be misunderstood as any mood 
of apology, any mood of doubt as to the 
necessity for these provisions, as to thc 
wisdom of these provisions, I thought 
it better on the whole to speak again. 

Mr. DAVIN: I have always tried and 
been cautious in dealing with any 
.measure put forward in the Dáil to 
look at the proposals, so far as my 
views on them are concerned, at any 
rate, from the point of view of what 
I would do if I were on the other side 


of the House. I have always realised 
that a Party such as ours, which pro- 
bably majr look forward in the near 
future to sitting on the other side, 
with perhaps Deputy Johnson where 
the President is to-day—I am not 
anxious for the day especially under 
present eonditions—that any Constitu- 
tional Party appealing to the people 
to put them into the position of 
governing the country must realise 
that when they have got into that 
position thcy must deal with and pun- 
ish eriminals aeeording to the nature 
of their crimes. It is from that point of 
vicw alono 1 have tried in any eontri- 
butions 1 makc here to any debate 
to give serious eonsideration to any 
proposals put forward. The President 
has stated, and perhaps it is one of the 
few examples he eould give, that in a 
particular area 13 eriininals out of 17. 
were deteeted and punished. That was 
a well-deserved tribute to the Civic 
Guard, or whatever body was acting on 
behalf of the (íovernment, but I ean 
tell the President that is not a typieal 
example of the position as we find it in 
many parts of the eountry. I fully 
realisc that it is due t.o the apathy or 
laek of eourage on the part of the 
people who are interfered with and 
robbed. They are not. prepared to 
come forward and assist the servants of 
the Government to deal with and pun- 
ish thc eriminals who are infesting 
these particular areas. So far as I ean 
judge in a number of (*ases where rol>- 
bery under arms, arson, and other 
erimes of that nature are committed, 
the individuals eoneerned in their com- 
mission arc not very large in number. 

| They operatc in many cases over a very 
wide area. Therefore, I have been 
forced to the view, and I would like to 
hear the Prcsident or the Minister on 
it, or that the flovcrnment must, if 
these crimes are to be put down, pro- 
vide places of internment for these 
pcople where they will be made to work 
hard and give a return to the State for 
their intemment. 

Mr. 0 ’HIQQINS: What will you do 
with them if they do not work hardí 


Mr. DAVIN: I hope I am making 
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my position clear to the Minister, and 
he can deal with it afterwards. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I just asked the 
question, and I thought you might like 
to answer it oíf hand. What would you 
do with them if they do not work hard? 

Mr. DAVIN: I think the Government 
has a sufflciently large army of paid 
servants at their disposal. For in- 
stance, if Deputy Conlan desired it, and 
I am sure that he does, they could be 
engaged in the drainage of the Barrow. 
If the Government are not prepared to 
find thc money for that very necessary 
work, then I say there is no better class 
of work at which they eould put them. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: If they do not 
work what would you do with them ? 

Mr. DAVIN : So long, at any rate, as 
you give them eggs and rashers and 


toast in the morning, such as you have 
been giving them for some time, there 
is no necessity for them to work. The 
Minister has said here that it costs the 
Government at the rate of £1 per week 
to kecp the men who have been in- 
terned. Many States have bcen faced 
with a condition of things such as this 
State has passed and is passing 
through, and they have dealt with 
the situation in the way 1 suggest, 
and perhaps if the Government 
adopted tbat method it would 
act as a greater deterrent to 
those criminals who are committing 
these offenees to-day. I put that sug- 
gestion to the Government in a serious 
way, and I hope they will consider it 
and withdraw the proposals they have 
put forward. 

Amendment put. 

The Dáil divided: Tá, 12; Níl, 40. 


Pádraig F. Baxter. 

Séamus Mac Cosgair. 

Tómas Mac Eoin. 

Pádraig Mac Fhlannchadha. 
Tomás de Nógla. 

Tomás O Conaill. 


Aodh O Cúlacháin. 

Liam O Daimhín. 

Eamon O Dubhghaill. 

Mícheál O hlfearnáin. 
Domhnall O Muirgheasa. 
Pádraig O hOgáin (An Clár). 


Níl. 


Earnán de Blaghd. 

Seoirse de Bhulbh. 

John J. Cole. 

John Conlan. 

Bryan R. Cooper. 

Máighréad Ní Choileáin Bean Uí 
Dhrisceóil. 

Patrick J. Egan. 

Henry J. Finlay. 

Desmond Fitzgerald. 

John Hennigan. 

Connor Hogan. 

Domhnall Mac Cárthaigh. 

Liam T. Mac Cosgair. 

Maolmhuire Mac Eochadha. 

Pádraig Mac Fadóin. 

Pádraig Mac Giollagáin. 

Seán P. Mac Giobúm. 

Risteárd Mac Liam. 

Seoirse Mac Niocaill. 

Liam Mag Aonghusa. 


Seosamh Mag Craith. 

Martin M. Nally. 

John T. Nolan. 

Peadar O hAodha. 

Criostóir O Broin. 

Próinsias O Cathail. 

Aodh Ua Cinnéidigh. 
Conchubhair O Conghaile. 
Séamus N. O Dóláin. 

Tadhg S. 0 Donnabháin. 
Pádraig O Dubhthaigh. 

Eamon S. 0 Dúgáin. 

Aindriú O Láimhín. 

Séamus O Leadáin. 

Fionán O Loingsigh. 

Pádraic O Máille. 

Patrick K. Hogan (Luimneach). 
Seán M. O Súilleabháin. 
Caoimhghín O hUigín. 

Liam Thrift. 


Amendment declared lost. 




Mr. O’CONNELL: I propose: “ In 
Sub-section (4), page 2, line 52, to 
delete the word “ shall ” and to sub- 
«titute in lieu thereof the word 4 c may . 99 
The Committee in its wisdom has de- 
cided that flogging is to be retained in 
the Bill, and the purpose of my amend- 
ment is to make it permissive rather 


than mandatory. The Minister for 
Home Affairs, speaking on the other 
amendment, said that there was not 
much difference in principle between 
4 - 4 may M and “'shall.” 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: 44 Shall unless ” 
with the qualification in the Bill. 
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Mr. O’CONNELL: I thinlc that there 
is a very important principle involved. 
We discussed the principle on various 
occasions here as to the propriety of 
putting, in the Bill, minimum penalties. 
That applies to a greater extent here. 
I thinlc it ought to be left to .the dis- 
cretion of the judge whether the 
penalty of flogging should be inflicted. 
That is the purpose of the amendment. 
There is not mueh that I wish to say in 
the matter because the effect of the 
amendment is obvious. I do not think 
it is right that a judge should be in the 
position, as did happen in some cases 
recently, of feeling that he was forced 
to inflict a penalty which he himself did 
not thinlc should have been inflicted. 
I think that the matter should be left 
to the discretion of the judge. I will 
only, in this connection, seeing thal 
the object to be obtained is a deterrent, 
emphasise what was said in the 
other debate by I)eputy líeffernan, 
and the others, that it is not the actual 
punishment will prevent crime so much 
as the apprehending of the criminal. 
If crime has become less frequent, I 
believe that it is due to the faet that in 
recent months a greater effort has been 
. made in capturing criminals, and these 
eíforts have mct with greater success. 
I am firmly convinced that it is not so 
much the punishmcnt the criminal will 
get when he is caught that will prevent 
crime being committed as the belief 
that potential criminals will hold that 
if they commit a crime they cannot get 
away without being captured. It is 
that comparative immunity from cap- 
ture which criminals have had in the 
last three or four years during the dis- 
turbed state of this country that has 
led to the present position, which is, 
happily, becoming less and less acute 
every day, and I believe that it is along 
that line that suecess in putting down 
crime will be achieved rather than 
going along thc lines of this Bill. 

Mr. O’HIOOINS: It would be dis- 
courteous if I said nothing in reply. 
though I feel that everything that 
should be said on this amendment has 
already been said. The difference is 
not, as the Deputy suggested, between 
“ may 99 and “ shall, ,, because the Bill 
says if there are special circumstanccs 
which in the opinion of the judge 


constitute a mitigation oí the offence, 
this penalty need not be imposed. The 
Deputy spoke of judges being forced to 
impose this penalty, as if there were 
no remedy. There is, first of all, a 
remedy in the Bill. It is that if there 
are speeial circumstances which the 
judge thinks constitute a mitigation 
there is no obligation to impose a 
penalty, and in any case in which a 
judge entertains doubts as to whether 
the penalty is fully deserved it is open 
to him to make representation to the 
Executive to that cffect. . Any represen- 
tation that has been rcceivcd from any 
judge or magistrate has not been lightly 
trcated or set aside. My posit.ion witli 
regard to this amendment is quite 
simple. I believe that in the setting 
this penalty is necessary for these two 
offences. That is the position in the 
abstract. If a special case ariscs wheve 
there seems to be mitigating circum- 
stances, and where the court is satisfíed 
1 tliat there are such mitigating circum- 
stances, then this sub-soction as it 
stands, provides a remedy, and in such 
cases there is no obligation on the 
court to pass this particular sen- 
tcnce. There have been cases in 
which there were mitigating circum- 
stances. There has been one case 
in which a robbery was committed, with 
arms, and for one reason or another— 
I am not in a position to say for what 
reason—the stolen money was returned. 
The pcrson v/ho committed the robbery 
was caught, but the fact that the money 
was returned was regarded as a miti- 
gating eircumstance, and the penalty 
was not imposed. There will, no doubt. 
be occasional cases in which the degree 
of guilt seems somewhat less than in 
the average normal case, and that case 
is met in the sub-section as it stands. 
The net effect of the amendment, if car- 
ried, would be simply to revert to the 
ordinaiy normal law r which provides 
that this particular penalty may be im- 
posed for robbery under arms. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: What about 
arson? 

Mr. O’HIQQINS: Not with regard to 
arson I quite agree, but with regard 
to the offence of robbery uníler arms. 

I have stated that I believe a situation 
exists which requires an exfension of 
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the ordinary law of the country. Con- 
sequently I am unwilling to aceept the 
amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON : The Minister now 
evidently has come to the conclusion 
that the object of this particular kind 
of penalty is to get back the money 
which has bcen stolen. The deterrent 
effect of the punishment is not the ob- 
ject now. It ís because it has the 
effcct of gettin«‘ back the money which 
has been stolen. I realise, of coursc, 
tliat the Minister has spoken two or 
three tirnes ironieally in referencc to 
remarks of mine regarding the ordinary 
law. He has spoken of the ordinary 
law which is held in such reverence. It 
is quite evident that what the Minister 
holds in revorenco is not the ordinary 
law but special and temporary eoercion 
Bills. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: [ think it would be 
wrong for rm* to allovv the Dcputy to 
misrepresent me. T have not stated 
t.hat the objeet of the penalty is to get 
bíick stolen property. I mentioned, in 
a purely passing way, as an instanee, 
that there had bee.n a case in which, 
prior to the trial and to thc conviction, 
particular stolen funds had been re- 
turned, and that was regarded as a 
mitigating cireumstance, and the pen- 
alty of ílogging was not imposed. On 
this ordinary law question, it seems to 
me the idea is that the ordinary law, 
which incidentallv is the law that was 
not made by ourselves, is worthy of 
every respect and reverence. But, if 
we consider a particular law necessary 
to meet a particular situation, then that 
is looked on with horror; that is an 
abomination. Yet the object of all law 
is simply to meet the requirements of 
society from time to time. But the 
liome-made article is essentially wrong. 
The sound conservative mind of Deputy 
Johnson keeps harping back to that 
which was made prior to our times. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Why do you make 
this temporary? 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: If the Deputy puts 
down an amendment I will consider it. 

Mr. JOHNSON: It is your Bill, not 
mine. 

Am'endment put and declared lost. 


Mr. DAVIN: I beg to move: “ To 
dolcte Sub-section (5).” The language 
used in the drafting of this Sub-section 
I think is the best argument that can 
bo put forward in favour of its deletion. 
This Bill, which is a temporary Bill to 
meet a situation which is far from 
normal, lays down certain penalties for 
c( rtain crimcs referred to in the Second 
Schedule. These penalties, we take it, 
are not penalties to meet a normal state 
of affairs. If the existing law, which 
has been passed to deal with a situation 
and conditious which are normal, lays 
down more severe penalties for these 
crirnes, then I fail to understand why 
this particular Sub-section is drafted 
in the way it is. Thc Minister must 
know, espeeially in regard to crimes 
such as arson, whether the existing law 
lays down more severe penalties than 
the penalties laid down in this Sub- 
section. Therefore, I think, if the 
; existing lavv does provide for that, there 
i is no neccssity for the insertion of this 
Sub-scction. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: This Bill was in- 
tended to provide an expeditious 
method of dealing with crimes set out 
in the Schcdule. It is of a temporary 
nature, and because it is temporary we 
do not think it worth the trouble of 
fínding out in each particular case whc- 
ther thc punishment prescribed in the 
Bill is less t.han thc punishment prc- 
scribed by t.he ordinary existing law. 
It was not the intention when the Pub- 
lic Safety Act of last year was passed 
that it would operate to the exelusion 
of the ordinary code. But some 
Judges and some District Justices took 
thc view when a prosecution was 
brought under the Public Safety Act 
that then of necessity only the penal- 
ties mentioned under the Public Safety 
Act could be imposed. Without pro- 
fessing to pronounce on that view^ it 
was thought wise to put in this Section 
to make it clear that there was no ’in- 
tention to hamper judges or magis- 
trates in that way, and wherever, in a 
j special case, the ordinary law enabled 
I them to prescribe and impose a heavier 
penalty than is mentioned in this Bill 
that they would have power to do so. 

The Lórd Chief Justice in trying one 
particular case which came before him 
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remarked that as the charge was for- 
mulated under the Public Safety Act 
he was precluded from imposing the 
sentence which he thought the crime * 
deserved and he expressed the opinion ; 
that the criminal as a result got off too 
lightly. ne said that the penalties im- 
pos$d by the Public Safety Act with 
regard to the particular offence, the 
nature of which I forget at the moment, 
were inadequate to meet an aggravated 
case, and that, in fact, under the ordin- 
ary law which existed prior to the pass- 
ing of the Public Safety Act, heavier 
penalties could be imposed. It so hap- 
pened that that particular charge was 
formulated with specific reference to a ! 
Section and Sub-section of the Public | 
Safety Act and in the circumstances 
the judge felt that he Avas confined to 
the penalties which the Public Safety 
Aet prescribcd. This Section 5 is 
simply inserted so that, if it should 
happen in a particular case that a 
heavier sentence could be imposed un- 
der the ordinary law than is mentioned 
in this Bill, Justices would be at liberty 
to impose it. I see nothing objection- 
able in the Section. I see a certain ad- 
vantage. It meets such a special case 
as was commented on by the Lord 
Chief Justice and I do not propose to 
accept the amendment. 

Amendment put and declared lost. 

Question proposed: That Section 1 
stand part of the Bill.” 

Mr. JOHNSON: On that question I 
want to draw attention to Sub-section 
(1), and to relate it to Part I. of the 
Sehedule, paragraph 2. One of the 
offences in Part I. of the Schedule 
reads: 4 * l.Tnlawfully inducing or at- 
tempting to induce any officer of the 
Government of Saorstát Eireann to re- 
fuse, neglect or omit to discharge hi.s 
duty as such offtQer.” I want to sug- 
gest. to the Minister that he should re- 
consider the effect of this Sub-section 
and that paragraph of. the Schedule. 
There are very many offieers. I táke \ 
that originally it was thought ‘‘officer” 
had reference particularly to múitarv 
officers. Let us assume the case of a 
Ou stoms officer on the Border. Some 
Veputies perhaps will be interested in 
this.. One of their constituents attempts 
to pass through the Border without dis- 
cíosing that he has a certain quautity 


of cigarettes in his pocket. The customs 
officer is in duty bound to report. It 
is a minor offmce, let us assume, and 
the person concerned quite unlawfully 
attempts to persuade that officer to neg- 
Ject, or omit to discharge his duty in 
the matter. Undoubtedly that is an 
offenee. What kind of penalty is pro- 
vided? Nothing less than penal servi- 
tude, and there is no option. “ Eveiy 
pei'son found guiltv on indictment of 
any of the offenccs mentioned in Part I. 
may bc sentenced to suffer penal servi- 
tude for life, or such term of penal ser- 
vitude as the judge may decide.” It 
may be said of course that that person 
would not be charged on indictment, 
but we do not know. Offences that 
are not so minor as the one I have in- 
stanced may still be ot* a kind which 
would not justify thc minimum pcnaltv 
of penal servitude. Vet, we are oblig- 
ing a judge to inflict a. penalty of penal 
servitude. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: “ May be sen- 
tenccd.” 

Mr. JOHNSON: Ycs, “ may be sen- 
tenced.” If guilt^, he eannot be sen- 
tenced to anything less than penal ser- 
vitude, and penal servitude, I think, 
implies not less than three years’ impri- 
sonment. There are very manyclasses of 
officers of the State carrying on a very 
great variety of duties, and many 
attempts may be made to induce such 
officers to neglect or to refuse to dis- 
charge their duty. If we are going to 
impose thcse minimum penalties, such 
as penal servitude, under indictment, 
and these other imprisonments, with or 
without hard labour—of course, there 
is móre option in paragraph 2, but in 
paragraph 1 there is no option to the 
judge but to impose a penalty of penal 
servitude—I submit that paragraph 2 
of the Schedule, which is related to 
Section 1, requires amendment to con- 
fine the offences to officers, and I would 
suggest military officers or members of 
the army. There is no amendment down 
in this matter, but I would like the 
/ Minister to pay attention to this criti- 
cism, beeause I think it will be fo un d 
when we get to the Schedule, if it is 
passed in its. present form, tíiat pos-, 
® . y ? r &ve injustice and over-penal- 
ísing for certain classes of offences may 
be embodied in the law. 
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Mr. O’HIGGINS: I will consider 
what the Deputy has stated, and will 
consult with others on the matter. 
Meanwhile I would like to offer some 
comments. The paragraph which the 
Deputy quotes, Part I. of the Schedule, 
sets out two offences, and Sub-section 
(L) of Section 1 deals only with convic- 
tion on indictment. For a minor or 
trivial offence the State is not likely to 
formulate a definite charge and bring 
a man before a jury. Minor oífences 
would be dealt with in a summary way. 
The objection to confining the matter 
to officers of the army, officers of the 
disciplined forces of the State, police or 
military, is that resort to terrorism 
against civil officers of the State is not 
infrequent. District Justices, Under- 
Sheriffs, State Solicitors, who are es- 
sential factors in the machinery of the 
State, have from time to time been sub- 
ject to threats and terrorism in various 
forms. It would, of course, be a ques- 
tion of degree, and the degree would 
deeide whether the State would for- 
mulate an indictment and put a man 
forward for trial before a jury of his 
fellow-citizens or proceed by summary 
chargc. It is necessary to extend the 
sub-section to officers of the State other 
than officers of the army or of the 
police forces. Meanwhile, what I said 
holds, that I would undertake to look 


more closely into the matter in the 
light of the remarks made by the De- 
puty. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I would like to sup- 
plement what I said and correct a 
slight misconception of my own, and I 
think a slight misconception on the 
part of the Minister. As it appears to 
me, any offence in Part I. of the 
Schedule must be the subject of an in- 
dietment. At least that is suggested 
here. There is no suggestion of an 
offence under Part I. being the subject 
of summary jurisdiction. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: A minor offence 
would be dealt with otherwise than 
under this Bill. A minor offence would 
be dealt with under the ordinary eode. 

Mr. JOHNSON: That is assuming 
that the Minister will be of the same 
mind in six months as he is now, or 
that his successors will be. 

Progress ordered to be reported. 

DÁIL RESUMES. 

Progress reported—Committee to sit 
again to-morrow. 

The Dáil adjourned at 9 p.m. until 12 
o’cloch to-morrow. 
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CEISTEANNA—QUESTIONS. 
ORAL ANSWERS. 


CLOSING OF CREAMERIES (PRE- 
TRUCE PERIOD.) 

PADRAIG O hOGAIN (Luimneach) 

asked thc Presideut il* he will state 
whether claims for actual loss caused 
by the closing of creameries by order 
of the British Military during the 
Black and Tan regime would no\v be 
dealt with, and what machinery, if any, 
exists for that purpose. 

The PRESIDENT : The necessity for 
expediting the establishment of a Court 
to hear cases of this kind has, as I have 
alreadv stated, been brought to the 
notice of the British Covernment, with 
whom negotiations are still in progress. 
It is hoped that a defínite agreement on 
the outstanding points at issue will soon 
be reached. When the fmal arrange- 
ments have been made, a public an- 
nouncement will be issued without de- 
lay. 

DISMISSED AND RESIGNED R.I.C. 

PADRAIG 0 hOGAIN (An Clár) 

asked the Minister for Finance if he is 
aware that a good deal of dissatisfac- 
tion exists amongst a number of dis- 
misscd and resigned R.I.C. men, whose 
claims have been disallowed by the 
Committee that inquired into such 
claims, and if it is intended to set up 
any tribunal before which such men 
can put forward their cases; further, 
when it is intended to make payment 
to those whose claims have been al- 
lowed. 


MINISTER for FINANCE (Mr. 
Blythe) : I caunot see my way to a re- 
hearing of any case in which the Com- 
mittee referred to was not satisfied that 
the applicant resigned or was dismissed 
from the R.I.C. by reason of his 
national sympathies. The cases repor- 
ted on by the Committee are at present 
being examined with a view to thc issue 
of the necessary certificates under Sec- 
tion 5 (1) of the Superannuation aiul 
Pensions Act, 1923. Provision for the 
payment of sueli pensions as are 
granted is being taken in a Supple- 
mcntary Estimate which will be laid 
before the Dáil at an early date. 

CLOGHNA RANCH (CARLOW). 

EAMON 0 DUBHGHAILL asked 
the Minister for Agrieulture whether 
the Cloghna Raneh, on the Bruen Es- 
tate, Co. Carlow, is vested in the Land 
Comrnission, and, if not, whether lie can 
state when it will be vested. 

MINISTER for INDUSTRY and 
COMMERCE (Mr. McGrath), replying 
for Minister for Agriculture: The lands 
referred to have not been vested in the 
Land Commission. The landlord has 
lodged particulars to enable the Land 
Commission to collect Compounded 
Arrears of Rent, and payment in lieu of 
rent under the Land Act, 1923. The 
further particulars to enable the pur- 
chase to be proceeded with have not yet 
been lodged. 

PERRY ESTATE (KILKENNY.) 

EAMON 0 DUBHGHAILL asked the 
Minister for Agriculture if he will state 
whether the ranch lands on the Perry 
Estate, Stoneyford, Co. Kilkenny, are 
now vested in the Land Commission, 
and, if so, if he can state when the said 
lands are likely to be distributed 
amongst evicted tonants and landless 
men in the district. 

Mr. McGRATH, replying for Minis- 
ter for Agnculture: The landlord has 
lodged particulars of this Estate, but it 
has not yet been vested in the Land 
Commission. The Estate will b#dealt 
with in due course. 
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FLAX GBOWINO IN CO. COBK. 

TADHO 0 DONNABHAIN asked 
the Minister for Agriculture if he has 
received any report from the Flax In- 
structor in County Cork as to the ap- 
proximate quantity of ílax seed re- 
quired for sowing in Cork County this 
season; whether he has got any report 
frorn this Instructor on the retting ex- 
periments carried out last year, and if 
it is intended to have such experimonts 
carricd on again this season. 

Mr. McOBATH, replying for Minis- 
ter for Agriculture: The Flax Instruc- 
tor stationed in West Cork district is 
still prosecuting his inquiries as to the 
quantity of seed required by growers 
this season in that district. Ile has 
already reported to the Department 
that 200 bags of “ Riga ” and “ Per- 
nau Crown 99 seed have been ordcred 
by loeal morchants, and that he has 
advised local merchants that his infor- 
mation goes to show that a further 
quantity \vi]\ be required this season. 
This Instructor, in comtnon with other 
Flax Instructors, has been furnished 
by the Department (for oommunica- 
tion to local seed retailers) vith infor- 
mation as to supplies of seed and the 
quality thereof from the producing 
eountries, namely, Holland, the Baltic 
States and Canada. 

Valuations, based on hackling trials 
of representativo samples of scutched 
flax resulting from the retting experi- 
ments conducted last season in West 
Cork, were recently furnished to the 
Department, and a report on the ex- 
periment is in course of preparation. 
The question of carrying out a similar 
experiment this season is at present 
under consideration. 

PIG-BEEEDINO IN SAOBSTAT. 

TADHG 0 DONNABHAIN asked 
the Minister for Agriculture if he is 
aware that owing to the present low 
prices for pigs, rapid depletion is tak- 
ing place in the breeding stock of the 
Saorstát; whether his Department pro- 
pose taking any steps to prevent this, 
such as making use of the Agricultural 
Instjjuctors to educate the farmers by 
pubuc meeting or otherwise on the ne- 
cessity of preserving the pig-breeding 


stock of the country and the disastrous 
cconomic consequences of failing to do 
so. 

j Mr. McGBATH, replying for Minis- 
i ter for Agriculture: The Minister has 
j askcd me to ask thc Deputy to kindly 
repeat this question next week, as it 
has not becn possible to prepare a reply 
in tinie for to-day. 

MILITABY SEIZURES. 

PADRAIG 0 hOGAIN (An Clár) 

asked the Minister íor Home Affairs if 
j* it is proposed to compensate Mr. John 
' Conlan, Kilmorane, Darrah, Ennis, in 
i respect of a jennet, his property, seized 
by National Troops at New ITall. Ennis, 
in June, 1923, and if, iti consideration 
j of the fact that Mr. Conlan is a la- 
i bourcr having no means of support 
but his wages, hc will favourably con- 
sider the position with a view to eotn- 
pcnsating him. 

! PADRAIG 0 hOGAIN (An Clár) 

I aslced the Minister for Home Affairs 
if it is proposed to award compensa- 
tion to Mr. John Kiloughrey, Ballyea, 
j Tierntaclane, Ennis, in respect of four 
cows and one donkey, belonging to 
him, seized in June, 1923, by National 
Troops, and if, in consideration of the 
fact that the fences on the farm on 
which trespass is alleged were all down 
he will favourably consider the serious 
loss sustained by Mr. Kiloughrey with 
j a view to compensation. 

i MINISTER for HOME AFFAIBS 

(Mr. O’Higgins): This reply is in- 
tended to cover questions 7, 9, and 19 
on to-day Order Papcr. The proceeds 
of the sale of cattle seized prior to the 
passing of the Public Safcty (Emer- 
gency Powers) Act, 1923, when tres- 
passing illegally, are at present in the 
hands of the Military authorities by 
whom the seizure was effected. Ar- 
rangements are, however, being made 
under which these monies, rogether 
with the relevant papers, will be trans- 
ferred to my Department, and the 
question will then be considered of how 
the monies should be distributed, prior 
consideration being given to cases 
where the trespass was accidental, 
against the will of the owner or other- 



1591 


Questions . DAIL EIREANN. Oral Ansuiers . 1592 


wise innocent. It cannot, at the mo- 
ment, be stated whether any ex-gratia 
grant will be made in the case men- 
tioned. 

Mr. HOOAN (Clare) : Can the Minis- 
ter give any indication as to how thcse 
particular people will prove that the 
trespass was aceidental? Will an afíi- 
davit be sufficient to prove that thc 
trespass was accidental? 

Mr. 0 ’HIGGINS : I could not give 
any indication of that at the moment. 
I am sure that if affidavits were ae- 
cepted they would be forthcoming. 

GARDA SIOCHANA SEARCH FOR 
WIRELESS APPARATUS. 

PADRAIG O hOGAIN (An Clár) 

asked the Minister for Home Affaií*s if 
he is aware that the premises of Mr. M. 
Vaughan, Lahinch, Oo. Olare, were 
raided on the 26th inst. l)y mcmbers of 
the Gárda Síoehána holding a warrant 
to search for wireless apparatus, and if 
he will state if any ot her raids of a 
similar naturo have been reported to 
him. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I havc ascertained 
that the premises of Mr. M. Vaughan, 
Lahinch, Co. (Uare, were searched by 
the Gárda Síochána. A full report has 
not, however, been received, and I can- 
not at the momcnt state whether the 
officer concorned acted Avithin his 
authority. A full report on the subject 
has been ealled for, and I will let thc 
Deputy know the result. 

SPECIAL CONSTABLE’S RE- 
MUNERATION (CAMOLIN, 
WEXFORD). 

RISTEARD MAC FHEORAIS asked 
the Minister for Home Affairs if he has 
received an application from Mr. Gerald 
Byrne, Camolin, Co. Wexford, for pay- 
ment due for acting as Special Con- 
stable at the last Goneral Election, and, 
íf so, when he proposes to give a diree- 
tion to have same paid. 


Election, with the exception of three 
who are stated to have been employed 
in thc Camolin District, and whose 
claims were not received by him until 
after he had rendered his account to 
the Ministry of Finance. 

If it is íound, in response to the in- 
quiry addressed on the point to the, 
Returning Officer, that these three 
Constables were formally appointed 
by him, he will be authorised to dis- 
charge the claims. 

DISCHARGED SOLDIER S UNEM- 

PLOYMENT BENEFIT (STRA- 
BOE, CARLOW). 

EAMON 0 DUBHGHAILL asked 
the Minister for Industry and Com- 
merce if he is aware that Private 
Michael Carroll, Straboe, Palatine, Co. 
Carlow, late Mechanical Transport, 
No. 12181, was discharged from the 
Army on January 2nd last, and has 
since been signing at the Labour Ex- 
change, Tullow; w r hether seeing that 
he has not received unemployment 
benefit, steps will bc taken to inquire 
into the matter with a view to expedit- 
ing payment. 

Mr. McGRATH: When Michael Car- 
roll, Straboe, Palatine, Co. Carlow, 
claimed Únemployment Benefit at Tul- 
low, it was found that he had no ac- 
count with the Unemployment Fund 
in Ireland. Having previous to his 
Army Service worked in Glasgow, the 
LTnemployment Book which he held 
belonged to Great Britain, and his ac- 
count with the Unemployment Fund 
was in London. Immediate steps were 
taken to transfer the account to Dub- 
lin. Soine delay necessarily occurred 
in the transfer; but as soon as it was 
received in Ireland payment of benefit 
to the maximum amount was author- 
ised, and the applicant will get his 
first payment, including any arrears 
due to him, to-day. 

SECONDARY EDUCATION SYSTEM 
IN SAORSTAT. 


Mr. BLYTHE: I have been asked to 
reply to this question. 

The Returning Officer for County 
Wexford has paid all Special Con- 
stables employed at the last General 


Mr. P. McGILLIGAN asked the 
Minister for Education if any steps 
have yet been taken to reform th%sys- 
tem of Secondary Education iá the 
Saorstát, and whether in pursuance of 
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promises already given, he is now in a 
position to say what arrangements 
have been made by way of increased 
interim grant for the current year, 
salary scale, and pension scheme to re- 
dress the financial grievances of thc 
secondary teachers. 

The PRESIDENT, repl'ying for 
Minister for Education: In the case of 
education, as of other public services, 
the Budget position is such as to 
necessitate a reduction of State eharges 
below the level prevailing herctofore. 
Increased financial provision for any 
branch of the service is oonsequently 
only possible by rneans of cconomies in 
other branches. Thc position oí second- 
ary cducation generally, ineluding that 
of the teachers, is under consideration, 
but the Minister is not in a position 
at the mornent to say more than that 
it has been decided to include provision 
for an interim grant of £100,000 in the 
Estimates of 1924-25 for Intermediate 
Education, which will shortly be pre- 
sented to the Dáil. 

The basis of distribution of this 
grant still remains to be determined. 

Professor MAGENNIS : ]May I ask, 
as a supplementary question, does the 
President remember that in his capa- 
city as Minister for Mnaiiee in the last 
Dáil, in reply to me, he promised to 
givc special consideration to this ques- 
tion, and led us to believe that a special 
grant would be made at an early date 
to the secondary teachers? Does he 
remember, or can the Minister for 
Finanee recall, that some time ago I 
put a question as to what arrange- 
ments had been made to carry out this 
pledgc, and the reply of the Minister 
was that he was not yet in a position 
to state. Are we to understand that 
this interim grant of £100,000 for In- 
termediate Education is for the whole 
service, or is the adwitional grant for 
secondary teachers only? 

The . PRESIDENT : The additional 
grant is for secondary teachers only. 

Mr. McOILLIOAN: I would like to 
know if this additional grant has taken 
t.he place of the pension scheme? 


Mr. BLYTHE: I would like to say, 
first, that there was no question ever 
of a pension scheme. There could be 
no question, therefore, of this taking 
the place of the pension scheme. A 
decision has not yet been come to on 
the matter of the salary scheme. The 
interim grant remains an interim grant 
until a decision can be taken. 

WEXFORD OLD AOE PENSIONS 
WITHHELD. 

RISTEARD MAC FHEORAIS asked 
the Minister for Local Government if 
he will state why old age pensions have 
been withheld from Messrs. Edward 
Murphy, New Lane, Wexford, John 
Murphy, King Street, Wexford, and 
John Byrne, Monck Street, Wexford. 

Mr. BLYTHE, replying for Minister 
for Local Govemment: The first claim 
was disallowed because the applicant 
did not furnish conclusivc evidence of 
age. His baptismal certificate was not 
produced, and although he was twice 
married the certificate of either mar- 
riage was not supplicd. It was not 
possible, therefore, to have a search 
made for his marriage age in the re- 
cords of the Registrar-Gcneral. Affi- 
davits purporting to prove age as over 
70 were subinittcd. iMention was not 
made thercin of any relevant facts in 
claimant/s life history, such as the date 
of niarriage of his parents, and his 
position amongst the children, espe- 
cially as compared with a younger 
brother or sister whose age was estab- 
lished, or even the date or place of 
either of his two marriages. 

The other cases mentioned by the 
Deputy are claimants to blind pension, 
not the old age pension. Decisions 
have not yet been given. The appeals 
recently received have Wen referred to 
the medical inspector as to the eyesight 
of the claiinants. 

Mr. CORISH: Is thc Minister aware 
that of these cases, two of the latter for 
blind pensions have been running on 
since last November, and will he 
expedite them? 

Mr. BLYTHE: I will refer the mat- 
ter to the Minister for Local Govern- 
ment. 
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DEPENDENTS* ALLOWANCE 
(TULLOW). 

EAMON 0 DUBHOHAILL asked the 
Minister for Defenee if he is aware that 
Thomas J. MacS\veeuey, No. 10216, 
joined the National Army in 1922, was 
married 27th June, 1923. and was dis- 
charged 19th September, 1923; whether 
repeated applications for dependcnts , 
allowance for his wife, Mrs. MacSwee- 
ney, Mill Street, Tullow, Co. Carlow, 
have been made without success, and 
whether payment of the allowance will 
be expedited. 

MINISTER for DEFENCE (General 
Mulcahy) : A chequc has now been sent 
to Mrs. MacSweeney, which clears the 
account up to the date of her husband’s 
discharge from the Army. 

A TULLOW CLAIM. 

EAMON 0 DUBHGHAILL asked the 
Minister for Dcfence if he is aware that 
Mary Anne Byrne, Tullowbeg Street. 
Tullow, Co. Carlovv, has not received 
dependents > allowance in respect of her 
son, Private Josepli Hickey, No. 89148, 
Pay Book 82058, who is her sole sup- 
port, and to ask whether payment will 
be expedited. 

General MULCAHY : Mrs. Byme’s 
claim is under investigation, and will 
be disposed of as soon as possible. 

BETURN OF SEIZED GUN. 

RISTEARD MAC FHEORAIS asked 
the Minister for Defence if an applioa- 
tion has been received at Army Head- 
quarters from John Doyle, South Quay, 
New Ross, for tlie return of a gun takcn 

by R.I.C. on 31st August, 1920. 

« 

General MULCAHY: Mr. Doyle’s ap- 
plication has been received, and searcii 
is being made for the gun. The result 
will be communicated at an early date. 

Mr. CORISH: Would the Minister be 
surprised to hear that a communication 
has been received from Woolwich Ar- 
senal from the authorities there saving 
that the gun is lying there, and would 
the Minister undertake tc have ín- 
quiries made into the matter? 


General MULCAHY : We are in cora- 
munication wit.h the British in the 
nmtter of a large number of arms that 
are belonging to persons in this coun- 
try. Those arms are at present lying 
aí Woolwich Arsenal, and it vvill take 
some timo before the matter ean be 
íinally settled. 

TRIALS OF INTERNEES. 

Mr. A. BYRNE asked the Minister 
for Defence whether any trials of in- 
ternecs are taking place for oífences 
committed during recent years in any 
courts outside the ordinary Civil 
Courts of Saorstát Eireann, and. if so, 
whether the relatives of the internees 
wil! be informed and legal assistance 
be allowed if desired; further, to ask 
whethor notieo of such trials will be 
given to thc Press, and whether Press 
representatives will be admitted to 
such proccedings. 

General MULCAHY: Trials of m- 

torncos aro not taking place outside 
tho Civil Courts, but in the cases of 
persons who have been sentenced by 
Military Tribunal prior to the 3rd 
August last, the date of the “ Indem- 
nity Act, 1923,” and vvho have applied 
for the review of their sentences a 
Board of Commissioners as provided 
by Rection 3 of the Act is sitting for 
tho purposc of confirming or reducing 
those sentences. 

Mr. JOHNSON : Will the Minister 
say whethor it is incumbent upon a 
prisoner or internee to make applica- 
tion, or is it automatic that the revievv 
vvill be considered by the Commission- 
ers ? 

General MULCAHY : It is incum- 
bont on the prisoner to make applica- 
tion to have his sentence reviewed. 

Mr. JOHNSON: In such cases, has 
that fact bcen notified to the prison- 
ers. and do prisoners have an oppor- 
tunity of appearing before the Com- 
mission and being represented by 
counsel or solicitor? 

General MULCAHY: The fact that 
the Commissíon is sitting and pre- 
pared to review cases in respect of 
whieh application has been made, has 
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been notified to the prisoners. The 
Commission does not re-hear cases. It 
simplv reviews the evidence contained 
in the documents that already exist. 
The prisoner, therefore, does not get 
a.n opportunity of appearing before 
the Commission, but I am sure there 
will be no objection to allowing him to 
have legal assistance to help him in 
any way that might be necessary in | 
making hís application for a review of 
the sentenee. 

Mr. JOHNSON : Does the Minister 
recognise any difterence in the presont 
situation as comparcd with the situa- 
tion whieh prevailed at the time that 
the original trial took place, and 
in cases where prisoners refused 
on that occasion to appear be- 
fore the Courts on the ground that 
they did not recognise such Courts, 
will hc give them an opportunity for 
a re-trial if now they are prepared to 
recognise the authority of these 
Courts? 

General MULCAHY: The question 
of re-trial docs not arise, and I would 
not be prepared to make arrangements 
for re-trial in cases in which prisoners 
refused to recognise the Courts before. 
Sentences were then passed as a result 
of evidence definitely recorded. The 
present Commission of Judges is re- 
viewing the evidence actually re- 
corded in the proceedings as a result 
of which the sentence was imposed. 
The nature of the evidence and all the 
circumstances will be taken into con- 
sideration by the Commissioners at the 
review. 

Mr. A. BYRNE: May I ask the 
Minister whether counsel can appear 
before the Commission which is at pre- 
sent sitting, and make a case on behalf 
of the prisoner? 

General MULCAHY : Counsel can- 
not appear before the Commissioners. 

WRITTEN ANSWERS. 

GLENGARRIPPE (GORK) HOTEL 
OLAIM. 

TADHG 0 MURCHADHA asked the 
Minister for Finance whether any 


award has yet been made by the Shaw 
Commission on the claim of Mrs. Han- 
nah M. O’Sullivan, Glen Ilotel, Glen- 
garriffe, Co. Cork, for damages to 
house and goods, owing to an attack 
on the house by British Forces in Au- 
gust, 1920, and whether, if an award 
has been made, payment will be expe- 
dited. 

Mr. BLYTHE: No award in the case 
rcferred to by the Deputy has yet been 
received from the Compensation ('om- 
mittee. 

TYRELLSPASS (WESTMEATH) 
CATTLE SEIZURE. 

Mr. P. W. SHAW asked the Minister 
for Home Affairs if, and when, compen- 
sation will be paid to Bernard Flana- 
gan, Tore, Tyrellspass, for 18 eattle 
seized by Military on the 22nd Feb- 
ruary, 1923, for trespass on the lands 
of Tore; whether the cattle belonging 
to other persons seized that day were 
returned to the owners on payment of 
the amount demanded for trespass, and 
whether settlement in this case on the 
same basis as the others can now be 
made. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I would refer the 
Deputy to my reply to two previous 
questions to-day in reference to 
seizures of stock by Military. 

| ARMY AGCOUNT (DUNMANWAY). 

TADHG 0 MUROHADHA asked the 
Minisjpr for Defence whether he will 
order payment of an aceount of £56 
due to Daniel McCarthy, Dunmanwav, 
for repairs to military motors and ac- 
cessories supplied. 

General MULCAHY : An account for 
only £46 2s. 3d. has been received from 
Mr. McCarthy. It will be settled in a 
few days. 

ARMY PETROL SUPPLIES 
(DUNMANWAY). 

TADHG 0 MURCHADHA asked the 
Minister for Defence when payment^ of 
an account of £30 for petrol supplied 
to the National Army at Dunmanway 
will be made to Eugene Daly, Dun- 
manway. 
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Gteneral. MULCAHY : Payment will 
be made to Mr. Daly in a few days. 

BILLETING ACCOUNT (BALLI 
NEEN, CORK). 

TADHG 0 MURCHADHA asked the 
Minister for Defenee whethcr payment 
of a billeting aecount of £19 odd will 
be expedited in the ease of Patrick 
Donovan, liallineen, Co. Cork. 

General MULCAHY : It is regretted 
that Mr. Donovan’s account cannot be 
traced at Headquarters. 

REPAIRS TO MILITARY CYCLE. 

TADHG 0 MURCHADHA asked the 
Minister for Defence if he will state 
when paynient of an account of £35 
odd for repairs to military cycles will 
be made to Felix O’Neill, of Dunman- 
way, Co. Cork. 

General MULCAHY : Mr. O’NeilFs 
accounts are under investigation, and 
their settlement will be effected as soon 
as possible. 

CLAIM AGAINST MILITARY 
AUTHORITIES (DRIMOLEAGUE). 

TADHG 0 MURCHADHA asked the 
Minister for Defence whether he will 
expedite payment of two accounts, one 
for loss of a motor car commandeered, 
and the second for billeting, due to 
Mr. Paul S. Ivingston, Drimoleague, Co. 
Cork. 

General MULCAHY : A payable or- 
der for £130 in respcct of a coirifcan- 
deered car was forwarded to Mr. King- 
ston on the 23rd instant. 

Accounts for billeting from August 
to December, 1922, have been paid. A 
supplementary account has recently 
becn reeeived, and is under considera- 
tion with a vicw to carly settlement. 

PRIVATE NOTICE QUESTION. 
THE BOUNDARY COMMISSION. 

Mr. THOMAS JOHNSON asked the 
President if he has any statement tó 
make respecting the adjourned confer- 
ence in regard to the boundaries be- 
tween the jurisdiction of the Northern 
Ireland Govemment and the Free State 
Government. 


The PRESIDENT: The resumption 
of the conference has been delayed by 
the unexpected illness of Sir James 
Craig. The Government is in commu- 
nication with the Colonial Secretary on 
the subject of the resumption of the 
conference, but I am not in a position 
to say more on thc matter than that 
at present. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Ilas the President's 
attention been drawn to the statement 
made by the British Colonial Secretary 
which appcars in this morning’s 
papers, or rather which appcars in one 
of this morning’s papers, and is rather 
signiíicajitly deleted from two other 
morning papers, the statement being 
that they would carry out its provi- 
sions—the provisions of the Treaty— 
for the setting up of a Commission for 
the settlement of thc Boundaries be- 
tween the Irish Free State and the 
North of Ireland Government. Has he 
noticcd that most important paragraph 
is omitted from the reports of two of 
this moming’s papers, and does he 
know anything about that significant 
omission? 

The PRESIDENT: I am not aware 
. of the reasons why it was omitted. As 
I a matter of fact, I have not had time 
to read the full report of the three 
papers yet. 

PRIVATE BUSINESS. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : For the 

convenicnce of the Deputies, it would 
be wcll now to ascertain whether pri- 
vate business will be talcen to-day? 

I The PRESIDENT: I am willing to 
1 take it if Deputy Corish is ready. If 
not, 1 am prepared to agree to post- 
pone it. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I understand from 
Dcputy Corish that hc has come to the 
conclusion, as the Minister for Local 
Government is not present, that it 
would be unfair to that Minister to 
discuss the matter in his absence; if 
there is any likelihood of the Minister 
being present next week he would pre- 
fer, in justice to the Minister, to defer 
it. 

The PRESIDENT: I know the 
Minister for Local Government is ill 
and is not in a position to be present 
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[The President.] 

to-day. He was preparcd to come on 
Wednesday if it were necessary for 
him to be here. J think, in all fairness, 
it would be due to the Minister that 
he should be present when Deputy 
Corish's motion would be moved. 

AN OEANN COMHAIRLE : There 
will be another motion on Wednesday 
évening from the Postmaster-Genera], 
which in the ordinary way will appear 
as private business. 

Major BRYAN COOPER: On a point 
of order, I wish to ask is the Postmas- 
tcr-General a private member, or what 
is the position of an External Mini- 
ster? I think it is rather uníair to 
private mernbers if motions by Mini- 
slers are put down in private mcmhers’ 
time, and I would like a ruling* on the 
matter. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : I take it 
that it is the Executive Council which 
•eontrols the time of the Dáil, and that 
an External Minister, when he puts in 
a motion, would ordinarily have that 
motion discussed in private members , 
time, unless the Prepídent, who, by the 
Standing Orders, has a eertain power 
over the Order Paper, decided to allow 
the motion to be discusscd in Oovcrn- 
ment time. 

Major COOPER : I desire to call at- 
tention to Standing Order 74, whieh 
deals with the business of private 
Teachtai. This Standing Order allows 
Wednesday evenings and Fridays 
after 2 o’cloch to private Teachtai, and 
I think if you look at Standing Order 
31 you will see that “ questions, ad- 
dressed to a Teachta of the Dáil, iiot a 
Minister, must relate to some motion 
or other matter in connection with the 
Dail for which the Teachta is rcspon- 
sible. If you take the reference in 

^ n< ^ ex P a f? e 173 and Standing 
Order 31 together, which deals with 
questions addressed to a Teaehta of the 
Dáil, who is not a Minister, you will see 
that an External Minister cannot 
claim the time of a private Teachta. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : It is not 

fair to answer a question by asking an- 

other, but I was going *o ask_ 

Yol. 6. 


Mr. JOHNSON: I desire to ask 
v hether this motion has been put down 
in the name of the Postmaster-General 
or in the name of the member for Cork. 

POSTMASTES-OENERAL (Mr. J. 

J. Walsh) : It was clearly put down in 
thename ofthe Postmaster-General,and 
there ought to be no question of rele- 
gating a question of that kind to the 
time of private members. It is obvious 
that, ií* it be not a Government niatter, 
it is certainly a semi-Government mat- 
ter dealing, at any rate, with a Govern- 
ment question whieh occupies a large 
plaee in thc public mind at the moment, 
and it appears to mc—I may be wrong 
—that this is simply another way of* 
shelving the motion. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: What 
does the Minister mean exactly? The 
motion is to coinc up next Wednesday 
evening. What does the Minister mean 
]>y the statement that if his motion is 
to come on in private members’ time 
that it is but another inethod of 
shelving the motion*? Whom does he 
accuse of shelving the motion? 

Mr. WALSH: Well, I should say if 
the Oeann Comhairle has been advised 
by thc Executive- 

Mr. JOHNSON: Order, order. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: The 

Ceann Comhairle is never advised by 
the Executive Council, and if the 
Postmaster-General has not discovered 
that up to the present, he must be very 
ignorant. indeed. 

Mr. WALSH: I agree with the dcci- 
sion of the Ceann Comhairle, but- 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Sit down. 

1 want the Postmaster-General to state 
what he means by saying that this is 
for the purpose of shelving his motion. 
Who is shelving his motionf Is it the 
Ceann Comhairle'? 

Mr. WALSH: I can only come to 
that conclusion. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Very 
good. Am I clear now that the Post- 
master-General has come to the conclu- 
sion that the Ceann Comhairle is a 
party to shelving a particular motion? 

Mr. WALSH : I am satisfied that the 
action of the Ceann Comhairle in rel(°‘- 

k3. 
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[Mr. Walsh.] 

gating tlus motion of mine to private 
members’ time is equivalent to shelv- 
ing the motion. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: This is 
a very serious matter, a very serious 
matter, indeed. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I was waiting for 
the President, as Leader of the House, 
to intervene- 

The PRESIDENT: I was going to 
intcrvene on one or two occasions dur- 
ing this discussion, to say that I have 
not had any representation from the 
Postmaster-General for the inclusion 
of any motion or business of his in 
Government time. I do not lmow 
that, on any occasion any External 
Minister has asked for time for deal- 
ing with any matter concerning his 
Dcpartment, that that application has 
been refused. In fact I do state posi- 
tively that on no occasion has any Ex- 
ternal Minister asked for time for the 
consideration of a proposal in which 
the Government said: “ We cannot 
afford Government time. ,> The state- 
ment of the Postmaster-General on 
this point is, to my mind, an unfair 
statement. to the Chair, and unfair to 
the Executive Council. The Postmas- 
ter-General was in a position to ask 
the Executive Council, or to ask me, 
for time for this motion. He has not 
done so. I take it then on that, that 
the Postmaster-General himself has 
shelved the question by not asking for 
time. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I quite appreciate 
the President^s desire to make his posi- 
tion clear, but I think the occasion is 
one which is not met by that state- 
ment. The Postmaster-General is a 
Minister of the Dáil, and has quite de- 
fiantly charged you, Sir, with unfair 
action towards himself in carrying out 
your duties. I think he should be re- 
quired to withdraw any such charge or 
imputation, and I think the business 
of the House should not proceed until 
that has been called for. 

Mr. WALSH: Well, if the Ceann 
Comhairle considers that I have in any 
way reflected on his impartiality in 
transacting the business of the House, 
I very readily withdrav? and apolo- 
gise, but at the same time I do not 


think that I have been fairly # treated 
in regard to this motion of mine, and 
if it is necessary, that the approval of 
the Lea'der of the House is needed for 
the formal tabling of. this motion in 
Government time, as distinct from pri- 
vate members > time, I now make that 
application. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : This is 

the very first time that, from any 
quarter of this House or the last 
House, any imputation of the vaguest 
character, even of the vaguest charac- 
ter, has been made against the conduct 
of the business of the House by me. 
The Postmaster-General has with- 
drawn in a way which I would prefer 
not to characterise. He says that he 
withdraws any reflection on my impar- 
tiality, but persists in thinking that he 
has not been fairly treated. 

Mr. WALSH: Will I be permitted 
to explain- 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: He says 
he has withdrawn any imputation upon 
my impartialit,y, but that he has not 
been fairly treated in regard to this 
motion. Either the Postmaster-General 
is able to make himself clear or he is 
not, and he has not made himself clear 
to me, and betore the business of the 
House proceeds the House will have to 
make up its mind as to whether any 
Deputy, Minister or otherwise, can 
stand up in the House and state that, 
the Chair is unfair without any atten- 
tion being called to it. 

Mr. WALSH : I want to explain 
again that formal notice was given of 
this motion here. The motion was 
handed in in the usual way, and for 
the first time to-day I learned that this 
motion has been relegated to private 
members , time. One would imagine at, 
least that the Ceann Comhairle would 
acquaint the Head of the Department 
l responsible, or rather the Minister 
1 responsible, for this motion that certain 
steps were essential to secure the ordi- 
nary time of the House. No such step* 
has been taken, and I think I have also- 
a grievance in this matter. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Would 
the Minister now keep to his grievance 
against me, so that it would not be 
i confused with his grievance against 
v any other parties? 
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Mr. WALSH: I am speaking now 
^yith regard to my grievance against 
# you. I have not expressed a grievance 
‘towards anyone else in this matter. I 
do think that the Ceann Comhairle 
ought to have acquainted me that steps 
should be taken to secure the approval 
of the Leader of the House for this 
motion. It is, perhaps, an unusual 
motion. I do not know that any other 
External Minister has moved such a 
motion in our time. At least, if so, it 
has not come to my notice. 

The PEESIDENT: I regret that I 
have to intervene again. The Ceann 
Comhairle respects and protects the 
liberty of every member of this House, 
and this Ilouse must be the guardian 
and the protector of the rights of the 
Ceann Comhairle, and this Ilouse inust 
interpret, and ought to interprct, 
whether or not a matter which a mem- 
ber, be he Minister or otherwise, makes 
use of in this House, reflccts or not 
upon the Ceann Comhairle. We ought 
not to put him in the position that he 
must, of himself, defend his office. IIis 
oflfice is a high and an important office 
in the State. 

I have not seen this motion of thc 
Postmaster-C4eneral, and I have not 
been asked about it. The Ceann 
Comhairle, in dealing with the business 
of the House, deals with it impartially 
and impersonally, and if a member, 
even if he be a Minister, or a member 
of the Executive Council, comes to the 
Ceann Comhairle personally and says, 
“ I want down this motion,” the Ceann 
Comhairle treats him as an ordinary 
Teachta of the Dáil, and in this case 
the Postmaster-General has himself 
neglected his duty and his oflfice as an 
External Minister in not applying to 
the ordinary channel. The ordinary 
channel is the Leader of the Ilouse, and 
if he objects to the Leader of the House 
he has got the Executive Council, and 
he can apply to the Executive Council 
and ask for time to deal with any mat- 
ter which concerns his Department. 

■ Now, there must be no burking of 
the issue in a matter of this kind. I do 
not know, and I have not heard from 
the Postmaster-General, that he has an 
objection to coming to the Executive 
Council to ask for such permission, but 
if he has, then I think he ought to ex- 


plain that to the House and tell them 
that he declines to do it; but if he neg- 
leets to carry out thc duties of his oflfice 
and pay that respect to the oflfice which 
he holds the fault is his own, and the 
complaint he has is against himself, and 
the grievance he is nursing is a griev- 
ance whieh is the outcome of not being 
able to approciate his position as an 
External Minister. I regret very much 
to have to make a statemcnt of that 
sort in this House about a Minister. 

Mr. WALSH: It would be extremely 
difficult for anyone to appreciate the 
position of an External Minister. No 
one scems to know where the External 
Minister stands, and the position is be- 
coming more and more involved, but 
one thing secms to stand out clearly in 
regard to an External Minister and 
that is the emphasis placed on the fact 
that there are such things as External 
Ministers. That emphasis has never 
failed to repeat itself when occasion de- 
rnands, and very often with more em- 
phasis than is needed for the occasion. 
Do I take it, then, that in any business 
involving a motion on the part of an 
External Minister that it is necessary 
for that External Minister- 

Mr. JOHNSON: On a point of or- 
der- 

The PRESIDENT: If I may again 

intervene- 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : The 

point of order comes first. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I intimated that I 
believed it was the view of the House 
that when a member, Minister or not, 
flouted the authority of the Chair or 
charged the Chair with partiality and 
unfair action, that the business of the 
House should not be allowed to pro- 
ceed until that charge had been with- 
drawn. We are not discussing the re- 
lative merits of External Ministers or 
members of the Executive Council, and 
in this matter we are all concerned 
wdth supporting’ the authority of the 
Ceann Comhairle, and I think that we 
ought not to allow any discussion on 
the merits of this matter till the Po'st- 
master-General has expressed his 
readiness to acknowledge the authority 
of the Chair as the guardian of the 
liberties of «11 the members of the 
House. 
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The PRESIDENT: I think I 
afforded the Minister an opportunity 
on two or three oceasions, without 
putting it directly to him, that any im- 
putation or any reflection on the Ceann 
Comhairle must be unreservedly with- 
drawn. If that request be refused, it 
will, of course, be my business to move 
another motion. 1 hope that the 
Minister will see his way to unreserv- 
edly withdraw any imputation of par- 
tiality on the part of the Ceann Com- 
hairle. 

Mr. WALSH: I thought I had 
already withdrawn any reflection, 
which I may have made, on the Ceann 
Comhairle sufíiciently. If my words 
have not conveyed that withdrawal to 
the satisfaction ot* the Ceann Com- 
hairle, I am prepared to add any others. 
I may say this much for the Ceann 
Comhairle, and I have repeatedly said 
it, that he is strictly fair, he has been 
always fair; his actions in this IIouso 
have been a great contrast, a favour- 
able contrast, with any we have secn 
in the case of his predecessors, and I 
should be very sorry- 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Is the 

Minister withdrawing his statement 
about me by accusing my predecessors 
of partiality? This is an extraordin- 
ary situation. I feel, for the first time 
since I came into this Chair, helpless. 
The Postmaster-General states it is a 
matter for me; it is not a matter for 
me; it is a matter for the TToiise 
to be satisfied. 

Mr. WALSH: I- 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Order; 
the Minister must sit down. The 
Minister has been long enough in the 
House to have learned something 
about the Standing Orders. This is 
not a question of satisfying me; it is a 
queition of satisfying the Dáil, and 
upon that basis I would like to leave 
it. It is nothing short of outrageous 
that the Postmaster-General should 
begin—I cannot eall it an apology, and 
I *cannot call it a withdrawal—but 
that he should begin a statement about 
me with an accusation against my pre- 
decessors. I could not allow that 
under any circumstance% 

Mr. WALSH: I wish then, brieflv, to 


withdraw any imputation that I have 
made against you, Sir, and I hope that 
is satisfactory. 

The PRESIDENT: I beg to move 

the adjournment of the House until 2 
o’eloch. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I beg to second. 

Question put and agreed to. 

The Dáil rose at 12.55 p.m. and re- 
sumed at 2.10 p.m. 

Mr. WALSH: A Chinn Comhairle, 
I wish to assurc you and the Dáil that 
I unreservedly withdraw any reflec- 
tions that 1 have made on you. I ack- 
nowledge that I should not have made 
any such stateinent. I wish also to 
express my regret to the House for the 
incident. I felt kecnly on the matter 
which I have raised, and I readily 
admit that I should not have taken the 
eourse that I did. I regret, Sir, any 
pain I have caused you personally, and 
I assure you that it was quite unin- 
tentional. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: I think 
that disposes of the matter completely. 

The PRESIDENT: In reference to 
the matter that was raised by Deputy 
Cooper, it is a matter of some little 
importancc. I will undertake to pro- 
vide for the motion in Government 
timc, so that Deputies will not be re- 
stricted by rcason of that. 

Major COOPER: Wha + I really want 
to safeguard private members from is 
such a thing as the Minister for Agri- 
culture bringing in another Land Bill 
in privatc members’ time. 

The PRESIDENT: T think it would 
be scarcely fair to ask me to give an 
undertaking of that sort in general 
terms, but I think it will be admitted 
by all sections of the Dáil that we have 
afforded private members opportunities 
for raising matters, and have not. re- 
stricted thcm. If an occasion should 
occur in whieh there would be restric- 
tions of that sort, then I think Deputies 
would have a right to raise the matter. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: The way 

in which I have been looking at the 
matter is , that Ministerial business is 
business which comes properly from a 
Ministerial Department, and the Stand- 
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ing Orders prescribc that the President 
shali have power to place Ministerial 
business in any order that he wishes 
upon the Order Paper. In that way, 
as a matter of fact, cvery extern Minis- 
ter, and any Minister, is construed as 
being a private mcmber for certain 
purposes. ITe is sometimes ut an ad- 
vantage, because he ean plaee a rnatter 
upon the Order Papor independently 
of the desires of thc President of the 
Executive Council for the tirne being, 
and I have been construing the Stand- 
ing Orders in that way. I do not think. 
at the same time, we would allow the 
Minister for Agrieulture to oeeupy 
private members , time with a Land 
Bill. But if the Minister for Agrieul- 
ture wanted to raise a matter, eoncern- 
ing his own eonstituencv, for example, 
he should certainly be allowed the 
privileges of a private member to raise 
that mattcr, and he would in that way 
have these privileges and would 
actually be independent of the Presi- 
dent of the Executive Council. He 
would have the privileges of a private 
member, and would not need to go to 
the President and ask him for time 
or ask him to put a motion ón the 
Paper at a particular time of the day. 

Major COOPER : That only applies 
to External Ministers. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : I am not 

sure whether, if thc Minister for Exter- 
nal Affairs desired to raise a matter 
regarding the County Dublin, which 
would not properly concern cxternal 
affairs, t.hat he should not have the 
rights of a private member, but that 
case has not arisen. It might be that 
Deputy Cooper and the Minister for 
External Affairs would be at one in 
raising some matter and wanting an 
afternoon to do that, which would re- 
quire a reply from the Minister for 
Home Affairs. 

Mr. 0 ’HIGGINS : Does that not 
rather cut. across the theory of the col- 
lective responsibility of the Executive 
Council that the Minister for External 
Affairs should raise a question with 
one of colleagues or with the Execu- 
tive Council? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: I have 


not gone into it in detail. It migLfc 
raise a question with the Minister for 
Loeal Oovernment, for example, and 
thc Minister for Home Affairs might be 
enabled to be an interested spectator of 
i thc strugglc. 

COMMITTEE ON PINANCE. 

IRISH LAND COMMISSION— 
SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATE. 

Motion by the Minister foi 
Finance: 

Ge ndeontar suim Bhreise, ná 
raghaidh thar £194,370, chun íocth? 
an Mhuirir a bheidh le n’íoc i ritL 
na bliana dar críoch an 31adh lá de 
Mhárta, 1924, ar son tuarastaii 
agus costaisí Oiíig Choimisiún Talm- 
lian na hEireann (44 & 45 Vict., c. 
49, s. 46, agus c. 71, s. 4; 48 & 49 
Vict., c. 73, ss. 17, 18 agus 20; 53 & 
54 Vict., c. 49, s. 2; 54 & 55 Vict., c. 
48; 3 Edw. VII., c. 37; 7 Edw. VII.. 
c. 38, agus c. 56; 9 Edw. VII., c. 42; 
10 & 11 Geo. V., c. 67; An tAcht Dlí 
Thalmhan (Coimisiúm), 1923, agus 
an tAcht Talmhan, 1923), agus ar 
son tuarastail agus costaisí Roinr 
Socruithe na Talmhan. 

That a Supplementary sum not 
exceeding £194,370 be granted to 
defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of 
March, 1924, for the salaries and 
expenses of the Office of the Irish 
Land Commission (44 & 45 Vict., c, 
49, s. 46, and c. 71, s. 4; 48 & 49 
Vict., c. 73, ss. 17, 18 and 20; 53 & 
54 Vict., c. 49, s. 2; 54 & 55 Vict., c. 
48; 3 Edw. VII., c. 37; 7 Edw. VIL, 
c. 38, and c. 56; 9 Edw. VH., c. 42; 
10 & 11 Geo. V., c. 67; the Land Law 
(Commission) Act, 1923, and the 
Land Act, 1923), and the salaries 
and expenses of the Land Settle- 
ment Department. 

Mr. BLYTHE : I move this motion. 
The presentation of this Supplemen- 
tary Estimate to the Dáil is a matter 
rather of form than of substance. By 
the Land Act the Congested Districts 
Board was abolished, or merged in the 
Land Commission. The Ireland De- 
velopment Gijant was also abolished. 
The work that was done out of th« 
money voted for the Developiúeu 
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Grant and for the Congested Districts 
Board has been done by the Land 
Commission, but since the passing of 
the Land Act no money has been 
issued out of those Votes. What is 
being done now is simply a re-voting 
to the Land Commission of money 
which was formerly voted to the Con- 
gested Districts Board, and under the 
heading of the Ireland Development 
Grant, for work which is passed on to 
the Land Commission. There remain- 
ed unissued out of the Exchequer of 
money voted to the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board a sum of £179,750. Of 
this, it is estimated that £146,750 
would be attributable to the work 
done by the Land Commission, work 
that has passed to the Land Commis- 
sion. In addition there was in the Ire- 
land Development Grant a sum 
of £81,167, which went to meet 
the charges in respect of Excess 
Stock under the Land Acts. Conse- 
quently there has been, as you may see, 
a saving of £146,750 under the head- 
ing of the Congested Distriets Board, 
and this other saving of £81,167 under 
the heading of the Ireland Develop- 
ment Grant. As a matter of fact, this 
Estimate represents in reality a reduc- 
tion of something over £30,000 on the 
xnoney already voted, taking together 
the Land Commission, the Congested 
Districts Board, and the Ireland De- 
velopment Grant. The only new charge 
really is the increase in Item F: 
“ Legal Department — incidental ex- 
penses, ,, where there is an additional 
sum of £3,500 required. That is made 
necessary by the heavy bills of costs 
that have been incurred by local soli- 
citors in taking proceedings against an 
Íncreased number of defaulters for ar- 
rears of purchase annuities. Apart 
from that there is really a re-voting 
of money which haá already been voted 
by the Dáil under another head, which 
has not been issued out of the Exche- 
quer under that particular head. No 
increased expenditure is involved under 
this Supplementary Estimate. 

Major GOOPEB: There are a num- 
ber of questions I want to ask the 
Minister about this. The first is, is this 
a matter of special urgency? 

Mr. BLTTHE: Yes. Unless we can 
get it not only through Committee to- 


day, but also have it reported to the 
Dáil, the salaries that are due to be 
paid by the Land Commission at the 
end of the month cannot be paid. 

Major COOPEB: Because if there 
was no special urgency I should enter 
a protest against taking any Supple- 
mentary Estimate in the absence of 
the Minister responsible for the De- 
partment with which it is concerned. 
We know, owing* to reasons of health, 
that the Minister for Agriculture is 
not able to be present, and if this is 
urgent I am not going to stress that 
point; but as a general principle I 
thinlc the Dáil will agree that we are 
entitled to ask a nurnber of questions 
about any Supplementary Estimates, 
and the Minister for Finance cannot 
possibly answer them. I am not going 
to press that, but there arc two or three 
questions I want to ask. The first point 
is that in the last Dáil, £169,750 was 
voted to the Congested Districts Board, 
and I gather from the Supplementary 
Estimate that it is not going to be 
spent. That was voted 11 Grants in aid 
of the Expenditure of the Board iil 
carryin'g out Land Purchase operations 
and in the development of sea fishing, 
and all suitable industries in the Con- 
gested Districts. ,, That is on page 154 
of the Estimates. There was no word 
said when that £169,000 was voted, and 
there was no indication in these esti- 
mates of what we now learn from this 
Estimate, that £54,000 of that £169,000 
was to be spent in salaries; that for 
every £2 spent in the Oongested Dis- 
tricts, the Congested Districts Board 
spent £1 on salaries. I cannot help 
thinking that is somewhat excessive. 
This is probably a dying act of contri- 
tion on the part of the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board, and I hope that in future 
we shall have a clear idea of what the 
salaries are, and what it costs the 
Ministry. There is a certain inconsis- 
tency between what I understand the 
Minister for Finance to say, and the 
figures given in the Supplementary 
Estimate. As far as I understand, the 
Minister for Finance said there was a 
saving of £81,000 on the Development 
Grant. 

Mr. BLYTHE: It was not issued 
under that head. 
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Major COOPER: It was not issued 
nnder that head, but in the Supplemen- 
tary Estimate on page 2 the following 
sum remained unissued from the Ex- 
chequer:—Ireland Development Grant, 
£ 10 , 000 — 

Mr. BLYTHE: That was to the Con- 
gested Districts Board. 

Major COOPER: And the remaining 
£71,000 is a sort of íloating balance 
that the Minister has gathered any- 
where and everywhere, and is applying 
to the Congested Districts Board. Is 
that the case? 

Mr. BLYTHE: No, but the other 
£81,000 was for excess charges direct 
on that Board. The Ireland Develop- 
ment Grant was abolished by the Land 
Act of 1923. Tliat is independent of 
the £10,000. 

Major COOPER : Was that remaining 
£71,000 in any ease to be applied by the 
Minister for Agriculture? 

Mr. BLYTHE : Yes. 

Major COOPER : Otherwise there 
would not be a saving, because in a 
footnote it says it is estimatcd that 
out of tliis total sum of £179,750, 
£33,000 will probably be spent by the 
Ministry of Fisheries. I do not know 
whether the Minister for Fisheries is 
making himself responsible for rural in- 
dustries or not, so that the balance is 
much less satisfactory than it seems, 
leaving this £61,000 out of account. In- 
stead of this being merely a paper 
transaction, it was, in fact, voting 
something like £50,000. If the Minister 
can give further informatien about the 
£81,000, and why it did not appear on 
the Estimates it would help us. We are 
rather at a loss in dealing with the 
Supplementary Estimate, in which the 
odd £71,000 is introduced in a way 
which one does not quite know, and I 
should be very grateful for informa- 
tion on the matter. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Before proceeding, 
I should like to ask for your ruling on 
this: is it necessary before these ofificers 
can be paid their month’s salary that 
the whole of this sum shall be voted? 
Would not the same object be achieved 
without having to close down discus- 


sion on this Vote under penalty of the 
loss of salary? Is it not possible to 
vote some amount which would cover 
these salaries? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : That is 
the smn of £54,000, I take it? 

Mr. JOHNSON: For the salaries for 
the month. 

Mr. BLYTHE : I think as it is really 
a formal Estimate, and there is no vot- 
ing of new money, the only item that 
really has inereased is this item in con- 
nection with the Legal Department. I 
think that it would be an unnecessary 
complication of the matter to have a 
vote on aeeount. 

Mr. JOHNSON: The Minister rather 
misses the point, that this is an oppor- 
tunity of criticising the conduct of the 
Department, and it is not right to pre- 
vent it by saying if you do not vote it 
the staíf will lose their salaries. I say 
tlie two objeets ean be aehieved, the 
staff ean get their salaries, and the 
Dáil ean eriticise the Department if a 
vote on account is taken. 

Mr. DAVIN: I desire to support the 
suggestion of Doputy Johnson, and for 
this reason, that when I íirst looked at 
this Estimate I eame to the eonclusion 
it would be a suitable opportunit.y for 
the Minister for Agriculture to make a 
statement in eonneetion with «the 
operation of the Land Act up to the 
present time. I think we are entitled 
to demand a statement. The sugges- 
tion by Deputy Johnson would provide 
a way out of the difíiculty for the 
moment. 

Major COOPER: I am at a loss to 
see how, if we do not vote any new 
money, people cannot get their 
salaries. How have they been getting 
their salaries up to the present? Has 
it been done without authority from 
the Dáil, and is it a belated repent- 
ance? 

Mr. BLYTHE : They have been paid 
out of the original Land Commission 
Vote which is now exhausted. The 
Congested Districts Board serviees 
have been transferred to the I^and 
Commission, but the Congested Dis- 
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tricts Board Vote was not transferred 
to the Land Commission. 

Major COOPER: We are voting new 
money. 

Mr. BLYTHE : No. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: I would like to 
support the suggestion by Deputy 
Johnson. There are many questions I 
would like to ask with regard to the 
work of the late Congested Districts 
Board in the West of Ireland, and it 
would be essential, I think, that an 
opportunity should be afforded to the 
Minister for 'Agriculture to give a íull 
statement. I think the situation can 
be met by Deputy Johnson's sugges- 
tion. 

Mr. BLYTHE: There will be ample 
opportunity very shortly for membcrs 
to deal with this whole business. 

Mr. JOHNSON: This might be the 
opportunity we want. The Minister 
is not giving anything away by reduc- 
ing the amount named in his Motion, 
but he is securing that the salaries 
shall be paid, and we are securing our 
rights of criticism. 

Mr. BLYTHE : If we say £150,000 
on account- 

Major COOPER : But the whole an- 
nual salary is only £54,000. 

Mr. BLYTHE: There are other I 
expenses. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Is it necessary the 
other expenses shall be paid before the 
end of the month? 

Mr. BLYTHE: I think there will be 
ample opportunity of discussing this 
whole matter very soon on the annual 
Estimates. I am simply accepting the 
suggestion of the Vote on Account, in 
order that it may not be said we are 
preventing the Deputies having ade- 
quate opportunity for discussing this 
Vote, and consequently I think if I 
leave aji y substantial sum over it 
meets the point. 

Mr. JOHNSON: The position as I 
uíiderstand it, is this, that this Vote 
ís now before us. There is required a 
sum of £194,370 to carry on till the 


end of this Financial Year, which is 
only four or íive weeks distant. . The 
Dáil desires to discuss this Estimate 
before granting this sum. The Minis- 
ter says that unless this is passed to- 
day the staff will not be able to get 
their salaries. I am sure that the 
Dáil does not desire to take any action 
whieh will deprive the staff of their 
salaries. The Dáil will readily vote 
th(» amount necessary to pay the 
salaries, and allow the main question 
to be discussed when the Minister for 
Agriculture is present. That seems. 
to me to be a reasonable proposition. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: There 
appeared to be two things which the 
Deputies in Committee desire. One is 
the presenee of the Minister for Agri- 
culture during the discussion, and the 
other is to have a full discussion on 
anything that may be involved in the 
whole Estimate. 

Mr. JOHNSON: We feel that we 
cannot authorisc thc payment of the 
whole sum unless certain questions are 
answered satisfactorily. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : By the 

Minister for Agriculture preferably? 

Mr. JOHNSON: Yes. 

The PRESIDENT : I should say that 
he will probably be able to be present 
next week. I would like to point out 
that this particular vote was previously 
before the Dáil under another headíng, 
and that the Land Act being passed, 
certain adjustments have to be made. 
The Dáil is really adjusting monies 
already voted, and an opportunity will 
be afforded in a month or two ín the 
next Estimate for a discussion such as 
this. I think it will be necessary to 
get a considerable sum voted on ac~ 
count now if we are to agree to that 
course. I do not think that a lesser 
sum than £150,000 should be voted. 
There could, of course, be a discussion 
on the administration since the Land 
Act was passed, but only to that exteiít. 

Mr. BAXTER: I would like to sup- 
port the President in his idea regarding 
this vote. What we really want is to 
have an opportunity of discussing what 
has happened since the passing of the 
Land Act. 
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▲N CEANN COMHAIRLE: Could 
not the Committee agree to give the 
Minister a substantial sum on account, 
on the understanding that ncxt week, 
when the Minist^r for Agriculture is 
present, the Estimate for the remaining 
sum could be presented, and on the 
discussion of this sum anything which 
would come within the terms on the 
Paper could be raiscd? 

Mr. BLYTHE: I understand that 
that was necessarily involved in voting 
a sum on aecount. Sometimes more 
than half of an estimatc has been voted 
on account. Every item on the esti- 
mate is gone into whcn the total has 
been voted. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Of eourse the Mini- 
slcr forgets that hc explaincd as a 
reason why this vole should be given 
this afternoon that unless it is voted 
the salaries of the staff of this particu- 
lar department could not be paid. The 
salaries will not amount to £150,000. 
and I take it that the expenditure for a 
week on this particular work will not 
amount to that sum. If that is not the 
case then we should have had this esti- 
mate long ago. The administration of 
the departmcnt naturally and rightly 
is subject to review by the Dáil when 
any question of expenditure of money 
is raised or when power to spend 
money is sought. It is not right, I sub- 
mit, for the Minister to say that this 
vote mUst be got this afternoon, be- 
cause if we do not give it the staffs will 
not be paid their salaries. I shall be 
satisfied if a vote is taken for a sum of 
money requisite to carry over a reason- 
able time, and that the estimate shall 
come forward for discussion at the 
first opportunity when there will be no 
closure and no threat that the salaries 
will be withheld. The M : iister, in re- 
plying to Dcputy Cooper yesterday, 
spoke about blackmail, and I think it 
is very near blackmail when the Mini- 
ster for Pinance comes before the Dáil 
and says that unless we vote this sum 
to-day we will not be able to pay the 
staff. 

Major BRYAN OOOPER: I should 
like to return good for evil, and say 
that the Minister for Finance is not 


the first Minister whom I have heard 
making that plea as I heard it before. 
3Ti another House. I suggest that 
£150,000 is out of proportion, as it is 
rather more than thrce-quarters of the 
estimate. I would be willing to agree 
to £100,000, as that would meet all 
conceivable contingencies. As to the 
President’s point, this sum was voted 
when certain members were not here 
to criticise it, and when the stringency 
oí the financial situation was not as 
clear as it is now. There was no talk 
then of a cut of 10 per cent. in the 
teachers , salaries, or thc old age pen- 
sions. We are, therefore, entitlcd to 
examine this estimate de novo with a 
view to the financial situation as it now 
presents itself. 

Mr. BLYTHE : I havé no objection 
to a sum of £100,000, but I would point 
out that yoii must not base the needs 
of the rnoment on the needs of the 
salaries, bccause this is not for the Con- 
gested Districts Board, but for the 
Land Commission generally. The 
Congested Distriets Board has been 
merged in the Land Commission, but 
the Land Commission Votc has been 
used up to pay not only for Land Com- 
mission work, but also for the work of 
the Congested Districts Board. 

Mr. WILSON: I can quite under- 
stand the reasonableness of the Minis- 
ter's statement, but 1 would like him 
to give us a little more light on this 
saving of £81,000. 

Mr. BLYTHE : I did not say that. 
There was a sum of £81,000 voted 
under another heading, which is now 
being voted under this heading. It was 
a saving under another heading, but 
it is being voted under this one. 

Mr. WILSON : Is not this excess 
stock provided for by the Sinking 
Fund in the Land Act, 1903? In the 
year 1922 you said you invested a sum 
towards provision of the excess stock. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Could 
we not decide this question first? 

Mr. WILSON: A big amount is in 
question., 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: The 

question is whether we are going 'to 
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take this motion in the terms on the 
paper, or take a vote on account for 
a smaller sum. I take it we are trying 
to arrange for a vote on account. The 
question is, what will the amount be? 
The Minister is coming down to 
£100,000. If therc is any chance of 
arranging the matter we will do it; 
otherwise we would take the original 
motion. 

Mr. DAVIN : I had intended to raise 
two questions, one which I expected 
the Minister for Agriculture would an- 
swer and the other which the Minister 
for Finance would answer. I do not 
want to be shut out from raising the 
matter for which the Minister for Fin- 
ance is responsiblc. Thercfore 1 shall 
reserve for myself the lines I will 
adopt in the debate. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : It has 

been made abundantly clear that there 
is no restriction on the debate so far as 
it occurs on this Vote. Whatever sum 
will be taken in the vote on account, 
the discussion on the proposal in the 
paper remains over. 

Mr. WILSON: We can only debate 
this amount ? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: No. If 

we take a vote on account now, when 
we are taking thc final sum the ques- 
tion of all the items will be in order. 
I would not shut out discussion now. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN : That was my 
suggestion, that when the matter comes 
up again for discussion all the items 
will be open again. 

Mr. BLYTHE : I am prepared to 
accept £100,000. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Is it 

agreed to havc a motion for £100,000, 
have a discussion on this motion and a 
further discussion afterwards? 

The PRESIDENT: No. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Certainly it is. That 
is the point. 

Mr. HUGHES: Do we take it that 
we are going to discuss the question 
and at some time in the future go over 
the ground again ? 

Mr. JOHNSON : There are fifty items 


on this sheet. There might be fifty 
motions taken on this Vote and the 
Minister says he wants it this after- 
noon. We say he is rushing things too 
much. So that he will be able to meet 
his immediate obligations, we will be 
preparcd to take a vote on a certain 
sum to-day on account, but this is not 
to prevent us discussing whether any 
sum is required. We do not know that 
yet until the ease has been made. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Is the 

Minister altering the motioní 

Mr. BLYTHE : I move for a Vote of 
£100,000 on account. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : The 

question is that a supplementary sum 
of £100,000 on account be granted. 

Mr. DAVIN : I desire under the terms 
of this motion to draw the attention of 
the Minister for Finance to thc treat- 
ment that has been meted out to the old 
C.D.B. officials, who are now merged 
under the Land Commission. When the 
Land Law Commission Bill was passing 
through the Dáil the Minister for Agri- 
culture made a definite promise that 
the future position of those officials 
would receive his very serious con- 
sideration, and as far as he possibly 
could that generous treatment would 
be meted out to those men, who, as was 
admitted at the time, were deprived of 
the conditions of service which they 
were supposed to have when they first 
entered the service of the old C.D.B. I 
understand that the Minister for 
Finance is primarily responsible for the 
delay in connection with giving effect 
to that promise. 

I want as briefly as I can to put the 
position so that he may, before this 
Vote is passed, give us some satisfac- 
tory explanation as to why the promise 
made at that time was not carried out, 
and further why the circular issued in 
November from his own department 
has not yet been put into operation. I 
understand the position as a result of 
the amalgamation of the C.D.B. with 
the Land Commission is that many 
clerks doing higher grade work in the 
old C.D.B. have now come in with their 
status lowered, and have to accept in- 
structions from men who were lower 
than they were when they were previ- 
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ously employed in the old Congested 
Districts Board. Further, there are 
two or three cases at least where the 
old C.D.B. ofHcials are doing higher 
grade work and are not getting paid 
the rate which attaches to that position. 
I am only instancing these cases to show 
the position in which these men are as 
a result of the failure of the Minister 
for Agriculture and the Minister for 
Finance to carry out promises that 
have been made as far back as June 
last. A scheme that has been outlined 
under the terms of the circular issued 
by the Minister for Finance in Novem- 
ber last gives certain promises and cer- 
tain new conditions as a result of the 
amalgamation of the two depart- 
ments. The net result as far as 
one can judge is that the maxi- 
mum amount of increase is £20. I do 
not know whether the Minister for 
Finance will contend that this is the 
limit which was in the mind of the 
Minister for Agriculture when he 
promised them serious considera- 
tion and generous treatment. Al- 
though the Minister for Finance is 
really responsible for holding up the 
operation of the circular I have re- 
ferred to, it is very peculiar that his 
own department is also responsible for 
imposing what might be looked upon 
as a very unfair burden upon men who 
have been working under conditions 
and at rates below those which they 
were entitled to as servants of the old 
C.D.B. A great many of the old 
C.D.B. clerks joined up in the European 
War, and those who were left were 
obliged to work overtime. As payment 
for the increased work their salary was 
increased, but their liability to income 
tax was also. increased. As a result of 
the failure of the Revenue Commis- 
sioners to collect the income tax during 
the Anglo-Irish war considerable ar- 
rears were due by about thirty-five 
officials. I understand the amount due 
was £1,700 by these officials. The 
Minister for Finance is responsible for 
the issuing of the order, the result of 
which is that men drawing salaries of 
£20 to £25 per month are obliged to pay 
up arrears to the extent of an amount 
ranging from £3 to £7 lOs. per month. 
Many men are compelled, as a result of 
this order, to pay out of their salaries 


income tax arrears to the extent of 
thirty-five per cent. of their salaries. I 
think this is very unfair. The Minister 
for Finance is responsible, especially 
for holding up the terms of the circular, 
which was issued last November, and 
v/hich indieated an improvement in the 
position of these men. 

I ask the Minister to explain why 
the terms of the circular have not been 
carried out up to the present, and to 
say if this vote on account or the 
full vote includes the amount neces- 
sary .to pay what is due under the 
terms of the Minister’s promise and the 
eircular whicli T have referred to. 


Mr. WILSON: I would like to ex- 
tract from the Ministry their ideas as 
to the compounded arrears of rent 
which will be the subject of writs very 
shortly all over the eountry. Although 
the Land Act specified that only a half- 
year of the three years’ arrears which 
were due was to be added to the pur- 
chase money, we feel that if the other 
one-and-a-haíf years’ arrears is sought 
to be extracted from the tenants they 
will not be able to pay and that the 
Temporary Bill of the Ministry of 
Home Affairs will be in operation very 
shortly. One would like to hear if 
there was anything in the mind of the 
Ministry as to adding that one-and-a- 
half years’ arrears on to the annuities 
so as to enable the tenants to meet a 
very difficult situation. Otherwise ow- 
ing to the circumstances of the indus- 
try it will be impossible for the tenants 
to pay. If we had the Minister for 
Agriculture here we would probably be 
able to have a considered opinion on 
the matter, which is a very pressing 
one. However much we may regret 
the opposition of farmers to the Land 
Act passed last year, the necessities of 
the case are very urgent as the Land 
Commission will never be able to re- 
cover the one-and-a-half years’ arrears 
which will become due and payable be- 
fore the Appointed Day. Will the Minis- 
ter also give some explanation in re- 
gard to this excess stock? As I under- 
stand it the Sinking Fund under the 
1903 Act, according to a reply that I 
got to a question,.has been invested as 
follows:— £ 700,000 went towards actual 
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fresh advances and £114,000 was ap- 
plied for the pnrchase of excess stock 
during the year ending 1922. Am I to 
understand that the excess stock which 
is paid for by the tenants is, in addition 
to this £106,667, in the revised esti- 
mate? 

Mr. BLYTHE: Yes. The £81,000 to 
which I referred is part of the amount 
that you will see on page 53 of the 
Estimates in the Ireland Development 
Grant, where there was a sum óf 
£134,500 provided. Of that £81,167 
had not been used when this particular 
Development Grant disappeared with 
the passing of the Land Act. 

Mr. WILSON: It is merely a book 
entry? 

Mr. BLYTHE : It is a re-issue of part 
of the Vote of £134,500. 

Mr. WILSON : The amount of excess 
Stock which has to be met every year 
would be the sum of £134,500, plus 
£114,000 derived from the Sinking 
Fund of the Land Act of 1903? 

Mr. BLYTHE: Yes. There has to be 
this provision. The amount charged 
on the tenants does not cover the whole 
charge. There has to be this contribu- 
tion from the State year by year to 
meet the excess Stock charges. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Doles to farmers, I 
suppose. 

Mr. WILSON: It is a legacy from 
our past legislators. It is not our busi- 
ness. Will this £700,000 which you are 
taking from the Sinkiag Fund in 
fresh cash advances e v er stop? Last 
ycar you have taken £700,000 off this 
Sink?ng Fund for fresh cash advances 
under the 1903 Act. Does not that 
stop ijow with the introduction of the 
new Land Act? 

The PRESIDENT: There are certain 
cáses outstanding which have not been 
completed. I take it that is for the 
purpose of agreement and nothing 
more. I do not know at what date you 
can say we will have done with the 
1903 Act. 

Mr. WILSON : Will the wholé sum 
for thé exéess Stock come from the 


money provided by the 1903 Act? That 
is what I want to get at. 

Mr. BLYTHE: I am afraid I could 
not answer that at the moment. 

The PRESIDENT: If I correctly un- 
derstand the question it is: when we 
come to a period when there are no 
more advances to be made what then 
becomes of the Sinking Fund? The 
Sinking Fund will be used for extin- 
guishing the Stock. 

Mr. WILSON: Yes, but the Sinking 
Fund under the provisions of the 1903 
Act is supposed to be invested at 2| per 
cent. Now you can get 5 per cent. for 
the money. We contend that if you 
can invest at 5 per cent. the Stock 
should be extinguished long before 68 
years and you should either extend the 
period or reduce the annuities under 
the 1903 Aet. 

The PRESIDENT: The Deputy is 
getting into deep water therc. The fact 
that you invest in stock at 2J per cent. 
does not postulate that you put £100 
into it at 2J per cent. It simply means 
that you put it into a security which 
has a nominal value of 2J per cent., 1_ ut 
the actual value of it is much nearer 
5 or 5J or 5i per cent. Then perhaps 
the security that you would invest in 
will not give you a cast-iron guarantee 
that it will be at 5 per cent. when you 
have floated it on the market in order 
to take up all the outstanding Stock. 
Let us say that in 40 or 50 years 1 time 
one has £50,000,000 of security the 
value of whieh at present is at par,. 
5 per cent. We do not know what 
value that will have in 50 years’ time. 
It might be only worth 75 per cent. of 
that, if money gets dearer. In any case 
it would be unwise to have a very con- 
siderable sum of money in a security 
other than the one that you want to ex- 
tinguish. It is much better business to 
extinguish the particular one itself be- 
cause it is appreciating in value or it 
will appreciate in value when coming 
towards its end. If you purchase now 
at £60 or £65 you are buying in what 
people paid £80 or £90 or £100 for. 

Mr. WILSON : Will the result of that 
Stock Exchange transáetion méan that 
the tenants will get rid of their 
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liabilities at an earlier date? That is 
the point we have in mind. 

The PRESIDENT: I should say not. 
It comes to this—I do not know 
whether the Deputy will subscribe to it 
or not—that the tenants’ liability at 
present is covered by something like 
£2,000,000 per annum, but the actual 
liability which has to be borne in 
respect of that service is nearer 
£3,000,000 per annum. Excess Stock, 
bonus Stock, and other impedimenta of 
that sort have to come in, and no matter 
how good the bargain is, I fail to see, 
if I have any knowledge of finance, a 
likelihood of extinguishing the Stock 
that is due for settlement at an earlier 
date than the 68£ years, or whatever 
time it is. I am not exactly what one 
would call an absolutely uninterested 
party in this matter. 

Mr. WILSON: I do not want to be 
troublesome. The financial clauses of 
that particular Act were based on the 
sinking fund being invested at 2f per 
cent. 

The PRESIDENT: At a time when 
money was cheaper than now. 

Mr. WILSON : That sinking fund, if 
now invested at 5 per cent., to my mind 
ought to postulate the paying off of the 
debt in a quicker time than if it had 
been, as originally intended, invested 
all the time at 2f per cent. 

The PRESIDENT: I will put it in 
another way. Housing schemes by local 
authorities reach their payment at a 
certain period, but that does not mean 
that the tenants have met all their 
liabilities during the period. In other 
words, the rates have been called on to 
contribute to such housing schemes a 
veiy considerable sum. In this year ? s 
estimate I think you will find in one 
place a sum of £200,000 down as a pro- 
visional agreement in respect of excess 
and bonus Stock, pending the ultimate 
financial adjustment. I am sure it will 
not be contended that the £200,000 we 
subscribe now should go in, in addition, 
to enable these people to take up their 
liabílities at an earlier date. They can 
at this moment extinguish their liabili- 
ties at sometihng like 5 per cent, pur- 
chase if they are so desirous. 


Mr. HEWAT: I think Deputy Wil- 
son’s point is a fair one all the same. 
He postulates favourable conditions for 
the Sinking Pund when the time comes 
to extinguish the Stock. We all know 
that on all sinking funds what he refers 
to operates right through. In many 
cases, in the past, there have been 
times when, owing to the fall in the 
value of Stock represented by the sink- 
ing fund, eompanies and others had to 
get an extension of time. I instance 
particularly the Dublin Steam Packet 
Company. They had to go to Parlia- 
ment and get some years added on to 
the life of the sinking fund on aceount 
of the loss in the value of Stock when 
it comes to be sold. One would assume, 
in this particular case, that towards the 
end of the time there may bc a proílt 
or a loss. In other words, the sums in- 
vested may produce the value of the 
money as represented by stock sooner 
than was anticipated, or, on the other 
hand, it may extend over a longer 
period. To answer Deputy Wilson’s 
poirit one would have to prophesy over 
a period which is very far ahead yet, 
and sum up the situation as it will be 
at a particular date many years hence. 
I think Deputy Wilson ought not to ask 
for a prophecy in this mattor at the 
moment. Possibly the sinking fund is 
operating favourably now, but ten 
years hence it may have the opposite 
eifect. It covers so many years that I 
do not think he could get a vory satis- 
factory answer to his question now. 

Mr. WILSON : Would thc Minister 
be prepared to say something now 
about compounded arrears? 

Mr. BLYTHE: I think it would bc 
better to leave that over for the Minis- 
ter for Agriculture. We could take it 
next week. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Has the Minister 
anything to say with regard to t-he 
point raised by Deputy Davin? 

Mr. BLYTHE : I am not sure at the 
moment how the reorganisation of the 
staff stands. I know that it was gone 
into very carefully with a view to see- 
ing what could be done for the staff, 
and what grades they were fitted for. 
It was felt in present circumstances it 
would not be possible to give the big 
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jump which a number of the staff ex 
pectcd on re-organisation. At any rate 
a great number oí* them in the various 
grades had been at their maximum and 
had no prospect of going further. I 
do not know if the thing is gone 
through yet, but while they might only 
get a comparatively small increase they 
were placed on a scale where they had 
a prospect that they would never have 
if the C.D.B. had continued. I thini 
the staff have been reasonably dealt 
with. In other circumstances they 
might have got some increases thej 
have not got, but certainly they 
have been equitably dealt with in tlu 
matter of grading. Those who were 
able to do work of the Executivc grade 
were put in that grade, and the others 
were put in the clerical grade, regard 
of course being paid to the total num- 
bers of the staff being transferred from 
the Congested Districts Board to the 
Land Commission. Regard was had to 
the total number of men being dealt 
with w r hen selections were being made, 
according to the work they had been 
doing and the ability they showed for 
Executive grade. At the moment 1 do 
not know the cause of the delay in 
carrying through the re-organisation 
of the staff. As far as I know, 
there will be no further delay on the 
part of the Finanee Department. It is 
now, I think, merely a matter of actu- 
ally dealing with the personnel by the 
Land Commission. 

Mr. DAVIN: Can the Minister say 
anything about the order that has been 
made by him in connection with the 
collection of arrears of income tax? Is 
there any hopc of a modiíication of that 
order so that the money could be paid 
over an extended period? I think the 
Minister will agree that it is a hardship 
that 35 per cent. of a man’s salary 
should be deducted to make up arrears 
of income tax. 

Mr. BLYTHE : I think the individual 
circumstances will have to be con- 
sidered. Thirty-five per cent. may be 
very much easier on a single man than 
10 per cent. on men with family re- 
sponsibilities. 

Mr. DAVIN: They are nearly all 

maraed moa. 
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Mr. BLYTHE: There may be other 
circumstances to be taken into account. 
I know that when a hard case crops up 
in connection with any pressure for the 
recovery of income tax a genuine case 
will always receive consideration as to 
time. I could not give any general pro- 
mise, but I will have enquiry made into 
the matter and see if some modification 
of the kind should be given. 

Mr. DAVIN : I just want to say that 
representations were made by some in- 
dividuals, but no answer was given. 
In view of the Minister’s promise to re- 
consider any hard cases I think we 
might leave it at that. 

Question put and agreed to. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: When 

will the rest of the Vote be taken? 

Mr. BLYTHE : We will leave that 
over. There is no use taking it until 
we have the Minister for Agriculture 
here. I think it might be put on the 
Order Paper for the first day the Dáil 
meets next week. It can be postponed 
if the Minister is not present. 

Agreed. 

DAIL RESUMES. 

RESOLUTION REPORTED. 

Question:—“ That the Dáil agree 
with the Committee in this resolution , 9 9 
put and agreed to. 

COMMITTEE ON FINANCE. 

EXPENSES ARISING OUT OF OLD 
AGE PENSIONS AND BLIND PER- 
SONS ACTS. 

Mr. BLYTHE: I move this resolu- 
tion which is a formal resolution, as it 
is not contemplated in the Act to 
make any additional charge on the Ex- 
chequer:— 

Chun críehe aon Achta a rithfar sa 
tSiosón so chun Achtanna na bPinsean 
Sean-Aoise 1908^ go 1919, agus Acht 
na nDall, 1920, ao leasú maidir leis an 
ráta ar a bhfuil pinsin iníoctha fútha 
agus maidir le nithe eile leis, go bhfuil 
sé oiriúnach a údarú go n-íocfar amacb 
as airgead a sholáthróidh an tOireach- 
tas aon chostaisí fé n-a raghfar in íoc 
pinsean fen Acht san. 


DAIL EIREANN. 
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That for the purpose of any Act of 
the present Session to amend the Old 
Age Pension Acts, 1908 to 1919, and 
the Blind Persons Act, 1920, in respect 
of the rates at which pensions are pay- 
able thereunder, and also in certain 
other respects, it is expedient to auth- 
orise the payment oat of moneys pro- 
vided by the Oireachtas of any 
expenses incurred in the payment of 
pensions under such Act. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I take it the effect 
of not passing this resolution would 
be that the present rates of pensions 
would remain. I am curious to know 
what the need for this resolution is, 
inasmuch as it is a reduction, and not 
the imposition of a new charge. I 
would like to have guidance as to 
whether a refusal to pass this motion 
would affect, to any extent whatever, 
the payment of present pensions. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Whether 
a refusal to pass this motion would 
make it impossible to pay the present 
pensions? 

Mr. JOHNSON: Would it make any 
difference in the payment of present 
pensions? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : It seems 
to me to be a legal question. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I take it refusal of 
the Committee to pass this motion 
would not affect pensions. Inasmuch 
as I consider the proposal to pass an 
Act restricting old age pensions in the 
way that has been proposed is impolitic 
and not for the welfare of the com- 
munity, I intend to oppose this motion. 

The case that is made for the Bill is 
that a sum, first of £300,000, and lastly 
of £500,000 is required to be saved. 
And therefore it is intended that an 
enactment shall be passed which would 
deprive the pensioners of their present 
rates of pensions and substitute a lower 
rate of pensions. I think that is im- 
politic. I think it is not serving the 
best interests of the State. We see that 
while we are engaged in these opera- 
tions of reducing the rates of pensions 
to the aged and the blind, in other 
countries adjacent the proposal is to 
remove the Umitations that are at pre- 
sent operating, and to remove 
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such penalisation of thrift as is pro- 
posed in the Bill that has been under 
discussion and for which this motion i& 
proposed. The very fact that we are 
going in a retrograde direction while in 
1'ritain they are going forward in this 
matter is an added reason why we 
should hesitatc. The Minister, in his 
Jast speeeh on the Bill, tried to reassure 
the l3áil that the pensioners over the 
Border in the Northern Area were too 
patriotic to be swaycd by any consider- 
ations of the height of their pensions. 
and that no matter what may happen 
to their pensions they would still desire 
to retain their citizenship in the Free 
State, or to come into the eitizenship of 
the Free State however it might befall 
them. I suggest to the Dáil that it is 
not wise to try that experiment too tar. 

There are quite a number of ten- 
dencies showing themselves in the pro- 
posals from the Ministerial benches to 
urge the deprivation of many of the 
reforms that have been passed in recent 
years benefiting the poorer classes of the 
community—a deprivation within the 
Free State area, and, as I believe, a 
prospect of nn enhancement and an im- 
provcment in the Northern area, 
following similar improvements and 
enhancements in England. I say 
it is unwise to try too much 
the patriotic feelings and senti- 
ments of the aged or of those 
who are about to enter into the years 
of pension. And the effect of this kind 
of legislation is not to be thought of 
simply in regard to the persons them- 
selves who are affected, but in regard to 
all those who are in touch with such 
persons. 

If the masses of the people in Nor- 
thern Ireland look upon the tendency of 
legislation in the Saorstát and compare 
it with the tendency of legislation in 
their own area and across the water, 
they say * * to come into the Free State 
is a deprivation of the present benefits 
of ameliorative legislation, and we 
prefer to remain in the position of 
advantage that we at present are in.” 
Every one who spoke to the masses, as 
they have been called, in respect to 
independence in advocating changes in 
the political relations of these countries, 
put it to those masses that it would 
mean a chance of development and a. 
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<;hanee of exercising their eapacity for 
citizenship; to develop the country as a 
whole and the individuals in the 
country. Nine out of ten people believed 
that it would mean material improve- 
ment for the poor and that we would 
be saved from those excessive diíferences 
between the wealthy on the one hand 
and abject poverty on the other hand. 
But what are we fmding? We are find- 
ing in this Bill that is proposed that 
the teuaency is to be tne other way. 
We are asked in the same speech from 
the Minister to take from the pensions 
cnjoyed by the poor and to prophecy 
that there will be a rcduction in the 
income tax of the rich. 

Mr. BLYTHE : Might I point out that 
the Deputy is exaggerating when he 
talks of prophecies. 

Mr. JOHNSON: The person who has 
gone through the National Schools is 
able to read the Minister’s statement. 
íf he says now that he did not intend 
to assure the income tax payers that 
there would be a reduction in the rates 
of income tax, well we can take his 
word for it. But whether he intends 
that there shall be a reduction in the 
joming Budget or not, he ceitainly 
made it elear that it might mean an in- 
crease in the revenue to reduce the rate 
of ineome tax inasmueh as there would 
be a larger sum to call upon. And if 
that is not a prophecy it is prophec^'s 


first brother. At any rate it indicates 
what is running in the mind of the 
Ctovernment:—That is to take from the 
poor and to give it to the rich. I say 
that tendency embodied in legislation is 
impolitic and not for the welfare of this 
State, because ít is not for the welíare 
of the great masses of the people of the 
State. Fuilher I say that it will inevi- 
tably detract from the chance that our 
friends in the North will unite politi- 
cally as in every other way with the 
country. I say that our true policy 
should be in exactly the opposite direc- 
tion. We should endeavour to embody 
in administration and in legislation 
measures which will show to the masses 
in the North that they will be better oíf 
within the Saorstát and under the juris- 
diction of the Oireachtas than they 
would bc under a separate Parliament 
and undcr a separate Government. 

I submit to the Minister and to the 
Dáil that having that in view, if 
nothing olse will appeal to the 
Dáil than that political advantage 
which would eome from unity, they 
should refuse to pass a Bill which would 
have a distínctly opposite effect, and 
which would tcnd to widen the differ- 
ence hetween the Free State and Nor- 
thern Treland. In view of these con- 
siderations, I ask the Dáil to reject 
this motion. 

Qucstion put. 

Thc Dáil divided: Tá, 45; Níl, 12. 
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Earnán Altúin. 

Eamán de Blaghd, 

Séamus Breathnach. 

Seoirse de Bhulbh. 

John J. Cole. 

Bryan R. Cooper. 

Louis J. D’Alton. 

Máighréad Ní Choileáin Bean Ui 
Dhrisceóil. 

Patrick J. Egan. 

Osmonde Grattan Esmonde. 

Desmond Fitzgerald. 

John Good. 

William Hewat. 

Connor Hogan. 

Alasdair Mac Cába. 

Domhnall Mac Cárthaigh. 

Liam T. Mac Cosgair. 

Maolmhuire Mac Eochadha. 

Pádraig Mac Giollagáin. 

Séan P. Mac Giobúin. 

Risteárd Mac Liam. 

Seoirse Mac Niocaill. 


David Hall. 

Séamus Mac Cosgair. 

Tomás Mac Eoin. 

Pádraig Mac Fhlannchadha. 
Ailfrid O Broin. 

Tomás O Conaill. 
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Liam Mac Sioghaird. 

Liam Mac Aonghusa. 
Seosamh Mag Craith. 
Patrick J. Mulvany. 
Martin M. Nally. 

John T. Nolan. 

Peadar O hAodha. 

Mícheál 0 nAonghusa. 
Aodh O Cinnéide. 
Próinsias 0 Cathail. 
Séamus N. Dóláin. 

Peadar S. 0 Dubhghaill. 
Pádraig O Dubhthaigh. 
Eamon S. 0 Dúgáin. 
Mícheál R. O hlfearnáin. 
Aindriú O Láimhín. 
Séamus 0 Leadáin. 
Fionán O Loingsigh. 
Pádraig O Máille. 

Seán M. O Súilleabháin. 
Caoimhghín O hUigín. 
Seán Príomhdhail. 

Liam Thrift. 


Aodh O Cúlacháin. 

Liam O Daimhín. 

Eamon O Dubhghaill. 

Seán O Laidhin. 

Domhnall O Muirgheasa. 
Pádraig 0 hOgáin (An Clár). 


29 Fbbexjart, 1924. 
Tá. 


Níl. 


Motion declared carried. 


Resolution ordered to be reported. 

DAIL RESUMES. 

Resolution reported. 

Mr. BLYTHE : I move “ That the 
Dáil agrccs with the Committee in the 
said resolution. ’’ 

Question put and declared carried. 

DAIL IN COMMITTEE. 

PUBLIC SAFETY (PUNISHMENT 
OF OFFENCES) TEMPORARY 
BILL, 1924. 

THIRD STAOE (RESUMED). 

Question: “ That Section 1 stand 
part of thc Bill ”—put and agreed to. 

Sections 2 to 11, inclusive, put and 
agreed to. 

SCHEDULE. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : We wiU 

take the Schedule in two parts. The 
question is: “ That Part I. stand part 
of the Schedule.” 

Mr. SEAN LYONS: I just want to 
Vol 6. 


ask a qucstion before wc pass this Bill, 
which has been going through so 
rapidly. Some time ago I raised a ques- 
tion with the Minister for Defence con- 
cerning some prisoncrs, and his reply 
was that if these prisoners gave two 
solvent securitieá and signed an under- 
taking they could be released. In a 
supplementary question I asked the 
Minister for Defence whether in that 
case they would have forfeited their 
rights to the land, and I was told this 
was a question for the Minister for 
Home Affairs. Perhaps he would 
answer mc now. 

1 AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: I am 

afraid the Minister for Home Affairs 
would be more out of order than the 
Deputy if he replied. 

Mr. LYONS: Well, in the silence pre- 
served by the Minister I presume I can 
proceed. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: I am 

afraid not. The Deputy cannot proceed 
at this stage. This is Part I^ of the 
Schedule to the Bill, and there is noth- 
ing about prisoners or land or anything 
of that kind in it. 

Mr. LYONS: I was afraid you would 

p3. 
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rule me out of order, so I have said 
what I wanted to say already. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Before passing this 
part of the Schedule, I would like to 
raise again the question I raised on 
Section 1 regarding the inclusiveness 
of paragraph (2) of Part I., and to try 
and find out from the Minister whether 
he has been able to give any considera- 
tion since last night to that paragraph: 
“ Unlawfully inducing or attempting to 
induce any officer of the Govemmcnt 
of Saorstát Eireann to refuse, negleet 
or omit to discharge his duty as sueh 
officer . 99 Part I. of the Schedule is ob- 
viously intended to eonstitute a major 
ofPence because the punishment which 
the Court is empowered to inflict for 
either of theseoffences is ponal servitude 
for life, and in its present form it will 
dcpend entirely upon the discretion of 
the Minister and his Departmcnt, or 
the officers of his Department, as to 
whether an offender is to be prosecuted 
under this Act, or any other Act, and it 
lcaves to his discretion, and to the dis- 
cretion of the judgc, whether the officer 
referred to in the Section is to bc an 
offieer of responsibility whose offence 
would be a very grave danger to the 
State, or a minor officer, whose offence 
would be of very little importance. 

I think it is unwise of the legislature 
to make suggestions to a judge or to 
give a lead as to its opinions in this 
way, that an officer of State, no matter 
what his offenee mav be, no matter how 
high or low his status may be if he is 
an officer of State to unlawfull.v in- 
duce such officer to neglect to dis- 
charge his duties is a major offencc. 
Pertainly that would be the effect if 
this Section is passed in its prcsent 
form. Unless we are able to define 
the officer and the kind of officer in- 
tended in this Schedule whose neglect 
of duty would inflict peril and dangjr 
upon the State; unless we can define 
such officer we are acting unwisely in 
passing this Schedule. It will not be 
contended, I think, that ncglecting his 
duty on the part, as I said last night, of a 
Customs’official, postal servant, or door- 
keeper of the Dáil or any other minor 
officer or that any attempt to induce 
such officer to neglect or to omit to dis- 
charge his duty is such an offence as 


\/ould warran^ prosecution under Sec- 
tion 1; and if we passed the Schedule in 
its prcsent forln we are leaving a discre- 
tion in the matter to the police authori- 
ties and to the judgcs. I think that 
when you are passing special emergencv 
legislation and fixing certain penalties 
for eertain oífences it may be taken, 
and quite rightly taken, by the courts 
that the legislature desircd to place 
these hitherto minor offenccs in the 
catcgory of major offences, and con- 
scquently we ought to be very careful 
before passing this paragraph of "'his 
Schedule to define the class of officer of 
the (Tovcrnment whom we have in mind. 
1 would ask thc Ministerif he has any- 
thing to sav further to what he said last 
night before we take a vote on this. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: The Schedule to 
this Bill is divided into two parts, and 
it will bc notieed that Part I. deals 
with a challenge to the Statc as such, 
and Part 11. deals foi* the most part 
with offenees as bctween citizcn and 
citizen, a challenge to individual 
rights. That is one broad case of dis- 
tinction as between the two portions of 
the Sc.hedule. Keeping in mind the 
fact that Part I. of the Schedule is in- 
tended to cover the offence of a chal- 
lenge to the fabric of the State, it is 
elear that paragraph II. of that por- 
tion of the Schedule will, in fact and in 
praetice, apply only to an attempt to 
reduce the administration of the State 
to impotence by terrorising or suborn- 
ing its officials. There are two means 
by which you can challenge and by 
which you may possibly overthrow a 
State. One is.the open physical ehal- 
lenge all along the line, and the other 
is to sap and undermine, as it were, to 
reduce it to impotence by the terroris- 
ing or suborning of particular officials. 
There arc certain cogs in the 
machinery, certain wheels which, if 
they can be kept a sufficiently long time 
from funetioning, will bring about a 
general collapse. This form of chal- 
jenge is not unknown to us. As I say, 
in ccrtain areas attempts have been 
made to terrorise public officials from 
the performance of their duties, 
whether it be State Solicitors or 
Under-Sheriffs or 'District Justices. 

But there would be a distinction, and 
it should be remembered that no 
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criminal prosecution can be brought 
without the fiat of the Attorney- 
Oeneral, and each case would have to 
be taken simply on its merits. A parti- 
cular incident might amount to no more 
than a common assault. An incident 
roughly similar might be hcld to con- 
stitute a sufficicnt case for a formal in- 
dictment on a criminal chargc under 
this part of the Schedule to the Bill. 
It would depend upon the attendant 
circumstances. Much would depend 
upon the motive underlying the offence, 
and certainly this portion of the Sche- 
dule would not be used exccpt the 
«Government and the appropriate officer 
of the Governmcnt, the Attorney-Gcnc- 
ral, was satisfied that the offcnce con- 
stituted a delibcrate challonge ‘ to the 
State fabric and a deliberate at- 
tempt to reduce to impotcnce the 
machinery of that administration. 
It is for those reasons that 1 feel 
myself unable to agree to the 
suggestion that this portion of the 
Schcdule should be confined to officcrs 
*of the disciplined forccs of the State, 
«officers of thc army or poliee forces. A 
very real and definite injury might bc 
worked to the Statc by eoncentrating 
on other officials—civil offieials—and 
endeavouring to prevent them from dis- 
charging their proper duties to the 
public. 

I think what I have said ought suffi* 
ciently to meet the Deputy 7 s pjint of 
view. No right can be interfered with 
by this portion of the Schedule, be- 
cause the offence is “ un]awfully induc- 
ing, or attempting to induce, any 
officer of the Government of Saor- 
stát Eireann ” and so on, and the 
fact that no eriminal prosecution 
can be taken without the express 
fiat of the Attorney-Gcneral acting on 
behalf of the Govemment ought to be 
a sufficient guarantee that the Section 
would not be availed of to coveroffences 
of a trivial or minor nature, or to cover 
^ffences which had no other underlying 
motive than a deliberate challenge to 
State administration. 

Mr. JOHNSON: The Minister has 
told us what he desires, and I can quite 
understand and appreciate it, but un- 
fortunately tbe Schedule as it reads 
»does not embodj the Minister’s desire, 


and equally unfortunately for his argu- 
ment when the judges come to adminis- 
ter the law thcy do not read the Minis- 
tcr's speeches or weigh up his inten- 
tions. They are presumed to take the 
Act under which the prosecution is 
brought, and are prcsumed to aet on 
thc law as embodied in the Act of the 
Oireachtas. If the Bill passes in its 
present form, any Attomey-Gencral 
who may be in office within the next 
twelve months may say that an offenee 
which the Dáil would consider a minor 
offenee is a major one. If so, and a 
prosecution was entercd, the judge 
would be quitc right in thinking that 
the intention of the legislature was to 
make any offence under Sub-Section 2 a 
major one punishable by the penalties 
in Section I. To embody the desires 
and intention of the Minister some con- 
necting phrase of this kind would pro- 
bably suffice. “ In furtherance of an 
attempt to overthrow the established 
form of (íovernmcnt any attempt to un- 
lawfully induce an officer 99 would come 
under this Schedule. If the intention 
of thc Ministcr is only to make Sub- 
Section 2 to apply to an attempt at 
suborning or preventing an offieer of 
í the State from carrying on his duties 
i in furtherancc oí any activities against 
thc cstablished form ot* Govemment, 
then let us say that. It is not beyond 
the powers of the draftsmen to em- 
body such a statement in the Section, 
but as it stands it. will appear that the 
j intention of the legislaturc is to bring 
within Ihis category of major offences 
any attcmpt on the part of any citizen 
uníawfully to induce any officer to neg- 
lect his duty. That is not the intention 
of the Minister, as he has explained, 
but it is the meaning of the Section 
whatever his intentions might be, and I 
would urge him to embody his meaning 
in the Seetion. He has explained it 
here quite clearly, and therefore he can 
explain it in the Section, and very few 
words would do it. 

Ordered that progress be reported. 

THE DÁIL RESUMES. 

Progress reported. Oommittee to sit 
again on Wednesday. 

The Dáil adjoumed at 4 p.m. until 
3 o’clock on Wednesday. 
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Do chuaidh an Ceann Comhairle i 
gceannas ar a 3 a clog. 


GEISTEANNA—QUESTIONS. 
ORAL ANSWERS. 


REBUILDING OP O'CONNELL ST. 

PEADAR 0 DUBHOHAILL asked 
the Minister for Finance whether, ’with 
a view to providing much-needed em- 
ployment, he will see his way to ex- 
pedite the rebuilding on the destroyed 
area in O’Connell Street. 

MINISTER for FINANCE (Mr. 
Blythe): I am adviscd that under the 
Damage to Property Compensation Act 
the Minister for Finance has power to 
compel the owners of the destroyed pre- 
mises in O’Conncll Street to rebuild 
within a reasonable time, and I am pre- 
pared to make use of this power to éx- 
pedite the rebuilding of thc destroyed 
area. 

LYTTON ENTRANTS TO CIVIL 
SERVICE. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS asked the 
Minister for Finance what decision has 
been arrived at respecting salary at 
which Lytton entrants to the Civil Ser- 
vice are to commence. 

Mr. BLYTHE: If I am correct in 
understanding that the Deputy is re- 
ferring to the question of the grant to 
Clerical Offlcers who entered the Civil 
Service prior to the change of Oovern- 
ment under the Lytton examinations of 
the increase oi sa\ary recent\y given to 
similar entrants in the British service 
following the» report of the South- 
borough Committee, I can only say that 
the matter is still under consideration, 
hut I hope to be able to announce a de- 
císion at an ea rly date- 


Major COOPER: Arising out of that 
answer, can the Minister state how 
many times he has hoped to deal with 
this matter at an early date? 

Mr. BLYTHE: As it is not a matter 
that particularly troubles me, I could 
not say at thc moment. 

OLD AGE PENSIONERS’ SOURCE 
OF INCOME. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS asked the 
Minister for Finance if he will state 
how many persons of the total number 
of persons receiving the whole amount 
of lOs. a week Old Age Pension it is 
estimated have no other source of in- 
come, direct or indirect, to look to but 
that pension. 

Mr. BLYTHE: I must refer the De- 
puty to the information already given 
by me on the 21st ultimo, in reply to 
Deputy Wilson, in the course of my 
statement on the introduction of the 
Second Stage of the Old Age Pensions 
, Bill. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS : Arising out 
of that answer, does the Minister mean 
that the information was not in the 
office, and is not available in the De- 
partment? 

Mr. BLYTHE : It is not available un- 
less the whole of the 115,000 pensioners 
cases are examined. 


OLD AGE PENSIONS ESTIMATE. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS asked the 
Minister for Finance if he can state 
whether the entire sum of £3,277,700, 
estimated for the current fínancial year 
in respect of Old Age Pensions will be 
called upon for that service; if any 
saving may be expected on that esti- 
mate what the amount of that saving is 
likely to be, and to what cause such 
saving is to be attributed. 


Mr. BLYTHE: It is not anticipated 
that the entire sum of £3,277,700, esti- 
mated to meet.the cost of Q\d { Age 
Pensions for the fínanciál year 1923-24 
will be required. The saviugs on th( 
expenditure on Old Age Pemions , & 
compared with the estimate for th( 
year 1923-24, will, it is anticipated, be 
ahghtlj over £100,000. The reduced 
expenditure is due to a numbe? 5 
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causes, such as the reinvestigation of 
old pensions with consequential reduc- 
tion or disqualification, and to the fact 
that the number of pensioners, who 
have died, has bcen in excess of the 
number of new pensions accruing dur- 
ing the year. 

STORINO AND BONDING OF 
FILMS. . 

Mr. A. BYRNE asked the Minister 
for Financc if he will statc whether a 
monopoly in the storing and bonding 
of films has been granted to the Irish 
Bonded Film Store, Ltd., and whether 
notice of this decision was given to any 
member of the film trade, or to either 
of the organisations of thc fílm trade 
whose interests are most affected. 

Mr. BLYTHE: As regards the first 
part of the question, no monopoly for 
the storing and bonding of films has 
been granted to the Irish Bonded Film 
Store, Ltd. The second part of the 
question does not, therefore, arise. 

Mr. A. BYRNE: May I ask the Mini- 
ster whether he will give a Committee 
of the Dáil an opportunity of examining 
the contracts entered into concerning 
this alleged monopoly? 

Mr. BLYTHE: There are no con- 
tracts entered into. Premises have 
been approved as a bonded Avarehouse. 
They are the only premises for which 
approval has been sought. The Com- 
missioners of Revenue can approve of 
other premises if application is made to 
them and if such are suitable. 

CINEMA TRADE SHOWS. 

Mr. W. HEWAT asked the Minister 
for Finance if it is intended to with- 
draw the liberty, at present enjoyed 
by the cinema trade, of the trade show- 
ing their films in bond at any picture 
theatre, and to restrict trade shows in 
bond to the premises of the Irish 
Bonded Film Store, Ltd. 

Mr. BLYTHE: It is not intended to 
wíthdraw for the present the conces- 
aiou under which imported films may 
be trade shown at any suitable picture 
itoeatre under conditions laid down by 
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the Revenue Commissioners. The 
cinema trade has been so informed. 

The second part of the question does 
not, therefore, arise. 

RATES FOR STORING AND BOND- 
ING FILMS. 

LIAM 0 DAIMHIN asked the Mini- 
ster for Finance if he will give particu- 
lars of all charges imposed by the Irish 
Bonded Film Stores, Ltd., for the stor- 
| ing and bonding of films. 

Mr. BLYTHE: The scale of charges 
imposed by the Irish Bondcd Film 
Stores, Ltd., is not under the control of 
any Government Department, but is a 
matter for arrangement between that 
company and the importers of the films. 

COST OF FILM CENSORSHIP. 

LIAM 0 DAIMHIN asked the Minis- 
tcr for Ilome Affairs why the amount 
to be paid to the Irish Bonded Film 
Store, Ltd., for the projection of films 
for the Censor was fixed at lOs. per 
reel, and whether he is aware that 5s. 
per reel is the amount charged in Lon- 
don. 

MINISTER for HOME AFFAIRS 

(Mr. O’Higgins): When arrangements 
were being made for censorship there 
was no information before the Depart- 
ment as to what was charged in Lon* 
don or any other city for the projec- 
tion of films. 

COST OF CENSOR S OFFICE. 

Major COOPER aslced the Ministe^ 
for Home Affairs whether he is in a 
position to make a statement as to the 
working of the Censorship of Films 
Act, 1923, and whether he can statc 
the cost of the Censor’s Office since it 
began work, and the total amount oí 
fees received by it. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I will take this 
question at the same time as the morc 
detailed question on the same subjec 
later put down by Deputy Hewat. 

PROJECTION OF FILMS FOR 
GENSORSHIP. 

LTAM 0 DAIMHIN asked thé Minis- 
ter for Home Affairs if he will state if 


* 5 March, 1924. 
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[Liam OT>áimhin.] 

the projection of íilms for viewing by 
the Censor was offered for public ten- 
der, and, if not, why not. 

Mr. O HIGGINS: It was not thought 
thíit invitation of tenders was an ap- 
propriate method. 

OOST OF CENSORSHIP OF FILMS. 

Mr. W. HEWAT asked the Minister 
for Home Affairs if he will state on 
what basis the charges set out on the 
back of Form A, Censorship of Films 
Act, 1923, have been fixcd, and if any 
estimates have been made as to (1) the 
yearly amount which will be derived 
from such charges, (2) the number of 
feet of film which will be eensored dur- 
ing the present year, (3) the yearly cost 
of the Censor’s Department, with parti- 
culars of salaries and all other expenses 
estimated for; further, to ask the 
amount which will be reccived by the 
Censor's Department, calculated at ls. 
per reel, in respect of films previously 
censored, and the number of feet of film 
censored each week during the six 
weeks ended 16th February, and the 
total amount of fees payable by film 
renters in respect of films censored 
from the date on which the Censor took 
up his duties until the 16th February, 
and the number of feet of filn) in 
respect of which applications for cen- 
sorship were received by the Censor 
during the six working days ending on 
and including 2nd March, and how 
many film renters have lodged applica- 
ticns for censorship since 18th Feb- 
ruary. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS : The fees have been 
fixed on such a basis that they will 
mcet the expenses of censorship and no 
more. If 50,000 feet of film per week is 
viewed, the total sum which would be 
reccived in a year at one-fifth of a 
pe # nny per foot, would be £2,167, and 
this would be proportionately increased 
if the figure of 50,000 a week is an 
under-estimate. As, however, topical 
and similar pictures are charged for at 
the rate of one-tenth of a penny per 
toot, a reduction of approximately £100 
must be made, leaving the net reeeipts 
£2,067. 

The expenses of the Censor’s Depart- 


! ment and the salaries of the officers are 
as follows.— 

Official Censor ... £250perannum 
Clerical assistance ... 320 „ „ 

On a basis of 50,000 
f eet per week, £1,250 
will be payable to 
the Irish Bonded 
Film Store, Limited, 
for the services ren- 
dered by them ...£1250 „ „ 

Postage, telephone and 

incidentals ... 150 „ „ 

The re-showing of pic- 
tures to the Official 
Censor in doubtful 
| cases, and showing 
I to Appeal Board ... 100 


£2,070 

The other figures asked for are as 
f ollows:— 

Amount which will be received by 
the Censor's Department calculated at 
1/- per reel, in respect of films pre- 
viously censored, £266. 

Number of feet of film censored each 
week during the six weeks ended 16th 
February:— 

Feet. 

Week ending January 12th ... 131,330 

19th ... 61,746 
„ 26th ... 76,678 

February 2nd ... 93,650 

„ 9th ... 110,525 

„ 16th ... 94,800 

Total . 568,729 


It is to be noted that in the preceding 
two months the number of feet cen- 
sored was 440,466, so that the average 
per weck from the lst November to 
the 16th February, is 65,000 feet. 

Total amount of fees payable by film 
renters in respect of films censored 
from the date on which the Censor took 
up his duties until the 16th February, 
is about £500. 


Number of feet of film in respect of 
which applications for censorship were 
received by the Censor during the six 
working days, ending on and including 
March lst—74,288 feet. 


Applications for censorship have 

Vlfv ™ d ,? ed by tbree film renters sincfr 
18th February. 
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Mr. McCARTHY : Arising out of 
that answer, is it a fact that the Cen- 
sor’s salary is based on 50,000 feet of 
films per week, and as this has been in- 
creased, will the salary be increased ? 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I would ask the 
Deputy to give special notice of that 
question. 

FILM RENTERS AND ARRANGE- 
MENTS FOR BONDING OF FILMS. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS asked the 
Minister for Home Affairs if, and when, 
he will be prepared to permit film ren- 
‘ters to make their own arrangcments 
for the bonding of films, and for the 
showing of films under the Censorship 
of Pilms Act, 1923, provided that such 
arrangements are made and continued 
subjcct to his satisfaction and to the 
satisíaction of the Minister for Finance. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: Any proposals sub- 
mitted for the showing of films for cen- 
sorship will receive careful considera- 
tion when the prcsent arrangement 
lapses. Any questions relating to the 
bonding of films should be addressed to 
the Minister for Finance. 

EILBREW ESTATE (CO. MEATH). 

Mr. DAVID HALL asked the Mini- 
ster for Agriculture whether the Kil- 
brew Estate, in the Post Office district 
of Ashbournc, Co. Meath, has been 
vested in the Land Commission. 
whether this estate will be divided 
amongst the herd and workmen, who 
hav^ worked for a number of years on 
the estate, and if he will state when it 
is proposed to have the said estate 
divided. 

MINISTER for AGRICULTURE 
(Mr. Hogan): The lands referred to 
have been vested in the Land Commis- 
sion. A scheme for the division of the 
lands, which is in course of prepara- 
tion, will be completcd as speedily as 
possible, and the claims of suitable per- 
sons in the locality will receive due con- 
sideration. 

YEARLY TENANTS OF TOWN 
PARKS. 

Mr. P. J. EOAN Lskc cl thc Minister 
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for Agriculture whether yearly tenants 
of town parks are entitled to buy out 
under the Land Act of 1923, and if he 
i a awarc that somc landlords are trying 
to exclude these tenants on the ground 
that the land is of potential building 
value, notwithstanding the fact that the 
building potentialities have not. in a 
great many cases becn availed of for a 
number of years. 

Mr. HOGAN : Town parks are not cx- 
cluded from the Land Act, 1923, by 
reason of being town parks, but there 
may be in any particular case other 
reasons for their exclusion. Whether 
any land possesses a substantial value 
or utility, whether potential or actual 
as building ground, is a matter of fact 
in each case to be dctcrmined by the 
Land Commission after hearing all 
parties concerned and all the fact.> of 
the case. 

PIG-BREEDING. 

Mr. BAXTER (for Tadhg 0 Donnab- 
háin) asked the Minister for Agricul- 
turc if he is aware that owing to the 
present low prices for pigs, rapid de- 
pletion is taking place in the breeding 
stock of the Saorstát; whether his De* 
partment propose taking any st^ps U 
prevent this, such as making use of the 
Agricultural Instructors to educate thc 
farmers by public meeting or otherwise 
on the necessity for prcserving the pig- 
breeding stock of the country and the 
disastrous economic consequences of 
failing to do so. 

Mr. HOGAN: I am aware that, owing 
to the small margin of profit on rearing 
and feeding of pigs, depletion is taldng 
place in the brceding stock of the Saor- 
stát. The whole matter is one to which 
the Department are giving, and have 
been giving, special attention. The De- 
partment have already issued detailed 
instructions to all the itinerant instruc- 
tors in agriculture, who number a 
couple of hundred, calling their special 
attention to the present position of the 
pig-breeding industry, and urging upon 
them the importance of encouraging 
more economic methods of feeding and 
to arrange educational campaigns, the 
main objects of which are:— 
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1. The retention of an adequatc 
stoclc of brood sows; 

2. the prcvention of the sale at a 
loss of immature and unfinished pigs 
by instructing farmers in the most 
economical methods of fattening young 
pigs now on hands and inducing them 
to change, where nccessary, their sys- 
tems of feeding; 

3. increased production and utilisa- 
tion of home-grown foods for pigs, and 

4. the keeping of none but pigs of 
the most suitable types. 


MINISTER for INDUSTRY and 
COMMEROE (Mr. McGrath) : William 
Parrell claimed Unemployment Benefit 
at Ennis on the 5th December last. Be- 
fore payment could be made on it, in- 
formation reached the Offices of the De- 
partment which rendered necessary the 
investigation of a claim which he had 
previously made. Pending the investi- 
gation of that claim, which will be com- 
pleted as early as possible, benefit can- 
not be paid on the claim of the 5th 
December. 

DROICHEAD NUA UNEMPLOY- 
MENT BENEFIT CLAIM. 

AODH 0 CULACHAIN asked the 


OORK CO. COUNCIL OFFICE STAFF. 

Mr. BAXTER (for Tadhg 0 Donnab- 
háin) asked the Minister for Local Go- 
vernment if he will state the number of 
thc permanent staff employed in the 
Cork County Council Office on week 
ended 2nd Pebruary, 1924, with total 
salaries for either the week, month, or 
year; further, whether he will state the 
number of temporary staff engaged on 
week ended 2nd Pebruary, and aggre- 
gate wage of this staff for week. 

MINISTER for LOCAL GOVERN- 
MENT (Mr. Burke) : The following are 
necessary particulars prepared from de- 
tails supplied by the Cork County 
Council:— 

Permanent Staff. Total annual 

No. employed on salaries (in- 

2/2/24, cluding war 

25. bonus), 

£7,603 lOs. 

Temporary Staff. Total weekly 

No. employed week wages paid. 

ended 2/2/24, 

26. £70 6s. 6d. 

UNEMPLOYMENT BENEFIT CLAIM 
(RAHEEN, CO. CLARE.) 

PADRAIG 0 hOGAIN (An Clár) 

asked the Minister for Industry and 
Commerce if he will state why a claim 
for Unemployment Insurance Benefit 
in respect of Wm. Farrell, Raheen, 
Tomgr&ney, Co. Clare, is withheld, and 
if he is aware that the applicant íirst 
signed on December 5th, 1923, and 
since that date no payment has been 
made. 


Minister for Industry and Commerce if 
he is aware that Thomas Parrell, Un- 
employment Book No. 1176, Droichead 
Nua Office, has been signing the Unem- 
ployment Register since 12th May, 
1923, and has not yet received benefit; 
further, to ask whether, in view of the 
fact that he is in very ncedy circum- 
stances owing to the delay in dealing 
with his claim, instructions will be 
given for immediate payment. 

Mr. McGRATH: Thomas Farrell, of 
Droichead Nua, claimed Unemployment 
Benefit on the 2nd November, 1922, and 
except for a short interval, received 
benefit up to the beginning of April, 
1923. It was subsequently found that 
he had received benefit in respect of 
days on which he was employed. Por 
this he was prosecuted and convicted at 
Droichead Nua District Court on the 
7th February. After the papers were 
returned by the Chief State Solicitor, 
no time was lost in making the neces- 
sary adjustments in the worfcman’s ac- 
count. The later claims made by the 
workman have been duly authorised, 
and benefit will be paid next Priday. 

The delay that has occurred in this 
case is due to the claimant's own action 
in representing himself as unemployed 
for the purpose of obtaining beneíit on 
days on which he was actually em- 
ployed, and not qualified to receive 
benefit. 


Mr. COLOHAN: Is the Minister 
aware that those days for whieh he was 
prosecuted were Easter Saturday and 
Easter Monday ; that the offices were 
not open on those two days, and that, 

thoTdaS 7 ’ ° 0Uld ^ Úga UP ° U 
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Mr. McGRATH: I am not aware of 
it, but I am aware of the fact that he 
was actually tried, convicted, and fined. 

Mr. COLOHAN: I do not think that 
\t was a fair conviction. 

DISPOSAL OF FISHING BOATS. 

CONCHUBHAIR 0 CONGHAILE 

asked the Minister for Fisheries if he 
will state at what price it is intended 
to dispose of the fishing boats at pre- 
sent in the hands of the Ministry; 
whether, if thc price be at the “ war ” 
price obtainable during the period 1915 
to 1922, it is in the interest of economy 
that such a price be asked, seeing that 
these boats depreeiate from month to 
month, and whether, in the interests of 
the fishermen and the benefit of the 
State, he will consider disposing of 
these boats at the present-day selling 
price. 

MINISTEB for FISHERIES (Mr. F. 
Lynch) : Twelve months ago the Mini- 
stry took over from the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board a considerable number of 
sail and motor fishing boats, and one 
steam fishing vessel. Of these boats, a 
few had been built during 1919-20-21, 
and have never been to sea owing to 
the failure of the fishing.; the remainder 
had been taken up by the Board from 
loan borrowers who had failed to pay 
their instalments and were neglecting 
the boats and motor engines. 

The boats on our hands, which were 
built in 1919-20, cost considerably more 
than can now be got for them, and I 
am iu correspondence with the Minister 
for Finance regarding the selling price 
*>f one boat, which it is desired to sell 
M considerably lower than the cost. 

I am quite alive to the fact that fish- 
ing boats—especially when fitted with 
motor engines—deteriorate rapidly 
when not in use, and efforts are being 
made to dispose of the boats to suitable 
fishermen, but owing to the low demand 
for fishing boats at present and to the 
difflculty which fishermen experience in 
ebtaining satisfactory sureties for a 
large loan, there has not been any sale 
so far. 


TRANSFERENCE OF CUBBAGH 

MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR 
WORKS. 

AODH 0 CULACHAIN asked the 
Minister for Defence if it is intended 
to transfer the maintenance and re- 
pairs works at Curragh Camp írom the 
Board of Works to the Engineers Corps 
or other organisation, and, if so, whe- 
ther, in view of the íarge numbers of 
unemployed in the district, an assur- 
ance will be given that all the workmen 
I concerned will be rctained. 

MINISTER for DEFENCE (General 
Mulcahy) : Such a proposal has been 
under consideration for some time. but 
a decision has not yet been taken in the 
matter. 

Mr. COLOHAN: Arising out of that 
answer, can the Minister give an assur- 
ance that all those workmen who are at 
present employed, will be retained, 
l even when the work is transferred to 
the Engineers Corps? 

• 

General MULCAHY : If the mainten- 
ance of buildings and repair work at 
the Curragh Camp are transferred to 
the Corps of Engineers, it wi\l result in 
certain cconomies, and it will not be 
possible to retain all the civilian em- 
ployees that are at present retained. 
The number of civilian employees will 
be somewhat reduced during the course 
of the coming year. 


WRITTEN ANSWERS. 

CLONMEL ARMY ACCOUNT. 

MICHEAL 0 hlFEARNAIN asked 
the Minister for Defence if he will state 
why the account of Mr. P. Clery, Ard- 
geeha, Clonmel, for lime supplied to the 
National Forces in the Emmett Bar- 
racks, Clonmel, in March and May, 
1923, amoimting to £21, and for which 
accounts were furnished, has not beeu 
paid. 

General MULGAHY: It is regretted 
that Mr. Cler^’s account cannot, be 
traced at Headquarters, but inquiries 
are being made in the matter. 
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CURRAGH INTERNEE. 

Mr. D. HALL asked the Minister for 
Defence if he will state whether Thos. 
Robinson ? Hut 16, Hare Park Camp, 
Curragh, who was arrested on the 30th 
June, 1923, has been charged, and, if 
so, if he will state the nature of the 
charge, and when the trial will take 
place. 

General MULCAHY: Mr. Robinson 
was charged before a military tribunal 
oil the 5th July, 1923, with being in 
illegal possession of a land mine. He 
was found guilty and sentenced to two 
years’ imprisonment. 

GRATUITY FOR SOLDIER S 
WIDOW. 

AODH 0 CULACHAIN asked the 
Minister for Defencc whether he will 
give favourable consideration to the 
granting of a gratuity to Mrs. Mar- 
garet Tiernan (who, with her two child- 
ren, are destitute), wife of Private John 
Tiernan, Army No. 32282, who dicd in 
the General Military Hospital, Curragh 
Camp, on the 15lh January, 1924. 

General MULCAHY: I regret that it 
is not practicable to award a gratuity 
to Mrs. Tiernan. Dependents , allow- 
ance will, however, be continued for a 
period of 26 weeks from the date of her 
liusband’s death. 

GORT MILE SUPPLIER ’S ACCOUNT. 

TOMAS 0 CONAILL asked the Mini- 
ster for Defence if he can state why 
the sum of £14 lls., due to Mrs. Glynn, 
of Laughty Shaughnessy, Gort, for 
milk supplied to the Military Barracks, 
Gort, during the months of June, July 
and September, 1922, has not yet been 
paid, and whether payment of this long 
outstanding account will be immedi- 
ately made. 

General MULCAHY: A claim for 
'£13 15s. 6d. received from Mrs. Glynn, 
and assumed to be that referred to, was 
paid on the 29th ultimo. 

COMMANDEERED BICYCLE 
(NAAS.) 

AODH 0 CULACHAIN asked the 
Minister for Defence if he is aware that 
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Mr. James Anderson, Cycle Depot, 
Naas, has not yet received payment 
(£11 5s.) for bicycles commandeered by 
Captain J. V. Joyce, O/C., Naas Bar- 
racks, on the Ist August, 1922; further, 
if he is aware that Captain Joyce certi- 
fies that he received the bicycles, and, 
as application for payment has been 
made on six occasions without result, 
whether he will order payment of this 
long overdue account at once. 

General MULCAHY: The claim has 

now been assessed at £7 5s., and a pay- 
able order for that amount was issued 
to Mr. Anderson on the 4th instant. 

COLLOONEY (SLIGO) MOTORIST’H 
CLAIM. 

Major COOPER asked the Minister 
for Defence whether any claim has been 
received from Mr. Thomas Condon, Col- 
looney, Co. Sligo, who had the wheels 
of his hackney motor ear removed by 
the Military Authorities in July, 1922, 
and whether any compensation is pay- 
able in this case. 

General MULCAHY: A claim was re- 
ceived from Mr. Condon, and a payable 
order for £8 as compensation, was 
issued to him on the 27th ultimo. 

PRIVATE NOTICE QUESTION. 
OIREACHTAS STAFF. 

Mr. JOHNSON asked the Minister 
for Finance whether he has taken steps 
to give effect to the order of the Dáil of 
the 25th January, that copies of the 
Report of the Committee on the Oire- 
achtas Staff, then laid on the Table, be 
circulated to Deputies, together with. a 
statement showing:— 

(1) Scale of wages and salaries now 

in operation; 

(2) Cash value of the various offices 

referred to in the report of the 
proposed scale when bonus at 
present rate is addcd; 
and if effeet has been given to that 
order of the Dáil, when the report may 
be expected? 

Mr. BLYTHE: I understand that 
there has been some confusion about 
this. We thought that the matter would 
be dealt with by the Dáil Staff, and. 
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apparently, they thought it would be 
dealt with by the Finance Staft'. It can 
casily be rectified. 

CENSORSHIP OF FILMS ACT, 1923. 

MINISTER for HOME AFFAIRS 
(Mr. K. O’Higgins): As the Theatre 
and Cinema Association (Ireland) and 
the Kinematograph Rcnters' Soeiety of 
Great Britain and Ireland, Ltd., have 
recently endeavoured by a carefully- 
prepared and extensive publicity cam- 
paign to create the impression in the 
public mind that they have been badly 
treated in the matter of the arrange- 
ments made for the censoring of films 
under the Censorship of Films Act, 
1923, I think it right to give the Dáil 
and the public the íullest possible in- 
formation on the matter. 

I should íirst like to recall that the 
Censorship of Films Act was passed as 
a. social measure in response to a very 
definite public demand. In view of the 
financial burdens of the State, it was 
taken as axiomatic that the cost of 
censorship should not be borne out of 
public funds, and that, therefore, any 
necessary expenses would have to be 
raised by way of fee charged for the 
eensorship service. On the other hand, 
it was agreed that no profit to the State 
should be made out of such fees, and 
the Aet was framed accordingly. 

Censorship involved an official censor 
and necessary staff, an office for the 
censor with suitable furniture, lighting, 
heating, etc., premises for projecting 
apparatus (complying with Statutory 
regulations), and the usual operators 
for working such apparatus. 

As a preliminary step and before a 
decision had been taken as to the par- 
ticular arrangement best suited to meet 
the requirements of the case, inquiries 
were made as to the footage of íilms 
which would have to be censored each 
week. It will be understood that this 
was an important factor in estimating 
the fees which would have to be 
charged, the greater the footage the 
less would be the fee per foot of film 
censored. 

At this stage, before the Bill became 
law (viz., in June last) both renters and 
exhibitors sent deputations to the De- 


1924. Films Act , 1923. 1654 

partment to convey their apprehension 
that the cost of censorship, if to be. 
borne by the trade, would be a prohibi- 
tive burden. 

The renters, when asked for an esti- 
mate of the footage per week, gave 
estimates varying from 150,000 feet per 
week to 400,000. The exhibitors, on 
the other hand, ridiculed this estimate, 
and expressed the opinion that 50,000 
feet per week would be nearer the 
mark. The renters based their esti- 
mate on the footage of films handled 
by individual firms, the exhibitors. 
based their calculation on the films ex- 
hibited in an average week by “ first- 
run ” picture thcatres in Dublin. 
The expression “ first-run Picture 
Theatres ” is technical to the trade. 

In view of the fact that renters and 
exhibitors could not agree as to the 
quantity of film which would require 
censorship, it was a difficult mattcr to 
estimate what fee per foot of film cen- 
sored would be required. 

The exhibitors thought that it would 
be necessary to charge between ^d. and 
ld. per foot, and that this would be too 
great a burden. They added that if 
the fees could be restricted to i*d. per 
foot, their opposition would cease, and 
when they were informed that it waa 
hoped to pay the expenses of censor- 
ship with a fee of one-fifth of a penny 
per foot, they appeared to be quite 
satisfied, but still sceptical as to the- 
possibility. 

It is to be added that both renters 
and exhibitors at these interviews, re- 
presented that it would be a great 
facility to the trade if films could be 
censored in bond, so that import duty 
would not have to be paid on films re~ 
jected by the Censor. 

As a result of all this, the Depart- 
ment felt that their headline should be 
a fee of one-fifth of a penny per foot 
and facilities for censoring in bond, if 
that course proved to be practicable. 

It was in this atmosphere that the 
Department met Messrs. McConnell, 
Hartley, Ltd., in July, to consider an 
offer made by them to provide facilitiea 
for censorship. They explained that 
they proposed to set up a bonded film 
store, in premises known as the Dame 
Street Picture House, and that thejr 
were in communication with the Re- 
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venue Commissioners. They inquired 
whether, if they succeeded in obtaining 
the approval of the Eevenue Com- 
missioners, the Department would be 
prepared to consider utilising the 
premises for Censorship. The answer 
they got was that if they secured the 
approval of the Revenue Commissioners 
as a bonded store, a concrete proposal 
from them as to facilities for censor- 
ship would be considered. 

In giving this answer the Depart- 
ment, mindful of the suggestion of thc 
Kinema trade that censoring in bond 
would be welcomed, felt that if the 
Revenue Commissioners passed the 
premises as bonded stores it was a prac- 
tical proposition to consider the using 
of the premises for censorship also, pro- 
vided agreement could be reached as 
to terms. 

At this stage some Revenue statistics 
of films imported became available, and 
after making due allowance for the ad- 
mittedly low imports in April it was 
•clear that it would not be safe to esti- 
mate for a higher weekly footage than 
50,000, this being, in fact, the estimatc 
given’by the Exhibitors > Association. 
No grounds could be found for the ex- 
travagant estimate of thc renters , re- 
presentatives. This low footage tended 
to make the Department concíude that 
a fee of one-fifth of a penny per foot 
would be satisfactory. 

On the 25th July the Revenue Com- 
missioners notified the Department that 
provisional approval for a bonded film 
w;arehouse had been given to the Dame 
Street premises. On the 30th July Mr. 
McConnell wrote saying that his firm 
would grant the use of the theatre in 
the Bonded Store, Dame Street, for 
censorship purposes on the following 
terms:— 

Projecting Films, length up to 500 
feet, at the rate of 7/6 per reel. 

Projecting Films over 500 feet and 
up to 1,000 feet, at the rate of 
12/6 per reel. 

3, 5 and 7 reel films and over based 
at the rate of 12/6 per reel. 

The said prices to include all the 
necessary work entailed in showing the 
films such as operator’s time, light, 
winding and rewinding, one or two 
offices for the Censor and his staff m 


the premises in a suitable position, with 
all necessary office furniture, fittings, 
heating, lighting, and lavatory accom- 
modation. This offer was rejected. A 
fresh offer of 10/- flat pcr 1,000 feet 
(lesser lengths to be charged pro rata) 
was favourably considered and sub- 
mitted to the Minister for Finance for 
sanction. Sanction was obtained, and 
in September Messrs. McConnell, Hart- 
ley, Limited, were informed that their 
terms wcre aecepted for one year, sub- 
ject to the plans of the proposed 
premises meeting with the Depart- 
| ment’s approval. 

That ended the matter, and it was 
only a question of awaiting the com- 
pletion of the premises for the censor- 
ship to begin. The arrangements made 
eiisured that the total cost of censor- 
ship could be kept down to one-fifth of 
a penny per foot of film censored (and 
even one-tenth of a penny per foot in 
cases of Topical Travel, Interest and 
Educational Films). 

! In view of the sceptical and pessimis- 
tic attitude of the tradc as to cost and 
their desire that censorship in bond 
should be possible, the Department felt 
tliat in all the circumstances a business- 
like transaction had been made, and as 
the contract was limited to a year, so 
tliat at the end of that time henefit 
could be taken pf experience gained, no 
apprehension was felt that there could 
be any serious dissatisfaction amongst 
the members of the Kinema trade. It 
v/as also felt that in view of the struc- 
tural alterations made by the proprie- 
tors of the Dame Street Picture House 
a year was not an unduly long time for 
the contract. 

It was always intended, and is still 
intended, to make other arrangements. 
if experience shows that the censorship 
can be carried out at less expense. No 
profit for the State can be made under 
the terms of the Act, and there is no in- 
tention to pay outside firms a higher 
price than is necessary for services 
rendered. I should like to add that 
j the arrangements made were regarded 
in the nature of renting premises, and 
one does not usually seek tenders for 
services of that kind. Also the pessi- 
mistic attitude of the trade about the 
censorship precluded the Department 
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from thinking that the trade them- 
selves might possibly be prepared to 
set up a bonded store with censorship 
facilities at a lower cost than that ob- 
tained from the Dame Street Picture 
House proprietors. 

The agitation on the part of the 
Kinema trade against the arr'angements 
made did not begin until the 21st 
December. This agitation is directed 
both against the charges for censoring 
and the charges for bonding. As re- 
gards the latter, I have no responsi- 
bility, and I do not propose to enter 
into that aspect of the case. As regards 
the censorship, I have outlined the 
position. I think it will be agreed that 
the Department’s position is a proper 
one, irrespective of whether other J 
cheaper arrangements could now, with ; 
the information gained, be made. 

In recent communications the 
Kinema trade estimate the footage at 
100,000 per week, i.e., the renters have 
considerably reduced their original es- 
timate and the exhibitors have doubled 
theirs. The revenue statistics for the 
six months ending 30th September last 
indicate an average of 62,000 per week, 
thus vindicating the cautious attitude 
adopted by the Department and in- 
dicating that the exhibitors > original 
estimate of 50,000 was a better ap- 
proximation than their present polemic 
figure of 100,000. 

In matters such as the fees for the 
Censor’s certificate for the pictures 
originally passed by the Dublin Cor- 
poration Board of Censors, and for pic- 
tures viewed elsewhere than Dame 
Street before the premises were ready, 

I have granted concessions to the trade 
in response to their representations, and 
1 am unable, in the events which have 
happened, to do any more. I repeat 
that as regards charges for bonding I 
have no responsibility, and I think the 
Revenue Commissioners 9 duties are con- 
fined to seeing that films in bond are 
properly secured, the charge for ser- 
vices to the trade being a private 
matter. 

I have, however, arranged that no 
person shall be forced to bond there; 
in other words, that films will be ad- 
mitted for censorship though not 
bonded in the Dame Street store. 
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If there are any outstanding diflficul- 
ties in the matter of films bonded else- 
where being admitted in bond to tlie 
Dame Street premises for censorship, I 
presume that the Revenue Commis- 
sioners will be prepared to consider the 
granting of any facilities possible. 

From this summary the Dáil wili 
understood that the Kinema trade, by 
their general attitude, did not give 
rauch assistance when the arrangements 
for censorship werc first being made. 
One can, of course, understand their 
general reluctance to accept thé idea 
that censorship should pav for itself 
even though a National censorship was 
bound to be a bencfit to the trade, the 
Báil as the medium for criticism of the 
kind of pictures shown in the country 
being substituted in effect for numerous 
local agitations of varying degrees 
against pictures of a doubtful charac- 
ter. But one thing is perfectly clear, 
that when arrangements for the censor- 
ship were being made, the exhibitors, 
who ultimately, from the purely trade 
point of view, feel the charge for 
censorship, were satisfied that the ex- 
penses would amount to at least £d. per 
foot and indicated that they would not 
complain if fecs were restricted to Jd. 
per foot. The fees are now fixed at 
one-fifth of a penny per foot for the 
larger films, and one-tenth of a penny 
per foot for the smaller topical films. 
lf these charges are unnecessarily high, 
the Kinema trade have only themselves 
to blame by leading the Department to 
believe that £d. per foot was the mini- 
mum practically possible, and that Jd. 
pcr foot would be accepted without 
complaint. 

As I have already said, if experience 
proves that lower fees will suffice, or 
cheaper arrangements for censorship 
can be madc, the contract with the Irish 
Bonded Film Store, Limited, will not be 
renewed at the end of the year. 

As far as I am concerned, nobody 
will, through the operation of the Cen- 
sorship of Films Act, bc compelled to* 
bond his films in the Bonded Filni 
Store, Dame Street, if he wishes to bond 
elsewhere. The question of bonding is 
a matter for arrangement between the- 
Revenue Commissioners and the trade, 
and it is unfair and misleading to mix: 


5 Maboh, 1924. 
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up the question of the charges for bond- 
ing with those for censorship. 

I am convinced that there was a 
general public demand for censorship, 
and the public must have censorship. I 
am equally convinced that the State, 
in present circumstances, could not be 
expected to bear the cost of censorship, 
and, whilst experience may lead to a 
change in the present arrangemenls, 1 
think it is clear that the eourse taken* 
iby the Dcpartment as an experiment is 
not deserving of censure. A more help- 
ful attitude on the part of the tradc in 
thc beginning would have been better 
for everybody. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (TEMPO- 

RART PROVISIONS) (AMEND- 
MENT) BILL, 1924.—PIRST STAGE. 

MINISTER for LOCAL GOVERN- 
MENT (Mr. J. Burke) : I beg to movc 
for leave to introduce the “ Local 
Government (Temporary Provisions) 
(Amendment) Bill, 1924.” This is 
only a short Bill, and the object of it is 
to keep alive the various county 
amalgamations schemes that came into 
force under the Local Government 
(Temporary Provisions) Bill during 
the existence of that Bill. That Bill 
was extended by the Expiring Laws 
Act till the 31st December, 1924, and 
if this Bill is not passed before the 31st 
March those different county schemes 
will automatically lapse on that date, 
because Sectiou 6 of the Local Govern- 
ment (Temporary Provisions) Act 
.stipulates that every county schemc 
shall continue in operation until the 
31st March, 1924, and shall then ex- 
pire. This is, therefore, an urgent 
matter, and I am anxious to get it 
through before the 31 st March next. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I desire to ask the 
Minister whether the purpose of the 
Bill is to make the extension last to 
the 31st March, 1925? 

Mr. BUREE: No; only until the 31 st 
December, 1924. 

Question: “ That leave be given to 
introduce the Bill ”—put and agreed 
to. 

Second Stage ordered for the first 
-day of next week’s sittings. 


, AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE 

I at this stage took the Chair. 

i 

JURIES (AMENDMENT) BILL, 1924. 

SECOND STAGE. 

MINISTER for HOME AFFAIRS 

(Mr. K. O’Higgins): It might be neces- 
sary, by way of explanation of this 
measure, to survey briefly the sub- 
stance of the existing law in the mat- 
ters dealt with by the Bill. The sub- 
stance of the existing law on the mat- 
tcrs dealt with by the Bill is this, that 
the duty of preparing printed lists of 
all persons who are qualified to be 
jurors is imposed by Statute (Juries 
(Ireland) Act, 1871, Section 8) on the 
local authorities in eaeh county who, 
in turn, are set in motion by a de- 
mand, called a Precept, which is issued 
hy thc local Clerk of the Crown and 
i Peíacc. The routine runs as follows: 

. . . within one week after the first 
day of July in each year the Clerk of 
the Crown and Peace issues his precept, 
formerly to the Clerk of each Poor 
Law Union, but now to the Secretary 
of the County Council, requiring him to 
submit to him, not later than the first 
of August, alphabetieal lists of the 
jurors in each barony in the county. 
By the first day of August, therefore, 
thc Clerk of the Crown and Peace re- 
ceives from the Clerks of # the Unions, 
or the County Secrctary, lists of per- 
sons qualified and liable to serve as 
jurors, a separate list for each barony, 
and each list in alphabetical order of 
surnames. 

From these general lists the Clerk of 
the Crown and Peace picks out the 
Special Jurors and makes separate lists 
of Special Jurors, each barony being 
still kept in a separate list. This is re- 
quired by Statute to be done not later 
than 15th August. 

The next step is the revision of these 
lists. This is done by the County Court 
Judge, save in Dublin County and Dub- 
lin City, where (by way of relieving the 
Recorder) it is done by Revising Bar- 
risters—one for the City and one for 
the County. This revision takes place 
between the eighth of September and 
the twenty-fifth of October. The rate 
collectors are required to attend: there 
is generally no argument or discussion: 
the judge is told that A.B., whose name 
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appears on the list, is dead or deaf or 
,seventy years old, he immediate)„ 
strikes off the name. In the County 
Dublin revision, names are struck off 
at the rate of about five hundred per 
day, or about one hundred per hour, 
which shows the mechanical nature of 
the work. 

The next step is that in each county 
the several revised lists for the 
baronies are consolidated by the Clerk 
of the Crown and Peace into one alpha- 
betical list for the county: this is “ the 
general jurors book ” for the county: 
it has to be handed by the Clerk of the 
Crown and Peace to the Under-Sheriff 
not later than the first day of January, 
and is the source from which the 
Under-Sheriff obtains all jury panels 
during the following ycar. A separate 
book of Special Jurors is also prepared 
in the same way and handed to the 
Under-Sheriff. 

The law for all this will be found in 
the Juries (Ireland) Act, 1871. 

Summarising the procedure. for 
ready referenee, the li calendar runs 
as follows:— 

lst July.—Clerk of the Crown and 
Peace issues Precept. 

lst July to lst August.—Thc rate col- 
lectors and County Council 
Secretaries prepare alphabetical 
lists of jurors for each barony. 

lst August.—Said lists (alphabetical 
per barony) arc dclivered to the 
Clerk of the Crown and Peace. 

lst August to 15th August.—Clerk of 
the Crown and Peace preparcs 
lists of Special Jurors (alpha- 
betical, per barony). 

8th September to 25th Óctober.—Re- 
vision of lists by County Court 
Judges. 

25th October to lst January.—The 
Clerk of the Crown and Peace 
prepares the two Jury Books, 
Oeneral and Special, from the 
revised lists and hands thc books 
to Under-Sheriff. 

The entire expenses of all this pro- 
cedure, including the printing, are de- 
frayed by the local authorities, out of 
rates. 

The above s # ystem, that is, the exist- 
ing system, is in itself satisfactory, and 
there would be no reason to interfere 
with it but for the faet that it is ru> 
ning side by side with another system, 
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viz., the preparation of lists of electors, 
and that it is desirable to amalgamate 
the two systems, so far as possible, in 
the interests of eflficiency and economy. 
The point is that the Electors’ Lists 
and the Jurors > Lists are to a grcat ex- 
tent lists of the same persons, or, to be 
more precise, the Electors , Lists in- 
clude the name of almost every juror. 

It, therefore, occurred to thc Minis- 
trics eoncerned: Why not have only 
one list—the Electors > List—dlstin- 
guishing the jurors by some special 
mark? ,, It happened at the time when 
this proposal was being considered 
(Autumn, 1923), that printing tenders 
wore l>eing invitcd by the Stationery 
Oflfice, for Electors , Lists, to cover a 
period of five years. It was, thcrefore, 
necessary eithor to take a decision im- 
mediately or to postpone the reform, 
and the consequent economy, for five 
years. The former alternative was 
adoptod—that is, it was assumed that 
the present Bill would be enacted 
within a few months, and the printing 
work was ordered on the more econo- 
mical basis of a single consolidated list 
of voters and jurors. 

By departmental action, therefore, 
t,aken in anticipation of legislation the 
necessary information has already been 
obtained for the current year by the 
more economical method of adding to 
the Electors Lists a Jurors Column 
showing whether each elector was an 
1 ordinary Juror, a Special Juror, or not 
| a Juror at all, and in the Electoral 
Lists 110 w just completed the Jurors 
Column has been added and filled in. 

The present Bill was therefore initi- 
ated as a very short Bill, the only ob- 
ject of which was to give retrospective 
| sanction to the consolidation of the 
I Jurors Lists with the Electors Lists. 
While the Bill was being drafted, how- 
ever, representations were made to me 
that mueh more extensive changes were 
desirable in the jury system and a con- 
ference took place in January last, at 
which the whole jury system was dis- 
cussed, and subsequently the Executive 
Council came to the following conclu- 
sions— 

Mr. JOHNSON : Will the Minister 
say what kind of a conference it was? 

Mr. O’HIGOINS: The Conference in 
January last consisted of the Drafts- 
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man, the Under-Sheriff for the City of 
Dublin, a representative of the Minis- 
try of Local Government and myself. 
As a result of that conference certain 
general conclusions were reached. 

Mr. GOOD: The Jurors were not re- 
presented at the conference ? 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: No. There was no 
representative of the Jurors. Follow- 
ing that conference certain general 
conclusions were arrived at as follows: 

(a) That the introduction of a Bill 
reforming the Jury System generall.v 
was necessary, but might, and should, 
stand over for at least some months, 
and must certainly await the enact- 
ment of the Courts of Justice Bill. 

(b) That the present Bill should be 
introduced immediately and should in 
general be limited to the change in 
method as regards the preparation of 
Jurors 9 Lists but with the following 
additions .* 

(c) That a few points not necessarily 
arising out of the change in method 
mentioned at (b) above were of suoh 
urgency and importance that they 
should be included in the present Bill 
by way of anticipation of the future 
general reform. These points were, 
mainly, exemption of women jurors on 
application, abolition of the revision by 
County Courts in favour of revision by 
the Clerk of the Crown and Peace 
(with an appeal to the District Justice) 
and some other matters which will be 
made clear in explanations which I pro- 
nose to give of the various Sections. 

Section 1 of the Bill directs that the 
Eegister of Electors shall also show 
whether each Elector is a Special 
Juror, an ordinary Juror, or not a 
Juror at all. This is done in practice 
bv means of the “ Jurors' Column, ,, to 
Avhich I have referred. 

Section 1 (2) imposes specifically 
upon the registration officer (who is thc 
Clerk of the Crown and Peace) the 
duty of seeing that the Electors , Lists 
distinguish between ordinary jurors, 
special jurors, and persons who are not 
jurors. 

Section 1 (3) directs that the law as 
regards entering claims and objections 
in the electors lists shall apply also to 
the jurors column of the list . . . e.g., 
if A.B's. name appears in the Elec- ! 
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j tors^ Lists marked “ juror ” and if he 
is not in fact entitled to be a juror, the 
objection is to be made in 

4 o’cloch. the same way as an objec- 
tion to his being registered 
as an elector. 

Section 1 (4) directs that in thc lists 
of objections, etc., to voters, it shali 
appear which of the said voters are also 
jurors. 

Section 1 (5) provides that jurors 
shall not be marked in university elec- 
toral lists. This follows from the fact 
that neither residence nor ownership of 
premises is necessary for University 
voting qualification. If University vot- 
ers are jurors, as they frequently are, 
they are jurors, not in the University 
but in some County and in virtue of 
premises in such County. 

Section 2.—This Section is inserted 
to meet the case of a man who has more 
than one property qualification. Sup- 
pose that A.B. has two houses in two 
1 different parts of the County Dubjin, 
and that the rateable value of the íirst 
house is over, but the rateable válue of 
the second house is under, the rateable 
value necessary for a juryman. From 
the electoral point of view it is im- 
material to A.B. whether he is regis- 
tered in respeet of the first house or in 
respcct of the second house, but from 
the jury point of view it is vital, be- 
cause if he is registered in respect of 
the second house only, then he will 
escape jury service altogether. This 
.section makes that impossible, and the 
result of the section may be expressed 
more simply, if somewhat less accu- 
rately, thus: A man shall be regis- 
tcred as an elector, in the place where 
hc has jury qualifications rather than 
in any other place. ,, 

Section 3.—This section has been 
inserted in order to get rid of the un- 
willing woman juror. In this country 
the number of women who desire to 
serve on juries^ is very small, and in 
practiee the insertion of women’s 
names in the Jury Book leads to noth- 
ing but trouble; the women do not turn 
up, or they get themselves excused, or 
they are objected to. The meaning of 
sub-section (1) is that any woman who 
does not want to serve may get her 
name struck off the Lists on applica- 
tion, so that the name will not go into 
the Jury Book at all. Sub-section (2) 
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was added in order to prevent an im- 
proper use being made of the privilege 
granted by sub-section (1). What*was 
feared was that a man would have his 
premises rated in his wife's name; he 
would then not be liable for jury ser- 
vice, and she, although liable, would , 
get her name struclc off under sub-sec- [ 
tion (1). Sub-section (2), however, 
makes one of the pair liable. 

Section 4 declares that no person 
shall be a juror who is not an elector. 
No case is actually known where a 
person who is a juror is not an elector, 
because if a person has a juror ’s pro- 
perty qualification he is almost of 
necessity a Loeal Governmcnt elector, 
but it was thought better to have a 
dcfinite provision if the case should 
arise. It will be seen that in the new 
system the list is primarily an 0100 ^ 0 ^ 8 * 
list, thc clectors who are also jurors 
being specially markcd. If, by any 
ehance, somcbody who was not regis- 
tered as an elect.or should claim to be 
a juror, and prove his claim and insist 
on it, the registration officer would be 
rather cmbarrassed but for the present 
section. 

Section 5, sub-section (1).—This is 
to the effect that if a person disagrees 
with the registration officer’s views as 
to his jur^ íiability, he may appeal to 
the District Justice (not to the County 
Court Judge). Moreover, he may 
appeal to the District Justice without 
going to the registration officer at all 
(as the last three lines of the sub- 
section will show). Thus if a man who 
lives within a few yards óf Swords 
Courthouse has been wrongly regis- 
tered as a juryman he need not come 
to Dublin for relief; he can go into the 
District Court and get his name struck 
off there. 

Section 5, sub-section (2) fixes a 
time for appeals to the District Court. 
The date (26th April) is fixed, as being 
a month later than the last date (26th 
March), on which objections to 
claimants may be sent to the registra- 
tion officer under the Electoral Act, 
1923, Pirst Schedule. 

Section 5, sub-section (3) and sub- 
section (4) require no explanation. 

Section 6 makes the necessary 
changes as regards the time at whieh 
and the form and manner in which the 

Vol. 6. 


Jurors* Lists are to be requisitioned 
and supplied in future. It amounts, 
in the result, to this, that the “ Jurors’ 
Precept ” will direct that the Electors > 
Lists shall indicate also the position, as 
regards jury service liability of each 
clector. 

Section 7 altcrs the date 011 which 
the Jury Book is prepared and comes 
into foree. The point is that the Jury 
Book should be as fresh as possible: 
the materials for its compilation will 
now be ready in mid-summer, and there 
is no reason to delay its coming into 
force until the lst January following 
(which was the old date). 

Section 8, sub-section (1) charges the 
expenses of the execution of this Act 
upon the P#or Rate of the county. 
This gets rid of an anomaly arising out 
of a judicial interpretation of the exist- 
ing law, which set up an unreasonable 
incidence of those charges as between 
the eounty and urban districts within 
the county. The result of this sub- 
section, taken together with sub- 
section 12 of thc Electoral Act, is to 
make the wholc expense of the joint 
register payable primarily as a county- 
at-large charge. Section 8, sub-section 
(2) is a Local Government reform. In 
future, the salaries of the officials in 
question will be fixed as inclusive 
salaries. 

Section 9 is a somewhat technical 
section dealing with the necessary re- 
adjustment as between the State Ex- 
chequer and the Local Authority aris- 
ing out of the fact that the separate 
Jurors’ Lists (now the combined Lists) 
are slightly increased. 

The object of the section is to secure 
that the State shall have a share of the 
resulting economy, and the fractions 
have been carefully computed to that 
end. 

I think that it would be a difficult 
task to go into the fractions here by 
way of verbal explanation. If I am 
pressed on the matter I would circulate 
something to Deputies between this 
stage and the Committee stage. 

Section 10 provides for specdy solu- 
tion of any unexpected administrativc 
difficulties. The sub-section refers to 
the like provision in the Electoral Act, 
1923. 

I think the remaining Sections 

scarcely call for any detailed oomment 

o 3 
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Mr. JOHNSON: On Wedncsdajr, 27th j 
February, the Pirst Reading of this Bill 
was agreed to, on the strcngth of cer- 
tain promises made by the Minister that 
it, was an cconomy measure really and 
was intended to deal to some extcnt I 
with matters that had been already j 
dealt with in anticipation by depart- j 
mental action. Some other matters of | 
minor importance ivere also to be dealt 1 
with in the Bill. Now we learn, having 
received the Bill, and having heard the 
explanation given, that it is really a 
comprehensive reform Bill. On thc' 
strength of the statement on the First 
Reading, I confess that I did not takc 
particular notice of this Bill. I notecl 
this morning that Section 3 tries to 
7indo what a gcneration of agitation 
accomplishcd only within the last threc 
or four years. It is rather surprisinp 
that we should have this in a formaí 
Bill which is just intended to effecl 
certain economies. It seems to me, froir 
the cursory reading which I have beeu 
able to give it, coníirmed by the stat .-- 
ment of the Minister, that the Bill i>* 
designed to allow any person who cares 
too little for his responsibilities as s 
citizen- 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: Her responsibili- 
ties. 

Mr. JOHNSON: His or her responsi- 
bilities as a citizen—to evadc them, bo- 
cause I gather that any person who can 
find a way of being objected to has his 
or her name deleted from the Register 
and will also be free from responsi- 
bility to serve as a juror. Whether that 
is the intention or not in regard to men, 
it is quite deíinitely, and, shall I say of 
malice aforethought, provided for in 
the case of women. I am rather expect- 
ing that there will be quite a vigorous 
agitation in the country. in view of the j 
attempt to release women from their ' 
responsibilities as citizens. 

Some of us have participated in de- 
mands that women should be given 
rights on the same terms as they have 
been given to men, in regard to citizen- 
ship generally, and those rights have 
been embodied in our Constitution. But 
tliere is a corollary; those rights involve 
responsibilities, and I am not going. at 
this early stage in the history of the 
new Btate, to say that having got rights 
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we are going to release citizens from 
their responsibilities. I submit that if 
women ai’e going to claim, and do claim, 
the right to participate in Government. 
through elections, they have also the 
right to bear some of the responsibilitv 
and should not be allowed, except i?i 
clearly defincd circumstanccs, to evade 
their responsibilities as jurors. 

I should bc very much surprised if 
the woriien themselves who have 
actively promoted agitation for rights 
as (‘ilizens will not equally vchemently 
oppose anv suggestion that they shouhl 
be i'elcased of their responsibilities. 
But one of the consequences, I think, of 
Section 3, will be that a married woman 
who has home responsibility, but whose 
husband does not wish to be on the 
Rcgister, will be obliged to attend as a 
juror, whereas the woman of means, 
with a certain amount of freedom and, 
perhaps, a better knowledge of the 
world, one part of the world, at any 
rate, will quite easily be allowed to 
evade any responsibilities at all. I ob- 
ject to this kind of sex disqualification. 
I will ask the Dáil, if it intends to agree 
to this proposition, to say that similar 
privileges should be allowcd to men, 
and I claim equal rights for men and 
women in this matter. I am not going 
to agree to this method of giving 
special privileges to one síx, especially 
to the sex which has only recently 
achieved rights, of which these respon- 
sibilities are the counter-part. It seems 
to me that the provision regarding Uni- 
versity representation, or rather the 
University JElectors , List, again invite 
the* University voter to find a way of 
evading his responsibility as a juror, 
simply by arranging that his narae 
shall not be placed ^upon the voters* 
lists. We may as well recognise the 
fact, that a very great number of citi- 
zens would be very glad to exchange 
their rights as electors for their respon- 
sibilities as jurors. If they can buy off 
their responsibilities as jurors by get- 
ting their names struck off the electors* 
lists, they will think it is very cheap 
indeed. I certainly do not think that 
the Bill is justified in the present state 
without a very great deal of considera- 
tion. it goes very much further than 
the promise on the First Roadinff. I 
suggest that it is reallv a Bill that 
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ought not to pass until the Courts of 
Justice Bill has become law. 

Sir JAMES CRAIG: I v/ould likc to 
say a few words with regard to Clause 
3. During the last Dáil, and during the 
last year, I had a considerable number 
of petitions sent forward to me from 
various nursing institutions througliout 
the country. In the end I brouglit all 
these together, and placed them in the 
hands of the Attorney-General. with a 
promise from him that when the Jurors > 
Bill would come to be dealt tvith, that 
he would endeavour to carry out, as far 
as he could, the wishes of these nurses. 
Perhaps I am going farther than what 
the Attorney-Generai said on that oe- 
casion. At all events, he promised he 
would look into the matter very care- 
fully. Those resolutious were appar- 
ently unanimously in favour of the ex- 
clusion of nurses from these dutics. 
Everyone will see that it would bc im- 
possible for nurses engaged ir^ their 
avocations to take up uuty as jurors. 
I see by Section 3, that the nurscs can 
be relieved of these duties by sending a 
demand or a letter ashing that their 
names be removed from the Jurors' list. 
What I had hoped would be done, was 
that the nurses would be dealt with in 
the same way as the othjpr professions 
that are not asked to serve as jurors. I 
should liave preferred that they should 
bave been ex'cluded as nurses, rather 
than that they should have the trouble 
of writing individually, asking to be ex- 
cluded. Deputy Johnson has raised 
another point or two, and in these. I 
could not agree with him at all. I am 
perfectly satisfied, as far as women are 
concerned, that it is only fair to give 
them the chance of not serving if they 
do not wish to serve as jurors. I have 
supported, as strongly as he has, the 
claims of women for equal treatment 
with men. But when it eomes to a ques- 
tion of this kind, I would be in favour 
of letting the women have a say in this 
matter. 

We regard to the University electors, 

I would say that I-am sure that no Uni- 
versity elector wishes to evade the duty 
plac.ed upon him as a citizen to serve 
as a juror. If there is anything in the 
clause that Deputy Johnsún has re- 
ferred to that would give a University 
elector an opportunity of evading his 
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or her duty as a citizen I think that 
should be amended. At all events we 
have not considered the matter fully 
yet. I do not know whether it will be 
necessary for me to bring forward an 
•amendment in the Committee Stage 
with rcgard to the cxclusion of nurses. 
Perhaps the Minister for Home Affairs 
will give it his attention in the mean- 
time. From the documents that I have 
reeeived it seems to be thc unanimous 
wish of the nurses to escape this ser- 
vice. 

Mr. HEWAT: I think that Deputy 
Johnson, in his criticism of Clause 3, 
raiscs a very important matter for con- 
sideration. I tliink that Clause 3 will 
| stand. While Deputy Johhson rightly 
! says that wc have recently given rights 
j to women beyond what they cx- 
j perienced before, I think it is rather a 
| terrifying thing to saddle them as a 
I whole class with responsibilities in this 
matter of juries, which possibly at a 
later stage they would be prepared to 
face better than they arc at present, 
but which, we must recognise to-day, 
is rather a dreadíul ordeal for women 
as a whole. To be called upon to go to . 
a court crowded with men of all sorts, 
j and to sit on a jury, must be a very 
trying ordeal to women as we know 
them. I hope Depúty Johnson will con- 
sider that giving them rights which 
they have aequired, and which they 
can properly exercise in voting for the 
various scrvices of the State, will be 
rights which, if we saddle them with 
the responsibility of sitting on juries, 
will take away to a large extent what 
I they have already gained, by saddling 
j thcm with something that most average ■, 

1 women think a very repugnant duty. 
There are plenty of women who will' 
not mind serving on juries, and pos- > 
sibly would resent being taken off the % 
jury list. In this particular case it is 
only allowing a loop-hole for rather 
timid women to evade an obligation 
which I do not think it is for the good ’ 
of the State to call upon them to per- 
form, nor is it good that they should 
be subjected to a very unpleasant task, 
of this nature. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I would like, if 1 
may, to draw attention to Article 3 of. 
the Constitution: “ Any person, with-. 
out distinction of sex, shall be & citizén 
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and shall, within the limits oí the jnris- 
dietion, enjoy the privileges and bc 
subject to the obligations ot sueh 
citizenship. ’ 1 

Mr. HEWAT: Quite right; but do 
not carry it too far. 

Mr. O’HIGCHNS: Deputy Johnson 
suggested that it would be open under 
the Bill to both men and women to 
evade jury service. 1 would like to be 
shown where the loop-hole is through 
which men can escape, and I will un- 
dertake to lock it. University electors 
do not escape jury service, because in 
general they will have a Local (lovern- 
ment vote, which will bring thcm in as 
jurors under thc provisions of the Bill. 
There remains then this controversial 
question, which the Deputy has raised, 
as to whcther or not women ought to 
be enabled to secure excmption from 
jury service if they wish. We are not 
depriving any woman of her rights. 
We are not depriving any woman of 
her responsibility. What we are doing 
is, wc are cnabJing women who feel 
such a positive dislite to scrving in 
that capacity, to secure exemption. We 
are putting on them the positive act of 
applying for such exemption. Wc think 
that the exemption should be grantcd 
to women who fcel that particular ser- 
vice distasteful. and it can well be un- 
derstood that many women would 
líkely fcel jury service distasteful. 

Mr. JOHNSON : And many men. 


I contained in Section 3 ought to be 
} sufficient, for the present at any rate, 
to meet the object desired. 

Qucstion—“ That the Juries (Aniend* 
ment) Bill, 1924, be read a seeond 
time —put and declared carried. 

Committee Stagc ordered for Wed- 
ncsday, Mareh 12th. 

ELECTRICITY UNDERTAEINGS 
(CONTINUANCE OF CHARGES) 
BILL, 1924. 

DAIL IN COMMITTEE. 

Sections 1 and 2 put and agreed to. 
SECTION 3. 

(1) In this Aet the word “ Minis- 
ter ” means the Ministry of Industry 
and Commerce. 

(2) Every reference in this Act to 
an order (whether mentioned in the 
Scliedule to this Act or not) made 
under the St,atutory Undertakings 
(Temporary Incrcase of Charges) 
Act, 1918, shall be eonstrued as a re- 
fercnee to such order as varied or 
amcndcd by any subsequent notice, 
lettcr, or order for the time being in 
foree varying or amending such 
order. 

Mr. DUGGAN: I beg to move: In 
sub-section 1, line 49, to delete the 
words ‘ Ministry of ' and to substi- 
tute thcrefor the words 1 Minister 
for.’ M 


Mr. GOOD: All men. 


Amendment put and agreed to. 


Mr. O’HIGGINS: I think we could go 
on arguing thia matter at some length 
and get very little further. If the 
Deputy will put down an amendment 
embodying his point of view we could 
*get the feeling of the Dáil on the matter 
it the Committoe Stage. I think thc 
.rguments for and against the proposa 5 
%re probabl.v perfectly obvious to every 
Deputy. With regard to the point 
ra'ised hy Deputy Sir James Craig, that 
ís a matter that could be dealt with 
under a later and more comprehensive 
measure whieh it is proposed to intro- 
:5nce after the pasmng «f the Courts of 
Justice Bill. This Bill was largelj con- 
Sned simnly to the machinery of the 
Jnry service. I thinh the .provisions 


Section 3, as amended, agreed to. 

Section 4, Schedule, Preamble and 
Title, put aud agreed to. 

Pourth Stage ftxed for Wednesday, 
M.arch 12th. 


FIBEABMS (TEMPOBAB7 PB07I- 
SIONS) BILL, 1924. 

FIFTH STAGE. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I move that the Bill 
l>c now passed. 


Question—“ That the Bill 
pass —put and agreed to. 


do 


now 


io De sent to the 


aecordingÍy. 
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MINISTERS AND SECRETARIES 
BILL, 1923. 

FIFTH STAGE. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I move that the 
Bill do now pass. 

Question—“ That the Bill do now 
pass * *—put and agrced to. 

Message to be sent to the Seanad 
aceordingly. 

COMMITTEE ON BROADCASTIN0 
(QUESTION OF ADMISSION OF 
THE PBESS). 

POSTMASTER-QENERAL (Mr. J. J. 
Walsh): I beg to move: 

That it be an instruction to the 
special Committee on Wircless 
Broadeasting that the Press be ad- 
mitted to future sittings of the 
Committee. ’ 9 * 

This motion provides that the de- 
Hberations of the Committee on 
Broadcasting be heneeforth open to the 
Press and, through the Press, to thc 
public. Already we have met the pub- 
lic clamour to a pretty large extent by 
deeiding to publish the evidence given 
before this Committee up to a certain 
point. I think that dccision is all to 
the good. I said on a former occasion I 
believe it will disillusion many people 
in regard to their conclusion under this 
particular heading, but at the same 
time I am quite satisfied that the mat- 
ter has assumed such a serious role in 
the public mind that anything in the 
nature of withholding their entire de- 
mand for the expeditious publication 
of the evidence is open to misconstruc- 
tion. 

Major BRYAN GOOPEB at this 
stage took the Chair. 

Mr. WAL8H: Now while the 
majority of the people in this com- 
munity of ours are prepared to concede 
to men holding responsible positions 
the virtue of honesty, P must say there 
is a small and active element which 
seems to thrive on the prospect of petty 
scandal. I suppose"we do not differ 
from most people in this respect, but 
nevertheless we have to recognise that 
that element is there, that it is active, 
md as loi^g as it gets any materiaí 


whatevcr to íeed its soul on it will 
rcadily grasp it. I ícar that our 
failurc to admit the Press on thc occa- 
sion of this Committee’s sittings is 
rather an incentivc to pcople of that 
typc of mind. 

There is, of course a further aspect. 
The more decent element of the com- 
rnunity have been roused to the im- 
portance of Broadcasting as a medium 
of social life, if you like, and because 
of that fact they are naturally anxious 
to know what is doing and what the 
immediate future of Broadcasting is, 
or is likely to be. One can scarcely 
blame these people if they express a 
natural desire to be permitted to follow 
the fortunes of this discussion. I 
think they are entitled to that becausc 
of the fact. that their curiosity has been 
arouscd. I do not think anybody de- 
sires to deprive them of the luxury of 
reading these matter-ofrfact reports; 
but, nevertheless. I feel it is our duty 
to say here and now that as far as we 
are concerned we are prepared to 
facilitate, rather than to hinder them. 
I do not wish to occupy the time of the 
Dáil on this matter except merely to 
say that my own fecling is this. We 
ought at onee to decide to make these 
sittings of the Committee public, and 
to give the public anything that they 
derive from these discussions. I beg 
formally to move the motion standing 
in my name. 

MINISTEB for FISHERIES (Mr. 
Fionan Lynch) : I beg to second the 
motion. 

Mr. JOHNSON : I think it would be 
well if we understood exac*tly what it 
is that is intended here. The motion 
is : “ That it be an instruction to the 
Special Committce on Wireless Broad- 
casting that the Press be admitted to 
future sittings of the Committee. ,> 
Does that mean that every sitting of the 
Committee, including those at which 
they will be discussing the nature of 
the Report, and deliberating upon the 
evidence received, will be open to the 
Press? Is that the intention, and will 
that be the effect? I think it will bé 
the effect if this motion is passed, and 
I suggest that it would be an unfortu- 
nate decision of the Dáil to give an 
instruction that the Committee shall in 
the consideration of its Report conduct 
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its diseussions in the presenee of the 
Press. That is the efteet of this motion 
ii it is earried, and I just think it well 
to draw the attention of thc House to 
that fact. 

Mr. WALSH: I think that is a very 
fair point to raise. If the efteet will 
be as Deputy Johnson has stated, I may 
say that is not what was in my mind, 
because I takc it that Committees gen- 
erally do not admit the Press to their 
proceedings after the evidenee has been 
taken, and that it is not the rule to in- 
clude the Press when the Committee re- 
solves itself into private sitting to de- 
termine what is to be the outcome of 
its proceedings. That certainly has not 
been my desire, at any time, and it eer- 
tainly was not my desire in moving this 
motion, and if it should be the case and 
if it should appear possiblc to depart 
from what óne considers to be the 
settled policy in regard to this matter 
because of this mot.ion T may say, at 
any rate, that my position in the matter 
is quite clear. If there are special Com- 
mittees and speeial meetings of Com- 
mittees at which evidence is not being 
taken, if there are sittings for the pur- 
pose of deciding the Committee’s atti- 
tude in regard to past evidenec—evi- 
dence already taken, or to hear correc- 
tions or correcting points from thosc 
who gave evidence in the past, I do not 
think that the Press has any particular 
elaim to be thcre for the simple reason 
that the whole matter is contained in 
the Official Report. My solc desire in 
this matter is that in the future 
evidence—I will emphasise the word 
“ evidence ”—that in the future taking 
of evidence the Press be admitted. I 
would not consider the private sittings 
of the Committee as taking evidence. 

AOTING CHAIRMAN (Major 
Oooper) : I must rule on the point of 
order. If the motion is carried as it 
stands the Press will be entitled to at- 
tend every meeting of the Committee. 
If the Postmaster-General, to safeguard 
against that, wishes to add the words at 
the end of his motion :—“At which evi- 
dence is taken, M and if the Dáil agrees 
I would take an amendment to that 
effect. 

Mr. WALSH : I would be very 
pleased, and I move to add these words. 


Question :—“ That these words be 
there added M —put and agreed to. 

Motion, as amcnded, again prop^sed. 

Professor MAGENNIS : It is difficult 
not to havc sympathy with the Post- 
master-General in this matter. Ile, as 
is indicated, has suffered more, perhaps, 
than any other individual concerned at 
the hands of those who circulate cal* 
umnies, and it is obviously natural on 
his part that he should requirc hence- 
, forth that all evidence should be taken 
in the presence of the Press, so that the 
machinery and engines of calumniation 
should, if not actually reduced to 
silence, at least find their work niore of 
an inventive nature and more open to 
criticism on the part of the general pub- 
lie. I have thought of the Postmaster- 
General in this matter as hc would 
appear to the political cartoonist. Ile 
is a sort of King Lear, biding the 
pelting of the pitiless storm—the whist- 
ling of broadcasting inferior reception 
instruments undergoing tuning up, so 
that the oscillations produce new noises 
for every listener-in, and the inscrip- 
tion underneath would be that pathetic 
line of the play :“Iama man more 
sinned against than sinning. ,> But 
might I suggest to the Postmaster- 
General that the proper time for him 
to have brought this motion before the 
House was long ago when he, as a wit- 
ness, was called more than onec beforg 
the Committee, at fir^t to give original 
evidence and later rebutting evidence. 
IIc knew very well how valuable it 
would be in his conception of the value 
of publicity. This motion comes when 
the Committee has ceased to take evi- 
• dence. In its amended form, if it is 
I put to the Dáil, it is an abortion, a dead 
i letter; it is of no effect. The last meet- 
ing of the Committee to take evidence 
is over, and the Cominittee is now pre- 
paring its report so that the motion, as 
amended, simply means that you do 
nothing, and that you are called upon 
to do nothing. • 

The Postmaster-General has himself 
revised the script of his evidence for the 
final form of publication. Copies are 
sent out to all the witnesses to give 
them an opportunity of correcting the 
grammar and of making what are called 
verbal alterations, not, of cour 3 e, of 
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mending their hand, so that the Post- 
mastcr-Grcneral, of all mcn, ought to 
have been awarc of the advanced sta' 4 C 
rcachcd in thc procccdings of thc Corn- 
mittee. A malicious-mindcd pcrson 
might suggest reasons i‘or this twelfth 
hour resolution, but 1 do not proposc 
to play that rolc on this occasion. Thc 
Postmaster-Gencral has l'orgotten in 
some of his remarks—it is obvious in 
making them that he had forgottcn— 
that there was no resolution or detcrmi- 
nation, as 1 have already explaincd, on 
the part of the Committee to excíudc 
the Press. The Press did not comc í*o 
the meetings of this Special Committcc. 
We have been comparatively silent upon 
this .matter hitherto. There was one 
newspaper that did make application t3 
the Committee, but it was not for the 
presence of a rcpresentative to hcar the 
evidence and report it faithfullv to thc 
public; it was in the nature of an over- 
ture to a member of the Commfttee that 
he should disclose, prematurely, the re- 
port that the Committee would make to 
enable his paper to have a 4 ‘ scoop, ’ ; 
as it is called in journalistic phrase- 
ology. That was the sole application 
made to the Committee on thc part of 
the Press until the twelfth day of the 
proceedings, and had they been ad- 
mitted on that dav—and it is only fair 
to Deputy Johnson to say that he was 
one of the two who voted for their ad- 
mission—but had the Press been ad- 
mittcd on that day it would have had 
the effect of giving to the public the 
answering evidence of A without 
hearing the evidence to which it was an 
answer as given by B on a prcvious 
or earlier occasion. The Committee, by 
a majority, more than a two-thirds ma- 
jority, decided that in the interests of 
the public it would be better that as no 
Press representatives had been present 
hitherto that the Press should remain 
away until the end. That was not pre- 
determined opposition to the Press; it 
was not due to any desire to curb the 
Press or limit its privileges or interfere 
in any way with thé great service it 
renders to the public through the publi- 
city, such as it is, which it affords. 

We have been accused of breaking all 
the laws, and the Ceann Comhairle has 
been accused of being a co-partner in 
our guilt. The Postmaster-General is 


í (ívkl(‘iitly one of thosc who believe that 
j under the Constitution, Article 25, the 
Prcss must be admitted. Article 25 of 
thc (Jonstitution lays it down that the 
mcctings of each Ilouse of the Oireach- 
tas shfdl be publie, and they arc public 
so long as thc official notctakers are pre- 
sent. The highest and the bcst form of 
publicity is provided l'or all the pro- 
cecdings of the Oireachtas, and the 
samc form of exccllcnt publicity was 
provided for at our proceedings by the 
]>resencc of the official notetakers. The 
official notetakers attcnd the Dáil and 
give a verbatim report of our proceecl- 
ings. They do r.ot pick and choose. 
They report every word that is spoken; 
even surreptitious asides that I have 
beon weak enough to indulge in occa- 
sionally I find recorded permancntly in 
the pages of those most faithful official 
reports. That is the publicity that is 
called for in the Constitution, and that 
publicity is unifonnlv provided. A 
verbatim report is published and is 
availablc to the whole world at large. 
Similarly, we had publicity of that 
sort, too, and it now happens in the 
| sequel that most of the evidence we took 
j in the abscnce of thc Press will be forth-* 
coming for the public to read and 
study. I say advisedly that the evidence 
we took in the absence of the Press, be- 
cause we did not consider its absence 
up to the twelfth day. These impor- 
tant sittings which might have provided 
such spicey and sensational items that 
they would call forth striking captions 
in the newspapers, took place, almost alJ 
of them, before the twclfth day—not all 
of them—and the Press was not present, 
not because we determined they 
should not be present, but because they 
detenmined themselvcs that they should 
not be present. They did not want to 
be there, and did not ask to be there, 
but one paper had sufficient interest to 
want to know the result before anyone 
else could be aware of it. Turtner 
than that, that newspaper interest did 
not extend. What good purpose does 
the Postmaster-General think hc will 
serve by bringing forward this resolu- 
tion now? It helps to fill the public 
mind with the idea that something ;s 
being kept back. I do not accuse hvn 
of having that as his motive, but thot 
is how it will appear. It will appear 
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that thís inveterately villainous eom- 
mittee has been íorced by the Post- 
master-General, into whose administra- 
tion it was inquiring, to come into the 
light oi day. I could write the leading 
article on the subject myself with the 
utmost ease. I would invite the Dáil to 
say that this motion comes too late as a 
direction to the Committee. It was 
never necessary, never really or gcnu- 
inely necessary, and coming now it is 
absolutely unnecessary, because too late. 

Professor THRIFT: I would support 
the last speaker in asking the Post- 
master-General, in the first place, not 
to press this motion, and if he does, in 
asking the Dáil not to pass it. I lay 
stress, not perhaps quite so much as the 
last speaker did, on the probablc use- 
lessness of the motion, in view of the 
stage which the Committee has roached 
in its proceediirgs, just becauso it is 
fairly possible that an occasion may 
arise Avhen some witness would be askcd 
to come again in order to supplement 
some evidenee that he may have given 
before. I think the last speaker drew 
attention in a very striking way to the 
fact that making a change at this stage 
of the proceedings of the Committee 
would be a very undesirable thing to 
do. 

What will the Postmaster-General 
gain by it? Already every guarantee 
has been given that ultimately cvery- 
thing put in evidence will be made 
public. All that he could possibly secure 
would be that a more or less intelligiblc 
account of some supplementary cvi- 
dencc would appear in the Press before 
it appeared in the final report of the 
Committee’s proceedings. I submit that 
is not an advantage sufficient to justify 
the Dáil in passing this motion. I do 
not want to go into the general ques- 
tion as to whether the Committee wcre 
o r were not right on teehnical grounds 
in fhe decision to which they came. I 
hope that that point will be gone into 
by the Committee on Standing Orders, 
and that for future Committees it will 
be made perfectly clear what procedure 
ought to be adopted in such investiga- 
tions. But the proper timc to raise this 
v/as when it come before us sorrie two 
or three weeks ago, when the general ! 
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question of the Committee’s action in 
excluding the Press at that stage of 
their proceedings was before the Dáil, 
and when, I think, the Ceann Comhairle 
ruled that the Committee were in order 
in taking that step. It is not a wise 
thing to prejudge that question now 
by the Dáil passing this resolution, 
vvhich would indicate that, unless the 
Dáil did pass such a resolution, any 
future Committees may proceed in a 
different way. I thinlc the resolution 
is quite unnecessary, that it will gain 
nothing, and that it will bc a dis- 
advantage to make a ehange in the pro- 
cedure of the Committce at this very 
late stage in its work. 

PADRAIC 0 MAILLE: Ba mhaith 

liom a iarraidh ar Aire an Phuist gan 
dul ar aghaidh leis an tairisgint seo. 
Beidh an Coiste ag cur isteach a Thuar- 
asgabháil sar i bhfád agus ní dócha, do 
reir mo liharamhla, go mbeidh a thuille 
I fiadhnaise ag teastail uatha. 
j I would also appeal to the Post- 
j master-General not to press this motion 
j to a division, because, as Deputies 
Magennis and Tliríft have explained, 

| the Committee is now at the stage of 
its proccediugs when it is considering 
thc question of the Report that is to 
be presented to the Dáil, aiul it is 
doubtful if it will be necessary to call 
1 any further witnesses. The newspaper 
people described the members of our 
Comniittee as so many Mussolini, but 
I think they w(.»r(» the real Mussolini, 
b(»caiise they showed their strength by 
lceeping away from the Committee un- 
til the twelfth day of its proceedings. 
TTad thev been allow(»d in at that stage 
! they would not have been able to give 
I the public a clear and a proper report 
| of what had taken place there. The 
membcrs of the Committee stood for 
the widest publicity all along, and it 
was their dcsirc to secure that that 
publici ty should be as fair and impar- 
tial to all parties concerned as possible, 
and that no injustice should be done 
to any person whose name was men- 
tioned during the proceedings of the 
Committee. As has been explained al- 
ready, no useful purpose would be 
served by passing such a motion as 
this at the present late stage. I would 
again appeal to the Postmaster-General 
not to press the motion. 
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Mr. O CONNELL: I am rather sur- 
prised by the line which has been taken 
by the last two or three speakers on 
this matter. They seem to question 
the wisdom of the Postmaster-General 
in bringing forward this motiom 1 
think that it is not a mattcr for us 
to decide whether or not the Post- 
master-General was wise in bringing for- 
ward the resolution, but the motion 
being before us, the question for us to 
deeide is the wisdom of rejeeting it ór 
adopting it. 1 can see no possible 
reason why the rcsolution eould not be 
adopted, and why the Press could not 
be admitted to further sittings if they 
want to eonie. [ do see many reasons 
why it would be unwise for the Dáil 
to reject. the motion. I have not the 
slightest doubt whatsoovcr, if the 
motion was rejoeted, that that fact 
would be used by outsiders to make a 
lot of eapital out of the aetion taken by 
the Dáil and to say, wrongly, of eourse. 
that there is something to hide. 

Thc members Avho have opposed this 
motion are all rnembers of the Oom- 
rnittec, and undoubtedly conelusions— 
wrong concílusions—will be drawn. As 
against that, what is to be lost by ad- 
mitting the Press? I eannot see, in 
spite of the eloquent speeehes of the 
last three Deputics who havc spoken, 
that there is any serious objeetion to 
allowing the Press in. The last De- 
puty who spoke, I think, said that no 
good purpose would be served by ad- 
mitting them at this stage. I would 
say, as against that, that no good pur- 
pose will be served by rejecting thc 
resolution. I therefore suggest that the 
Dáil would be extremcly unwise, in 
the circumstances as they exist now, to 
reject this resolution of the Postmaster- 
General. Whether the Postmaster- 
General was wise in bringing it for- 
ward is altogether anothcr matter, and 
one that we have not to decide on. 

Mr. CORISH: May I remind the Dáil, 
at this stage, that the people outside 
have got absolutely sick of this discus- 
sion about wireless. I do think that 
this motion of the Postmaster-General 
ought to be passed without any com- 
ments at all, because the peoplc have 
got so absolutely sick of the whole 
thing, that they will not take the 
troublc to read anything that is put 


into tlie papers about the matter. We 
ought to realise that this country, at 
the present moment, is praotically in a 
stath of chaos, and we ought to try and 
do sornething for the people who are 
suffering, and stop all this cant about 
wirelcss. 

Mr. WALSH: 1 only want to say that 
at the time my motion was put down, 
1 had no intimation that no further evi- 
dence was to be taken. In faet, I am 
rather inelined to think that evidence 
has be(»n taken in the intcrval, and we 
are not pcrfectly sure just yet that no 
further evidence will be taken. One 
Deputy has said that it may be still 
necessary to bring baek a witness or 
tvvo. Deputy Magennis wants to know 
whv, at the outset of the Committee’s 
dcliberations, I failed to request that 
those proccedings be conducted in 
public. I must say that I realise more 
fully than any onc else that I made a 
vcry gravc mistake, from my o\Vn point 
of view, in not so requcsting. I have 
myself to blame for that, though, of 
course, the Committee had the option 
of getting this cvidence produced to the 
public. I am prepared, at any rate, to 
shoulder my own rcsponsibility for that 
failure and, had I an opportunity of 
eovcring the same ground again, I most 
certainly would insist, at the outset of 
the proccedings, that the whole thing 
should be done in the light of day. I 
have learned a lesson from that. In 
view of the fact that the evidenee is 
practically eoncluded, I do not see any 
great reason for pressing this motion. 
I do not want to score any point on it. 
But at the time I put down this motion 
—I want to make this clear—it ap- 
peared to me that the taking of evi- 
denec would go on for a eonsiderable 
time. I do not want to seore a point on 
the matter, and if the members of the 
Committee, who have been very fair to 
everybody, think that no good purpose 
would be served by pressing the 
motion, I am in favour of withdrawing 
it. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE at this 
stage resumed the Chair. 

Professor MAGENNIS : On a point of 
order, last Priday week I submitted to 
you, A Chinn Comhairle, a question as 
to whether or not the Special Commit- 
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tee on the Broadcasting White Paper 
Report was acting in accordance with 
the Constitution and with the Standing 
Orders, in exercising its discretion with 
regard to the admission oí the Press to 
its meetings. You were good enough 
■on that occasion to considcr the matter 
and to rule that it was quite in the dis- 
cretion of the Committee to do as it had 
•done. There is now a motion before 
the Dáil to take away that discretion 
from the Committee, without showing 
«ause. Is such a resolution in order, 
Sir, in view of your previous decision? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : The 

motion is perfectly in order. If I recol- 
lect aright, I was not asked to decide 
anything about the Constitution but 
rather about a particular Standing 
Order. I decided that the Standing 
Orders may, in fact, be defective, as 
when they were made we did not con- 
template this particular kind of Com- 
mittee, and I ruled that since they got 
no special instructions the Committee 
v/as justified in using its own discre- 
tion. But a motion to give the Com- 
mittec a specific instruction is certainly 
in order. 

Professor MAQENNIS : The motion is 
to take aAvay the discretion of the Com- 
mittee, without showing cause why it 
should be taken. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: I cannot 
go into the question of “ showing 
cause.” That is not a question of order; 
it is argument. 

Mr. WALSH: I ask leave to with- 
draw the motion. 

Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 

DAIL IN COMMITTEE. 

PUBLIC SAFETY (PUNISHMENT 

OF OFFENCES) TEMPORARY 
BILL, 1924. 

THIRD STAQE RESUMED. 

SCHEDULE.—PART I. 

Mr. O’HIGQINS: When the Dáil 
adjourned on the last day, I was speak- 
iug with reference to Deputy Johnson’s 
objections to paragraph 2 of Part I. of 
the Schedule. In the meantime, I have 
given a good deal of consideration to 


the views he put forward. Deputy 
J Johnson urged the insertion of certain 
words, making it clear that offences 
dealt with under that paragraph would 
be confined to those having as their 
object and motive the destruction of 
the State fabrie. The diíficulty about 
meeting that view is the difficulty o.f 
proving motive in the case of a par- 
ticular offence. It is ^ometimcs. com- 
paratively often, an easy thing to prove 
that a particular offence has, in fact, 
been committed by a particular person, 
but to go beyond that and prove the 
intent with which the person committed 
that offence is diíficult. The truism runs 
“ The devil himself knows not the mind 
ot' man.” To meet the T)eputy in his 
vjcws would involve getting inside the 
head of the criminal and knowing 
exactly the purpose and ultimate object 
which was aimed at in the commission 
of thc offencc. Still, there was force 
and point in the objections urged, and 
I would be willing to go to this extent 
to meet them—I would transfer that 
paragraph to Part 2 of thc Schedule. 

Mr. JOHNSON: That meets the 
greater part of iny objection, which 
lay, rather, in the attempt to make 
what may be a minor offence a major 
one and subject to punishment by penal 
scrvitude. I thank thc Minister for 
that eonccssion. 

Amendment by Mr. Johnson to de- 
lete paragraph 2, of Part 1 of the 
Schedule, put and agreed to. 

Part 1 of the Schedule, as amended, 
put and agreed to. 

SCHEDULE—PART 2. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I move as an 
amendment to Part 2 of the Schedule 
to insert, as paragraph 1, the para- 
graph from Part 1 of t-he Schedule: 
“ Unlawfully inducing or attempting 
to inducc any officer of the Government 
of Saorstát Eireann to refuse, neglect 
or omit to discharge his duty as such 
officer. ” 

Amendment put and agreed to. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I move that Part 2 
of the Schedule, as amended, stand part 
of the Bill. 
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Mr. DAVIN: I take it that para- 
graphs 1 and 2 now bocome 2 and 3. 

AN OEANN COMHAIRLE : Yes, but 
for convenience we ean koop on ro- 
ferring to thom as t.hey appoar on the 
Paper. 

Mr; DAVIN: I want to expross tho 
opinion that the penalties laid down for 
the commission of oft'onoes as defined 
in paragraphs 1 and 2 of tho Schedule 
might be looked upon as extreme, in 
view of the fact. that lack of super- 
vision on thc part oi’ the military 
authorities may result in the commis- 
sion of those offences. I have noticcd 
upon several occasions that people who 
are being dcmobilised from the army 
and ordinary civilians have beon woar- 
ing uniform which is termed under this 
part of the Schedule “ ÍJovernment 
property.” 

If any lack of supervision on the part 
of the military authorities is the cause 
of civilians being in possession of Gov- 
ernment property, I think it is a hard- 
ehip that the Minister should come for- 
ward in a Bill such as this defining cer- 
tain penalties for the commission of 
offences due to lack of supervision on 
the part of the military authorities. I 
am iiiformed, for instance, that the 
ordinary officer or member of the army 
on being demobilised is asked to sur- 
render one uniform and one revolver. 
I am reliably informed that in many 
cases thc officer or ordinary soldier in 
the service has at his disposal more 
than one uniform and more than one 
revolver. And if a revolver or any 
other equipment which he may be in 
possession of as a result of his scrvice 
in the National Army may rcmain in 
his possession, then I think it is a hard- 
ship under a Bill of this kind to im- 
pose penalties. I think there should be 
a greater amount of supervision on the 
part of the military authorities so that 
when officers or members of the army 
are demobilised it will be seen that 
none of those articles are in their pos- 
session, which might result in penal- 
ties being inflicted on them for being in 
possession of these arms. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I will undertake to 
consider paragraphs 1 and 2 in the 
interval between this and the Report 
Stage. It might be that we might see 


our way to leave out thcse two provi- 
sions entirely, the offences concerned 
being dealt with under otlier legisla- 
tion. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I just raise a point 
on paragraph 8. Unlawfully inter- 
IVring wit.h or prcventing the lawful 
occupation, use, or enjoyment of any 
land or premises. ,, I suggest that the 
word “ or 11 in tlie first line should be 
“ and. ,> It would mean that the inter- 
fcrence would go with prcventing un- 
lawful occupation. Otherwise it may 
mean that onc offcnce is unlawful inter- 
fering with, and the other offence is 
preventing thc lawful occupation, 
whereas, I take it that wbat. is meant is 
the unlawful interference with and pre- 
venting. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: The effect of the 
change suggcsted by the Deputy would 
be simply to make one offence of it. 
Paraphrased, it would amount to this: 

Unlawfully interfering with to the 
cxten' of completely preventing the use 
and enjoyment, ,, and so on. Whereas 
our intention is to deal here with two 
distinct offences. <f Unlawfully inter- 
fering with property, ,, and then the 
offencc of “ prevcnting the lawful 
occupation, use, or enjoyment of land 
and premises. ,, If the Deputy\s change 
were accepted in that form, it would 
mean that no interfcrcnce, short of an 
interference so great as to prevent the 
lawful occupation and use of the pro- 
perty, could bc dealt. with under this 
Bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON: True, but uníurtu- 
nately interfering is a very elastie term, 
and unless it is connccted up with some 
positive act, if it were attempting to 
prevent, for instance, it would be more 
definite. Unless the term “ interfer- 
ing ” has relation to some positive act; 
it may well be used unfairly and leave 
too wide a discretion. I take it that the 
intention is that interference will be 
the object, that object being to prevent 
lawful occupation. The other reading 
rnight require, as I think it will require, 
the word “ unlawful 99 to be inserted 
after “ or.” Then it would mean un- 
lawfully interfcring with or unlawfully 
preventing. I rather suggest that the 
word “ interfering M is too elastic a 
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term and may mean thought, sugges- 
tion, or letter-writing, or one-hundred- 
and-one methods which might be inter- 
preted as interference. 

Mr. OHIGGINS: We will consider 
that, and I will deal with it on rcport. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Perhaps I may be 
r.llowed to raise another question with 
the object of trying to find out what 
tlie Minister has in his mind in Sections 
10 and 11. I hope I will not bc accused 
of trying to assist or to excuse illicit 
distillation. What I want to know 
f]*om the Minister is whether the pur- 
posc of putting thcsc two Seetions in 
Ihe Bill is to protect the Rcvenue. or 
is it to prevent the sale of bad, illicitly 
distilled, spirits? If it is not to protect 
the Revenue, I take it that the Minis- 
ter’s object would be served, provided 
the shebeens and the illicit stills only 
dispose of good quality poteen. I am 
told by those who are expcrienced that 
some illicit stills can turn out quite a 
good quality spirits. 

Mr. OOOD: Apparently the Deputy 
has some knowledge of the subject. 

Mr. JOHNSON : Deputy Good has 
travelled in the West, and I have no 
doubt has been informed. 

Mr. OORET : Probably he has 
sampled it. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I will leave these ac- 
cusations to Deputy Gorey. Deputy 
Good has probably been informed that 
some very good poteen could be ob- 
tained in certain parts. I have heard 
some raembers of the Dáil say so, at any 
rate. I am curious to know what the 
Minister has in his mind. If it is to en- 
sure that good poteen be sold, and not 
bad, then 1 think the Section should be 
differently worded. But I think it is 
with the object of trying to save the 
Revenue that these two paragraphs are 
inserted. It is quite a nice point, I 
agree, but it is important in that we 
should understand what the object of 
our legislation is. 

Mr. O HIGGINS: I had not in mind 
primarily the protection of the Re- 
venue. I take it, if legislation for the 
protection of the Revenue is considered 
necessary, it will be introduced by 


{ another Minister. The practice of ih 
licit distillation, as carried on in tho 
country, is a social evil. Our line of 
approaeh to the question is that it con- 
stitutes a grave social evil in many 
counties; that it is a factor towards 
crime, and that degradation of young 
people of both sexes follows on the 
i practice of illicit distillation. That is 
| our angle of approach. We have the 
1 evidence of clergymen, doctors, magis- 
trates, and police officers from many 
areas, that there is no power the Dáil 
could possibly give that would be too 
drastic to combat this particular evil. 
ITaving regard to its results in different 
areas, it is beyond question a factor 
tending towards insanity and de- 
i generacy, and it is destroying and 
1 degrading the youth of those areas. It 
is from that angle the matter is ap- 
proached by my Department, and not 
j primari1y, or even largely, from the 
1 angle of protecting the revenue. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I am glad to have 
had from the Minister the statement 
1 that his object in including this para- 
graph is primarily and largely a social 
one, and for the purpose of preventing 
the possibility of the consumption of 
spirits, either of good or bad quality, 
because it is a great social evil. The 
, object of my question was rather to 
I draw out that statement, because it 
j seems to me to involve the necessity for 
1 a very strict control of the use of in- 
j toxicating liquor, whether illicit or licit. 
It is because of the evil effects of non- 
regulated consumption, that there is a 
call for such a measure as is proposed. 
Perhaps the Minister will agree with 
me when 1 say that the evil is only & 
degrec less when it is controlled than 
when it is uncontrolled ? 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: Yes, I would be in 
substantial agreement with the Deputy. 
The thing to remember about illicit dis- 
tillation is this: Poteen is made by the 
people themselves in large quantities. 
The over-head charges of its manufac- 
ture would not be large. It is pre- 
sumably manufactured at night in out- 
of-the-way places, and it leads there* 
and then, in the very act of manufac- 
ture, to drunkenness and degradation. 
Then^ it is not under any kind of 
judicious control afterwards. It is pre- 
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sumably hidden round in yards and 
houses and premises of one kind and 
another, and is freely available to 
people in large quantities and at small 
expense, if any. The result is, it is 
probably consumed in a raw, immature 
oondition, and in quantities which 
really would be beyond the reach of 
the people if they had to pay for the ! 
ordinary distilled whiskey in the shops. j 
It leads to crime and insanity and de- 
gradation. If the Deputy wants to pro- 
voke an opinion from me that all drink 
does that, the abuse of any alcoholic 
drink does lead to very bad results; 
but because this kind of drink is re- 
moved from any judicious or proper 
control, it naturally leads to those re- 1 
sults in excelsis. That is as much as I 
would be prepared to say on that point. 

Part 2 of the Schedule, as amended, 
put and agreed to. 

Title put and agreed to. 

DAIL RESUMES. 

Bill reported, with amendments. 

Report Stage ordered for íirst sit- 
ting next week. 

OLD AGE PENSIONS BILL, 1924— 
COMMITTEE STAOE. 

AN OEANN OOMHAIRLE : The Dáil 
will go into Committee according to 
Standing Orders. 

Mr. BLYTHE : I move Seetion 1, 
whieh is a definition section:— 

In this Act— 

the expression “ the Old Age Pen- 
sions Acts ” means and includes the 
Old Age Pensions Acts, 1908 to 1919 
and this Act; 

the expressions “ the Act of 1908,” 

“ the Act of 1911, v “ the Act of 
1919 ” and “ the Act of 1920 ” mean 
respectively the Old Age Pensions 
Act, 1908, the Old Age Pensions Act, 
1911, the Old Age Pensions Act, 1919, 
and the Blind Persons Act, 1920; 
the expression “ old age pension ” 
means an old age pension under the 
Old Age Pensions Acts, 1908 to 1919. 
or an old age pension under the Old 
Age Pensions Acts, as the --'ntext 
may require, and in either case in- 
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cludes a pension under Section 1 of 
the Act of 1920; 

the expression “ the first appointed 
day ” means such day as the Minis- 
ter shall by order appoint to be the 
first appointed day for the purposes 
of this Act; 

thc expression “ the second ap- 
pointed day 99 means such day as the 
Minister shall by order appoint to bc 
the second appointed day for the 
purposes of this Act; 
the expression “ the third appointed 
day 99 means sueh day, whether be- 
fore or after or coinciding with the 
second appointed day, but not in any 
case more than six months after the 
passing of this Act, as the Minister 
shall by order appoint to be the third 
appointed day for the purposes of 
this Act; 

the expression “ the Minister 99 
means the Minister for Finance. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : I am in 

a difficulty with regard to the relation 
between amendmenis 1 and 2. Amend- 
ment 1 is really two amendments and 
in part it seeks to accomplish the same 
purpose as amendments 9, 10 and 13. 
The second part of amendment 1 has 
a connection with amendment 2, but I 
am not exactly clear as to what it is. 

I Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS : Amendment 
1 stands in my name. I have not gone 
into the question of how frequently the 
general purpose of the amendment is 
achieved in further amendments, but 
inasmuch as it affects the entire scope 
of the Bill, and the other amendmenfs 
are really incident to sections, I imagine 
that now is as good a time to deal with 
I the essential matter contained in the 
amendment as any other time. I sug- 
gest the amendment has a wider scope. 
Do I move? 

Mr. BLTTHE: I would suggest that 
to deal with such a matter as is dealt 
with by Deputy Figgis in an amend- 
ment to a definition clause, might cau^e 
difficulties that we do not anticipate. 
I do not know at the moment what the 
effect of carrying Deputy Figgis’s 
amendment might have on, say, sub-SvW 
tion 2 of Scction 5. It would raise a 
question whether we exempt certain 
pensions from the scope of the Bill and 
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|Mr. Blythe.J 

from the revision, and I am aíraid the 
adoption of the amendment might cause 
them to be rcvised. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : On the 

whole I think it would be better to ac- 
complish what is desired by the methods 
proposed in amendment “ 9 M and 
other amendments. If that involv-is 
any amendment of the definition secti jn 
tnat amendment could be made later. 
The second part of Deputy Figgis ? s 
amendment—to add ceifain words at 
the end of the paragraph—is better 
covered in amendment No. 2, which, I 
think, excludes blind persons altogether 
írom the operation of this bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON : Of course there is a 
point in this amendment which is not 
covered by other amendments, and that 
is that if it was agrecd to by the Dáil, 
as I hope it will be, those old people 
^oming into pensions in the future who 
are aged 75 would come in under the 
existing rates. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Was that 
the intention of Deputy Figgis? 

Mr. DARRELL PIGGIS: The inten- 
tion was to achieve fundamentally that 
purpose, and seeing there is to be a de- 
duction in old age pensions to make 
that cleduction only applicable between 
70 and 75 years of age, ?nd any person 
passing out from 70 to 75 period into 
the period of elder age should automati- 
cally come back to the old rates that 
have prevailed and are prevailing. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : With re- 
gard to the second part of the amend- 
ment to add .words to the end of the 
paragraph, how does that stand with 
amendment No. 2? Is amendment 
No. 2 not wider than the second part 
of Deputy Figgis’s amendment? 

Mr. JOHNSON : I did not expeet we 
would reach this. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Amcnd- 
ment 2 by Deputy Johnson is to ex- 
elude blind persons. The second part 
of the amendment of Deputy Figgis is 
not as sweeping as that. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: No, I had 

not Deputy Johnson’s amendment 
before me when drafting mine. 


AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Very 
well, 1 will allow Deputy Figgis to movo 
liif amendment, as follows:— 

In line 23, after the word “ re- 
! quire, M to insert the words “ payable 
to any pcrson who on the passing of 
this Act shall not have attained the 
age of sevcnty-five years but does 
' not include an old age pension pay- 
able to any person who on the passing 
of this Act shall have attained such 
age. M 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS : My purpose 

in moving this amendment is this. It 
has already been elicited that a good 
dc-al of the economy that the Minister 
fur Finance is anxious to obtain has 
already been achieved, and, therefore, 
there is no nccessity to widen his 
original intention. The original inten- 
i tion of the Minister, announced last 
| November, is indicated by the wider 
scope of the Bill now before us. In 
rnoving this amendment I wish to maké 
it quitc cíear that the words used by 
several of us on Second Reading, myself 
included, were taken up by the Minister 
and responded to when he made the 
statement that Old Age Pensions were 
not the first things that he as Minister 
of Finance turned his attention to when 
he desired certain economy. That, of 
course, is true. One accepts that very 
fully, but the words that Old Age 
| Pensions were the first to be tumcd to 
' were used rather, if one may say so, as 
a rhetorical expression, meaning that. 
old age persons should any how have 
been the very last to which any State 
should turn when seeking for economy. 
We are not the only nation at the pre- 
sent moment seeking to effect vqry 
drastic economy. A neighbouring 
nation is also doing the same at the 
present moment, and it is the unani- 
raous wish of all parties, irrespective of 
party loves and allegiances, that wher- 
ever economies may be effected the Old 
A.ge Pension should not be touched. 
Last November the Minister indicated 
that Old Age Pensions were to be cut 
by 10 per cent. and that there would 
bc certain further economies that might 
in the future be effected, and it is in 
answer to that that I brought forward 
and base this amendment. If there are 
to be any further economies that can be 
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effeeted or should be cffected, thesc 
economies should be searched out in the 
first instance before Old Age Pensions 
should be touched or tamperod with. 
In November thc Minister for Finance 
stated that he expectcd to achieve a 10 
per cent. cut, and on the figures given 
in the last estimate that would have 
yielded, on his statement, an economy 
of round about £300,000. Under the 
Bill he told us, on Sccond Reading, the 
eeonomies to bc effected would amount 
to £500,000. That is considerably 
vddening thc scope of his original intcn- 
tion. I must come back now to that 
original intention. I say that his 
original intention, when first under- 
taken, was that this eut would effect an 
cconomy not higher than £300,000. In 
answer to a qucstion put to him to-day 
as to what was the amount already 
economised, he admitted that these 
economies amounted to £100.000, and 
that that had been effected by the 
tightening up of administration. I ven- 
tnre to say that if administration were 
stili further to be tightened up in the 
coming year that £100,000 could be in- 
creased to a larger figure still. How- 
cver, licre is thc fact. ln November, 
1923, he tells us that, after searching 
ana seeing what cconomies that could 
be effected, he desires to save in fixing 
Old Age Pensions an economy of 
£í.00,000, and now, in the month of 
Mareh, 1924, he informs us that, irres- 
pective of any such cut, £100,000 has 
already becn effected, so he is left, ac- 
cording to his original intention of last 
November, with the necessity of only a 
further economy of £200,000 to be 
cffected. I have not the figures before 
me; t the figures perhaps would be diffi- 
cult to work out, even with the infor- 
mation available to the Minister with 
all the resources of his Department at 
his command. How far less can they 
be available to an independent Deputy 
having no such Department to which to 
tnrn. But I venture to say that a very 
great portion of the remaining £200,000 
could be saved by making the Bill ap- 
plicable not to persons over 75 years 
but between 70 and 75 years of age. 
The purpose of my amendment is this, 
and I do urge the Minister to consider 
it carefully, and I am sure he will, that 
the present rates should prevail for all 


persons up to and over the age of 75. 
that the ncw ratcs intimated in this Bill 
should apply only to persons between 70 
and 75; that the cffect, as has already 
been pointcd by you, sir, that if any 
persons in the future passing from what 
I may call the interim period of 70 to 75- 
shall pass back to the scalc of rates now 
prevailing. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : I think 
it was Deputy Johnson who pointed 
that out. 

| Mr. DARRELL PIGGIS: And you 

, admirably reinforced it. 

An CEANN COMHAIRLE : No, I did 

not reinforce it. I simply allowed the 
point to be made. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: I think the 
object of the amendment is one that 
will be greeted in every part of the- 
House with sympathy, and even with 
j sympathy, I am sure, by the Ministcr 
: for Finance himself. T have been look- 
ing to see if the Chief Ministerial Whip 
had been prcsent in the House, and I 
j regret to see that he is not, because last 
! Sunday he made a speech in the County 
I Dublin, I do not know whether it was 
' with the approval of the Minister for 
Finance or not, stating that at some- 
• time in the future it was the desire of 
! the Minister not to decrease the pension 
I from ten shillings, but to increase it to* 
twenty shillings. 

Mr. McCARTHY: Hear, hear. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: I am glad 
to sce that the Chief Whip is here now. 

I That course, however, is to be postponed 
I for the future. Anticipating this mil- 
j lenium that is going to come in the 
i future, we should at least diminish the 
j present blow for those who are over 
seventy-five years. I speak with some 
; feeling in the matter, because I know 
í something of the conditions in the ex- 
| treme West, and I do know a number 
of cases of persons who are wholly 
dependent upon their old-age pension, 
and who, as they get older and older, 
are thrown more upon their old-age 
pension, because they are not able to 
till the tiny patches of fields that they 
could have done at an earlier time. I,. 
therefore. move the amendment. 
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Mr. BLYTHE : I am sorry Deputy 
Figgis moved this amendment in the 
definition Section, because I am afraid 
it is liable to lead to $ certain amount 
of confusion, and it would have been 
just as easy to have moved a series of 
amendments, if neccssary, which would 
have dealt with all the points he wishes 
to cover. As it is, 1 do not really know 
what thc total eífect of the amendment 
would be if passed. I do see, however, 
that it would mean a certain stringency 
which is not meant to be applied to 
existing holders of pensions. Thia 
would be applicd to them if they ex- 
ceeded seventy-five years oí* age, and it 
would have thc effect, in regard to one 
cláss, that a person seventy-five years 
of agc, would bc trcatcd worsc than the 
person under seventy-five. I would 
suggest to the Dáil that, from the point 
of view of clarity in legislation, thcv 
should refuse to accept this amendment 
movcd, as it is, to a Definition Section. 
There has so far beeu no differentia- 
tion in the Old Age Pensions Act be- 
tween old age pensioners of different 
ages. The view taken was that a per- 
son who had reached the age of seventy 
years should have a pension, and should 
have no more of a pension when hc 
got to eighty or ninety years of age. 
There was a flat pension for all per- 
sons over 70 years, and I do not think 
we should begin now making a differ- 
ence between people who are seventy- 
five and people who are seventy. There 
are questions of health involved, and 
it might very well be that people wlio 
are something under seventy-five 
would be a great deal worse off in 
reality than persons a little over 
scventy-five. 

In any case, if you not merely exempt 
people over 75 from the cut, but also 
from the revision of means, it would 
involve a very great difference in cases 
that were otherwise exactly similar. 
Tor instance, in the case of a person 
who was only a month undcr the age, 
and in the case of another person who 
was a month over thc age, a man might 
be just a month under seventy-five and 
another man might be a month over 
that age, and if both were persons with 
a certain amount of private means, that 
is to say, more than the lowest figure 
on the scale, the figure entitling to a 
full pension, there might be perhaps 


a difference of three or four shillings 
as between these two cases, which I 
suggest would be an anomalous situa- 
tion, and which would cause a feeling 
that it is not desirable to create. De- 
puty Piggis went into a numbcr of mat- 
ters whieh had becn raised here from 
time to timc, both on the original dis- 
cussion in November, and on the 
Second Reading. We have tightened 
up the administration as far as pos- 
sible, but I do not want to pursue the 
line of tightening up administration -too 
much. There are many people who say 
that it might be desirable to relax ad- 
ministration just a little in this mat- 
ter, in the proof of age, for instance. 
I think you could do a great deal of 
damage by tightening your adminis- 
tration too much. You might make it 
too harsh, and refuse even to allow the 
pensioner the benefit of the doubt, and 
you might get too much inhumanity by 
too much tightness in your administra- 
tion. 

I meiitioned the figure £300,000 to be 
on the safe side. The reason why we 
introduced a revision of means scale 
was to allow of an eeonomy consider- 
ably greater than £300,000, as we do 
not want to be holding over the heads 
of the old age pensioners the prospect 
of a further reduction if the cost of liv- 
ing figure, say, were to go down by an- 
other fifteen or twenty points. We do 
not wish to deal with this matter any 
further as regards effecting economies: 
that no matter how great a dif!iculty 
we might have to effect a Budget bal- 
ance, no mattcr what stréss we might 
be put to to get down to a figure of ex- 
penditure that it would be necessary 
for us to get down to, that still we 
would be in a position which w r ould 
enable us not to have to touch the old 
age pensions any further. What we 
have been prepared to do in that matter 
and what we have done, even if it 
means very great hardship and very 
great dislocation, is to drop a service or 
get rid of items of expenditure in order 
to cut down our expenses rather than 
to touch the old age pensions any 
further. If we had merely effected a 
cut of a shilling and had done nothing* 
more, I. for my part, would not feel able 
to say that we would not interfere any 
further with the old age pensions. If 
the Bill is passed in the forra in which 
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it is put up, including both the eut and 
the revision of means, I feel that I can 
rightly say that no matter what else we 
nray have to do we will do nothing more 
in the matter of the old age pensions, 
and that was why we revised the means. 

I would suggest that we could, on sub- 
sequent amendments, discuss the appli- j 
cation of the cut for thc persons who | 
are over seventy-five, and the revision 
of the means scale in the case of people 
over seventy-five, and that we should 
not adopt what is brought forward here 
as an amendment to a definition section. 

Mr. DARRELL PIGGIS:«So far as 

the principle of moving amendments to 
a definition clause is concerned, I am 
bound to say I apprcciate fully the line 
of argument the Minister took and I 
think that it is partieularly desirable 
that amendments to definition clauses 
should not be moved. It is not with any 
desire of laying any unction to my soul 
that I say there are soveu amcnd- 
ments to this deíinition elause, and I 
am only one sinner amongst the seven. 

I move the amendnient priinaril^ 
with a view to getting a deeision 
on the fundamental point. líow 
fhat is to bc aehiev(‘d, whethcr 
by change of wording in the deíini- 
tion clause or by moving addenda 
to various other clauses as they occur 
throughout the Bill, is a matter on 
which I am quite indiffercnt. I notice 
there are amcndments to various 
clauses throughout the Bill. I had been 
asked by one Deputy, who has returned 
here, to move an amendmcnt on his 
behalf. I do not want tliis point to 
be put aside on a technicality as to 
whether the amendment should or 
should not be moved in the present 
place. The intention it is sought to 
achieve is much more important than 
the form of words by which it is sought 
to achieve it. I am quite prepared 
not to press my amendment if, when 
we come to amendments 9, 10, or 11, 
the debate will not be prejudiced by 
the fact that I am withdrawing this 
amendment now, and the matter will 
not be regarded as in the nature of a 
oho8e jugée , 

AN OEANN GOMHAIRLE : One thing 
strikes me about thé moving of amend- 
ments to definition clausés, that in the 
Vol. 6. 
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case of Bills which begin with a defi- 
nition section one could forestall all 
amendments by moving amendments 
to the definition clauses. If this amend- 
ment were voted on and defeated, it 
would raise a point as to whether 
ccrtain other amendments on the 
paper are in order. For my own part, 

I would prefer that this amendment 
should not be decided upon now, so 
that no point would arise which might 
prevent numbers 9, 10, and 11 from 
being moved. 

Mr. DARRELL PIGGIS: If I do r.ot 
press this amendment now, it will not, 
I. take it, prejudice the matter la+er 
The discussion will be open. * 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: If it is 

withdrawn, the whole thing remains 
open. If it were voted upon, a point 
of order might possibly be raised. 

5 Amendmcnt, by leave. withdrawn. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I move Amendment 
2 :— 

In line 23, to delete the words 
j “ and in either case includes ” and 
j to substitute therefor the words “ but 
j does not include . 99 
i The amendment we have been con- 
i sidering, but which has been with- 
drawn, does not seem to have regard to 
the íaet that Section I of the Aet of 
j 1920 is a Blind Person ’s Act, which 
! gives the pension to blind persons at 
the age of 50. I have not heard any 
good reason adduced, so far, by the 
Minister fpr making this Bill apply to 
blind persons, and I think there are 
very good reasons why they should be 
excepted. It was thought when the 
Blind Persons Bill was passed—thc Act 
of 1920—that those who would be 
eligible for the pension at the agc of 
70 who were sighted would come into 
pensions at the age of 50 if they were 
blind. The purposc of the amendment 
is to secure that no change shall take 
place in respect of the age as affecting 
blind persons. No figures have been 
really" adduced by the Minister to tell 
us what the effect of the Bill in respect 
of blind persons would be, but I gather 
that there were in 1911 only 3,054 
totally blind persons in the whole of 
the country over the age of 55. There 
would be somewhat more than that over 
the age of 50. How many more we can- 

b3. 
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not find out and have not been told. 
But I imagine that there is a consider- 
ably less than 3,000, if we are to take 
the 26 Counties; possibly there are not 
more than a couple of thousand. 

Mr. BLYTHE: Might I intcrvene to 
give the figures the Deputy requires? 
The number for the Saorstát is 3,513. 

Mr. JOHNSON: The effect of the 
amendment would be to maintain 3,500 
people in receipt of their present pen- 
sions, instead of reducing them by ls. 
and subjecting them to such other, 
shall I say, “ de-benefits, ,, as are pro- 
posed in the Bill. I think blind persons 
in Ireland particularly have reason for 
special consideration. They have not 
the opportunities of earning a liveli- 
hood or of being supported by institu- 
tional treatment, and have not the op- 
portunities of earning a living that 
they have in Scotland or in England. 
We have an extra obligation to them 
because of our failure to provide the 
treatment which even the law insists 
should be provided. Section 2 of this 
Blind Persons Act imposes obligations 
on the County Councils with regard to 
institutional treatment which have 
never been put into operation, and the 
County Councils have not been obliged 
by the Local Government Authority to 
put them into operation. In fact, the 
Government has allowed the County 
Councils to disobey the law in that re- 
spect. 

Section 2 of this same Act requires 
that County Councils shall make pro- 
vision for the welfare of the blind in 
their districts. That is a compulsory 
Section, and it seems to me that that 
alone gives one good reason why we 
should not disable still further the I 
blind in Ireland. The blind man or 
woman at 50, who has not an income 
and who is not able to earn a living, 
is in a very much worse plight in Ire- 
land than a similar person in any other 
eountry. We have made it more or less 
an obligation that they should become 
beggars on the roads and that they 
should be forced to solicit charity and 
alms—sometimes not so much charity. 

I think we might at least show a little 
Ieniency in respect of the blind in this 
matter, and not deprive them of the 
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1/- in the casc of the 10/- pensioners. 
As a matter of fact, they should be ex- 
empted from this Act altogether, leav- 
ing them in the position they have been 
in up to now, which was not 

6' o'cloclc. as good a position as they 
should have been placed in. 
Even as it was, the Govemment did 
not eníorec the provisions of that Act. 
I would ask the Minister tó give a 
little consideration to this case, and to 
allow an amendment to be passed which 
would save the blind írom this penal- 
isation. 

Mr. BLYTHE: The amount involved 
in this matter would not be large; but 
heretoforc, the blind person has been 
treated in all respects in the same way 
as the old age pensioner, except in the 
matter of age. It would create a cer- 
tain amount of difficulty, and would 
cause a certain amount of extra work 
aiul trouble in officcs if you made anv 
diffcrentiation. The machinc moves a 
good deal better if you have the same 
scales of pension and the same scales of 
ípeans for botli old persons and 
blind persons. I do not think that it 
could be contended, really, that the 
blind person who is fairly able-bodied, 
is more in need of money than the abso- 
lutcly helpless old person. I agree that * 
something should be done to provide 
training for the blind and to assist 
them in doing such work as blind per- 
sons can do, but I do not think that 
the blind person who is helpless 
through blindness, is really any greater 
object of charity than the sighted per- 
son—if I may use the. word—who is 
helpless through age and infirmity. 

Again, certain difficulties would arise 
owing to the fact that the Blind Per- 
sons Act is a recent Act. There are a 
number of blind persons who are aged, 
perhaps, seventy-three or seventy-four, 
who got their pensions, not under the 
Blind Persons Act, but under the Old 
Age Pensions Act. There is nothing to 
distinguish them as blind persons. 
They got the pension because of their 
age. They would be cut and have their 
means reviewed, while younger blind 
persons, if this amendment wer^ 
adopted, would not suffer the cut, but 
would have tlieir pensions remain at * 
the present level. 'That is a difficulty 
against it. On the whole, I think while 
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you can make out a case for any par* 
ticular class of people, we should let 
the situation remain as it is at pre- 
sent: that.there should be a flat pension 
for old persons, and that the people 
who are blind should be on the same 
scale as persons over seventy years of 
age. It is a question really of requive- 
ments, and we should not be influenced 
by the pity that even a blind person 
who is not in any way in want of 
money or want of comforts that money 
can bring, must excite. I think we 
are prone to be led away by that fecl- 
ing of compassion which really has 
nothing to do with the question of úhe 
amount of money involved. We pi*v 
even the wealthy blind person. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I do not know 
whether any member of the Dáil is 
prepared to support this suggestion or 
amendment, which w^ould make some 
exception in the case of the blind. I 
can quite understand the attitude of 
the Minister. He is naturally voicing 
the views of the people of his oflice 
who look upon rows of figures, dates* 
and amounts in a scverely logical man- 
ner. They tell you that blindness of 
itself is an afíliction and shouid excite 
pity, whether the blind is old or young 
or rich or poor, and no matter how 
the blindness may have been caused— 
but they remain severely logical and 
adamant. I ask the Dáil to consider 
the humanities of this case, and to 
think of these 3,500 people in the 
position they are in. They must be 
people who are not in receipt of an 
income of ten shillings per week. Most 
of them are not in receipt of any in- 
come at all, except such as they are 
able to obtain by indiscriminate ask- 
ing for elms or by charity, or through 
the support of their friends. They are 
particularly helpless. They usually re- 
quire somebody to accompany them, 
and that in itself is an extra charge 
upon their pension. They are more 
helpless than the man of seventy who 
has his sight. In very many cases it 
means the keeping of two people 
because of helplessness, and special 
c'hre has to be taken and special ex- 
pense has to be incurred in looking 
after the blind man or woman. The 
Trfínister says, of course, that the pen- 
fiioner over seventy who is blind and 


, has received his pension on account 
j of the Old Age Pensions Acts prior to 
1920, would be placed in a disadvan- 
I tageous position. 

| I think the Dáil could find ways and 
i means of altering this Bill before it 
finishes with it, to bring even those 
people into the better position that the 
blind would be placed in if my amend- 
ment were accepted. I suggest that it 
is not good enough for the Minister to 
put forward as an objcction in a mat- 
ter of this kind that it \vould cause 
extra trouble in the ofíice. If that is 
the attitudc of the Minister in regard 
to these things, I think it ought not 
to be allowed to weigh with the Dáil 
too much. Lct us remember that he is 
spealdng now from the ofíicial stand- 
point, that it is a nuisance to have to 
make discriminations. It is very much 
easier to have automatic work in the 
office; the bureau will do its w r ork very 
much more simply and easily if we do 
not make exceptions. That is natu- 
rally the ofBcial attitude in the matter 
and particularly the attitude that the 
Minister for Pinance may be expected 
to adopt. 

It is not the attitude that the Dáil 
should adopt. We are supposed to be 
in touch with the people of the coun- 
try and to express the views of the 
people of the country on matters of 
this kind, and to bring, in opposition 
to the bureau, somc of thc feelings and 
thoughts of humanity. I submit that 
in this case the Dáil would be failing 
to respond to the desires of the coun- 
try, whatever they may say about old 
age pensions as a wholc, we should be 
failing to respond to that desire if we 
bring the penalties that this Bill in- 
volves upon the aged, who also happen 
to be blind. I wiH ask the Dáil to ex- 
press itself in this matter, and to agree 
with me that this Bill should not in- 
clude blind persons who have come in 
under the Act of 1920, from 50 years 
upwards. 

Sir JAMES CRAIG: I am going to 
support Deputy Johnson in his amend- 
ment. He has made out a very good 
case. I do not think he even went far 
enough. I think there are no more 
helpless beings in God’s earth than the 
blind, because they not only require 
someone to look after them, and to pre- 
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pare their food, but they cannot go out 
to get sticks to keep up their íire, and if 
they have any intelligence they require 
someone to let them know what is being 
done in the Dáil here, and to keep up 
their mterest in public affairs. One of 
the saddest things is to see these peoplc 
in the strccts and roads and lanes in the 
country begging for sustenance. I 
have no justification, perhaps, for say- 
ing it, but I have been told that a grcat 
many people were put upon these lists 
who did not deserve to be upon theni. 
As far as the actual blind were con- 
cerned, I think the Dáii would be act- 
ing in the ease of humanity in continu- 
ing to give as large a pcnsion as they 
could. For this reason I support the 
amendment. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: Dcputy 
Johnson justly chidcd the Dáil íor not 
having expressed itself, but he covered 
the case so well that he leí't very little 
for others to say. He is in the habit 
of expressing himself very complete]y 
on bchalf of a silent partv, and no one 
must complain if he expresses himsclf 
on bchalf oí' silent Deputies outside his 
own Party. Nevertheless, there is one 
point which he did not make, and I 
draw attcntion to it now. We are 
talking about economy. What is the 
value of the eeonomv that is effected if 
Deputy Johnson’s amendment is de- 
íeated? AVhat will be thc extra ex- 
pense incurred l)y the State through 
Deputv Johnson’s amcndment being 
adoptcd? A differenee of £9,000 per 
annum on the figures given by the 
Minister himself. The thing, from a 
monetary point of view, is absurd. 
From cvcry othcr point of view, from 
every right human point of view, De- 
puty Johnson’s case is complete. I 
shall support- it if he presses thc mat- 
ter to a vote, as I hopc he will. It is 
perfectly true, as Deputy Sir James 
Craig has said, that certain persons arq 
being put in receipt of this blind per- 
son's pension who are not entitled to 
it. There is, unfortunately, in this, as 
in other matters, a certain conspiracv 
to defraud the State. These are the 
kind of cases to which I have referred 
so frequently, and recently, when I 
Dpoké of tighter administration. By 
all means see that no one who is not 
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entitled to receivc it, does receive this 
pension. But having done that, for the 
sake of £9,000, do not inílict this hard- 
ship upon persons who are blind and 
helpless, and who, only since the pass- 
ing of this 1920 Act, received the bene- 
íit which they were entitled to receive 
from the community long bcfore. 

Mr. HEWAT : I am under a certain 
amount of difficulty in this matter, be- 
cause I may say my heart is with De- 
puty Johnson, and my head is with the 
Minister for Finance. I think that that 
principle will be the difficulty underly- 
ing a fair consideration of this Bill. 
Deputy Johnson makes a case for the 
blind. Surely nonc of us will, in any 
way, take away from his arguments. 
Blind people are very specially to be 
pitied, but what in essence does this 
claim amount to? The Minister for 
Finance has comc along, and he has 
based his cut on the old age pension 
first of all on the necessity of the needs 
of the country. líe has also pointed 
out that the present old age pensioner 
in receipt of lOs. a week, which was 
put in operation some years ago, is no 
worse off at 9s. a Aveek to-day than he 
was then at lOs. a weck. 

Mr. JOHNSON : Whent 

Mr. HEWAT: í say he is in no worse 
position at 9s. to-day tlian he was then, 
when it was put into operation on lOs. 
That is to say wlien the pension was in- 
creased to 10s. the cost oE living was so 
much higher than it is now that 9s. is 
more than equivalent to the lOs. he was 
then paid. Now, another argument, 
and a very proper argument, is that the 
amount of money involved in this ques- 
tion of the consideration of the blind is 
not large. It is not largc. But cannot 
you Iogically carry your argument 
right through thc Bill on that basis and 
make exceptions in various directions, 
which will, as far as the administration 
of the Act is concerned, do away with 
any economy altogether? In other 
words, none of us like this question of 
cutting the old age pensions. I do not 
think the Minister for Finance brought 
it forward with any great pleasure, and 
he said so. He brought it forward as a 
matter of necessity. But to differentiate 
between different classes of persons in 
connection with óld age pensions and 
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blind pensions is going to open up a 
\ista of administration which is going 
to make the administration of the Bill 
even very much more difficult than at 
present. Rather I would put it to the 
Dáil that the amount of money that is 
going to be saved, should be put aside, 
so as to help the blind people-to be bet- 
ter able to take carc of themselves and 
to learn trades and to be put in a posi- 
tion that if a man or woman gets blind 
he or she may be in a position of being 
self-supporting, and not have them 
coming under this at all. I would 
rather see three times the amount of 
money spent in that direetion than in 
this way of making exceptions to them 
as a class of individuals that ar(' differ- 
ont from their neighbours in any way. 
I appeai to the Dáil, mueh against my 
will, not to accept Depu1y Johnson’s 
amendment on this ground. 

Major COOPER: I do not know 
whether Deputy Johnson was in need 
of the prescnt of Deputy Hcwat’s heart 
or what use he will make of it. But I 
congratulate the Ministcr on being pre- 
sentcd with Dcputy llewat’s head. I 
hope he will keep it very carcfully and 
will consult f it when framing his Bud- 
get. I must say in this case both my 
heart and head go to Deputy Johnson, 
who docs not want them. Ile certainly 
does not need thern. 

I do not tliinh the Minister has made 
a case: the saving to be effected is 
so small and the position of the blind 
is so exceptional. You <*annot compare 
a man or womau of seventy or scventy- 
one, who can rcad thcir papei's and 
smoke their pipes and have a minor 
enjoyment of life, and sometimcs per- 
haps do a little work, to a person to 
whom all is darkness. I cannot help 
feeling that for the sakc of saving 
£9,000 we may be doing $n injustice 
greater than we really intend. The 
Ministcr in framing the Bill budgeted 
for a margin. He mentioned something 
like 10 per cent. He has realised more 
than that, and possibly out of that 
margin hc might be able to meet the 
case of the blind. If the Minister is 
prepared to accept, with Deputy He- 
wat’s head, the suggestion that he 
should spend three times the figure— 
£27,000 or £30,000—on ameliorative 
lines, and is prepared to give a pledge 


to that effect, I will vote with him 
against the amendment; but, if not, I 
will support Deputy Johnson. 

Mr. BLYTHE: I appreciate Deputy 
Hewat’s head and Deputy Ilewat’s 
suggestions very much. The position 
is tliat blind persons were put on the 
same level as the aged, when the Blind 
Persons Act was introduced. Every- 
thing that ean be said in favour of 
giving people who are blind morc than 
those who were merely old, could be 
said, even if this Bill were not being 
introduced. It is an argument that 
thesc reductions do not affect in any 
j way. I would say, apart from the 
compassion one must feel for thc blind, 
that ind-ridden, infirrn p(*rsons of 
sevcnty years are in need of any money 
that ean bc given to them, just as per- 
sons who are blind. The helplessness 
is as great, and, perhaps, in matters 
of food and othcr comforts, the need 
might be greater. I feel that anything 
that ean be donc by the State in the 
way of providing facilitics for tending 
thc blind, so that they may be able to 
work and help to support themselves 
and to have the happiness and intcrest 
they would get fronx bcing able to 
work, would be very sympathetieally 
considercd. I would not say that three 
timcs the amount now to bc saved 
should be spent in that direction. I 
have no hesitation, however, in saying 
that if a practical scheme wcre put up 
I would certainly agree to the expen- 
diture of the £9,000 that has been 
mentioned here, on some system of 
training for the blind. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: But would 

the blind get it? 

Mr. JOHNSON: The expression of 
the Minister’s willingness to support 
something in the way of assisting the 
blind to eam their living in some maa- 
ner better than they are able to do, is 
very acceptable. Of course, the provi- 
sion of such a scheme rests with an- 
other Department, and judging by the 
conduct of that Departmcnt in the mat- 
ter of the Blind Persons Act, we have 
not much to hope for in that directicn. 
So I am not going to urge the Dáil, in 
view of the promise that something 
might be done in future in that respsct, 
to take that promise in exchange for the 
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suggestions in the amendment. When 
that promise has been' fulfilled and 
something of practical value is done, 
then of course we might willingly con- 
sider the alteration of the Bill in 
bringing the blind into the same posi- 
tion as the rest of the community. But 
let us wait until that has become effec- 
tive, and not exchange something tang- 
ible for somcthing which may arise in 
future. At present the position is that 
the blind will receive their present 
pension. We are now asked to alter 
that. I ask the Dáil not to agree to 
any alteration, and I propose to go to 
a division. 

Mr. HEWAT: May I sav that T 
thought I was at a meeting between em- 
ployers and employees, when listening 
to Deputy Johnson’s last speech, be- 
cause we are consistently met on these i 
occasions with exactly the same argu- 
ment.—“ Bring down the cost of living 
and we will consider the question of 
bringing down the cost of wages.” He 
displays a great want of faith in these 
matters. 1 

Major COOPER: I would like to ask 
the Minister one qucstion. I would 
ask him would he givc any promise that 
savings made at the cost of the blind 
will be expended for the benefit of the 
blind? Would he give that as a de- 
finite promise? 

Mr. BLYTHE: I could not make it so 


definite as that, but if a scheme is put 
up to me, I will not withhold sanction 
as Minister for Finance. 

Mr. DARRELL FIQOIS: That is an 

offer that w r e would have expected from 
the Minister even if this discussion had 
never arisen. We hope, in any circum- 
stanccs, if a proposal were put before 
him for the benefit of any section of the 
citizens, he would give it his beneficent 
attention. It did not require his pro- 
tcstations on this occasion to give us 
that assurance. Ile mentioned an argu- 
ment here, the validity of which I 
question. He stated it had hitherto 
been the principle that there should be 
no difterentialion between persons 
who were old and persons who, in addi- 
tion to being old, were also blind. There 
has been a differentiation. It is per- 
fectly true there has been no difference 
in regard to thc money they should re- 
ceive, but there has been a difference in 
rcgard to the age at which they begin 
to receivc the monev. There has been 
that difference, and it is only an exten- 
sion of something that prevails at the 
moment. Tf that difference be carried 
into this Bill, if this Bill becomes an 
Act, and those of old age have their 
pensions dropped, those who are of 
age and are blind shall not have the 
same trcatment. 

Amendment put. 


The Committee divided: Tá, 23; Nil, 39. 
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Seán Buitléir. 

John J. Cole. 

John Conlan. 

Bryan R. Cooper. 

Sir James Craig. 

John Daly. 

Seán de Faoite. 
Darrell Figgis. 

David Hall. 

Connor Hogan. 
Séamus Mac Cosgair. 
Tomás Mac Eoin. 


Earnán de Blaghd. 

Séamus Breathnach. 

Seoirse de Bhulbh. 

Próinsias Bulíin. 

Séamus de Burca. 

Máighréad Ní Choileáin Bcan Uí 
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Patrick J. Egan. 

Henry J. Finíay. 

Desmond Fitzgerald. 

John Good. 

John Hennigan. 

William Hewat. 

Tomás Mac Artúir. 

Seosamh Mac ’a Bhrighde. 
Domhnall Mac Cárthaigh. 

Pádraig Mac Fadáin. 

Pádraig Mac Giollagáin. 

Seán P. Mac Giobúin. 

Eoin Mac Néill. 


Risteárd Mac Fheorais. 
Patrick McRenna. 

James Sproule Myles. 

Tomás de Nógla. 

Ailfrid 0 Broin. 

Tomás O Conaill. 

Aodh 0 Cúlacháin. 

Liam 0 Daimhín. 

Domhnall 0 Muirgheasa. 
Tadhg P. O Murchadha. 
Pádraig 0 hOgáin (An Clár). 


Liam Mac Sioghaird. 

Liam Mag Aonghusa. 
Secirse Mag Craith. 
Pádraig S. Mag Ualghairg*. 
Peadar 0 hAodha. 

Criostóir 0 Broin. 

Proinsias O Cathail. 
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Séamus N. O Dóláin. 
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Donchadh S. O Guaire. 
Aindriú O Laimhín. 
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Séamus 0 Murchadha. 

Seán M. O Súilleabháin. 
Caoimhghín O hUigín. 
Seán Príomhdhail. 

Liam Thrift. 

Eamon S. O Dugáin. 


5 Mahch, 1924 . 
Tá. 


Níl. 


Amendment deelared lost. 


Mr. BLYTHE : I move lliat wc j 
now report progress, and ask leave to 
sit again. 

Question put and agreed to. 

DAIL RESUMES. 

Progress reported—Committee to sit 
again to-morrow. 

The Dáil rose at 6.40 and rc- 
sumed at 7.30 p.m., AN LEAS- 

CHEANN COMHAIRLE in the Chair. 

PRIVATE BUSINESS. 

POLICT OF MINISTER FOR LOCAL 
60VERNMENT. 

Mr. CORISH: I move:— 
u That the Dáil disapproves of the 
policy of the Minister for Local Gov- 
ernment, so far as it has been made 
known through the general activities 
of his Ministry. M 

My reason for putting down this 
motion is in order to try to find out 
exactly what the mind of the Local 
Government Department is in its rela- 
tion to the various Councils in the 


State. In the first place thcy sccm to 
bc al’fceted by an over-dose of the now 
prevalent diseasc ealled “ economy. ,, 
The policy whieh tbe Local Government 
Departnient in its present frame of 
mind is íollowing is indiscriminate 
(‘(*oiK)my, and an eeonomy whiob is not 
ífoing to aehieve what perhaps the 
the Minister has i 9 . his mind. The 
Loeal Government Department is 
pursuing a poliey whieh to my 
mind is not in eonformily with 
what the peoplc considered they would 
get from a native Parliamcnt. Recently 
circulars have bcen sent out to the 
various Councils in the State, calling 
upon them to practise the most rigid 
economy in all their Departments. 
They did not point out at the begin- 
ning what eeonomy could be effected, 
and I am sure it will be news to the 
members of this Housé to know that 
the present unhappy state that some of 
the Councils in the State find them- 
sclvcs in to-day is due to the policy of 
the Local Government Departmerit. I 
speak with first-hand knowledge of my 
awn native county, and the Local Gov- 
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emment Department owes the County 
Wexford to-day the sum of £52,000. It 
is very hard on a Council which has 
been harassed like the Wexford County 
Council has been, for some four or five 
years past, to try to exist and to carry 
out its ordinary functions, when the 
Department I have mentioned is keep- 
ing back the huge sum of £52,000. In 
consequence of that money being with- 
Beld, the Council has liad to borrow a 
sum cqual to it, for which they have 
to pay interest at the rate of 5 i 
per cent. I do not think it is a very 
wise policy of the Government to with- 
hold from a Council in Ireland a huge 
sum of money like that, and to sanction 
an overdraft from the bank on which 
they have to pay 5 per ccnt. intercst, 
and in the same voice to call upon them 
to economise. Now, various represen- 
tations have been made 1o the Minister 
in order to try to gct from him the 
rights which that Council are entitled j 
to. | 

Under the old rcgirnc, so far as I 
know, these grants were paid regularlv. 
Sometime recently a deputation waited 
upon the Minister. Of course he was 
very sympathctic and told us he would 
do all he could; lie was very courteous 
and all the rest, but he seemed to bc 
tied down by thc Treasury to a eertain 
policy. He told us that the reason for 
the grants being withheld was because , 
it was anticipated that the annuities : 
would not be paid during the coming 
year. To my mind that is not a policy 
or an attitude that any responsible 
Government shoi^d take up. So far as 
I know, and I think thc Minister will 
agree, the annuitics in the County 
Wexford have been paid very well. As 
a matter of fact, in the exact words of 
the Minister concerned, up to Decem- 
ber last they had been paid extremely 
well in the County Wexford. Now I 
am sure the Dáil will forgive me for 
dealing with the County Wexford, but 
as I have first-hand knowledge of that 
eounty I think it is well that I should 
use it in support of my arguments in 
favour of this motion, because I feel 
pretty certain that the same condition 
of affairs prevails in other counties in 
the State. What I object to is that 
these grants are withheld, as the Minis- 
ter says, in anticipation of farmers not 


paying their annuities during. the 
coming year. That, as I have said, is 
not a policy or an attitude that any 
Government should take up. 

It appears to be the policy of the 
Government that if certain counties in 
the Free State do not pay their 
annuities at all and that other counties 
pay up in full, that thc counties that 
are paying up and discharging their 
liabilities are to be subject to the same 
treatment as the counties that do not 
pay at all. There is another aspect of 
the situation that I wish to refer to. 
Recently the President told the Dáil 
that the Local Govcrnment Department 
were about to release one-and-a-quarter 
millions of money in order to relieve 
unemployment and to reconstruct 
roads in Ireland. He told us that a 
motion which had l>een movcd here was 
tantamount to a vote of ccnsurc upon 
the Government because the Deputy 
who moved the motion had in his mind 
that thc unemployed in the Free State 
had been neglected. Wc thought at 
that time tliat thc Minister would per- 
init Councils to expend this money at 
the rate of wages that prevailed in the 
particular areas, and we were rather 
surpriscd that circulars were sent 
broadeast to the Councils operating in 
the Free State area stipulating that a 
certain wagc should be paid which, to 
my mind, was a disgraceful wagc, and 
should not be suggested by anybody 
taldng upon thcmselves the responsi- 
bilities of the Government of a country. 

I put down a question about a fort- 
night ago asking the Minister for 
Local Government where he derived 
his authority to fix the wage suggested 
in the circular, and he told me that 
he derived such authority from Parts 
2 and 3 of the Roads Act. So far as 
I can see, the only place that he could 
derive that authority is under Section 
4, Sub-section (8) of that Act, which 
states: “ Advances to County Councils 
may be made by way of loan or grant, 
or partly one way or partly another 
on such tcrms and subject to such con- 
ditions as the Board think fit. M I 
suggest to the Minister that that par- 
ticular Section does not bear the inter- 
pretation that he puts on it, and I 
suggest that if Hansard were looked 
up during the period in which that Act 
was going through the British Houde 
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of Commons it will be found that no 
such statement was made, that such 
conditions should apply, or that would 
enable the Minister to take the infer- 
ence that he has taken from that par- 
ticular Section. There is a stipulation 
in that grant that ex-National soldiers 
should get íirst preference. • So far as 
I am conccrned, I think it is pretty 
generally known that I have been on 
the side of the Government in the last 
conflict. I have never hidden that, and 
I do not want to do so now, but I do 
think that discretion ouglit to be left 
to thc various Councils in Ireland to 
deal with unemploymcnt in their area 
as the position warrants they should 
deal with it. Thcre are men in the 
Free Statc to-day who have been idle 
for the last three or four years. Some 
of them made applieation to be taken 
into the Army, but they were not taken 
for some reason or another. I do not 
think it is the right thing for the 
Government to prevent these people 
from working and earning a livelihood 
if they are willing to do so, and I sug- 
gest that they withdraw this clause. 
The Councils of Ireland, so far as I 
know, though there may be some ex- 
ceptions, are fully alive to what they 
owe to the National Army for what it 
did during the recent struggle. The 
wages suggested by the Minister may, 
I think, be taken at an average of 28s. 
per week. ITow anybody with any 
sense of responsibility or with any 
knowledge of the price of food stuffs 
in this country at present could expect 
a man to keep a wife and family on 
28s. a wcck is beyond my comprehen- 
sion. 

I am sure if the Minister goes into 
the matter he will find that it was 
absolutely impossible for that man to 
do so. To go back to the question of 
the National Army men, I do not think 
that it is fair that these men should 
be used—I do not say that they 
are deliberately used—to cut down the 
wages of their fellow men, because if 
the Councils in Ireland can get Na- 
tional soldiers to work for 28s. a week 
at making roads, it follows as night 
the day that there will be a general 
reduction in that particular period and 
that the private emplover is going to 
take advantage of the situation created 


by men working at 28s. per week. I 
want to know is it the considered 
policy of the Local Covernment De- 
partment to make that a medium for 
cutting down employees’ wages. They 
may say that it is not their intention, 
and that these particular conditions 
only apply to the grant of millions. 
I have a recollection of a County Coun- 
cil meeting at Wexford. When this 
particular grant and the conditions at- 
taching to it came up for consideration 
an employer rose to his feet and pro- 
posed that the wages for County 
Council work should be at the rate of 
28s. a week, a reduction of 18s. on the 
present wage in that county. That 
man, I suggest, was prompted to do so 
by thc conditions attaching to the 
grant which the Government proposed 
| to pay to County Councils. I would 
appeal to the Minister for Local 
Government to revise and reconsider 
his decision on this matter. 

The membcrs on tliese benches are as 
: anxious for economy as any other body, 

| but we are asking you not to start 
: economy again on the bottom dog and 
not have the samc spectacle as we have 
had by the cutting down of old age pen- 
sions. All economies arc starting at thc 
wrong end. I believe tliat there should 
be a general enquiry into the whole 
question of Local Government before 
you start an indiscriminate policy of 
economy and an attack on the worhers 1 
wages. You certainly have an advan- 
i tage, and you are using it over the un- 
fortunate man who has been idle for 
the past three or four years. I do not 
think it is fair when you find a man on 
the verge of starvation to use liim as a 
mediuin to cut down the wages of his 
fellow man. It is not a proper position 
to put a soldier in, a man who has given 
his best in order that his country might 
live. There is another matter in con- 
nection with Local Government admini- 
stration to which I would like to refer. 
The Department, as I said before, have 
sent circulars round calling on Councils 
to practise the most rigid economy. 
During the war between England and 
this country the County Councils were 
instructed by the Local Government 
Department of Dáil Eireann, which, I 
am glad to say, practically all the Conn- 
cils now in the Free State area, recog- 
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nised and obeyed to do eertain things 
in connection with rate collection. They 
were told to disregard the treasnrer 
whom they had np to that time, and 
were told to appoint trustees and to in- 
struct the rate collectors to lodge their 
collections with those trustees. That 
was in direct coníiict with the terms of 
their appointment. 

The Local Government Department ! 
were certainly alive to that situation, 
but they persisted in their instructions, 
which I considered right instructions, 
for that partieular time. I have raised 
this matter before, but I do not think j 
that there is any harm in raising it j 
again. In County Wexford there were I 
21 rate collectors, 17 of whom refused | 
to obey the instructions that had been ! 
sent from the Local Government De- I 
partment through the County Council, ! 
with the result that the County Council 
had to discharge them by express in- 
structions from the Local Government 
Departinent. The County Couneil had 
then to appoint new rate collectors, 
who duly took up their positions, but 
most of them found themselves in 
prison before six months were at an 
end. What was the surprise of the 
County Couneíl to find that last year 
the Ministry set up a tribunal in order j 
to pay these men who had disobeyed the j 
Council and the nation in a very criti- 1 
cal period! I have no objection to giv- 
ing them remuneration if they think 
they are entitled to remuneration, but 
I object to the local Councils being 
called upon to pav the burden of such 
remuneration. 

The Councils which took this par- 
ticular action were acting in the inter- 
ests of the nation at the behest and 
direction of the Government, and I 
think that this is a matter that ought to 
be taken up by the Government, and 
that the remuneration should be paid 
by the Government, and should be ad- 
justed in the same way as the other 
financial arrangements will be adjusted 
between the two countries. There is 
also another aspect of the situation. It 
is in connection with the collection of 
rates at the present time. There are 
rate collectors in certain counties who 
have done their duty as well as it is 
possible to do it under the conditions 
prevailing. A certain amount of rates 


, is outstanding, and the Government in- 
j sist that those rate collectors should 
proceed to obtain decrees against the 
, defaulters. 

j In a great many cases rate collectors 
hold decrees against defaulters for full 
amounts. They have had to 
8 o*clock. lodge a certain amount of 
money to get those decrees. 
Tliose dccrees have been given in the 
Courts for a considerable time, yet 
there is no sign whatevcr of the de- 
érees being executed. That may be 
a matter for the Minister for Home 
Aífairs, but, in the first instance, it 
is a matter for the Minister for Local 
Government to bring pressure on the 
Minister for Home Affairs in order that 
the various Councils of Ireland may 
operatc as tliey should. The real 
grievancc is that the Government will 
not allow County Councils to pay rate 
colleetors until the decrees are executed. 

I would also like to draw the atten- 
tion of the Dáil to the question of 
amalgamation. This is a matter which 
was approaclied very hastily. The 
variousCouncils in thcFree Stateobeyed 
the Government at the critical time 
without due regard to the aged poor 
and the siek. It was pointed out to the 
Councils by the Local Govemment De- 
partment at that particular time that 
certain economies would be effected, and 
that the brand of pauperism would be 
lifted from the people. I was doubtful 
then that that would happen, and I am 
doubtful now that it will. I remember 
being called to Dublin, aecompanied by 
Dr. Ryan, T.D., Seamus Doyle, T.D., 
and Sean Etehingham, T.D., to inter- 
view the President, who was then Minis- 
ter for Local Government. We were 
evenly divided on the question of amal- 
gamation, not on the broad principle of 
amalgamation, but on some of its de- 
tails. Two of us were in favour of cot- 
tage or district hospitals, and two 
against. The President tried to recon- 
cile the two positions in his usual man- 
ner, and gave certain promises. Those 
promises, up to now, have not been ful- 
filled. He promised that in view of 
what we considered to be the faults of 
the scheme, he would institute an in- 
quiry inside of twelve months if amal- 
gamation did not work satisfactorily. 
As far as I know that promise has been 
brought to the minds of the Ministry 
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on two different occasions within the 
past twelve months, and nothing has 
been done. 

I seriously suggest that the question 
of amalgamation should be gone intb 
thoroughly and examined, with a view 
to finding out if the necessary econo- 
mies have been fulfilled, and if the sick 
and infirm are getting the attention 
they deserve. Personally, I do not 
think they arc. In view of the fact 
that all those schcmes were rushed, .1 
do not think it was carried out even as 
satisfactorily as the Minister himself 
thought it would have been, under the 
conditions which prevailed. There is 
another matter, and that is the ques- 
tion of the proposed abolition of Dis- 
trict Councils. I do not know if I am 
in order on this, in view of the fact that 
the Govemmcnt have not declared their 
policy, but I do know that a deputation 
from the various District Councils in 
the Free Statc has waited on the Minis- 
ter for Local Government in view of 
certain rumours that were abroad, that 
he was about to abolish District Coun- 
cils. He made a reply which prompted 
them to believe that he was going to 
abolish District Councils. I wonder 
has he considered the effect that that 
will have on the administration of the 
various counties? 

As far as I know, County Councils 
at the present time have already too 
much to do, and if District Councils 
are to be abolished it is going to mean 
that the County Councils will have to 
stay in session constantly. It is a 
retrograde step. Even the newspapers 
in the country say that, and God knows 
they are bad enough. I would ask the 
Minister for Local Government to re- 
consider his decision in the matter. I 
do not think that the people will be 
represented as they should be if the 
District Councils are to be abolished. 
There are mqny little things which get 
attention from the District Councils 
about which the County Councils have 
no time to bother. In conclusion, let 
me sav that I think the Local Govern- 
ment Department are taking too much 
notice of the ramblings of the Press on 
the question of economy. I think that 
the pretext upon which the Local 
Qnvemment Department demands an 
inquiry nowadays is not sufficient to 
warrant that there should be an in- 


Local Government . 171& 

quiry. I do hope I am .wrong in think- 
ing that it is the considered policy of 
the Government to send Commissionera 
to the various areas to administer local 
affairs. That would be a retrograde 
step and should not be listened to for a 
moment by the present occupants of the 
Ministry. If the British Government 
had suggested anything similar two or 
three years ago I could imagine our 
President holding up his hands in holy 
horror and using it as a foundation for 
a magnificent speech. I would ask the 
Ministry to reconsider its whole policy 
and to take the country into its con- 
fidcnce as to what it is going to do, 
especially in regard to the wages ques- 
tion and the undue interference 
betwecn public boards and their- 
cmployees. 

Mr. COLOHAN : I rise to second the 
motion put forward by Deputy Corish. 
It gives me no pleasure to make any 
charge against thc Ministry of Local 
Government. Rather I wish that I 
were able to support their policy in the 
country, but unfortunatcly their action 
in almost evcry case prcvcnts mc from 
doing so. Deputy Corish rcfcrred to 
road workers > wages under the grants. 
I was one of a deputation whicli waited 
on the Minister on the 14th February 
last. I put it forward to him that 35s. 
weekly would bc a fair wage for a man 
on those grants. I could not get him to 
go any further than 30s. On last Mon- 
day week my County Council were* 
almost unanimous, with one dissentient, 
in asking the Minister to sanction a flat 
rate of 35s. for the county. We eon- 
sidered that that rate would be some- 
thing reasonable for men who were 
demobilised and who did not get that 
particular training as worhers, whieh 
they would have but for the unfortu- 
nate conditions prevailing in the* 
country for the last two years. In- 
stead of that we are offered 30s. Dur- 
ing the interview we had with the 
Minister he admitted that it was more 
or less of a dole rather than a grant 
given for work in return. 

I submitted to him then, and I sub- 
mit to him now, that we want a return 
in work for the money expended on 
these roads. If we are to pay a fair 
wage it is not fair to throw a number 
of demobilised soldiers on to the coun- 
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try and ask them to work for a wage 
which means the cutting down of the 
wages of the permanent workers. I 
think it is a deliberate insult to the 
manhood of these men to use them as 
wage breakers. It is nothing less. I 
am sure the demobilised men will look 
upon it as an insult, and I hope that 
when the next Election comes they will 
show their disapproval of it. There is 
one matter to which I would like to 
draw the attention of the Minister, as 
we are speaking of the roads, and that 
is the work of the assistant-surveyors. 
I think that the Minister should see to 
it that these ofíicials should give at 
least 200 days to direct road super- 
vision in the year. I know cases where 
these men, although ofíicials, do not do 
any work for the Councils, and I say 
that they should be made to do it. They 
gct out through the loophole of being 
part-time officers. What is thc con- 
sequence? The reports they send in to 
the County Surveyor, and through him 
to the Councils, are nothing short of 
disgraceful. I say that paying out 
money to such men on the part of the 
Ministry is disgraecful. If wc try to 
do anything we are up against these 
ofíicials. Another matter that the 
Ministry should see to is that the sal- 
aries of Secrctaries of County Councils 
should be reduced to something like a 
reasonable amount. 

Mr. DAVIN: A tcn per ccnt. cut. 

Mr. COLOHAN : It is disgraceful to 
see men receiving £1,900 a year while 
the worlcers throughout the country are 
starving. I have totted up tho monies 
expended in Secretaries , salaries in the 
Twentj-six Counties, and the average 
is £1,085. 

Mr. DAVIN: And emoluments. 

Mr. COLOHAN : I would also like to 
draw the Minister’s attention to the 
dismissals by Sealed Orders of officials 
“because of their political opinions, and 
I would ask him to withdraw these 
Sealed Orders and allow these officials 
to resume their duties, that is, if the 
<;ounty or other councils affected will 
allow them to do so. I think if we are 
to return to normal conditions these 
little pin-pricks from authorities in 


be allowed to get back to something 
like normal eonditions and get on with 
the work of thc country that we are 
talking so mueh about. Unreasonable 
intcrference by the Minister and his 
Department is causing a good deal of 
intense feeling among public bodies. 
They feel that the Ministry has no con- 
fidence in them, and consequently they 
have no eonfidence in the Ministry. I 
think that in local matters the Minister 
should be guided by the men who have 
local knowledge, and not by officials in 
Dublin. 

1 The amalgamation of Unions scheme 
is another matter which does not seem 
to have the approval of the peóple 
that the Minister would lead us to be- 
lieve it has. The policy of closing hos- 
pitals serving large populations in 
cxtensive rural areas is causing great 
dissatisfaction, not among the Labour 
Party only, but among the farmers. I 
attended a meeting about a fortnight 
ago at whieh members of the Farmers , 
Union were prescnt, and it surprised 
me to observe their hostility against 
this Ministry. Patients are eonveyed 
long distanees to the County Ilospitals 
and are in danger of dying before they 
arrive there. Believing this to be 
cynical and barbarous treatment, I 
would suggest to the Minister that he 
should dovetail a clause dcaling with 
this matter into the Old Age Pensions 
Bill and change the title to “ The Old 
Age Prevention Bill,” because it seems 
to me that there is a gcnuine intention 
on the part of the Oovernment to try 
to get rid of the old people so that 
they will not be a burden on the coun- 
try. Yes, you may laugh at that, but 
it means old age prevention. 

| Another matter that I would like to 
call the Minister\s attention to is 
National Health Insurance. Complaints 
áre general that benefits are not paid 
promptly, that people who are sick do 
not receive anything until they ate able 
to walk about again, and possibly a 
person may be dead before his relatives 
receivc any payment. If this Act is 
to be of any use to the people for whom 
it was intended, I think the Minister 
should instruct his inspectors to watch 
this matter and to make the societies 
pay promptly. Deputy Corish has re- 
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ferred to the abolition of District 
Councils. Resolutions have been passed 
by about 100 of these Councils pro- 
testing against their abolition, and I 
think the Minister would be well ad- 
vised not to go too far in this matter. 
If you take away representation from 
what we call the plain people; I do not 
think that democracy will be very 
much benefited by it, so that I think 
that matter requires very careful con- 
sideration by the Minister. He will 
hear more about it later on. I have 
been speaking about the National 
Health Insurance. I would ask the 
Minister to pay special attention 
through his inspectors to those socie- 
ties which are deliberately, I might 
say, withholding benefits from the sick 
poor. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

It would be better if the Deputy did 
not go into the question of National 
Health Insurance, as that Department 
is not under Local Government. 

A DEPUTY : It is coming under it. 

Mr. COLOHAN : In conclusion, I 
would ask the Minister to consider the 
advisabilitv of placing confidence in 
the representatives of the people in 
local matters. I do not see why he 
should be altogcther influeneed by offi- 
cials in Dublin. Confidcnce begets 
confidence, and vice versa, and if wc 
are to have Government of the people, 
by thc pcople, and for the pcople, I 
think he should give some considera- 
tion to the opinions of the count ry. 

Mr. WHITE : I made an attaek upon 
the administration of the County Tir- 
conaill and the Local Government De- 
partment last Thursday at the County 
Executive meeting of the Farmers' 
Union, held in Ballybofey, and it might 
be said that I was showing the white 
feather or the white flag if I did not re- 
peat what I said then, in the presence 
of the Minister. Personally, I have 
nothing to say to the Minister, because 
in my opinion he would endeavour to 
administer his Department fairly and 
reasonably, but of course I have not an 
intimate acquaintance with all that goes 
on inside Govemment departments. I 
am of opinion that the officials in the 
Local Govemment Department take 


upon themselves ecrtain action which 
they have no right to take, and place 
the responsibility upon the Minister. 
With regard to the fiscal administra- 
tion of Tirconaill, I reíerred to a re« 
port of the Inspector of Lunatics re- 
garding an inquiry that was held into 
the administration of Tirconaill Mental 
Ilospital on the 9th of October last. 
That report, according to a letter I have 
from the Secretary of the Local Gov- 
ernment Department, was sent down to 
the Mental Hospital Committee on the 
15th November. It was considered at 
a special meeting of the Mental Hos- 
pital Committee, held in Letterkenny 
on the 21st November, behind closed 
doors. Not a single word was men- 
tioned in the ncwspaper report of that 
| meeting about that report w T hich was 
sent down for the Committee’s con- 
sideration. There was no publication 
of it until the 19th Decembcr. I ob- 
tained a copy of it írom the Local Gov- 
ernment Minister’s Department, and 
had it published in the local paper, 
The Derrij Journál . I do not desire to 
use lrarsh or unmanncrly language with 
regard to mcmbers of the Commnttee, 
but will content mysclf with saying that 
thcy did not publish that report. 

Mr. HUGHES: On a point of order, 
| arc we trying the Mcntal Ilospital Com- 
i mittee or the Minister for Loeal Gov- 
| crnmcnt? 

i Mr. WHITE : Y ou are dcaling with 
! the administration of County Councils. 

| AN LEAS-CHEANN CÓMHAIRLE: 

j You must confine yoursclf to the policy 
of the Ministrv. 

Mr. WHITE : With regard to this 
report which was sent on for considera- 
tion, we heard nothing about it until it 
was published in the newspapers, and 
in my opinion the Minister for Local 
Government should have insisted on 
the publication of that report. Deputy 
Corish has referred to the amalgama- 
tion of Unions. We were led to be- 
lieve that in the County of Tirconaill 
50 per cent. would bave been saved in 
the cost of the maintenance of paupers, 
w r hen brought. into the County Home. 
In my opinion, instead of saving 50 per 
cent., the cost of maintenance in the 
Home has increased, and the county 
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has been saddled with an additional 
£6,000 or £7,000 to pay the pensions of 
officials who were scrapped. That was 
an ill-considered scheme, and one that 
was rushed regardless of the cost and 
oomfort of the patients. They received 
more kindness and better treatment 
when in the workhouses. They are now 
herded in one centrai institution. I 
know something about the discipline of • 
the place, but my own opinion is that 
the comfort of the poor would have becn 
líotter attended to if thev had been left 
in the Unions. ! 

The entire administration of thc 
county I represent requires vcry close 
supervision by the Local Government 
Department. The County Council for 
the past two or three years has been 
neglecting the affairs and fiscal admini- 
stration of the eounty in a very marlced ! 
and improper way. I do not think I 
m offering any insult when I say that 
they are a body who should be scrapped 
or asked to resign.' I ask the Minister 
for Local Government to institute an 
inquiry similar to the inquiries proceed- 
ing in Clare and Waterford. Deputy 
Corish and the Deputy who seconded 
the motion referred to the abolition of 
District Councils. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

It would be better if the Deputy did not I 
go into that question, for the Ministry ! 
have no declared policy on the abolition 
of District Councils. 

Mr. JOHNSON: On a point of Order, 
that is exactly what we are trying to 
find out. 

Mr. WHITE: I would be inclined to 
think that the Minister for Local Go- 
vernment is anxious to hear everything 
we have to say, and it would be neces- 
sary tliat he should hear everything we 
have to say with regard to the admini- 
stration of the various Councils and in- 
stitutions thereunder. I do not think 
it is to the credit of the Government 
Party, led by Deputy Ilughes, that I 
should be throttled in the manner he 
has done. I think they should listen to 
everything a Deputy has to say with 
regard to the administration of his own 
*county- 

Mr. HUGHES: On a point of per- 


sonal explanation, I am tired of listen- 
ing to this accumulation of charges of 
inefficiency propounded by the Deputy. 

Mr. WHITE : Well, I was dealing 
with the District Councils. The Go- 
vernment is going to deal with them in 
a different way to what we would deal 
with them. I endorse everything said 
by Deputy Corish and the Deputy who 
seconded the motion. that the District 
Councils should not be abolished be- 
cause their members are direct repre* 
sentatives of the people. I ask the 
Minister for Local Government how in 
a vast county like Tirconaill, a County 
Council elected under the new Bill, 
could look after the immense amount 
of business to be transacted by them, 
and do it in an effective way. It would 
be absolutely impossible for them to do 
so in Tireonaill, the second largest 
county in Ireland. 

Mr. DAVIN: What about Cork? 

Mr. WHITE: I have nothing to do 
with Cork; the Deputies irom Cork are 
looking after the interests of that 
county. Tirconaill will be quite suffi- 
cient for me, and more than I will be 
able to administer. I would ask the 
Minister for Local Government to in- 
stitute an inquiry into the entire ad- 
ministration of Tirconaill. Another 
matter I would wish to draw attention 
to is that the Secretary of the County 
Council of Tirconaill has recently re- 
signed, and the present County Council 
has undertaken to fill the appointment. 
In my opinion the appointment of a 
gentleman to that position should be 
deferred until the new County Council 
has been elected under the new Bill. I 
do not think the gentlemen forming the 
County Council have any right to take 
the responsibility of filUng an impor- 
tant position such as a Secretaryship. 
That appointment should be deferred 
until the people of the entire county 
get an opportunity of pronouncing on 
how they discharged the duties for 
which they were responsible for the last 
three or four years. 

Mr. MORRISSEY: The policy of the 
Minister for Local Government seems 
to be to uproot and destroy local gov- 
ernment in the true sense.. Every week 
his Department is in conflict with some 
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local authority. Anybody who has any 
practical expcrience in the working of 
local authorities will certainly adrnit 
that since they were elected in 1920 
they have gone through very strenuous 
times, and if they failed to administer 
wisely I think it was due.to the eir- 
cumstances of the time, aiid to the 
nature of the conflict. I suggest it was 
not possible to do everything that pub- 
lic authorities might have becn ex- 
pected to do in normal circumstances, 
but the Ministry of Local Government 
seem to be inclined to -treat every pub- 
lic body in the same way. I would like 
to deal with one particular aspect of | 
this situation—the amalgamation of i 
workhouses—and I would like to say | 
here and now that that is a policy that j 
was never agreed to by the people, and 1 
a policy that the people never got any 
opportunity of pronouncing on as to 
whether they agreed with it or not. It 
was got up, if X might say so, as a poli- 
tieal stunt during the war between the | 
British and this country. It went out 
on the cry of economy, because it was 
felt, I suggest, that it was necessary to 
offer some sop to the ratepayers, so 
that they would eontinue to give their 
allegiance to the public bodies who had 
changed over from the English Local 
Government Board to the Dáil Local 
Government Department. The ery of 
economy went out, but I submit there 
has been no real economy. There 

may have been economy, but it 

has been at the expense of the 

póor. The North Tipperary County 

Council, of which I think the Minister 
will admit he has some personal know- 
ledge, is a Council that has come 
'through the last two or three years 
very creditably. We find that at the 
present time they are in a position to 
say, what I think very few other Co. 
Councils in the Saorstát can say, 
that they have all their rates 
cpllected. They are a very conserva- 
tive body. They took up this question 
of amalgamation, and they formed a 
scheme which was submitted to the 
cMinister. He turned down their scheme. 
He would not agree to it. A scheme 
was again submitted. The Minister 
varied the scheme which was made 
by the County Council. He said to 
them: “ This is a scheme which you 
will have to agree to; your scheme is 


wrong.” The people of the neighbour- 
hood, the people who have an intimate 
knowledge oí local conditions, are the 
people whose sehemes and adviee are 
turned down as being of no value. 

I witnessed a spcctacle about a fort- 
night ago that I hope I will not see 
again. That was the spectacle of old 
people being brought in open motor- 
lorries, in the middle of Fébruary, a 
distance of 30 miles; their beds and 
property were taken from the work- 
liouse to the County Home. I saw 
these old people, frorn 50 to 90 years of 
age, people who had been .bedridden 
for over ten years, some of them, taken 
in those open motor-lorrics a distanee 
of 30 miles through the country on a 
raw Februavy day. That is what 
amalgamation has meant to the poor 
people. There is no real economy at 
all in it. The Minister’s scheme is now 
in operation in Tipperary, and it is 
working out in the way that I have de- 
scribed. The Guardians are being 
scrapped, those people who had an 
intimate knowlcdge of the local condi- 
tions, people who were able to distin- 
j guish between real and fictit.ious want. 

| They have been supplanted by a few 
persons who had not an intimate know- 
ledge of the local conditions and who 
are not in a position to know the really 
needy people from the people who were 
niere spongers looking for outdoor 
relief. The result is that there is a lot 
of hardship being caused to the people 
who are in real need of relicf. I sug- 
gcst to the Minister that when the local 
supervision is removed and when the 
people who liave local intimate know- 
ledge are scrapped, and others, paid 
officials, put in their places, that that 
is not going to make for efficiency or 
economy. I believe that it will lead to 
more corruption and more graft. I 
submit that one corrupt official is far 
more dangerous than 10 or 20 corrupt 
Guardians. 

Mr. McEENNA: I think that the 
motion raised by Deputy Corish serves 
a very useful purpose in giving an op- 
portunity to the Deputies of this 
Assembly to discuss this question of 
Local Government. I think it is one of 
the most important debates that was 
raised in the Dáil since I came into it. 
I must nreface my remarks by saying 
that if the motion is meant as a vote of 
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censnre on the new Minister for Local 
Government, that I am not a party to 
it. I think that the Minister has made, 
during his short time in office, a very 
brave attempt against immense diffi- 
culties. He has had to face a very 
diffieult situation and to cope with it 
so far as local administration is con- 
cerned. It is very sad to sit here in 
this Assembly, which is the National 
Assembly of our country, and to hear a 
debate like this. Now this Local 
Government Act of 1898 was a 
thorough and complete Act. It was not 
a half measure. It conferred full and 
complete control on the people of this 
country to administer their local 
affairs, just the same as in England 
and Scotland. It completely disestab- 
lished the old ascendaney class from 
its position of power, and made the 
people masters of all the finanees in 
local affairs in Ireland. That was a 
big ehange. IIow did it work? It 
worked well up to a certain time. The 
Deputies will remember that one of the 
strongest arguments with the party 
that was in power in this country in 
the past, and it was used by them in the 
British House of Commons, was the 
efficient worldng of the Local Govern- 
ment Act in Ircland. On many and 
many occasions attempts werc made to 
criticise local administration, but in all 
cases they failed. 

This Local Government Department, 
over which an Irish Minister now pre- 
sides, was at one time presided over 
by an English Minister. And this 
Local Government Department, like 
every other Department, made its re- 
ports as to the working of the various 
public bodies. The time is short, and 
I will not delay the Dáil by making a 
long speech, but I wish to quotc a few 
words from the lips of a great Irish- 
man. I am sure no matter how the 
Deputies here may differ as to his 
policy, they will all respeet anything 
that fell from the lips of so talcnted 
and exalted an Irishman. I refer to 
the late John Redmond, the Chairman 
of the Irish Party. Spcaldng in Ennis 
on the 17th November, 1907, Mr. Red- 
mond dealt with the successful work- 
ing of the Local Government sys- 
tem in Ireland. He said: “ I want to- 
day to address myself to one argument 


and to one argument alone, on thls 
question of Home Rule. I want to- 
day, if you will bear with me, to answer 
fully the lying accusation made re- 
cently against the Irish people by 
Arthur Balfour. ,> It was Arthur Bal- 
four^s brother, Gerald Balfour, that 
introduced this Local Govemment Act 
and had charge of it in 1898. Every 
time there is a report as to the work- 
ing of it- 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

I am afraid that has nothing to do 
with the policy of the present Minister 
for Local Government. 

Mr. McRENNA: I thought we were< 
discussing the whole question of local 
administration under the motion moved 
by Deputy Corish. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

Thc motion before the Dáil is, “ That 
the Dáil disapproves of the policy of 
the Ministor for Local Government, so 
far as it has been made known through 
the general activities of his Ministry. ,r 
There is nothing outside of that that 
we can discuss. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Might I submit that 
it is quito in order for the Deputy ta 
justifv the retention of local authori- 
ties as elected bodies in protesting 
against any suggestion for thc aboli- 
tion of the local bodies; and that the 
Deputy is in order, I submit, in laying 
thc foundations for such contention. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

What the Depu1y in quoting deals witli 
a period long anterior to the present 
Ministcr for Local Government coming 
into ofíice, T do not see Ihat it has any 
bearing at all on the motion on t.he 
paper. 

Mr. P. HOGAN (Clare) : Is the 

Deputy in or^ev in point.ing out that 
Lccal vrovernment as then adminis- 
tercd was much in advance of Local 
Government as now administered? 

Mr. McKENNA : I would be very 
sorry if I overstepped the limits of 
debate. But I think it is only fair 
that I should be allowed to point out 
that up to a eertain date, as I said in 
my remarks, the system of local 
governrnent was carried on to the 
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satisfaction of the Irish people, farmers 
and labourers and everybody else. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE resumed 
the Chair. 

Mr. McEENNA: Now, the cause of 
the dissatisfaction is due to the íact 
that there is something wrong. Aíter 
that Act was passed, what was the re- 
port issued? The Tories were in office 
from the passing of the Act up to a 
few years before 1907. The foilowing 
report was issued in 1900:—The pre- 
dictions that thc administration of a 
complete system of local government 
would inevitably break down, have not 
been verified. On the contrary, the 
County and District Councils, with a 
few exceptions, have properly dis- 
charged the duties devolving upon 
them. M That was published by the 
Local Govemment Department under 
the British regime. In 1901 it was 
stated:—“ Their duties have been satis- 
factorily and creditably discharged by 
the Councils and their officials through- 
out Ireland ”—not in one part of Ire- 
land, but throughout all Ireland. It 
was also stated that the rates for the 
year were lower t.han those for the pre- 
ceding year. 

,We all know there is a great deal of 
dissatisfaction throughout the country 
regarding high rates. How did those 
rates accumulate? I differ with the 
Deputies on the Labour Benches on 
some of the points raised. I have 
always had the greatest sympathy with 
Labour, but at present it must bc recog- 
nised that the farmers, who are the 
largest contributors to the public purse, 
and who form the bulk of the popula- 
tion, are having a bad time. The 
Minister for Agriculture, in his speech 
in a Dublin constituency last night, 
stated that some farmers and their sons 
had not as much as £1 a week for their 
wages. I was for several years a mem- 
ber of the County Council of West- 
meath, and some time ago I asked the 
Secretary what were the roads, that 
were maintained at £13,000 a year, now 
costing? He told me that the cost was 
now £40,000. A lot of money could be 
saved in local administration. The 
direct labour system may be all right 
in regard to some roads, 'but in my 
opinion, it was unwise to do away with 


I the contract system. To my know- 
| ledge numbers of small farmers used to 
make by-roads by the contract s^stem, 
and in this respect roads that used to 
cost £12 and £14 are now costing £60 
and £70. That is one instance in which 
a lot of money is lost in local adminís- 
tration. 

It is the duty of Deputies to assist 
in every way the Minister who is m 
charge of the Department. He is 
making a good effort to discharge hi» 
duties. He is a young Minister, and 
he ought to get every possible assist- 
ance So far as I and the Deputíe» 
who are assoeiated with me are con- 
cerned, we will give him every heip, 
Quite recently he sent a letter to one 
of the Deputies of the Dáil touching 
upon the rate of wages they should pa j 
in County Westmeath out of the grant* 
given to the County Council. The 
Minister said he did not object to a ratc 
of 32/- a week. The rate they weie 
actually paying was 45/-, the highest ín 
the Haorstát. When the County Coun- 
cil met down there, a body of men en- 
tered the Council Chamber, and they 
kicked tables, chairs and everything up- 
side down. Is that fair, or is that con- 
stitutional Govemment? 

Mr. CORISH: It is constitutional 
starvation? 

Mr. McKENNA: They had the Ted 
flag in their hands—the flag of revolu- 
tion. 

Mr. DAVIN: It was not the Britisb 
flag. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: I an» 

afraid this question has nothing to di» 
with the Minister’s policy. It is jnot 
suggested the Minister was responsíble 
for t.his. We are now debating the 
policy of the Minister for Local Govem- 
ment, and not the administration of 
local bodies. Unless the Minister for 
Local Government can be connected 
with it, I am afraid the matter is out of 
order. 

Mr. McKENNA: I am sure the 
Labour Deputies will agrec that be- 
cause of the very bad times the farmers 
have had it is reasonable for them to 
complain. I would like to see an elee* 
tion held at an early date. 
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Mr. DAVIN: To-morrow, if possible. 

. Mr. McEENNA: I hope everybody 
will be satisíied with the result of the 
elections when they do take place. I 
am sure the farmers will. We are told 
the time is not ripe for an election, and 
that the Register is not yet ready. 
What is to be done in the meantime ? I 
have had communications relative to 
extravagant matters of local adrnini- 
stration in my county, and I am sure 
other Deputies have had similar com- 
plaints in regard to their counties. De- 
puty Corish suggests there should be 
investigations in every Department. I 
think that is only fair. I think the 
salaries of some County Couneii Secre- 
taries are too high. The Deputy men- 
tioned that. ' 

Mr. CORISH: I never said a word 
about, the salaries of Secretaries of 
County Councils. 

Mr. McKENNA : The seconder of the 
motion, Deputy Colohan, did. I think 
the salaries are too high. 

Mr. WHITE: Higher than the Mini- 
ster has. 

Mr. McEENNA: Some of these men 
were appointed at very small salaries, 
and in a few years the amount was in- 
flated. This discussion will serve a use- 
ful purpose. I am pleased to see the 
President and so many members of the 
Executive Council present. I hope the 
debate will bring about some change, 
because at present there is uneasiness 
and trouble. A lot of rates are out- 
standing, and people are not inclined 
to pay because of the bad times. Many 
feel like saying, “ Let things go to 
blazes; we cannot be much worse.’’ 

PADRAIC MAG UALGHAIRG: Cha 

saoilim go bhfuil a thuilleadh le rádh 
ins an diospoireacht seo. Níl agam- 
fhéin acht cupla foeal a rádh. Deputy 
Corish has said that £52,000 has been 
withheld from Wexford. - £68,000 has 
been withheld from Tirconaill. I assume 
things balance themselves fairly well 
all round as between counties, and that 
when the Farmer Deputies and those 
who are so anxious for an Election 
come into authority, there will be a 
fairly decent nest egg to rely upon, in 
the shape of those savings that accu- 


mulated during the time they had no re- 
sponsibility. 

I then come to the question of unem- 
ployment and the fixing of the rate of 
wages under the grant. Deputy Corish 
suggests that if this were left to the 
Couneils and to the local bodies it 
would be more satisfactory. I have 
some very grave misgivings on that 
question. 1 am a member of the County 
Council of Tirconaill and at the last 
meeting of that body, under which the 
wages are 26s. per week, it was actually 
carried by a majority of 22 to 3 that 
the hours, instead of being 48, should 
be 54. If Deputy Corish is prepared to 
rely upon public bodies like that, I am 
very rnuch surprised. I, for my part, 
in my sympathy with labour, as with 
other bodies, am strongly of opinion 
that nothing beyond 48 hours should 
be sanctioned by any Ministry or 
should be accepted from any local body 
in the administration of this grant. As 
to the question whether the Loeal 
Oovernment Department has authority 
to ordain hours of labour, I feel that 
the whole safety of the labour cause, 
and indeed of the economic condition, 
lics in the central authority having 
that powcr. I believe they should have 
that power and should exercise it. 

Coming to the question of economy, 
we heard a great deal upon that phase 
from those who, having irresponsibility 
at the prescnt time hope to have re- 
sponsibility later on. When they arrive 
at the stage—if they ever do—when 
they have responsibility, I only hope 
the economy they prognosticate and 
which thcy use for propaganda will be 
actcd up to and that they will see that 
the nation is brought into the position 
that they say they can bring it into. 
We, in our way, are doing the best we 
can for economy. We eertainly are 
trying to put things on a proper basis. 
The Minister for Local Government is 
himself one of the men who are 
strongest in their determination to 
bring the nation through the present 
crisis and put it on a basis of economy 
in every feature so far as it is possible 
to do so. I have heard from Deputy 
Corish a good deal about the difficulties 
at Wexford. I appreciate these diffi- 
culties. They are not confined to Wex- 
I ford. They are common to every 
1 co\mty. As regards the amalgamation 
1 question, it has been contended that it 
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was hastily conceived and that owing 
to the exigencies of the conditions that 
obtained, the schemes overlooked the 
convenience of the aged poor. I fcel 
that if economy is going to be made 
effective at all, it is absolutely neces- 
sary that centralisation should take 
placc. 

Under the old conditions, things were 
absolutely evtravagant in these places, 
and the number of officials who had to 
be paid, subsidised and kept in every 
way swamped all the rates that were 
contributed for that purpose and left 
the aged poor only a small considera- 
tion in the matter. It was all a ques- 
tion of ofíicials; the *poor were over- 
lookcd altogether. It is possible in 
this amalgamation seheme to seeurc 
that. the poor shall liave advantage of 
the rate and that the expenditure on 
officials will bc minimised. Under the i 
old conditions the expenditure was ex- | 
travagant so far as officialdom was con- ! 
cerned. For that purpose alonc I am ! 
íirmly convineed that the poliey of the | 
Loeal (Joverument Departnumt in try- 1 
ing to eurtail offieial exp<»nditur(» is a ! 
wise one and one that will bear fruit for j 
the eountrv. In the initial stages, diffi- j 
culties will aris(‘, but thev will pass j 
away. They ean be reconeiied not onlv 
with the requiremcMits of the aged poor, 
but with the eeonomie eonditions that 
we hope to establish and stabilise in the 
country. We cannot expect everything 
to be done at once. “ Rome was not 
built in a day.” These things ean be 
dealt with by wise administration. Un- 
questionably at. t-he prcsent time there 
are difficulties, but they can be over- 
come. As regards the question of the 
County Councils and the abolition of 
the District Councils, I believe what is 
wanted in this country is more efficient 
local administration and less parochial 
jobbery. It. is my opiniqn that thó ten- 
dency and trend of District Council 
operations have developed to such a 
stage that unfortunately jobbery ap- 
plies to these bodies to a certain extent. . 
They have no view beyond a certain * 
parochialism, and they do the best they 
can to further their ideas with regard to 
individuals and all these things in the 
parochial areas. I think that if efficient 
administration in local areas can be 
secured by some other means, that local 
interests in that division will be equally 


well served, and that these agencies can 
be brought into such a state that we 
1 will not have the same questions aris- 
í ing- 

j Mr. WHITE : I think you are leaving 
j nothing for the Minister to say. 

Mr. McGOLDRICE: I do not say that 
, centralised administration generally is 
j a good policy. I do not commit myself 
to that. When local hospitals are re- 
moved, men like some of the Deputies 
herc—mcn who arc contractors for 
local hospitals—can certainly, having 
somc objcction to thcir rcmoval, raise 
a qucstion as to why they should be 
rcmovcd. I am absolutely in favour of 
clean administration. 

Mr. WHITE: To whom do you refer? 

Mr. CORISH: I think the remark 
should be withdrawn. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Will the 
Deputy sit down? 

Mr. WHITE: I want to know does 
the Deputy refer to me? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: I found 
it very hard to follow Deputy McGold- 
rick. I was wondering where the poliey 
of the Minister for Local Government 
came into the question. 

Mr. WHITE : He has not left him a 
word to say. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Did De- 

puty McGoldrick say that there were 
members of the Dáil who'objected to 
the removal of County Homes or 
(Jounty Hospitals because they were in- 
terested in the contracts? 

Mr. McGOLDRICE: No; I have not 
said so. I did not refer to Deputies. 
I referred to * 4 certain persons, ’ * which 
is a different thing. Undoubtedly 
agencies in a locality are controlled by 
local interests. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Is that 
what Deputy White objects to? 

Mr. WHITE: I h$ve no personal in* 
terest in contracts. I took the remarlr 
as referring to myself. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Does 
Deputy White take it that he was re- 
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|An IVann Comhairle.] 
ferred to? The word “ Deputy ” was, 
I think, used by Deputy McGoldrick. 

Mr. McGOLDRICR : I am sorry if I 
used the word “ Deputy. M I did not 
mean to use the word “ Deputy. ” I 
meant certain personages. 

Mr. WHITE: What do you mean by 
the word “ agencies?” 

AN CEANN COMHAIELE: Deputy 
McGoldriek ean go no further to-night. 
I think he has concluded his speech. 

Mr. WHITE: It is a pity. 


AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Deputy 
McGoldrick is withdrawing the word 

Deputy,” if he used it at all. The 
question is: does the Deputy want to 
speak again? 

Mr. WHITE: I am quite satisfied 
with the withdrawal. 

Mr. McGOLDRICK: I do not with- 
di'aw it, because I did not use it. I 
move the adjournment of the debate un- 
til Fridav, ifc* I am in order. 

The Dáil adjourned at 9 p.m. until 3 
o’clock on Thursday. 
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Do chuaidh an Ceann Conihairlc i 
gceannas ar a 3 a clog. 


CEISTEANNA—QUESTIONS. 
ORAL ANSWERS. 


MILTOWN-MALBAY COMPENSA- 
TION CLAIM. 

Mr. CONNOR HOGAN asked the 
Minister for Financc if payment to 
John Finucane, Miltown-Malbay, Co. 
Clare, of the award made by the Com- 
ponsation (Personal Injuries) Conimit- 
tee in respect of the death of his wifc in 
April, 1921, will be expedited. 

MÍNISTER for FINANCE (Mr. 
Blythe) : No recommendation for rn 
award of compensation in this case has 
yet been made by the Compensation 
(Personal Injuries) Committee, who 
have not yet been able to hear thc ease. 
As the hearing of claims by the Com- 
mittee is proceeding rapidly, it is ex- 
pocted that the case of dohn Finueane 
will be dealt with at an early date. 

TIRCONAILL CO. COUNCIL 
GRANTS. 

Major MYLES asked tfie Minister 
for Finance if he will state the amount 
of grants withheld from the Tirconaill 
County Council, other than grants for 
the relief of distress and unemploy- 
ment, and if he will give the reasons for 
withholding these grants. 

Mr. BLYTHE: The claim of the Tir- 
conaill County Council in respect of 
grants formerly withheld by the British 
Government was settled íinally in Sep- 
tember, 1922, the total payment 
amounting to £61,690. This amount 
did not include Estate Duty Grant for 
1921*2, and half of the Agricultural 
Grant for the same year, as these 
monies were retained in the Guarantee 


Fund in connection with charges under 
the Land Acts. Recently, however, a 
sum of £462,415 was releascd from the 
Guarantee Fund representing the half 
Agricultural Grant for 1921-2, above 
rcfcrred to (£299,505 approximately), 
and a portion (£162,910 approximate- 
ly) of the first half of the Agricultural 
Grant for the current financial year, 
1923-4. The distribution of this sum of 
£462,415, Agricultural Grant, resulted 
in a net payment to thc Tirconaill 
County Council of £16,163 7s. lld. 

Of the total amount of Estate Duty 
Grant for 1922-3 a sum of £75,417 ap- 
proximately, had to be retaincd in the 
Guarantee Fund in connection with 
charges under the Land Acts. The 
share of the Tirconaill County Council 
in the balance which was distributed, 
was £1,378 17s. 5d. 

Major MYLES: Arising out of the 
Minister's reply, I wish to say that I am 
afraid I did not gather thc total of the 
amount due. I asked the question with 
that vicw. Would I be right in saying 
my figures would be £59,000 for the last 
three years? 

Mr. BLYTHE: There is nothing due. 
Everything that was due has bcen paid. 

Major MYLES: Might I ask the 
mcaning of the word “ grantf M Is it a 
grant or a frce gift or really a return 
from taxation to the loeal authorities? 

Mr. BLYTHE : It is an Exchequer 
Grant, but it has to pass through the 
Guarantec Fund, and if for any reason 
in the matter of delay or failure to pay 
the Land Commission annuities, the 
Guarantee Fund has to be drawn on, 
the Countv Council has no claim to the 
full grant. 

Major MYLES : May I ask the Mini- 
ster for Finance how he expects the 
County Council to pay this sum of 
money which is outstanding year by 
year and still practise economy? 

Mr. BLYTHE: There is no sum of 
money outstanding, as I have told the 
Deputy. 

Major MYLES: May I further ask 
the Minister for a statement on this 
point of the question of annuities f Do r 
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[Major Myles.] 

I understand that every county in Ire- 
land is responsible for every other 
county, and that if onc county is be- 
hind iA its responsibility in the pay- 
ment of its annuities another county 
Ihat is not behind will suffer? Do I 
understand that we in Tirconaill will 
suffer loss because of other counties? 
Deputy ITeffernan, speaking here 
lately, said that the men who suffered 
loss in the matter of the troublcs in Tip- 
perary Creameries two years ago would 
not now pay their annuities. Is Tir- 
conaill to suffer for that? 

Mr. BLYTHE: Not in the long run. 
But, in the first placc, the Guarantee 
Fund is for the whole country, and it 
?annot be depleted, because it must be 
able to meet the draw upon it. If the 
draw enables further sums to be paid 
out than werc paid out of it orÍ£Ínally, 
the eounties that have not caused the 
draw will get payment. Those that 
have will not. The ultimate deduction 
from the total fund will be in propor- 
tion to the default of the annuities in a 
particular county. 

Mr. CORISH: Do I understand the 
Minister to say in his first answer that 
the only amount paid to the Tirconaill 
County .Council was that paid in Sep- 
tember, 1922? Would there not bc 
money due to them since then—is there 
not a yearly grant ? 

Mr. BLYTHE : I will have to ask the 
Deputy to read my answer when he sees 
it in print. 

Mr. CORISH : I cannot read it when j 
I have not got a copy of it. 

Mr. BLYTHE: You will eventually. 

Major MYLES: I asked this through 
the Local Government Department 
first and the Local Government Depart- 
ment passed- 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: The De- 

puty can only ask a supplementary 
question in relation to the question on 
the Order Paper. 

MILITARY DETENTION OF CLARE 
AND TIPPERARY MEN. 

Mr. CONNOR HOOAN asked the 
Minister for Defence if it is still fur- 


ther proposed to detain in military 
custody the following persons, viz. 

T. Keane, Carrigaholt, Co. Clare; Seán 
MacNamara, Co. Councillor, Kilfenora; 
Patrick MacNamara, Crushcen, and 
Samuel 0 ’Doherty, Carrick-on-Suir, Co. 
Tipperary. 

Mr. BLYTHE (replying for Minister 
for Defence) : It is proposed to con- 
tinue the internmcnt of Messrs. Keane, 
, Seán MacNamara, and Samuel 
0’Doherty. Patrick MacNamara, of 
Lifford, near Ennis, was released on 
thc 22nd ult. 

CAHIR FURNITURE CLAIM. 

Mr. CONNOR HOGAN (for Mícheál 
0 hlfeamáin) asked thc Ministcr for 
j Defence if he will state why thc ac- 
I count of Mr. Wm. B. Talbot, of Cahir 
I Park, Cahir, amounting to £61 3s.. 
Avhich is due for furniture, etc., taken 
over by the National Arniy in August, 
1922, has not bcen paid, though the 
! account has been eertified from Clon- 
mel Barracks since June, 1923. 

| Mr. BLYTHE (replying for Minister 
: for Defence) : Norrnally claims in re- 
spect of furniture taken over in com- 
mandcered premises are not dealt with 
until the premises have been evacuated. 
Mr. Talbot’s claim is now, however, 
rcceiving consideration by the Office of 
Public Works, with a vicw to early 
scttlcrnent. 

CO. CAVAN AUDITS. 

Mr. JOHN J. COLE asked the 
Minister for Local Government if all 
accounts of .Public Boards, viz., County 
Council, Rural and Urban, will be 
audited before the ncxt election in Co. 
Cavan. 

MINISTER for LOCAL GOVERN- 
MENT (Mr. Burke) : Arrangements 
have bcen made to expedite the audit 
of aecounts of local bodies in Cavan, 
but I am not now in a position to say 
that they will all be completed before 
the next election. The Deputy may be 
assured that everything possible is 
being done. 

Mr. COLE: Is the.Minister aware 
that some accounts have been standing 
over for three years without being 
audited? 
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Mr. BURKE : Yes, I am. 

Mr. JOHNSON : Can we take it that 
the elections will take place on the date 
for which they are announced? 

Mr. BURKE: I believe thcy will. 

CO. ROSCOMMON SUB-POST 
OFFICE. 

TOMAS 0 CONAILL asked the Post- 
master-General whether his attention 
has been called to the proposed closing 
of Thomastown Sub-oflfice, Co. Roscom- 
mon; whethcr an extensively-signed 
petition has been forwarded to him pro- 
testing against such closing; whether 
he is aware that if this sub-office is 
closed the inhabitants of a highly-con- 
gested area will have no Post Office 
nearer than from nine to fifteen miles, 
and whether, in the circumstances, he 
will reconsider the proposal to elosc 
this office. 

POSTMASTER - GENERAL (Mr. 
Walsh): I am aware that in conse- 
quence of the very small amount of 
business transacted at the Sub-Post 
Office at Thomastown, Athlone, it has 
been decided to close it in the near 
future. 

A memorial on the subject has 
reached me, but both the memorialists 
and the Deputy are under a misappre- 
hension in thinking that the nearest 
office to Thomastown is nine miles dis- 
tant. There is an offiee at Ballydan- 
gan, only two miles away, and, apart 
from this, stamps and postal orders can 
be obtained from the postman serving 
the district. Old age pensioners, if in- 
capacitated from attending at a Post 
Office, can have their pensions paid 
through agents. 

I have carefully considered the repre- 
sentations made, but in view of the 
little use made of the dffice by the pub- 
lic, and the expense involved by its 
maintenance, I regret that I would not 
be ^ justified in altering the decision 
which has already been arrived at in 
the matter. 

WRITTEN ANSWER. 

00. OLARE MAN’S INTERNMENT. 

Mr. CONNOR HOGAN asked the 
Minister for Defence if the release of 


, Patrick O’Flanagan, Kilnaboy, Co. 
Clare, can be expedited? 

MINISTER for DEFENCE (General 

Mulcahy) : Mr. Flanagan will be re- 
leased under the provisions of Section 
6 of the “ Public Safety (Powers of 
Arrest and Detention) Temporary Act, 
1924 / 9 provided he finds two solvent 
sureties on £10 each and gives surety 
himself in £5, the condition being that 
he will be of good behaviour and keep 
the peaee for two years. 

EVENING ADJOURNMENT. 

MINISTER for HOME AFFAIRS 

(Mr. Kevin O’Higgins): I have to an- 
nounce that the Housing Bill will not 
be taken to-day. It will be takon to- 
morrow. With regard to the question 
of adjournment for an hour this even- 
ing, I do not know what the views of 
the Deputies are as to whfcther that 
practice of adjourning for an hour in 
thc evenings ought. be continued? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Does 
silence on the part of the Deputies indi- 
cate that therc is no dissent from the 
present practice of adjourning for an 
hour in the evening, or does it indicate 
a dissent from the old practice of not 
adjourning? 

Mr. CORISH: I do not know what 
the Minister said. I know that pracf’- 
cally evcrybody is against this adjouru- 
ment for an hour in the evening. 

Mr. DUGGAN: I may say I am of the 
same opinion as Deputy Corish. 

Mr. DAVIN: I think this should be 
put to the free vote of the Dáil. The 
Whips should not bc called upon to per- 
suade their Party to vote. I think, in 
the meantime, we should carry on until 
the Orders of the Day are completed. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : That is 
not the question. 

Mr. EGAN: I would like to support 
the adjournment for an hour this even- 
ing. It is extremely desirable that 
everybody should have a chance of 
having a meal. 

Mr. A. BYRNE: The result since that 
practice of adjourning for an hour ia 
the evening came into operation, has 
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foeen that a large number of Deputies 
went home and did not come )>ack that 
day, and at the tail end of the evening, 
at least on one occasion. we had only a 
bare quorum. I think it would be bet- 
ter continue the old system. 


Mr. O HIOaiNS: I am not moving 
that we adjourn this evening. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: The sit- 
ting will therefore continue until 8.30 
p.m. 


SECOND REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ON PROCEDURE AND 

PRIVILEOES. 


1. Tar éis don Choiste Buan-Or- 
duithe 123 agus 124 do bhreithniú 
do shocruíodar gurbh fhearr athar- 
uíthe áirithe do dhéanamh ar na 
coíníollacha gur fútha a féadfaí aon 
Bhuan-Ordú no aon Bhuan-Orduithe 
den Dáil do chur ar fionnraoi. Mol- 
aíd, ar an abhar san, an dá Ordú # san 
do Ieígint ar lár agus an tOrdú seo 
a Ieanas a chur ina n-ionad:— 

Buan-Orduithe do chur ar 
Fionnraoí. 

123. Le cead ón dTigh d’aoni 
huth, no, i gcás dian-ghá do 
heith leis, agus isé an Ccann 
Comhairle a bheidh mar bhreith- 
eamh air sin, féadfar aon Bhuan- 
Ordú no aon Bhuan-Orduithe den 
Dáil do chur ar fionnraoi ar feadh 
suidhe lae agus chun críche áirithe 
le tairisgint ar a dtabharfar no 
ná tabharfar fógra agus a déanfar 
go cuibhe: Ar choiníoll nuaii* 
atáthar ar aigne a thairisgint gan 
fógra go gcuirfear ar fionnraoi 
aon Bhuan-Ordú a bhaineann le 
haonchéim Bhille do thógaint ná 
glacfidh an Ceann Comhairle an 
tairisgint sin mara mbeidh ag an 
íarratas chun í do ghlaca tacaíocht 
leath na dTeachtaí ar a luíod atá 
tar éis a suidheacháin do ghlaca 
do réir dlí. Cuirfidh Teachtaí a 
dtacaíocht in úil tré eirghe ina 
n-áíteanna. 

2. Dá réir sin bheadh uimhir 124 
ar Bhuan-Ordú 125. 

- 3. Tá an Coiste ag leanúint dá 
gcuid oibre. 

4adh Márta, 1924. 


1. The Committec, having taken 
into consideration Standing Orders 
Nos. 123 and 124, decided that cer- 
tain changes in the conditions under 
which any Standing Order or Orders 
of the Dáil would be suspended 
were desirable. They, therefore, re- 
conmiend the deletion of the two 
Orders referred to, and the substitu- 
tion therefor of the following:— 

Slspension of Standing Orders. 

123. By unanimous leave of the 
Ilouse, or in cases of urgent 
necessity, of which the Ceann 
Comhairlc shall be thc judge, any 
Standing Order or Orders of the 
Dáil may be suspended for the 
day J s sitting and for a specified 
purpose on motion duly made with 
or without notice: Provided that 
when it is proposed without notice 
to move that any Standing Order 
relating to the taking of any stage 
of a Bill be suspended such motion 
shall not be rcceived by the Ceann 
Comhairle unless the request to 
receive it shali have the feupport of 
not less than half the Teachtaí who 
have taken their seats according 
to law. Teachtaí shall indicate 
thcir support by rising in their 
places. 


2. Standing Order No. 125 in con- 
sequence would bear the number 124. 

3. The Committee is continuing its 
deliberations. 

Micheal 0 hAodha, 

Ceann Comhairle . 


Mr. DARRELL FIOOIS: I move the of the Committee on Procedure and 
adoption of this Report. Privileges be adopted ”—put and 

Question: ** That the Second Report agreed to. 



1746 


1745 Old Age Pensiona Bill } 1924— 6 March, 1924. Third Stage. 


AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Depu- 
ties will remember there is now a new 
Standing Order bearing on the question 
of the suspension of Standing Orders. 

Major COOPER: I would suggest we 
would have the new Standing Order 
printed in such convenicnt form as to 
be attached to the existing Standing 
Orders. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: That 
will be done. 

DÁIL IN COMMITTEE. 

OLD AOE PENSIONS BILL, 1924. 

THIRD STAGE (RESUMED.) 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Section 
1 , Amendment 3, will now be taken. 

Major COOPER : I must ask the in- 
dulgence of the Dáil. I am vsuffering 
from a severe (*old. I rise to move the 
following:—“ To delete all words after 
the word * means,’ line 25, to the end 
of tlie definition. and to suhstitute in 
lieu thereof, the words 4 June Ist. 
2924 » »» Then the definition would 
read that the expresvsion, “ the first ap- 
pointed day ” would mean June lst, 
1924. I think every Deputy in the Dáil, 
oven thosc who raay consider that this 
measure is neeessary. will recognise 
that it is bound to infliet a certain 
amount of hardship on persons in re- 
ceipt of the Old Age Pension. We are 
anxious to minimise that hardship as 
much as po.ssible without inflicting un- 
due loss oh the Exehequer. Though 
there are plenty of preeedents for the 
action of the Minister in arranging the 
definition, it is not, perhaps, a very 
h ft PPy one here, because the Minister 
would be able to fix any day he likes 
merely by ordering it*as the first ap- 
pointed day. 

We are dealing with people not verv 
highly educated, not versed in polities, 
and not too accustomed to reading the 
papers with great regularity. If we 
define in the Bill a definife date, they 
will know better where they stand, and 
they wjll know that on and after that 
date they will lose a shilling a week. 
They will be able to make their calcula- 
tions accordingly, and they will know 
whether they can afford to buy a new 


I pair of boots or not. I am not particu- 
j larly tied to the date that I mention 
| in my amendment. I have meíitioned 
the date merely as that on whieh the 
Bill is likely to become law, making 
allowance for the Seanad to comsider 
it, and allow time for a Referendum, if 
that is necessary. Deputies will re- 
member that the Courts of Justice Bill 
left us three months ago, and it is still 
in the Scanad. I cannot say if the pro- 
grevss of this Bill will be more rapid. 
Therefore, I am not tied to any parti- 
cular date, and 1 am willing to íall in 
with any date the Minister sugge.sts, so 
long as it be a definite one. Those 
people who are losing some of their 
pensions will then know definitely from 
what date the reduetion will take 
place. I think we ought to place the 
mattcr elearly and frankly before 
them, and state definitely that the re- 
duction will bc from June lst or any 
other date that the Minister may deeidc 
upon. 

| Mr. BLYTHE: I have no objection, 

I in prineiple, to the Deputy’s amend- 
ment, and 1 would be prepai'cd to ac- 
cept the Ist May. Wc might be able to 
fix a datc a week or two earlier than I 
could hope for now, but I am prepared 
to aeecpt the lst May at present if that 
; would suit the Deputy. 

Major COOPER: If the Minister is 
sure he will get his Bill through before 
the Ist May, I am agreeable to that. 

Mr. JOHNSON: This really raises a 
difificulty. The Ist Mav is only two 
months or less from now, and may not 
give sufficieiit timc for the Seanad to 
get through its work or for the Dáil 
after the Seanad has finished, or for 
the period to elapse that may be neces- 
sary to suspcnd the Bill ^’ith a view to 
getting a petition for a referendum. I 
would hope, notwithstanding the feel- 
ing amongst Deputies on the Govern- 
ment benehes and of Deputies immedi- 
ately behind the Government benches 
that the Bill is nearly perfect, that 
nevertheless there may be a score of 
Deputies who would be willing to refer 
this matter to the country to consid'er 
whether the country would back them 
up in their desire to cut these pen- 
sions. In such a case there will neces- 
sarily be time required to allow of a 
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petition nnder the Constitntion, or, 
shall I say, requisition to be signed, 
and, consequently. the date should be 
deferred at least to allow of that, and 
I think if Deputy Cooper would say the 
lst September it would be more ap- 
propriate and íitting for the cireum- 
stances. The lst May certainly does 
not give time. Perhaps the Minister 
would consider the importance of plac- 
ing the date so far beyond the passing 
of the Bill in the Dáil as will allow of 
these Constitutional procedures. 

Major COOPER : I did not put down 
this amendment with any hope of plea- 
sing* the Labour Party, although I 
rather hoped that Dcputy Johnson 
would aí'cept the principle of fixing a 
definite date. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I accept the prin- 
ciple if you allow me to fix the date. 

Major COOPER: I have no doubt the 
Labour Party would like to fix the first 
appointed date for Tibb’s Eve, and the 
second appointed date for the Greek 
Kalends. If the Minister is agreeable 
to fix the Ist May I accept that date, 
and, with the permission of the Dáil, 
I am prepared to change the date in my 
amendment to that date. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Do I un- 

derstand that leave is given to Deputy 
Cooper to amend his amendment by 
8 ubstituting the words the lst of 
May ” for the “ lst June. ,> 

Agreed. 

Question proposed: “ To delete all 
words after the word ‘ means,' line 25, 
to the end of the definition and to sub- 
stitute in lieu thereof the words ‘ May 
3st. 1924. ’ 

Mr. JOHNSON: I question the effect 
of this and of fixíng a date so soon as 
Mav lst. If the Bill is not passed bv 
that date it seems to me we will be 
placed in a difficulty. If the Bill does 
not become law. then what is the posi- 
tion? I do not want to plead the cause 
of ,the Minister in this matter. but I sug- 
gest it will place the Minister himself 
in a difficulty if May lst is the appoin- 
ted day and that the Bill has not be- 
come law by that time. Does that 


mean, then, that it would be retrospec- 
tive in its action? 

Mr. BLYTHE : I would ask the Dáil 
for an amending Bill so that it would 
not be retrospective. 

Amendment put and agreed to. 

Major COOPER: I beg to move 
amendment No. 4? “ To delete all the 
words after the word ‘ means,’ line 28, 
to the end of the definition and to sub- 
í stitute in lieu thercof the words ‘ Janu- 
: ary lst, 1925.’ 

This is precisely a similar amend- 
ment to the other, and it simply seeks 
to fix the date for the second appointed 
day. When I put the amendment down 
there was nothing to indicate what was 
in the rnind of the Minister, and I 
thought six months would be a suitable 
time, and so I put down the Ist Janu- 
ary, 1925: But, as I said in the case of 
the previous amendment, I am con- 
cerned with the prineiple, and not so 
much with the particular date, and, 
therefore, I am not pressing the par- 
ticular date, the Ist January, now, but 
I am pressing the principle of the 
amendment, and that a date should be 
laid down for the fixing of the scale in 
the Schedule. 

Mr. BLYTHE: I would be prepared 
to accept the amcndment with the date 
October Jst, 1924. We cannot hope to 
! have all the necessary work done be- 
! fore, at any rate, the beginning of Sep- 
tember, 1924, and allowing for any de- 
lay that might take place, I would be 
j prepared to aecept the date as October, 
j 1924. 

! 

j Major COOPER: I am quite prepared 
to make that alteration. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I object ; we think 
the lst January is quite good enough 
for the second appointed day, and I 
think the views of the House should be 
taken on the amendment. 

Major COOPER: May I point out to 
Deputy Johnson that although my 
amendment is not all he wishes, it is 
better than the original proposal of the 
Minister. If my amendment to the 
motion is carried we shall then tie the 
Minister down to the second appointed 
day not earlier than lst October, and 
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if he is willing to accept that, although 
I would prefer the lst January, I would 
rather have the good-will of the House 
than break my head against a stone 
wall. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I have more faith in 
the Deputy’s power of persuasion than 
he has himself. I anticipate that he has 
persuaded the Ilouse that his amend- 
ment is a fair one, and will be carried. 


Third Stage. 

Mr. BLYTHE: Does Deputy Cooper 
stand by the words January lst; 1925 f 
Is that the question that is being put in 
this amendment? 

' AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Yes, 
that is the question that I am about to 
put, because leave was not granted to- 
l alter the amendment. 

Question put. 


The Committee divided: Tá, 18; Níl, 41. 


Tá. 

Earnán Altún. . 

Seán Buitléir. 

John J. Cole. 

John Daly. j 

Séamus Eabhróid. | 

Darrell Figgis. ' 

David Hall. 

Tomás Mac Eoin. | 

Risteárd Mac Fheorais. 

Níl. 

Pádraig F. Baxter. I 

Earnán de Blaghd. 

Séamus Breathnach. 

Seoirse de Bhulbh. 

Próinsias Bulfin. 

John Conlan. 

Louis J. D'Alton. 

Máighréad Ní Choileáin Bean Uí 
Dhrisceóil. 

Patrick J. Egan. 

Osmond Grattan Esmonde. 

Henry J. Finlay. 

Desmond Fitzgerald. 

John Hennigan. 

William Hewat. 

Connor Hogan. 

Peadar Mac a’ Bháird. 

Seosamh Mac a’ Bhrighde. j 

Alasdair Mac Cába. 

Pádraig Mac Fádain. 

Eoin Mac Néill. 


James Sproule Myles. 

Tomás de Nógla. 

Ailfrid 0 Broin. 

Tomás O Conaill. 

Aodh O Cúlacháin. 

Liam O Daimhín. 

Domhnall O Muirgheasa. 
Tadhg O Murchadha. 

Pádraig 0 hOgáin (An Clár). 

Seoirse Mac Niocaill. 

Pádraig Mag Ualghairg. 
Patrick McHenna. 

Patrick J. Mulvany. 

Peadar O hAodha. 

Criostóir O Broin. 

Seán 0 Bruadair. 

Próinsias O Cathail. 

Séamus 0 Cruadhlaoich. 
Séamus N. 0 Dóláin. 

Peadar S. O Dubhghaill. 
Eamon S. O Dúgáin. 

Seán O Duinnín. 

Donchadh S. O Guaire. 
Séamus O Leadáin. 

Fionán O Loingsigh. 

Pádraic O Máille. 

Séamus O Murchadha. 

Seán M. O Súilleabháin. 
Caoimhghín O hUigín. 

Seán Príomhdhail. 


Amcudment declarcd lost. 


Mr. PATRICE HOGAN (Clare): I 

beg to move the amendment standing 
in my name:— 

In line 28, after the words “ such 
day, M to insert the wórds “ not being 
less than six months after the passing 
of this Act.” 

The object of the amendment is to 
postpone the cut, so as to give the 
Minister an opportunity of finding out 
exactly where he is. He has not told 
us when the cut is likely to come in, 
and as I am willing to give him credit 
for some good nature, he may find that 
it is not necessary to introduce the cut 
at all. 


There is anotlier point with referonce* 
to this matter. The Government has 
told us that they are likcly to introduce 
a Bill to govcrn, control or prevent pro- 
fiteering. It is only right that these 
people should get the benefits of that 
measure before the cut would come into 
effect. I think these are considerations 
which ought to weigh with the Minis- 
ter, and I therefore move the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BLYTHE : I am prepared to !n- 
troduce an amendment on the Report 
Stage along the lines of my suggestion, 
which would have been aecepted by De- 
puty Cooper. I might, to some extent, 
meet the Deputy. 
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Mr. HOGAN: I am prepared to ac- 
-cept the suggestion, and I ask leave to 
withdraw the amendment. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Amendment 6.—To delete all 
words after the word “ means/ > line 
31, to thc end of the definition, and to 
substitute in lieu thereof, the words 
“ January lst, 1925 .’ 9 — Bryan 
Cooper. 

Mr. BLYTHE: I am prepared to give 
the same undertaking in regard to this 
amendment. 

Amendment not moved. 

Mr. MORRISSEY: On behalf of De- 
puty Eamon Doyle, I formally movc 
amendment No. 7:—In line 33 to delete 
the word 44 more,” and to substitute 
therefor the word ‘ 1 less. ’ 9 

Mr. JOHNSON: This proposition will 
only apply to a very small number. As 
a matter of fact, only 56 persons will be 
affeeted by this amendment,’ but to each 
of these 56 persons the benefit accruing 
by the acceptance of the amendment, 
would be as great as if there were 5,600 
or 56,000, and as the cost, to the Exche- 
quer will not be more than a very small 
sum, I hope that the Minister will ac- 
cept it. 

Mr. BLYTHE: I said to Deputy 
Cooper tliat I am introducing an 
amendment fixing the Ist of October— 
if not the lst of Oetober, the nearest 
Friday to it—I think that would have 
about the same effect. 

Mr. MORRISSEY: I withdraw thc 
amendment. 

Major COOPER: On a point of 
order, can a Deputy in whose name an 
amendmcnt does not stand, withdraw 
that amendment? Surely it can only 
he moved by a Deput,y for another. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: I take 
k it, if Deputy Morrissey has power to 
move the amendment, he has plenary 
powers to act for Deputy Doyle in 
conneetion with it. He is a plenipo- 
tentiary. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Question: “ That Section 1, as 
amended, stand part of the Bill ”—put 
and agreed to. 


Third Stage. 1752 

SECTION 2. 

An old age pcnsion which shall 
commence to accrue on or after the 
first appointed day shall be at the 
rate set forth in the First Schedule 
to this Act in lieu of the rate set 
forth in the First Schedule to the 
Act of 1919. 

Mr. BLYTHE : 1 move Section 2, 
wliich is thc main clause of the Bill. 
It is thc one whieh brings into effect 
the revised scale of pensions and the 
revised scale of means. 

Mr. JOHNSON: This clause raises 
the main question again. It asks us to 
consent to a reduction in the rate of 
the pensions, not only by a shilling per 
week, but what is equivalent to four 
shillings per wcek in the ease of per- 
sons whosc joint means at prcsent are 
twcnty shillings. We are asked to 
agree that thc First Schcdule shall be 
the basis of payment in the futurc. 
Whcn the ycarly means of the claimant 
or pensioner do not exceed seven shil- 
lings a we<‘k, thc rate of pension shall 
be nine shillings. Thc present position 
is that when thc ycarly means do not 
cxceed ten shillings per week he may 
claim and may obtain a pension of ten 
shillings. Thc eountry has been accus- 
tomcd on the strcngth of thc Minister’s 
speech in Novembcr last, to believe that 
there was to be a cut of a shilling. 
Spcaking gcnerally, that is true. The 
cut of the amount paid out by the 
Ministcr for Finance will be a shilling, 
but it is our business, I submit, to con- 
sider the effcct of this section which 
has relation to thc scliedule in 4s 
cffcct upon the life of the pcnsioner. 
It is not cutting the pension only, but 
is cutting thc income by four shillings 
pcr weck. This section has to deal with 
pensions which will accrue on and 
aftcr thc fírst appointed day. It does 
not deal with those who are at present 
receiving pensions, but will deal with 
all thosc people who will come into the 
age of seventy after the first of May. 
Hundreds and thousands, probably, 
have been living on sufferance during 
the last year in the hope and expecta- 
tion that when they came into the 70th 
year they could make application for 
pension and they would be in receipt 
of 10s., which, added to their existing 
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income, eithcr in rnoney or in kind— 
provision made by their friends—would 
be value 10s., so that their total income 
would be 20s. Now, we are asked to 
agree that any person coming to pen- 
sionable age after thc first Appointed 
Day shall be only entitled to have 16s. 
per week as the maximum incornc if he 
is to receive the pension at all. That 
is not a reduetion of 10 per cent., but 
it is a reduction of 20 per cent. 

I ask Deputies to consider whcthcr 
they are justified in depriving these 
people of so large a share of their pre- 
sent livelihood and so large a share of 
their reasonable cxpectations. It is 
easy to talk a1)out 10 per cent. or 20 
per eent., but I would like Deputies to 
eonsider not quite how rnuch has boon 
taken oíf, but how much is left. Four 
shillings taken off a pound is muoh 
more severe than 8s. taken off £2 or £20 
taken off £100. When you calculatc 
what ean be purchased to-day for 16s., 
as compared with any period—even the 
period Avhen the pension was fixed at i 
lOs.—I say you are dcpriving the pen- | 
sioners of something of their livelihood, 
not mereíy money. You are 
4 o y clock. not only depriving thein of 
cream in their tea, but you 
are taking the sugar from them as wcll. 
You are penalising a class of people for 
the offence of growing old. I would 
like Deputies to disabusc themselves of 
the notion that the effeet of this Bill, 
and especially the effect of this Section, 
is merely to rcduce the pension from 
lOs. to» 9s. The effect of this Sectiou is i 
to reduce the value, which may be £1, ' 
of the livelihood of a pensionable per- 
son to 16s. That is a 20 per cent. eut 
in their standard of life, and not a 10 
per cent. cut in their pension. I ask 
the Dáil, therefore, to refuse to accept 
this Section, and T hope when the time 
for amending the Scnedule comes we 
shall get the support of the Deputies. 

Mr. HEWAT: I think we all—cer- 
tainly I do—look with rather envious 
eyes towards the Leader of the Opposi- 
tion. He is in that very nice position 
that he does not feel the responsibility 
thrown upon him of economy, and he 
can exercise his eloquence in a direct.ion 
which, I think, we would all like to 
follow. So far as I am concerned, I 
would prefer to run away than get up 


here to justify thc cut that has taken 
plaee, or that is going to take place, in 
the old age pensions. On the other 
hand. the Minister for Finance has de- 
monstrated very clearly that, as com- 
pared with the period in which the rate 
of lOs. was fixed, the old age pensioner 
will not be in any worse position when 
the eut comes into operation. Deputy 
Johnson has applied himself to per- 
suading the Dáil that this deserving 
body of people, so far from getting the 
cut, should get advantagcs which they 
have not obtained in the past. I think 
that is giving the Minister for Finance 
a Roland for his Oliver, but I do not 
think in thc prcsent state of affairs that 
that can be accopted. Deputy Johnson 
wants a man who comes to 70 yoars of 
age to get the pension, irrespoctive of 
his means. That is practically what it 
amounts to- 

Mr. JOHNSON: I said nothing of the 
kind on this question, at any rate. 

Mr. HEWAT : Ignoring the fact chat 
all through this old age pension scheme 
the qualification regarding a certairr 
standard of income has beon applied. 
One of the difficultios we are faced with 
to-day is the fact that we rnust reeog- 
nise that in this direetion, and in other 
directions, a certain amount of abuse 1 
has operated in connection with the ad- 
ministration of the Old Age Pensions 
Act. 

Possibly, if that had not been so, the 
claim of the Minister for Finance on- 
the score of economy would not be as 
strong as it is to-day. The ajnount 
that is paid in old age pensions is 
cnormous. I think that looking at it 
comparatively with other parts, say 
Scotland or England, the amount 
having rogard to the ratio in popula- 
tion is very much higher. Now, 
this “ means 99 clause has in the past 
opcrated against the Government in 
this way—Very many old people 
coming to the age of 70 years, and hav- 
ing bcen a long time in their employ- 
ment, have been, perhaps, before 
coming to 70 years of age, in receipt of 
a certain amount of grant. Invariably 
that operates in this way, that that 
person would not be eligible for an old 
age pension when he came to be 70 if he 
were in receipt of this grant. The 
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.agreement that is practically operative 
is that this old age pension is taken, 
and the amount payable by the other 
party is reduced. In other words, it 
throws the burdcn baek altogether, or 
to a large extent on the íinances of the 
•Government, in coimeetion with cases 
where, had thc old age pension not 
operated, the man would still be in re- 
oeipt of the allowance. Where the Old 
Age Pensiou operates he is no better 
off, but somcbody else is relicved of the 
payment to the amount of the Govern- 
ment grant. That, I think, is fairly 
general all through the country. In 
the present statc of the finanees, and in 
anticipation of the difficulties that 
the country is faced with in the balanc- 
ing of the Budget, I think a lot of that 
should eease as far as possible. At all 
•events, if Deputy Johnson’s argument 
were accepted by thc Dáil, it certainly 
would operatc in that way in a great 
inanv eases, that the State would still 
continue to pay, what in my judgment, 
is too large an amount in the ratio of 
the number of people eonnected with 
this fund. I do think that a new spirit 
might be fostered in the country- 

Mr. JOHNSON: ITcar, hear. 

Mr. HEWAT : A new spirit whereby 
it would be no dishonour to reeeive 
assistance, but where it would not be to 
the eredit of thc people to take funds 
or draAV from any funds beyond 
what they were reasonably entitled to 
reeeive. In other words, one would 
hope, that, as far as possible, a greater 
spirit^of independence would be foster- 
ed by limiting the amount of free 
grants to the people who were rcally in 
need. 

Mr. DARRELL PIGGIS: I realise 
how perilous a performance it must be, 
in speaking to this Section, to avoid 
that ldnd of speech that was so proper 
to the Second Reading, but is hardly 
quite so appropriate to the Committce 
Stage. A good many of the arguments 
that were brought forward on the 
^Second Stage have been resolved by the 
decision taken by thc Dáil that this 
'Bill should pass its Second Reading. 
Tncidentally, in that eonnection I would 
like to mention that the greater part of 
Deputy Hewat’s speech was merely re- 


i inforcement of eertain arguments that 
1 were brought forward at that Stage. 
Although spealdng in defence of the 
second clause of a legislative measure, 
he did practieally state that he be- 
lieved the greater part of the economies 
whieh were recognised ought be achiev- 
cd, might be aehieved in the sphere of 
administration. lle said a certain 
amount of abuse has operated in the 
past, in the matter of administration. 
It is upon that statement that he built 
up a great deal of the plea that he 
urged. In opposing this Seetion—and 
anvone who opposed the Second Read- 
ing must neeessarily oppose this Sec- 
| tion of the Bill, because it is carrymg 
j the central principle of the Bill in a 
1 very peculiar and a very emphatic 
manner—I would draw attention to the 
j (íxtraordinary way in which the Minis- 
' ter's original intentions have becorne 
enlarged month by month. 

Wc wcre informed in November that 
the intention was because of the ne»*es- 
sity to achieve budget equilibrium, and 
that that intention made it neeessary to 
bring in certain drastic economies, and 
that foremost amongst those economies 
there should be a 10 per ccnt. cut in old 
age pensions. Here now we have the 
Section that is before the Dáil, and the 
meaning of the Section is that the 10 
per cent. has become enlarged. 
Whereas he had hoped to achieve a 
saving of £300,000 last November. the 
eífect of Section 2 with the other Sec- 
tions of this Bill. will be to save not 
£300,000 but £500.000. Yesterday he 
stated, in answer to a question oí mine. 
that in the sphere of administration 
alone in the past year £100,000 of a 
saving had been already achieved. Pre- 
sumably, if the same administrative 
measures be continued in the future. 
then more even might be achieved. 
What then do we get? In November 
the Minister proposed a cut in the old 
age pensions so as to save to the Bud- 
get £300,000. To-day, a few months 
later, we have by varióus methods, 
saved not £300,000 but £600,000. 

Mr. GOREY: All to the good. 

Mr. DARRELL PIGGIS: It is all to 

the good, so far as economy is effected, 
but what I am asking the Dáil to con- 
sider is this: When we had the original 
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proposal put before us last November 
that 10 per cent. should be taken from 
the aged and blind, would the Dáil 
have regarded the matter in exactly 
the same light if we had then been in- 
formed, what we now know, that the 
cut was not to be 10 per cent., but 20 
per cent. 1 I am against this Section; 
I am against this Bill. Anyoue who 
was against the Second Beading of the 
Bill must neeessarily be against this 
Scction. I believe economies ought to 
be effected; but I think the economies 
effected here are not justified. There 
is a saero-sanctity about age that ought 
to have purchased its immunity. Pecu- 
liarly am 1 against this Section, because 
it is not a fulfilment of the intention of 
the Minister, as declared last Novein- 
ber. lt is a very considerable exten- 
sion of that determination. 

Mr. BLYTHE: I have already told 
the Dáil tht‘ provision for a re- 
vision of the means scale is put 
here instead of a provision that 
inight have allowed the pensions to bc 
further cut when the eost of living 
falls. We feel we ought not to have a 
feeling of apprehension amongst the 
pensioners as to what is going to hap- 
pen in the future. Whatever we are to 
do we ought to do it now and so leave 
the pensioners easy in their minds in 
regard to the future. If we were not to 
revisc the means scale and effect the 
economies that can be effected in that 
respect, it would be impossible to pro- 
mise that no further action would be 
taken in regard to old age pensions. I 
would point out that the revision of the 
means scale will not at all affect the old 
age pensioner who is dependent on the 
pension alone. We have heard most 
about the old age pensioner who has no 
other means, and undoubtedly his case 
is the most pitiable. lt will not even 
affect people whose private means do 
not exceed 7s. a week. It will altogether 
leave unaffected the poorest class of 
old age pensioner. It will touch only 
those whose means exceed 7s. a week. 
There are at present 115,000 old age 
pensioners receiving the ÍOs. pension. 
So far as the revision of the means 
scale goes, about four-íifths of them— 
judging by the information available— 
will be unaffected. They will sustain 
the ls. cut, but nothing further. 


AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIELE 

took the Chair. 

Mr. BLYTHE: The big bulk of the 
pensioners whose eases demand most 
consid(‘ration will not be affected by 
this revision of the means scale. On 
the other hand, they will be freed from 
any apprehension that the ls. cut will 
be followed by a further cut. For the 
big bulk of the pensioners that will be 
some satisfaction. We feel it is best 
í the matter should be dealt with in this 
1 way, because it will cause less hard- 
ship, and it will serve in future, in 
case we are not able to restore the 
whole of the moncy now being taken 
out of the old age pensions fund, to 
enable us to rcstore part of it to those 
who most require it. 

Mr. JOHNSON : lf the Minister’s 
speech stood by itself it might be effec- 
tive as an argument, but, unfortuna- 
tely, the Minister, presumably in col- 
i lusion with the Local Government De- 
j partment, has issued instructions, and 
the effect of those instructions has been 
to make a definite calculation as to the 
value of what might be called home 
help provided by the people on whom 
the aged have been dependent. If a 
| man or woman íeels it an obligation 
! to keep father or mother who is 
! over seventy, and is keeping them in 
a state valued at 7s. a week, that would 
| be couuted as incornc, and the method 
I of calculation of the value of that in- 
come has been more rigorously applied 
I in recent months than ever hitherto. 
Deputy Hewat talks of encouraging 
people not to rely upon public help 
in the form of pensions or otherwise, 
but to trust to charity. He did not use 
that word, but that is what he means. 
He advised them to rely upon their 
thrift. 

Mr. HEWAT : That is more like it. 

Mr. JOHNSON: This Bill, which 
Deputy Hewat is backing, and particu- 
larly this Section, cuts directly at the 
attribute of thriftiness. If the work- 
man whom Deputy Hewat speaks of 
has been careful enough to prepare for 
old age, the value of liis thriftiness ís 
going to be taken into account, an ^ he 
is going to suffer by reason of it. The 
annuity he has purchased, the super- 
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annuation from his trade union, or his 
friendly society benefit, is going to be 
held up against him in reckoning how 
much he shall obtain as an old age 
pension. Following others, Deputy 
Hewat pleads for an encouragement of 
thrifty habits. Deputy Hewat’s idea, 
and I think the general principle work- 
ing in the minds of the Government, is 
retrograde, inasrnuch as it is trying to 
remove the obligation which the com- 
munity has, in an increasing degree in 
the last three or four hundred years, 
taken upon itself in regard to those 
whom socicty has broken. The sugges- 
tion is that we should throw back upon 
the individual the responsibility of 
looking after the aged and decrepit, 
that there should be no social obliga- 
tion, and that those who are affected 
by appeals to charity shall be trusted 
to look after those who need the 
charity. There should be no social 
obligation and no right on the part of 
the disabled citizen to look to the com- 
munity for help and assistance. It is 
well to understand where the different 
parties in thc eommunity and whcre the 
different schools of thought are moving. 

On the one hand we have the Govern- 
ment, assisted by Deputy Hewat and 
his friends, saying that the poor and j 
the broken will have to trust to the | 
charity of their wealthy neighbours. 
On the othcr hand, we have the view 
that has been stcadily growing in civi- 
lised communities, that there is a soeial 
obligation to thc wcak and the de- ; 
crepit. This Section is working quito j 
clearly in the direction of throwing 
upon the charitable the responsibdlity 
for looking after the broken, and I j 
imagine that we ought to oppose that 
idea whenever and wherever it shows 
itself. After all we cannot go back to 
the time when every little village had 
its feeling of responsibility for its in- 
habitants. For good or ill we have 
been caught up in the modern world 
with all the cruelties of the modern 
world, but we have to try and amelior- 
ate the evils of civilisation, and that can 
only be done by accepting social respon- 
sibilities. Now, Deputy Hewat wants 
us to go back from that, and the Go- 
vernment wants us to go back from 
that. If that is not the case on the part 
of the Government, what is going to be 


the effect of this Section? It is to throw 
| upon the Poor Law rcsponsibilitie& 
j which the old age pension scheme was 
j designed to avoid. 

| I put a question the other day to the 
Minister which may be answered now 
or may be answered at a later stage in 
regard to that person who owns house 
property—a single house, perhaps, left 
to him or her, very likely her, an old 
maiden lady living in Rathmines and as 
Deputy Good will recognise, there are 
many of them. She has a house worth 
in 1924 £420. Is it to be the value of 
that house at the present day if that 
house was free to sell and free to leí 
without any rent restriction, or is it the 
value of the house with rent restric- 
tion that is to be taken into account? 
That would make a considerable 
difference in the estimate of income of 
any person who happens to be the pos- 
i sessor of a little house, whose son or 
j daughter perhaps is living with 
i the old age pensioner. The pcnsioncr 
j feels a certain sense of indopen- 
denee, and is not absolutely at the 
mercy of the daughter-in-law, because 
living in her house that is worth the 
rent and she is getting her old age 
pension. But under this Section, as I 
pointed out the other day, if the 
housc is worth £420 capital value 
she will not only be deprived of 
the shilling, but she will be de- 
prived of everything. She will not 
get any pension whatever, and this is 
what Deputy Hewat asks us to support 
in the name of thrift. The Minister 
emphasises that this Section deals with 
a small proportion of those getting 
old age pensions, inasmuch as it deals 
with thosc who have some income. I 
would like him to tell us whether he 
intends that in the term “ income 9r 
will in future be charged the value of 
the upkeep or the lodging of the old 
man or woman, who is living with 
his or her son or daughter. Is 
that to be valued or is it not, 
and if it is to be valucd can it be 
valued at less than 7s. a week? What 
instruetions havc been given in regard 
to the valuation of the food and lodg- 
ing—the maintenance of the aged? I 
think the House will be glad to have 
that mformation, and I hope the House 
will insist upon it before it passes this 
Section. 
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Mr. BLYTHE : There is no dcsire ou 
the part of the Government to promote 
certain social principles, or to follovv 
certain lines of social reactions, as 
Peputy Johnson would suggest, or to 
use the old age pensioners as a means 
of promotinff our ideas. . We have 
brought in this measure simply hecause 
we have not money to pay the expenses 
that rest on the State at the present 
time, and because \ve rnust brinp: down 
our cxpenditure so that our income 
will cover it. That is the reason for 
this, and it is not- a desire to promote 
any theoretieal ideas. The question o i 
the cut has been discussed a great deal, 
and I do not think I eould add any- 
thing to it- at- the moment. It vvill leave 
the pensioners no worse ofT than ftiev 
were whcn the lOs. rate was fixed. It 
will leave them a groat deal better ofí! 
than they liave been during a larí»e 
part of the intorvening period. I have 
already pointed out that the revision 
in the scale of means will not afPeet 
thosc who are the poorest amongst the 
old a»e pensioners. No ehange will be 
made, or is proposed to be made as xar 
as they are coneerned in the system of 
calculatinjj: the value of the means 
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except in Scetion 5, and I can discuss 
that when we come to it. The Seetíon 
deals only with property in the pos- 
session or in the use of the owner. It 
would not afTect the house in which the 
owner was living. It, would only affect 
the liouse which he had let- to a tenant. 

Mr. MORRISSEY: I vvould like to 
lcnow from the Minister if his Inspee- 
tors are going to pursue thc poliey they 
have b(*en following for some time in 
estimating income. I pointed out, 
when sj)eaking on the Second Reading 
of this I>ill, that Pension Ofíicers had 
the habit of estimatiug outdoor relief 
or home help as income. • Surely the 
Minister must know that when a person 
reaches seventy years of age and be- 
comes eligible í*or the old age pension 
that the receipt of outdoor relief or 
horne lielp ceases. 

Mr. BLYTHE : I agrce that homc 
help or outdoor reliet* should not be 
reckom»d as ineome, and I would be 
prepared to meet the J)eputy fully on 
that. 1 will inquire into the matter. 

Question put. 

The Committee divided: Tá, 42; Níl, 
19. 
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SECTION 3. 

(1) Every old age pension whieh 
has or shall have commenced to ac- 
crue before the first appointed day 
and is, immediately before that day 
payable at a rate exeeeding one ohil- 
ling per week shall, on and after the 
first appointed day and until the 
second appointed day, be payable at 
the rate set forth in the Second Sche- 
dule to this Act in lieu of the rate set 
forth in the First Sehcdule to thc Act 
of 1919. 

(2) Every old agc pension which 
has or shall have commenced to ae- 
crue before the first appointed day 
and is, immediately before that day, 
payable at the rate of one shilling 
per week shall continuc to be pay- 
ablc and paid at that rate until the 
third appointed day or until the pre- 
vious death or disqualifieation of the 
person entitled to receive the samc, 
and shall then cease. 

Mr. NAGLE: I desire to movc i 
amendmcnt No. 8: “ To delete Scction 
3. ;> 

This amendment does away with th(' 
Second Schedule and the first cut of Is. j 
a wcck from the old age pcnsioncrs | 
now getting more than Is. a week. The I 


amendment would only effect a tempor- 
ary postponement of the final cut, 
which is to be made after a review of 
all pensionei's ? means, a job which 
might, perhaps, be done in six months’ 
time. It will give the Minister time to 
eonsider with a full knowledge of the 
facts some new sources of revenue, or 
else he might do something practical 
under the Profiteering Bill to reduce 
the cost of living. I thérefore move 
the amendment. 

Mr. BLYTHE: I eannot accept the 
amendment. It is neccssary that this 
cut should be put into operation. The 
announcement of the intention to work 
it took place a very considerable time 
ago, and we might, if we had the desire, 
ha^ brought this Bill forward a good 
deal earlier. We were anxious to leave 
it as far off as possible. But we cer- 
tainly desire on the Estimates of the 
coming year, that we should be able to 
show thc reduction that this would en- 
able us to show. I do not think, in 
view of the warning that has been 
given, that there is any case for defer- 
ring the cut. 

Amendment put. 

The Committce dividcd: Tá, 18; Níl, 
43. 
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Seán Buitléir. 
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Liam Thrift. 
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John J. Cole. 

Pádraig Mac Giollagáin. 


Eoin Mac Néill. 
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í 

Séamus N. 0 Dóláin. 

Liam Mag Aonghusa. 

i 

Pádraig 0 Dubhthaigh. 

Seosamh Mag Craith. 

i 

Eamon S. 0 Dúgáin. 

Amendment 

declared lost. 


Mr. O’CONNELL : I move the amend- 
ment whieh stands in my name: 

To add a new sub-seetion as fol- 
• lows:—(3) The preeeding sub-seetions 
shall not apply to an old age pen- 
sion payable to a person who has at- 
tained or will have attained on or 
before the second appQÍnted day the 
age of seventy-five years. 

Most of the arguments in favour of 
this amendment were made yesterday 
on an amendment which was 
5 o'cloch. afterwards withdrawn. The 
effect of the amendment, if 
carried, would be to allow those who 
are at present in receipt of a pension 
and who have reached the age of 
seventy-five, or who will shortly reach 
the age of seventy-five, to retain that 
pension. Frankly, it is an attempt to 
make this blow fall as lightly as pos- 
sible. People who have reached the age 
of seventy-five have had this pension 
for a considerable number of years; 
they have made certain arrangements, 
they have got into certain habits 
of living, and it is a great hardship 
on them to expect them at their 
time of life to set about making 


new arrangements as the result of this 
cut which is about to be made. 

There is no means of calculating the 
numbers which would be affected by 
this amendment, but on the basis of the 
general population, if the same propor- 
tions were to apply, it would be some- 
thing like 50,000. In any case, what- 
ever the number would be, this number 
will be rapidly decreasing. The Mini- 
ster, speafeing yescerday, objected to 
making any distinctions. He pleaded 
office convenience, and said that it 
would be better that all should be 
treated on the same scale. I certainly 
think that the convenience of a Depart- 
ment should not be allowed to weigh 
when it is a question, as it is here, of 
making the declining years of the aged 
poor a little more comfortable than 
what they are. 

Mr. BLYTHE: There never has been 
in the old age pensions administration 
the principle of distinction between 
pensioners on the grounds of age. When 
the first Act was put into operation all 
people over sevénty were given 5s., 
irrespective of how much they exceeded 
seventy; when 2s. 6d. was added to the 
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pension, during the war, there was no 
spccial increase, even for people over 
seventy-íive years of age. Again, when 
the pension was inereased to 10s., it 
was increased to lOs. all round. I do 
not see, if we attcmpt the principle of 
discrimination on grounds of difference 
of age amongst pensioners, how we 
could avoid saying that people who are 
eighty might have lls. instead of 10s., 
and people of eighty-five might have 12s. 

You could producc argumeuts in 
favour of a graduated scale, but I 
think that not only has this existing 
flat payment system an advantage from 
the point of view of simplicity and thc 
prevention of eontinual disputes and 
revision, but it also works out íair]y 
enough. Thero is practically very 
little difference from the point of view 
of the wants of people who are a year 
or two over seventy, and those who are 
several years over seventy. íf we wore 
not to apply the cut to those who are 
seventy-five on the first, appointed day, 
there would bc no reason why we 
should not restore the shilling to those 
who, in a month or two, would become 
seventy-five. The argumcnt about 
habits of living does not apply so far as 
the cut is conccrned, beeause the value 
of 9s. now is as grcat. as the value of 
lOs. was a short tiine ago. It is even 
much greater than the value that lOs. 
was two or thrce years ago. 

It cannot be allcged that habits of 
living would come in as an argument. 
against applying this cut all round. I 
think there is really no argument in 
favour of exempting old age pensioners 
who are over seventy-five, except the 
advantage that would be gained by 
those who are opposing the Bill, if t.hey 
succeedcd in nibbling into it a little bit. 
I think there is no otlier reason for put- 
ting forward this particular amend- 
ment, and there would be no other 
reason for passing it. 

Mr. COLE : The next amendment is 
in my name, and perhaps, with permis- 
don, it might be taken with this one. 

Mr. BL7THE : I suggest it deals 
with an entirely different principle. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE. 

Deputy Cole's amendment deals with 
he next Section. 


Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: This deals 
with part of the substance of the 
amendment that I withdrew yesteraav 
in order that an amendment might not 
be moved on a matter of this kincl in 
dealing with an interpretation of the 
Section. I hopc the Minister will not 
think I arn making a faithful copy of 
certain words with which he and I are 
vcry familiar—words used by the 
President—when I say that I have not 
bcen very greatlv impresscd by his 
argument. In this ease 1 will not merely 
makc the assertion, but I will say why 
I have not been impressed by his 
argument, and that is, as you will 
know, a very considerable addition to 
the phrase. Every one of his argu- 
ments has takcn onc back over some- 
thing like seventeen or eightcen years. 
What was the substance of what he 
said? He said: “ There has ncver been 
in old age pensions the principle of dis- 
tinction according to age.” 

Ijet mc go back prior to 1908, if his 
memory extcnds so far in regard to 
this question. I happen to know some- 
thing with regard to the discussion that 
preeeded the introduction of old age 
pensions. When people raised the sug- 
gestion that when eitizens had achieved 
a certain age they should be entitled to 
receive from thc community an allow- 
ance per week to help them in their 
dcclining and weakening years, what 
was the argument that was put up in 
response ? Always that there has never 
been the principle of distinction ac- 
cording to age. I remembcr hearing 
an eloquent address given by a certain 
opponent of old age pensions at that 
time. Ile stated: “ If seventy years, 
why not sixty-nine years, and if sixty- 
nine years, why not sixty-eight?” It 
was then decided that there ought to 
be some distinction and some degree of 
arbitrariness and that there ought to 
be some innovation. The innovation 
was introduced that at seventy people 
should receive a certain old age pen- 
sion. 1 t has been agrced, irrespective 
of all Parties in this country, or in 
other countries, that that innovation 
was a good one; that the settling of 
some arbitrary age and some arbitrary 
amount was beneficial from the point 
of view of legislation, from the point of 
view of humanity, and was a right and 
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proper responsibility to be taken both 
by the State and the community. 

The amendment suggests we should 
take an equal decision now. If it is 
necessary that there should be a cut in 
old age pensions, let us at least say 
that that cut shalí not apply to persons 
of and over 75 years. Let us at least 
diminish the stroke for those who are 
more helpless even than are those 
A^ho are only 70. As they decline in 
ago, as they increase in helplessness, 
then let the State come forward and say 
that although it is necessary to make a 
cut on those who are in receipt, or will 
be in receipt of old age pensions be- 
tween 70 and 75, that after 75 that cut 
shall cease to operate. That is an argu- 
ment that cannot be turned aside by 
saying that such a thing has never been 
done before. If it had been done before, 
presumably Deputy O’Connell would 
not have been uncler the ii(icessity of 
put-ting forward the amendment now 
to dcsirc it should be so in the future. 
And there is good reason for it. It is 
the reason to which I have referred bc- 
íore, and I will be referring to it con- 
stantiy again. The Minister has already 
got in administration one-third of the 
entire amount that he said last Novem- 
ber he wanted to get. He has got this 
as a result of administration. If he got 
one-third of what he stated he did want, 
then let the benefit of that saving be 
given to those who are in increasing 
years. Let the cut operate if it must 
operate, but if it is to operate let it 
cease to operate after 75 and let the 
people after 75 get the benefit of the 
saving that hc has already achicved 
and will achieve as a consequence of the 
administration, as he stated to the Dáil. 

That is good, sound reasoning in 
finance, and that reason also cannot be 
turned aside by saying ‘ * this was never 
done before. ,, There has to be a begin- 
ning to everything, and this is a good 
time to start the principle, for it is a 
right principle, even if it creates office 
inconvenience. Office inconvenience was 
the argument that the Minister put for- 
ward yestcrday. Well, take it back 
again from the beginning to the very 
fact of there being any old age pensions 
at all. That in itself is an office incon- 
venience. If it is office inconvenience 
that haa to be guarded against, then let 


old age pensions go. The extra office in- 
convenience is no kind of argument. 
These things can be done. The principle 
is a sound principle, in finance; it is 
true that the Minister has already got, 
irrespeetive of legislation, one-third of 
the entire sum of the saving that he ex 
i pectcd to get and that he desircd to get 
| by lcgislative rneans. Let the bencfit of 
that go to thosc who are in increasingly 
dcclining years. 

' Mr. JOHNSON: There is an argu- 
| ment that has been used by the Minister 
j time after time. ln fact, it is the only 
argument he uses in justification of this 
| gcncral scheme for cutting old-age pen- 
í sions, and that is that the general cost 
! of living has dcclined, aml the agcd 
• must be made to bear their share. I 
; want to ask him to consider the position 
of the agcd, and particularly those over 
75, and to actually compare their cost 
of living to-day with the cost of living 
of such persons four vears ago. When 
he savs that the cost of living has de- 
clinecí by so much he is referring to 
| certain index figures. Those index 
i íigures are based upon the average 
| household—a father and mother and 
| threc or four children. They are based 
i upon a regular list of fifty or sixty 
í classes of goods, including all kinds of 
j things that the average man or woman 
! of scventy-five do not eonsume. What do 
we find in experience amongst this class 
of citizen? That they spend a very 
much greater proportion of their in* 
come in sueh taxable articles as tea, 
sugar and tobacco than any T other class 
! in the community. Propoi*tionately the 
j expenditure of the old-age pensionei 
| upon these articles which are heavily 
taxed, is greater than any other sectiox 
of the community. 

During the war period let it be bornc 
in mind the rate of taxation on these 
articles, tea, sugar, tobacco, anc 
whiskey, if you like, increased abnor 
mally, and as a consequence this verj 
section or class of the community haí 
been taxed much more heavily on the 
articles that they consume than the rest 
of the community. Therefore they 
have borne more than their share of the 
increased expenditure. They are not 
able to make the allowance that the 
Minister would desire because of the de- 
eline in the cost of living, inasmueh as 
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[Mr. Johnson.] 

there has not been a decline in the cost 
of living to them. These articles have, 
not declined in retail prices simply be- 
cause the rate of taxation on these 
artides has not been reduced. Now, 
that argument applies to all the aged, 
but one can see that in a country of 
long-lived people you may say that a 
large number of those of seventy can 
knock about and walk and enjoy some 
of the amenities of life, but the propor- 
tion of those who are able to do it after 
the age of 75 is very much less. As a 
consequcnce they are driven to rely 
upon those luxury foods which are 
heavily taxed. The aged of 75 are still 
more dependcnt for their comfort in 
life upon their purchase of this kind of 
heavily-taxed food than those of 70. I 
submit that that is an argument that 
meets the contention of the Minister, 
that because you have fixed the flat rate 
for all at 70 you must continue to do 
80. So long as he relics for his justi- 
fication of this cut upon the reductions 
in the cost of living, I am entitled to 
retort that there has been no reduction 
in the cost of living, or a verv much 
smaller reduction than he would pre- 
tend for those who are in receipt of old- 
age pensions, and who, because of their 
age, are in the habit of consuming a 
class of goods, a class of commodities 
which does not conform to the range of 
commodities which are consumed by the 
ordinary person upon which the cost of 
living index is bascd. 

Old men and women of 70 or 75 do 
not complain of thc average amount 
•they spend on costumes, blouses, cor- 
sets, stays and chemises contained in 
this list. And they do not buy thc 
same quantity of flesh foods, and it is 
these particular articles, where there 
has been a reduction in prices, that 
has affccted the cost of living as shown 
by those figures. I bclieve if I were in 
the position of the Minister and had 
access to the basis of these index 
figures I could show the cost of living 
for the old men and women at 75 has 
not declined since 1920, and unless he 
can show to the contrary that there has 
been a decline in their cost of living he 
has no case to make for this Bill, and 
particularly against this amendment. 

Mr. BLTTHE: We always hear \ 


every particular class state that the 
cost of living figure has no reference 
to their condition but that it has refer- 
ehce to thc condition of some other 
people. There is no reason for suggest- 
ing that this matter affects those over 
75 more than those under 75. There is 
no reason for drawing a distinction be- 
tween the persons who had the good 
luck to attain the age of 75 in June or 
May or April, and to exclude the per- 
sons who had not the good luck to ^e 
75 in September or October. That ís 
really what is suggested in the amend- 
mcnt, and I do not think that any sort 
of case has been made out for it. 
Whcther the old age pcnsioncrs have 
benefitted as much by the dccrease in 
thc cost of living as other pcople is a 
mattor which might be argucd and 
about which I think we would be pro- 
bably a long timc in getting agreement. 
But they do not spend their old age 
pensions on tea and tobacco and sugar 
merely, although therc has bcen a very 
eonsiderablc fall in the cost of sugar. 
I am not familiar with the dctails of 
prices, but I am told it is so. 

Mr. MORRISSEY : Does the Minister 
say that there has been a fall in the 
price of sugar? 

Mr. BLYTHE: Yes, since the high 
peak period. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: Since it 
was more expensive than it is now. 

Mr. BLYTHE: But the other neces- 
sarjes, if you like to use thc word 
neeessaries in respect to this matter, 
have dccreased. And even the oldest 
old agc pensioners will not subsist on a 
diet of tobaceo, tea and sugar. There 
are other necessities of life, and at any 
ratc the old age pensioner of 70 is in 
the same position in that regard as the 
old age pensioner of 75. The informa- 
tion I have is that taking all the factors 
into consideration as well as it can be 
done, the old age pensioner has bene- 
fitted as much from thc decreased cost 
of living as any other class in the 
community. 

There are other articles that have not 
declined much which the old age pen- 
sioners do not use very considerably 
and they are also included in arriving 
at the total of the cost of living figure. 
Nothing would be achieved, I think, by 
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accepting this amendment except to 
arouse a sensc of injnstice amongst 
those who—we cannot expcct the 
people actually involved themsclves, 
at any rate the whole of them, to see 
the neccssity of Avhat is being 
drone—are cut by reason of the 
fact that neighbours who* happen to 
be a few months older and who, pcr- 
haps, are in much less necessitous 
circumstances are not cut. There are 
áure to be a very large number of those 
under 75 who by reason of more feeble 
health are really much more in need of 
the pension than considerable numbers 
of those who happen to be over 75. If 
you find somebody in very feeble health 
and very necessitous circumstances, be- 
cause of that, if such a person find him- 
self cut while his neighbour who is a 
little oldcr but is more healthy and is 
stronger is not cut there will be a very 
great and very easily understood sense 
of grievance. I think you will do no- 
thing that will be satisfactory to the 
general body of those concerned by 
making this particular discrimination 
and I think certainly no case has been 
xnade out for treating persons over 75 
as being more in need of money than, 
say, a person of 74. 

Mr. COLE: I wish to support this 
amendment. When framing my own 
amendment, which comes aftcrwards, I 
intended to leave it at 70 years of age 
instead of 75, but on further considera- 
tion I thought I might add five years 
to the amount to be spent which we are 
told may only be for days, or perhaps, 
at the outset, for a few years. But if 
the aged poor have not the strength 
and not the means to support that 
strength it is natural that they would 
soon take their departure. In any case 
the amendment, if carried, will not 
mean a great loss to the State, and it 
will not enforce any loss that would 
have any comparison at all to the hard- 
ship which would be put upon the poor 
bj being deprived of this part of the 
pension. The Minister referred at 
some length to the cost of living. I went 
into the figures on Second Reading 
and I maintained at that time that the 
oost of living for the poor man’s table 
was a hundted per cent. more than in 
pre-war times. I did not go back to 


the time when the prices were fixed on 
the rates of an 80 point increase. 1 went 
back to 1914 and from that time to now 
the cost of living is 100 per cent. up. 
The Minister referred to one or two 
things and said there were more things 
than had been mentioned necessary for 
the poor man’s table. He dtd not refer 
to bread. The cost of the 41b. loaf at 
the time I mention was 4|d. while it is 
now 9d.; sugar was only 2d. a pound 
at that time while it is now 7d. If the 
Minister agrees to this amendment the 
charge which may be put upon th(‘ 
j State will be very small and of short 
| duration. The Minister, last October, 
in introducing the Bill, maintained that 
it would mean a saving of £500,000. I 
was told by an official of some stand- 
| ing, only yesterday, that the saving 
! would be £100,000 more than this, so 
this figure would diífer considerablv 
from that advanced last November and 
eonsequently gives me a certain amount 
of encouragement to support this am- 
endment. 

Mr. DARRELL PIGGIS: The Minis- 
ter for Finance, in resisting this amend- 
m(»nt, uscd a very remarkable argu- 
ment. Ile referred to the old age 
pensioner of 74 who was in more 
fccble health than the old age pen- 
sioner of 75, and he pointed to the 
dissatisfaction that would result if this 
amendment was adopted. That was a 
strilung argument. but it is as vvell to 
see exactly where it leads one. What 
about the old man of 69, in more feeble 
health than the old age pensioner of 
70? And why does not the argilment 
of dissatisfaction as between the old 
man with 9s. at 74, and the old man 
with lOs. at 75, weigh equally as be- 
tweentheman of no-shillings at 69 and 
the man of 9s. at 74? If the argument 
is sound it is right to extend it. If it 
cannot bear that extension it is un- 
sound and ought to be surrendered. 
There is dissatisfaction as to two things 
at present. There is dissatisfaction 
amongst persons of 68 and 69 who 
are more feeble than their robust 
brothers and sisters of 70, and who be- 
lieve, because they are more enfeebled, 
they are better entitled to have a dis- 
tinction drawn in their favour. The 
same distinction is asked to be drawn. 
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[Mr. t)arrell Figgis.; 
in this amendment, and the Minister’s 
argument that resists it does not prove 
itself correet beeause it does not bear 
the extension to which I have referred. 

Mr. CORISH: l suggest that thc 
Minister for Finanee has not answered 
the argurilent put forward by Deputy 
Johnson in connection with this amend- 
ment, and I suggest that he did not try 
to answer it, because if he had tried 
hc would siniply have to surrender his 
case. Deputy Johnson has advaneed 
proper arguments and arguments that 
ought to appeal to anybody with a 
sense of humanity in connection with 
this amendment. lle has stated very 
definitely that tho particular commo- 
dities that thosc pcople have to buy 
have not bcen reduced to any great 
cxtent from the time wlien thoy werc at 
the peak point. Now t«>a and sugar 
have not been reduced sinee 1920, when 
thc pcnsions were fixed at 10s. a week. 
Sugar has actually increased since 1920 
by Ud. a Ib. I tbink it will be found 
that thcsc figures are oorroct on ex- 
amination. Tho Minister for Finance 
suggcsts, or rather tries to hide himself 
behind people, in speahing of old age 
pensions, to whom this amendment 
does not refer. ITe says there rnay be 
a sort of jcalousy between those and 
people that. wc are seeldng to cover by 
this amendment. 1 do not sec that 
there was any neeessity for that argu- 
ment, and I do not t,hink that that 
argument will be raised in thc couutry 
by people in respect to ponsioners 
under 75, and I say that argument does 
not hold very muc'h water. There is 
machinery in other parts of the Bill to 
prevent that from oecurring, and I 
think in all fairness the Minister ought 
to accept this amendment put forward 
by Deputy O’Connell. 

Mr. BLYTHE: I would just wish to 
say a few words in reply to what has 
been said by Deputy Figgis. We are 
not legislating for people of 69 years 
of age, but we are legislating for people 
of 74, 73 and 72 years of age. 

h 


REANN Tlúrd Stage. 

Mr. HEí FERNAN : It was with the 
, greatcst possible reluctance and with a 
feeling almost akin to shame that 1 felt 
called upon to support the Government 
on the Second Reading of this Bill, and 
i I am glad now to find an amendment 
■ that 1 can eouseiontiously support. I do 
not think the arguments of the Minister 
for Finance are sound. I do not think 
it is at all likely, taking the law of 
averages and the law of probability into 
account, that the old agc pensioncrs 
under 75 may possibly be in a poorer 
state of health t.han old agc pensioners 
over 75. I t,hink it much more probable, 
according to the law of avcrages, those 
over 75 will be in the poorer state of 
health. As I read this amendment, it 
would not apply to those who in íuture 
would reach the age of 75. It would 
only apply to those who on the ap- 
pointed day are 75 years of age. That 
bcing' the case, I do not think it would 
inakc a groat. difference financially te 
the Ministry if they acccpted this 
amendment., and I think that from the 
humanitariau point of viow, and in con- 
sideration for the feeling» of those poor 
peoplc who have reached that, age it 
might bc expoeted the Government 
would make this eoneession. I think it 
is a mistake for thcm to stand fast on 
the definite clauso of the original Bill, 
as introduced. I think the qucstion of 
thc cost of living is not of much use. 
Arguing from that point of view— 
the actual cost of living and the 
standard of comfort, if it could be 
secured by those ponsioners at all—it 
is ohvious that the full pension is quite 
inadequate to provide tliat proper com- 
fort and support which anybody of 
that age would requirc, and it, is only 
the absolute exigencies of the situation 
and thc financial requircments of the 
nation that can justify the Government 

in introducing this Bill at all. 

l 

Question put. 

The Committee divided: Tá, 22; NII, 
33. 
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Tá. 


Seán Buitléir. 

John J. Cole. 

John Daly. 

Séamus Eabhróid. 
Darrell Figgis. 

David Hall. 

Connor Hogan. 

Séamus Mac Cosgair. 
Tomás Mac Eoin. 
Risteárd Mac Fheorais. 
Patrick J. Mulvany. 


James Sproule Myles. 
Tomás de Nógla, 

Ailfrid O Broin. 

Tomás O Conaill. 

Aodh O Cúlacháin. 
Mícheál O hlfearnáin. 
Seán 0 Laidhin. 
Domhnall 0 Muirgheasa. 
Tadhg 0 Murchadha. 
Pádraig O hOgáin. 

Seán 0 Duinnín. 


Níl. 

Earnán de Blaghd. 

Seoirse de Bhulbh. 

Próinsias Bulfin. 

Bryan R. Cooper. 

Máighréad Ní Choileáin Bean Uí 
Dhrisceóil. 

Patrick J. Egan. 

Osmond Grattan Esmonde. 

Henry J. Finlay. 

Desmond Fitzgerald. 

John Hennigan. 

Tomás Mac Artúir. 

Seosamh Mac a’ Bhrighde. 

Domhnall Mac Cárthaigh. 

Pádraig Mac Fadáin. 

Pádraig Mac Giollagáin. 

Seoirse Mac Niocaill. 


Liam Mag Aonghusa. 
Pádraig S. Mag Ualghairg. 
Peadar O hAodha. 

Seán 0 Bruadair. 

Séamus N. O Dóláin. 

Peadar S. 0 Dubhghaill. 
Pádraig O Dubhthaigh. 
Eamon S. O Dúgáin. 
Aindriú O Láimhín. 

Séamus O Leadáin. 

Fionán O Loingsigh. 
Sóamus O Murchadha. 

Seán M. O Súilleabháin. 
Caoimhghin O hUigín. 

Seán Príomhdhail. 

Liam Thrift. 

Próinsias O Cathail. 


Amendment declared lost. 


Question—“ That Section 3 stand 
part of the Bill M —put and declared 
carried. 

SECTION 4. 

(1) Immediately upon thc passing 
of this Act every pension officer shalí 
proceed to review all old age pen- 
sions payablc in his district which— 

(a) have commenced to accrue be- 

fore the passing of this Act or 
shall commence to accrue be- 
fore the first appointed day, 
and 

(b) immediately before the first ap- 

pointed day are payable at a 
rate exceeding one shilling 
per week, 

and upon such review the pension 
officer shall reduce or otherwise ad- 
just such pension to the rate at 
which the same would be payable ac- 
cording to the scale set forth in the 
Pirst Schedule to this Act, and shall 
flx the rate of such pension accord- 
ingly. 

(2) Every pension liable to be re- 
viewed under this section shall, on 
and after the second appointed day, 
be payable at the rate fixed by the í 


pcnsion ofíicer on such review in lieu 
of the rate set forth in the Second 
Schedule to this Act. 

(3) Any person who at the com- 
menceinent of this Act is in receipt 
of a pension liable to be reviewed 
under this section and claims to be 
aggrieved by the review of that pen- 
sion under this Section, may appeal 
against such review to the local pen- 
sion eommittee, who shall consider 
the matter and give their decision 
thereon in the same manner and sub- 
ject to the like appeal to the central 
pension authority as if the review 
under this Section was the report of 
a pension offieer on a claim referred 
to him for report and inquiry under 
section 7 of the Act of 1908. 

(4) On and after the Friday 
next after the final determination 
of an appeal under the fore- 
going sub-section, the pension the 
subject of such appeal shall be 
payable at the rate (hereinafter 
called the fmal rate) finally fixed 
on such appeal in lieu of the 
rate (hereinafter called the original 
rate) fixed by the pension officer 
under this Section, and in the event 
of the ,íinal rate being greater than 
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the original rate the difference be- 
tween such rates for thc period dur- 
ing which the original rate was 
payable shall, on or as soon as con- 
veniently may be after the Friday 
aforesaid, be paid to the person en- 
titled to receive such pension. 

Mr. JOHN J. COLE : I beg to move 
the amendment standing in my name:— 
To add at the end of sub-section 
(1) the following proviso:—“ Pro- 
vided however that the existing rate 
in the case of any old age pensioner 
who has reached the age of 75 vears 
shall not be altered.” 

I do not think there is any need to 
speak to it, as it would only mean going 
over the samc arguments again. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I think that the De- 
puty has been too reticent in this 
inatter. As the Minister pointed out 
to him, it deals with an cntirely dif- 
ferent question from that which was 
discusscd on the last amcndment. It 
has referenee to the reviewing of pre- 
sent pensions—“ Immediately upon the 
passing of this Act every pension officer 
shall proceed to review all old age pen- 
sions payable in his district, and upon 
such review the pension officer shall 
reduce or ot.herwise adjust such pen- 
sion. ,> 

I takc it the amendment is to ex- 
clude from the review persons over 75. 
There may be something to be said for 
reducing t.he pensions of those who are 
over 75. The Dáil evidently thinks 
there is something to be said. The 
majority of the Dáil are quite satisfied 
that a case has been made for such re- 
duction, but no case has yet been made 
for going over the records of a man of 
75 and putting him through the sieve, 
as ít were, and then cutting his pension 
altogcther, or reducing it to any extent 
that may be allowed by this Bill. 
Surely we might allow the man of 75 
to go on in peace the rest of his days 
without causing any revolution in his 
domestic habits. Supposing he were so 
great a criminal as to have deluded the 
British Government. five years ago, he 
was following the example of many a 
man of high repute to-day, and he 
ought in accordance with the prevalent, 
or up to recently the prevailing habit, 
be in receipt of all kinds of encomiums. 


He was able to delude the pension 
officer, he was able to deceive the agents 
of the British Government. If he had 
been able to do that five years ago, and 
crow about it, he would have been given 
a wreath by the gcntlemen on the 
Ministerial Benches—a laurel wreath. 
Having done that, and reccivcd all the 
applause that was due to such persons 
in those days, we are now to tell him 
that he has to pay the penalty, and for 
the next year or two or three ycars of 
his life he will have to pay up; we can- 
( not afford to allow him to go on living 
| at the rate of luxury which he has been 
able to Iive at by virtuc of his ability 
to deceive the British Government. As 
Deputy Figgis reminds me, the 
Ministry may want to put this aside, 
so that another kind of wreath shall be 
provided for such persons. 

Seriously, I think there is a íair case 
| to be madc for allowing such a man to 
cont.inue to reeeive his pension. After 
all, the man of 75 or the woman of 75— 
and do not let us íorget that probably 
half or morc than half of the recipients 
are women—has not a long expectation 
of liíe, and it would be only reasonable 
to allow him or hcr to enjov such a 
pension as he or she has been receiving 
without the review of circumstances 
that this Section provides for. I sup- 
port the amendment of Deputy Cole, 
who has not had the temerity to await 
the Minister’s answcr, and I will press 
it to a division. 

Mr. LYONS: I support the amend- 
ment.. I think it is really unfair for any 
Minister to force a person of 75 years 
of age to go over all the evidence he 
gave, probably five or six years ago, 
in order that he may retain the pen- 
sion. I wonder does this Section mean 
that in the case of an old age pen- 
sioner receiving out-door relief, the re- 
lief will count as part of the income, 
and that the pension will be reduced 
accordingly? I have in mind the case 
of a person of 74 years who is in re- 
ceipt of 6/- out-door relief and wjio 
applied for the old age pension. He is 
at the present time receiving 4/- a week 
pension. Perhaps the same thing will 
apply under this Section. A person of 
75, solely dependent on relief from the 
local authorities, may be compelled to 
give up portion of his pension or for- 
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feit the amount he receives otherwise. 
An old age pensioner met ine in the 
town of Moate recently and his re- 
marks were the same as the remarks of 
every old agc pensioner in the Saor- 
stát. He said: “ What did we put in 
this Government at all for? M 1 said: 

I am sure I cannot tell you. M He 
said: “ When we had the British Gov- 
-ernment we got 10/-, and look at the 
way the British Government is attend- 
ing to the old peoplc over there. This 
day I saw where an old gentleman in 
England, of 80 years, married an old 
lady of 75. That shows you the way 
thc British Government are looking 
after the old people. They are giving 
them great courage and great heart. M 
I quite agree with that old ehap. If 
the Minister for Finance would agree 
to accept this amendment, tho re- 
mainder of the Bill would not suffer 
much. Surely, for the sake of the few 
years that the pensioner of 75 has to 
live, it is not worth while reducing the 
pension. The Minister for Finance and 
some other gentlemen on the Minis- 
terial Benches, including the Minister 
for Defence, went into the blind 
asylums and to the old and infirm to 
seek their votes in 1918, and I suggest 
that it would be more in accord with 
the promises they gave to those old 
people then if, instead of reducing the 
old age pension of a person of 75, they 
proposed to grant the pension to per- 
sons of 65. I notice that 80 years is 
mentioned in some amendments on the 
Paper. The Dcputies who put that 
down must think there is something 
good in store for the old people. I 
fcar that under present circum- 
stances and under the provision made 
in this Bill there will not be many ! 
people of 80 left. 


Mr. J. DALY: You pointed out that 
one of them got married at 80 the other 
day. 

Mr. LYONS: To expect a person at 
the age of 75 to live on anything less 
than 10/- per week is to expect too 
much of human nature. 

It has been pointed out in regard to 
the cost of living that those old people 
do not utiiise certain articles; they do 
not woar certain clothes, nor do they 
consume certain foods. ín the ease of 
an aged person living in a town, the 
principal item of nourishment, or 
rather his principal luxury, is a pint, 
and that costs 9d. In pre-war days it 
was l£d. or 2d. It would be much bet- 
ter for the Minister for Finanee to en- 
doavour to reduce the cost of living. 

Mr. GOREY : Reduce the cost of the 
• pint. 

Mr. LYONS: It would be much bet- 
ter for him act in that direction than to 
carry out this disgraceful thing of re- 
ducing the pensions to a figure on 
which the old people cannot live. I 
would ask the Minister to accept the- 
amendment. By doing so he will at 
least n^ve to one section of the com- 
munity that he is prepared to carry out 
some of the promises that were made 
in the election campaign in 1918. 

Mr. BLYTHE : I do not really desire 
to add anything to what I said before. 
I do not think there is any argument 
in favour of discriminating between the 
person of 74 and the pcrson of 75. 

Amendment put. 

The Committee divided: Tá. 18; 
Níl, 34. 



Third titaue. 


1784 


]783 Old Agp Pensions Bill, 1924— DAIL EIREANN. 


Seán Buitléir. 

Séamus Eabhróid. 
Darrell Figgis. 

David Hall. 

Séamus Mac Cosgair. 
Tomás Mac Eoin. 
Risteárd Mac Fheorais. 
Tomás de Nógla. 
Ailfrid O Broin. 


Tomás O Conaill. 

Aodh O Cúlacháin. 

Seán 0 Laidhin. 

Tadhg O Murchadha. 

Pádraig O hOgáin (An Clár)- 
John Daly. 

Connor Hogan. 

Seán O Duinnín. 

Domhnall O Muirgheasa. 


Earnán de Blaghd. 

Seoirse de Bhulbh. 

Próinsias Bulíin. 

Máighréad Ní Choileáin Bean Uí 
Dhrisceóil. 

Patrick J. Egan. 

Osmond Grattan Esmonde. 

Henry J. Finlay. 

Desmond Fitzgerald. 

Tomás Mac Artúir. 

Seosamh Mac a # Bhrighde. 
Domhnall Mac Cárthaigh. 

Pádraig Mac Fadáin. 

Pádraig Mac Giollagáin. 

Seoirse Mac Niocaill. 

Liam Mag Aonghusa. 

Seosamh Mag Craith. 

Pádraig Mag Ualghairg. 


Níl. 

Peadar O hAodha. 

Seán 0 Bruadair. 
Próinsias O Cathail. 
Peadar S. O Dubhghaill. 
Donchadh S. O Guaire. 
Aindriú O Láimhín. 
Séamus O Leadáin. 
Séamus O Murchadha. 
Seán M. 0 Súilleabháin. 
Seán Príomhdhail. 

John Hennigan. 

Liam T. Mac Cosgair. 
Eoin Mac Néill. 

Aodh Ua Cinnéidigh. 
Séamus O Dóláin. 
Pádraig O Dubhthaigh. 
Eamon S. O Dúgáin. 


Amendment declared lost. 


Mr. DALY : I beg to move:— 

To add at the end of sub-seetion (1), 
line 16, proviso as follows:— 

“ Provided however that the exist- 
ing rate in the ease of any old age 
pensioncr who has reached thc age 
of 80 years shall not be altered. 7 * 
There has been so much said in fav- 
our of the man who reaches the age of 
75 that there is very little left for me 
to say on behalf of those who reach 
the age of 80. I can, however, point 
out that when they arrive at. that. age 
they are again children. 

It is neccssary that t.hey should have 
somebody to look after them. Nowa- 
days nobody will look after you unless 
paid for it. That wili be something 
out of the ten shillings a week, in addi- 
tion to the other shilling that is going 
to be taken off. Deputy Johnson and 
the other Deputies pointed out that the 
foods that are eaten by the old age pen- 
sioners of seventy-five—tea, sugar, and 
tobacco—had not reduced in price. 

Mr. GOBEY ; Profiteering and the 
gombeen man. 

Mr. DALY : Not at all. There is no 
gombeen man. You do not mean to 
call Mr. Blythe a gombeen man? I 


would not be guilty of it. Whatever 
else we might say to him, he is not a 
gombeen man. 

Mr. GOREY: What about some of 
thc Deputies? 

Mr. DALY : The Deputies are not 
gombcen men at all. When Deputy 
Johnson was speaking about what the 
old age pensioner of seventy-five con- 
sumed, he wished to say, but lie was too 
shy to say it, that the old agc pensioner 
at that age would likc a littlc drop of 
whiskey. Well, we all know that when 
they have attained the age of eighty 
they are subject to weaknesses once in 
a way, and it will be necessary for them 
to get a little drop of whiskey. Th ey 
will have to pay tenpence for it, and 
out of this tenpence the Minister for 
Finance will get eightpence. 

Now, in addition to the things I havo 
mentioned, the rents have not been re- 
duced. They are rather increased. I 
know an old age pensioner paying four 
shillings a week for an old house. That 
pensioner is ninety years of age, and if 
one shilling is taken off her she will die 
on the spot. I am sure that from ihe 
amount of reluctance with which the 
Minister for Finance told us the other 
day he hád in moving this Bill, I have 
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a proper bait for his sympathies when 
1 mention the age of eighty years. I 
am certain that he wiil accede to my 
request when I point out to him that it 
is not worth his while to take one shil- 
ling from those people at that age of 
eighty. In óur country those peopie 
have to work. They are not like thc 
people thai Deputy Lyons poinied out, 
who are getting married iu EnírJaud. 
That is because they are well ted there. 
Our people are looking after their souls 
at that age, aml do not think that 
the Minister for Eiiiance would be 
]ookiug after his soul if he will tak(* 
this shilling off them. 

Mr. BLYTHE : It is very hard to re- 
sist eioquence like Deputy Daly’s. It 
will not have any serious political 
effect. I do not see any solid argument 
for it, but it would involve a very smali 
amount of money, I should say, in this 
particular case. If there is any great 
desire through the Dáil that this am- 
endment should be accepted in this par- 
ticular case, as I have given away no- 
thing yet, I would agree to acccpt it. I 
would undertake myself to introduce 
an amendment because this is not par- 
ticularly clear as it stands. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

Do I understand that the amendment 
is withdrawn on the promise given by 
the Minister for Finanee to consider 
the matter? 

Mr. DALY: Yes. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Mr. MORRISSEY: I beg to move 
amendment No. 12, as follows:— 
“ Before sub-section (2) to insert a 
new sub-seetion as follows:—As soon 
as may be after the review of old age 
pensions under the preceding sub- 
section is completed and in any case 
not less than one calendar month 
before the second appointed day, the 
Minister shall present to the Oireachtas 
a retum showing the number of per- 
sons entitled to old age pensions at 
each rate of the scale set forth in the 
First SchSdule to this Act, as ascer- 
tained by the review aforesaid. w 

This is a very important amendment, 
and now that we have got at the 
svmjpathetic aide of the Minister for 
Finance, I am sure he will accept it. 


The Minister himself admits that he is 
asking the Dáii to cut down the old age 
pensions without knowing exactly how 
much he is going to save by that ex- 
periment. The amendment asks, beíore 
the cut actually takes place, that the 
Dáil should be informed as to what the 
exact effect of thc cut will be. I do 
not think there is any necessity for 
arguing much furthcr in favour of the 
amendipent, and I am sure the Minister 
will accept it. 

j Mr. BLYTHE : This is an amend- 
ment which I do not think is really 
' necessary, because the information 
could l)e obtained by the Dcputy at 
any time. This is information that I 
certainly would supply as soon as it is 
rcady. Ilowever, if we are to have, as 
it is now proposed, a fixed date for the 
í Second Appoint.cd Day, I would not 
| lilce to guarantee a period of one month 
because one never knows Avhat delays 
may occur in completing the revicws. 
If the Deputy agrees to the deletion of 
the words in his amcndment, Not less 
than one calendar month, M I would be 
prepared to accept the amendment. 

Mr. MORRISSEY : I am prepared to 
have my amendment amended in the 
manner suggested by the Minister, that 
is to say, by the dcletion of the words 
I - Not iess than one calendar month. ,, 

Amcndment, as amended, put and 
agreed to. 

Amendment 13 (Mr. T. J. O'CON- 
NELL) not rnoved. 

Question: “ That Section 4,. as 

amended, stand part of the Bill ”—put 
and agreed to. 

SECTION 5. 

(1) The yearly valuc of any such 
property as is mentioned in dause 
(a) of sub-section (1) of Section 2 of 
the Aet of 1911 shall be calculated 
as follows in lieu of the mode of cal- 
eulation prescribed by that clause or 
by sub-section (1) of Section 4 of the 
Aet of 1919, that is to say— 

(i) the íirst twenty-five pounds 
of the capital value of the said 
property shall be excluded, and 

(ii) the yearly value of so much 
of the capital value of the said 
property as exceeds the sum of 
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twenty-five pounds shall be taken 
to be one-tenth part of the capital 
value thereof. 

(2) This Section shall not apply 
to a calculation of the means of any 
person who became, before the pass- 
ing of this Act, entitled to receive an 
©ld age pension. 

(3) Clause (a) of sub-section 1 of 
Section 4 of the Act of 1919 is hereby 
repealed. 

Mr. BUTLER : I beg to move amend- 
ment 14, to delete Section 5. 

This section prescribes the manner in 
which the annual value of capital 
owned by a claimant or pensioner is to 
be calculated. Under the Act of 1911, 
the first Act to prescribe the method of 
calculation, the arrangement was that 
the annual value was equal to one- 
twentieth of the eapital value. That is 
calculating on a five per eent. basis. As 
the limit to private means was then 
£31 lOs. per year, the maximum capital 
value was £630. Under the Act of 1919 
the amiual value of the capital value 
ranged l'rom £25 to £400 and was cal- 
culated on a five per cent. basis, and 
where the sum was over £400 the basis 
of calculation was ten per cent. As the 
limit to private means was then £49 
17s. 6d. a year, the maximum capital 
value would be £711 5s. Od. This Bill 
proposes to calculate the annual value 
on a ten per cent. basis on all capital 
value over £25, and as the limit of pri- 
vate means is fixed by the Bill at £39 
5s. 0d., thc annual value of the maxi- 
mum capital valuc would be £417 lOs. 
The Bill is, therefore not merely 
less favourable than the existing law, 
but it is even less favourable than the 
Acts of 1908 and 1911, and for these 
reasons I accordinglv move my amend- 
ment for the deletion of the Section. 

Mr. BLYTHE: This Section applies | 
to property owned, but not personally • 
used. It is fclt that it is not necessary 
or right that an old age pension should 
be paid by the State to a person with 
fairly substantial means, so that a per- 
son may keep these means intact and 
t^ansmit them to his heirs. The change 
proposed in the Bill will not affect a 
pension that will be payable to any 
person unless the property in question 
exceeds £200 in value. If the property 
is, to some extent, consumed in supple- 


menting the pension, that seems to us. 
to be reasonable enough. There is no 
reason why a person should hold, say, 
on deposit receipt, £300 or £400, and 
that that in fact should not be taken 
into account at all as a capital sum for 
the purpose of calculating means under 
the Old Age Pensions Act. If we only 
calculated the value of that on a five 
per cent. basis it would not mean, in the 
casc oí a deposit receipt, very much, 
but it might mean a good deal in the 
case of other property, having regard 
only to income, and assuming that the 
pensioner should be allowed to preserve 
that sum intact, and that the State, in 
the meantíme, should provide for his 
needs, as the Old Age Pensions Act re- 
quires, so that his heirs might benefit. 
It seems to us that it is fairly reason- 
ablc to take a tenth of the annual value 
when we are considering the means of 
a person. That certainly does mean 
that. we would expect thc capital to be 
eaten into to a certain extent, but as I 
have said the change only affects the 
person from the point of view of a pen- 
sion when the property held exceeds 
something over £200. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I was expecting 
Deputy Ilewat to intervene on behalf 
of these small property owners whose 
advocate he is. The Minister has 
touched upon a principle that I would 
have becn delighted to have seen ap- 
plied in connection with, say, the Land 
Bill, and perhaps with many other Bills 
that are bcing introduced and that may 
be introduced; it is, that people must 
not be expected to live upon the interest 
accruing through property ownership r 
but as thev live out of the property, the 
property declines in value, and you are 
really eating into the property. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE, at this 

stage, resumed the Chair. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Does the Minister 
expect the Dáil to accept that as a prin- 
ciple, with this qualification: That as 
people live upon their property, the 
property is thereby being anpually re- 
duced. If the income from certain 
property is £50 a year, then that saved 
£50 that is consumed year by year, les- 
sens the capital value of the property. 

Is that the Minister’s contention ? I am 
sure Deputy Hewát will be interested 
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in this, and I am sure that very many 
of those who are inclined to give the 
Government and the Minister thick and 
thin support will be interested in the 
answer. If that is not the view that 
the Minister takes, why does he want 
to make an exception in the case of old 
age pensioners? They are living out of 
their income, and if the income is de- 
rived from some small property, which 
may have been handed down to them 
by previous generations and they are 
able to take 5/-, 6/-, or 7/- a week out 
of it, is it to be assumed that the 
property is to that extent evaporating, 
because if that is the case, in regard to 
old age pensioners and .their property, 
I suggest that the same course of 
evaporation would apply to the land 
owner or the railway shareholder, or 
any other ldnd of property owner. 
The Minister for Finanee promulgates 
the principle that you eannot eat 
your eake and have it, that ií 
you are living upon property worth 
£1,000, and that you spend £100 a year 
from the income of that property, the 
property will only last for ten years, 
and at the end of ten years will no 
longer be yours. 

That is certainly a very interesting 
doctrine to come from the Ministerial 
Bench. I would be delighted to sup- 
port him if he proposes to apply it to 
others besides the old age pensioners. 
But if it is not to be applied to the 
others, why are you going to apply it 
to the old age pensioners? Is it be- 
cause they are poor, or is it because 
they have only small property, or that 
therc are only a few thousand of them? 
The theory that the Minister had up to 
now urged in favour of the Bill is that 
the incomes of the pensioners are cap- 
able of meeting certain needs, as con- 
trasted with the smaller needs of these 
people four or five years ago. This is 
based upon income. In the case of 
small property owners we ask that you 
will continue to apply that principle 
and think of the income. There have 
been two or three changes in the 
method o£ calculation of the means 
since the first Bill was introduced in 
1908. There have been slight changes, 
and some considerable changes, in three 
or four différent Bills, but the position 
that is sought to be applied to pen- 


sioners in this Bill is much more drastic 
and limiting than in either of the 
others. To make £417 lOs. the maxi- 
mum capital value of any property, the 
possessor of which would be deprived 
of a pension, is to cut the amount down. 
by £200, as compared with, I think,. 
1911, and to £300 odd as compared with 
the present law. It seems to me that 
the number of people affected is not 
very great aeeording to the Minister’s 
own assertions. We have not been able 
to find out exactly how many people 
would be affected, but probably not 
more than 40,000. I cannot tell the 
exact number, as the information is not 
available. Perhaps when the review 
has taken place we shall have more in- 
formation on that point, but I cannot 
agree with this exception being taken 
in the case of old age pensioners, that 
í is to say, that they should be expected 
j to be eating away their little property 
during their lifetime, while no other 
portion of the community is calculated 
to do the same thing. I hope the Minis- 
ter will be able to give us some satis- 
faction, or if he cannot, in explaining 
the Bill, whether he is going to tell ue 
the Government have entered upon a 
new course and that they intend to 
apply this principle to all incomes from 
I property. 

Mr. HEWAT: I did not expect to be 
called upon to intervene in this discus- 
sion at all, and I was rather hopeful 
that I would not have to enter into any 
discussion on the Bill during its pas- 
sage through the Dáil. But when Dc- 
puty Johnson calls upon me I always 
feel it is imperative that I should re- 
spond. Deputy Johnson goes on the 
assumption that if an old age pensioner 
has a considerable amount of money or 
property that it should not in any way 
debar him from participating in the 
grant. The old age pension is, I think, 
intended for necessitous cases. I do not 
think the Act even contemplated the 
far-reaching allowance, irrespective of 
the means of the people who are going 
to get the grant. 

Mr. JOHNSON : It fixed the means in- 
side which they would allow pensions. 

Mr. HEWAT: Quite so. It was done 
in the previons Aéts and it is dor>e in 
this Act. The Deputy goes on to* 
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[Mr. Hewat.J 

elaborate the argument that because the 
old age pensioner may be called upon 
to eat into his capital that that is a 
reason why a wastage of capital in- 
vested in railways and other industríes 
is the proper course. Ií* they were both 
on the same levcl he probably would be 
right, but they are not. The investment 
of the individual either through his in- 
dustry or good fortune is entirely his 
own eoncern. He buys the thing, he re- 
tains the thing; it may suffer deprccia- 
tion for causes not within his control, 
but at all events he is an iiulependent 
entity as regards his own property. The 
old age pensioner, of course, cornes 
along and he claims Oovernment assist- 
ance. There is wliere the difference 
comes in. Thc claim to assistance from 
the Govei^iment can only be based on 
the neccssity of the case, unless Deputy 
Johnson wants to bring in a complete 
altcration and perhaps 1 might be with 
him there, wliereby evcry man, woman 
and child who is born into the world 
will, at the age of 70 years, get a eer- 
tain pension, irrespective of his or her 
means. That is logic, but it is not 
logical to say that a man with a eon- 
siderable amount of property can con- 
serve that property and at the same 
time extract from the community a con- 
tribution towards the cost of his living. 
I say that that is not right. The com- 
munity are only called upon to provide 
in case of necessity. 

An old age pensioner may be poor; 
he may have nothing at all, without 
being to blame in the least, but the old 
age pensioner may equaíly be poor 
through his own fault, through want of 
thrift. Ile may also be poor, as we 
know in this country, because he has 
discarded himself of his wealth. Take 
the case that has been referred to. An 
old age pensioner has a sum of £300, 
£400 or £500. He gets the old age 
pension. As a matter of investment, 
supposing he has a son or daughter. I 
say it is a vcry good investment for the 
son or daughter to look after the old 
man or the old woman and conserve the 
amount of his or her income because 
in due course it will come down to 
them. That is not the intention, in my 
.Vudgment, of the old age pension pro- 
vision at all. I say that if a man 


, coming up to the age of 60 or 70 has to 
Jook forward to the old age pension he 
ought not at any stage of his life to 
Jook forward to drawing money from 
Ihe State as a thing to be proud of; 
rather every independent man or 
woman should try and avoid coming 
under the old age pension by being in 
a position to maintain themselves. This 
calling upon the Government not only 
in this direction, but in many other 
directions to do this, to do that, and to 
do the othcr thing, in my opinion, is 
sapping thc independence of the indi- 
vidual and is demoralising to the com- 
nuinity as a whole. 

Mr. BLYTHE : I might point out that 
under the provision of the Bill a person 
( having £392 in bank would still be 
, (‘nlitled to a pension of 2s. If the 
| clause that is in the BiIJ were to be 
| íhrown out he would bc entitled to a 
íull pension. 

Mr. JOHNSON: The Minister eould 
(*asily find ways aiul means, if he ac- 
cepted this amendment, of meeting thc 
ease of the man who has cash. Does 
he desire, for instanee, to force the 
man or wornan who has a little farm 
property, on which he or she is not 
living, to sell? Or if he or she has a 
house worth £400, or over, does he de- 
sire the owner to be íorced to sell? 
| With a house worth over £420, the 
owner will be presumed to be earning 
an income of such amount as will pre- 
vent him or her from getting a pen- 
sion. 

Mr. BLYTHE: On a point of expla- 
nation, it will prevent his getting the 
íull pension, but not any pension. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I think it will pre- 
vent his getting any pension. The 
limit is, I think, £417 10s. One-tenth of 
£420 will amount to £42. If the claimant 
has an income of over £39 5s. he can 
get no pension. If the claimant’s pro- 
perty is worth £420, capital value, and 
he or she does not íive in it, he or she 
is presumed to be earning out of it £42, 
or a little less than that, because there 
is an allowance of £25. Deputy Hewat, 
of course, is consistent. He wants to 
abolish the old age pensions. He wants 
to force all these people as necessitous 
and destitnte persons on to the Poor 
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Law and make paupers of them. That 
is Deputy Hewat’s position, and he is 
quite consistent in advocating it. He 
says the only remedy for that is thrift. 
If the person has been thrifty enough 
to buy a house in his or her youth, 
maintains it, and it is worth £420 to- 
day, that thrift is going to be counted 
against him or her and deprives him or 
her of any pension. Of course, Deputy 
Hewat says that that is quite right. 
that there should not be any pensions 
for the poor. He would approve of 
pensions for the wealthy; he would 
approve of pensions for judges and sol- 
diers and civil scrvants and the like, 
but he would not approve of pensions 
for the poor, becausc that is depend- 
ing too much on the Government. 
Force thcse people back upon their 
own self-rcliance; compel them to be 
thrifty; let them starve if they are not 
thrifty; let them go hungry or let them 
have rccourse to the Poor Law—that is 
the doctrine whieh Deputy Hewat has 
familiarised us with. Those pcople | 
with whom Deputy Hewat usually acts 
have advocated for many years that 
policy and it is the policy that was 
actcd upon and forced upon the people. 
But we had hoped wo were getting 
awav from it. I am not sure whether 
those hopes were well-founded. It 
rather appears from the wáy things are 
going that they were not well-founded 
at ail, and thát Deputy Hewat has, as 
a matter of faet, madc converts of th<* 


Government and the Government 
Party. They will not yet admit that 
thcy want to throw the poor .upon the 
Poor Law. They will not yet admit 
thát they would like to deprivc the 
poor of the old age pensions as punish^ 
ment for not being thrifty. But they 
are moving in that direction very 
rapidly. Between this Bill and the ad- 
ministration of the Pensions Law and 
the Poor Law, it does seem that De- 
puty Hewat has been very successful 
in his advocacy. I think the amend- 
ment should be accepted and that the 
Minister should make another gesture 
to prove that he has not been capti- 
vated by the advoeacy of Deputy 
Hewat. 

Mr. ALTON : I would like to 
ask the Minister if he would consider 
the ehanging of the figure one-tenth 
to onc-twelfth. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : This is 
an amendment to delete the Section. 

Mr. ALTON : Shall I have an 
- » l7 /. opportunity of putting this 

otocv. q Ues |j on i a |;er? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Yes, 
when the Section cohies on. 

Amendment put. 

The Committee divided: Tá, 13; Níl, 38 
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Seán Buitléir. 

John Daly. 

Séamus Eabhróid. 
David Hall. 

Séamus Mac Cosgair. 
Tomás Mac Eoin. 
Risteárd Mac Fheorais. 


Tomás de Nógla. 

Tomás 0 Conaill. 

Liam 0 Daimhín. 

Domhnall 0 Muirgheasa. 
Tadhg 0 Murchadha. 

Pádraig 0 hOgáin (An Clár). 


Earnán Altún. 

Earnán de Blaghd. 

Séamus Breathnach. 

Seoirse de Bhulbh. 

Próinsias Bulfin. 

Máighréad Ní Choileáin Bean Uí 
Dhrisceóil. 

Patrick J. Egan. 

Osmond Grattan Esmonde. 

Desmond Fitzgerald. 

John Hennigan. 

William Hewat. 

Seosamh Mac a’ Bhrighde. 

Alasdair Mac Cába. 

Domhnall Mac Cárthaigh. 

Pádraig Mac Fadáin. 

Pádraig Mac Giollagáin. 

Seán P. Mac Giobúin. 

Eoin Mac Néill. 

Seoirse Mac Niocaill. 

Amendment 

Mr. O’CONNELL: I move:— 

In sub-section (1) to delete para- 
graph (ii.) and to substitute therefor 
as follows:— 

(ii.) The yearly value of the next 
two hundred pounds of the capital 
value of the said property shall be 
taken to be one-twentieth part of 
the capital value; and 

(iii.) The yearly value of so much 
of the capital value of the said pro- 
perty as exceeds the sum of two 
hundred and twenty-five pounds 
shall be taken to be one-tenth part 
of the capital value. 

This amendment is in the nature of a 
eompromise, seeing that the Dáil has 
rejected a previous amendment. As 
was pointed out when the last amend- 
ment was under discussion, thc maxi- 
mum amount of capital which would 
exclude a pension is £711. Then into 
this Bill limitations are introduced, 
apart altogether from the basis of calcu- 
lation which is set out in this Section, 
which will have the cffect of reducing 
that figure to £630. That was the JL911 
flgure. The Minister now proposes to 
make the figure £417. That, to my 
mind, is altogether too drastic a re- 
duction, and the effect of the amend- 
ment which I propose would be to make 


Níl. 

Liam Mag Aonghusa. 

Seosamh Mag Craith. 

Pádraig S. Mag Ualghairg. 

Peadar 0 hAodha. 

Criostóir 0 Broin. 

Seán 0 Bruadair. 

Próinsias 0 Cathail. 

Séamus N. O Dóláin. 

Peadar S. O Dubhghaill. 

Eamon S. O Dúgáin. 

Seán 0 Duinnín. 

Donchadh S. O Guaire. 

Séamus O Leadáin. 

Fionán O Loingsigh. 

Pádraig 0 Máille. 

Séamus 0 Murchadha. 

Seán M. 0 Súilleabháin. 

Caoimhghín O hUigín. 

Seán Príomhdhail. 

declared lost. 

this maximum figure £570. It proposes 
that for the first £200 of capital the 
annual value shall be calculated at one- 
twentieth, and that over £225 the one- 
tenth would come in. The advantage of 
this from the point of view which I look 
at it is that those who have smaller 
sums—and I am sure they are in the 
majority—would benefit. It would be 
only those who would have a larger 
amount of capital who would come into 
the 10 per cent. in calculating the 
amount of income for the purpose of 
the Act. 

Mr. BLYTHE : Deputy O’Conneirs 
amendment is, as he says, a compromise, 
but I think that the figure set down in 
the Bill is not unreasonable. Under the 
terms of Deputy O’Conneirs amend- 
ment it would be possible for a person 
to have something over £300 in bank, or 
£300 of property, and to have an un- 
diminished pension. Cases have bcen 
brought to the notice of those who are 
administering the Pensions Acts where 
people have simply existed on a pen- 
sion and have conserved property for 
their heirs. The effect of giving the 
pension and of the amount of property 
that they wére allowed to hold under 
the old system simplv meant that the 
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pension was being paid not really for 
the benefit*bf tlie pensioner but for the 
benefit of those who were to inherit his 
or her property. I think that the 
figure that we put forward in the Bill is 
reasonable, that if the capital is wasted 
and consumcd down to the figure of 
£200 the pension rises to the maximum. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Again I ask the 
Minister does he desire that the person 
holding this small property, out of 
which he or she is deriving a small in- 
come, must be forced into the market? 
Is that the intention? I would like also 
if the Minister could give us the namcs 
and addresses of these people who have 
bcen able to subsist on the pensions, 
and have been able to retain intact any 
income they may havc derived from 
property, because it would be of verv 
great assistance to very many thousands 
who are without either pension or wage. 
To exist on lOs. a week is an art in 
these days, and requires some experi- 
ence. I am sure that the Minister must 
have put in the archives a special box 
for the rcception of the names of any 
such persons, and perhaps he would in- 
form the Dáil how they manage to exist 
on that lOs. a weelc. Mention was made 
in the House more than once some little 
time ago about an element of the popu- 
lation who were property owners, and 
whom it was desirable not to drive out 
of the country—it was said that we 
must not take a certain course for fear 
wx would drive these people out of the 
country. Apparently it ís thought that 
it would be no harm to drive out of the 
country these old age pensioners who 
have this little property. In view of 
the course that has been taken in Eng- 
land to remove these disqualifications in 
regard to old age pensioners, apparently 
it is the intention of the Minister rather 
to encourage the aged poor to go out of 
the country and to retain the aged rich. 
That is, of course, the pressure that is 
bcing applied. The small property- 
owner who is able to-derive 4s., 5s., or 
a week out of his or her property, 
may say, '' Well, I have a son or 
daughter living in Liverpool, Man- 
chester, or London, and it is better for 
me to go over there. I can still claim 
certain rights under the Old Age Pen- 
sions Acts unless the Minister sends re- 


; ports after me, and my property dis- 
qualification shall be removed. I shall 
be able to retain the lOs. I have been 
getting hitherto, and to retain the little 
income I am getting from my property. 
If I remain in Ireland I am only a bur- 
den on the community; they do not 
want me there. They are discouraging 
the existence of such people, and it is 
better that I should leave them.” That, 
of course, is the opposite line that is 
being taken in regard to the aged rich. 
They are to be encouraged and induced 
to remain in the coun1ry, but the poor 
we can get rid of, and a good riddance. 
That seems to he the attitude of the 
Minister. Of course hc will not confess 
that that is the attitude. That may not 
be his intention, but that is the effect 
of the proposals in the Bill. I am 
I really surprised that several Dcputies 
* who have spoken on this matter in pri- 
vate are not supporting the amendment. 
They do not want to see this increase 
of ten per eent. in the income due to 
be received from capital, whether it is 
1 received or not. 

I am going to put for the third time 
a qucstion that I put to the Minister 
before. Assuming a person owns a* 
j small house which is saleable, if it is a 
free house, that i's to say if it is unlet for 
£450, what would be the annual value 
deemed to l>e derived from that house? 
Assuming that such a house was sale- 
able without a tenant, what is to be 
the annual value deemed to be deriv- 
1 ablc from that house ? In the other case, 
if it is a tenanted house worth £450 in 
the market as a free house, what is to 
be the annual value of that house un- 
der the provisions of the Bill? Where 
the owner is drawing 10 per cent. or a 
sum equal to 10 per eent. he or she is 
deemed to be drawing it and will be 
deprived of the pension accordinglv. 
In such cases w r e will find that pen- 
sioners arc not bcing cut by 10 per cent. 
but are being cut by 40 per cent. 

Mr. ALTON : I would like to make a 
suggestion and I do so with diffidencc. 
í It might meet the point which Deputy 
| Jehnson has just put, that is a case 
; where the pensioner has property in 
the form of house property. I hare 
taken the analogy of the Income Tax 
Assessor who certainly is not «a Very 
' soft-hearted person. I do not think 
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[Mr. Alton.] 

Deputy Daly even could get him to 
bend. In estimating the value of rents 
he calculates them for Income Tax pur- 
poses at five-sixths of the rcal amount. 

I think something of the sort might be 
done here and I suggest that the frac- 
tion one-tenth might be changed to onc- 
twelfth. It is a small concession but 
it would be logical, I think, and in line 
with the action of the Ministry of Fin- 
ance in another Department. 

Mr. BLYTHE: I would not like to 
accept Deputy Alton’s suggestion with- 
out having an opportunity of thinking 
out the effect of it. In rogard to what 
Deputy Johnson has said it is not pro- 
posed to make any change in the 
method of calculating the value of pro- 
perty. The value of the owner's inter- 
est in a house will be determined as it 
has been determined by the Valuation 
Commissioners, and as that capital 
value is dctermined under the Acts. 1 
am sorry I have not a eopy of thc 
Clause before me. So far as the change 
in the Bill is concerned it simply deals 
with the total arrived at by the calcu- 
Hation which has been madc. It does 
not at all effect tbe method of dealing 
with it. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Assuming the capital 
value is known how will the annual in- 
come be fixed of such a house? Will it | 
be upon the actual rent receivable or 
this 10 per cent. ? 

Mr. BLYTHE : It is proposed in the 
fccase of property not in the occupation 
r or use of the owner to deal with it on 
the basis of 10 per ccnt., estimating the 
income derived from it at 10 per cent. 
of the capital value. Any income that 
comes from the property will lessen the 
amount of wastage of property, as you 
might say, that would be involved on 
the owner. The case of a house is pre- 
cisely the same as the case of money 
in bank in that respect. If a person 
has money in bank, say £500, that will 
be assumed to represent an income of 
£50 a year. Of course if the person had 
the money in bank on deposit receipt 
nothing like that income would reacn 
the person from the property, but it is 
assumed in the Bill as it stands that it 
is fair that that person should be pre- 
pared to expend some portion of the 


capital. There is no essential differ- 
ence between money* alid other 
property in that respect. Property is 
saleable. One can even borrow on 
property if you have not reached the 
stage where you desire to sell. But 
property is realisable, and it cannot be 
held, I think, that you should not ex- 
pect a person who has property value 
for, say £400, to realise or to mortgage 
it, but that thc old age pensions should 
be paid quite irrespective of the owner- 
sliip of the property. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE 

took the chair at this stage. 

Mr. JOHNSON: The Minister argued 
that there was no difference between a 
person who has money on deposit in the 
bank and one who owns a housc from 
which he or she hopes to derive an in- 
come, and dorives an income. Perhaps 
if the President were here he would 
eonsult with the Minisler for Finance 
and they could arrive at a different 
conclusion. After all, if moncy is on 
deposit in the bank, it can readily be 
changed and transferred to a seeurity 
whieh would bring an ineome round 
about 5 per eent. referred to in the 
Bill. Can you say that in regard to 
house property? Can you say that in 
regard to a plot of land? If the capital 
value of the housc is fixed at £420, and 
if a tenant has becn in the house for 
some time, the revenue does not equal 
the 10 per cent. referred to. If you want 
to force the owner to sell or mortgage, 
a tenant being in the house, the owner 
will not be able to derive a sum of 
money capable of being transferred 
into an annual income of 10 per cent. 
The Minister eithcr wants to force 
these people to sell or not, or he wants 
to tell . people they must not invest 
money in houses. Again, he had better 
consult the President. There will. be 
a certain effect of this Bill. It will 
have a detrimental effect on those 
people who have bought houses in the 
past under building society schemes 
and the like. These are the very people 
who have been thrifty and who at- 
tempted to make some provision for the 
rainy day. They hoped that, having 
saved a little, they would at Ieast be 
able to get something to assist them in 
their old age. They have bought 
houses through building societies or 
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through#many of these clubs which 
were formcd through Friendly Societies 
and the like. They are going to be 
deprived of the benefits to which their 
thrift entitled them, and which they 
had a reasonable right to expect. The 
f amendment attempts to commute the 
sentence which the Minister pro- 
nounced, and it asks the Dáil to bring 
in a recommendation of mcrcy at least 
for these people. You cannot go to the 
public 4 and talk to them in one breath 
about the virtues of thrift, and then 
face tliem with an accomplished fact, 
in the form of an Act of Parliament, 
which says they are to be penalised 
beeause of their thrift. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: I would like to 
,support this amendment. I am sorry I 
was not in íor the early part of the dis- 
cussion, so that it is possible I may not 
be spealdng to the point. I do not 
quite understand how thc Minister for 
Finance arrived at this yearly income. 
by dividing the total capital in the pos- 
session of the old person by 10. Deputy 
Johnson referred to the owners of 
houses. I want to reíer to the owners 
of land. I thinlv tliis Seetion will work 
out very unfairly, and be very unjust to 
such people. Take a small farmer with 
a farm value for £400. The yearly in- 
come of that farmer would be ealcu- 
lated at £40 and would, therefore, ex- 
clude him altogether from the pension. 
The Minister is well aware that o T n such 
a farm, during the last two or three i 
years, there was no incomc at all. 
There was loss, and by this system of 
calculation thc owner of such a farm 
would be excluded from the advantages 
of the Act. I understood the Minister 
to say that they expect that person to 
delve into capital, and apparently thev 
regard this capital sum as one for 
the purpose of purehasing an annuity. 
rather than the sum from which yearly 
interest could be obtained. Surely the 
Minister does not expeet., or he is not’ 
going to force, those old people on to 
the market at the present time with 
land to sell, selling in a falling 
market, and then to use their little 
capital for the purpose of investing it 
in an annuity, and thereby depriving 
their children of any advantages which 
they might gain from this land. I 
think Deputy O’ConnelFs amendment 


is a very reasonable one, and I certainly 
would support it. I would like to see 
the Government taking a more reason- 
able view of the matter now. 

Mr. BL7THE: I think the Deputy 
does not realise that this Section refers 
entircly to property not in the use or in 
the occupation of the claimant. It 
would not apply to the land on which 
the man was himself living. It would 
apply to other land which he might 
have somewhere else than where he was 
living and in which he was in occupa- 
tion. It would not apply either to the 
Building Society houses, because the 
owner would be in occupation of the 
house. 

Mr. JOHNSON: That is nót always 
the case. 

Mr. BLYTHE: I do not suppóse it is. 
I am referring to the generality of 
cases. 1 have not the Act before me, 
but I have a statement here that makes 
it clear that the valuer or commis- 
sioner certilies the market value of the 
claimant’s or the pensioner's interest 
in the property. So that in the ease of 
houses, the factors, including the ten- 
ancy or the possibility of getting clear 
possossion, which would be elements in 
decidinu the market valiie. would be 
taken into account. 

Mr. ALTON: Would the Minis- 
ter eonsider the suggestion I made in 
regard to detevmining the real value? 

Mr. BLYTHE: I am prepared to con- 
1 sider that, but I do not know that I 
! could promise to consider it favour- 
ably. I do not really know what the 
effect of it would be on the scale. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Does the Minister 
mean to say that he has, as a matter 
of fact, got a seale of savings that he 
expects lo derive? There has been 
difíiculty in íinding out the numbers of 
persons with certain incomes. I would 
have thought that some difficulty 
would have arisen in regard to arriv- 
ing; at the amount of a saving under 
this scale. 

Mr. BLYTHE : I referred to tbe pen- 
sion scale and the effect of the sugges- 
tion upon that scale. 

Amendment put. 
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The Committee 


Seán Buitléir. 

Séamus Eabhróid. 
David Hall. 

Séamus Mac Cosgair. 
Tomás Mac Eoin. 
Tomás de Nógla. 
Ailfrid O Broin. 
Tomás O ConaiII. 


Earnán Altún. 

Earnán de Blaghd. 

Séamus Breathnach. 

Seoirse de Bhulbh. 

Próinsias Bulfin. 

Maíghréad Ní Choileáin Bean Uí 
Dhrisceóil. 

PatricU J. Egan. 

IIenry J. Finlay. 

Desmond Fitzgerald. 

Seosamh Mac Bhrighde. 

Domhnall Mac Cárthaigh. 

Pádraig Mac Fadáin. 

Pádraig Mac Giollagáin. 

Seoirse Mac Niocaill. 

Liam Mag Aonghusa. 

Pádraig Mag Ualghairg. 

Peadar O hÁodha. 

Criostóir O Broin. 


divided: Tá, 16; Níl, 36. 

Tá. 

I Domhnall 0 Muirgheasa. 

! Tadhg O Murchadha. 

! Pádraig O hOgáin (An Clár). 
John Conlan. 

John Daly. 

Connov Hogan. 

P. McRenna. 

• Mícheál 0 hlfearnáin. 

Níl. 

j Seán O Bruadair. 

Próinsias O Cathail. 
í Peadar S. O Dubhghaill. 

! Aindriú O Láimhín. 

! Séamus O Leadáin. 

Fionán 0 Loingsigh. 
i Séamus 0 Murchadha. 

Seán M. 0 Súilleabháin. 
Caoimhghín O hUigín. 

Seán Príomhdhail. 

Pádraig O Dubhthaigh. 

John Hennigan. 

A. McCabe. 

Liam T. Mac Cosgair. 

Seán Mac Giobúin. 
i Eoin Mac Néill. 

| Séamus O Dóláin. 

| Eamon S. O Dúgáin. 


Amendment declaVed lost. 


► Mr. JOHNSON: I beg to rnove 
amendment 16:— 

In Sub-section (2), line 53, at the 
end of the Sub-section, to add the 
words “ or who becomes entitled to 
a pension undcr Section (1) of tlie 
Act of 1920. M * 

This amendment is put forward in 
the hope and with the desire to 
ameliorate some of the force of the 
blow upon the blind pensioners. It is 
not a very great matter, but it asks the 
Dáil to agree that the exception in sub- 
section (2) of this Section would be ex- 
tended to those in receipt of pensions 
under the Blind Persons Act. The Sec- 
tion deals with the method of calcu- 
lating income. Paragraph (2) of the 
Section says: “ This Section shall not 
apply to a calculation of the means of 
any person who became, before the pas- 
sing of this Act, entitled to receive an 
old age pension. M What I desire is that 
the exception shall be extended to those 
who became entitled to a pension under 
Section 1 of the Act of 1920, that is to 
say, biind pensioners. Under the exis- 
ting law, a blind person whose friends 
have collected some money and bought 
him a little property in the hope of be- 
ing able to relieve, at least, his needs, 


j may have propcrty of a capital value 
! of £711, and still draw the pension. 

I Under the amendment a blind person 
who has property of a capital value ex- 
ceeding £630 would be debarred. That 
figure is very nearly the same as was 
fixed by the 1911 Act. If the amend- 
ment is not accepted, and the Bill is 
passed in its present form, it will mean 
that the limit of £417 lOs. will be ap- 
plied in these cases; that is to say, in 
the case of the blind, as in the case of 
the aged who are not blind. The ob- 
ject of the amendment is to try to give 
a little relief to the blind who happen 
to have some little property. Inasmuch 
as we are making some exceptions, that 
is to say, that those who became en- 
titled to receive the pension before the 
passing of the Act, are to be relieved 
of the operation of this Section, I am 
asking that the exception shall be ex- 
tended to cover blind persons, and I 
think that that is not asking a great 
deal. 

Mr. BLYTHE: The objection to this 
amendment is rather that it sets up a 
different scale for the blind persons, as 
distinct from the scale that will apply 
to those having old age pensions. Now. 
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there is*a real argument in favour of 
simplicity and uniformity in matters 
such as this. It means that people 
know where they are; they see what ap- 
plies to their neighbours, and they 
understand what their own rights are. 

If you give a speeial concession in re- 
4 gard to the blind, people who are ap- 
plying for old age pensions will not be 
able to realise why in some one respect, 
that is calculating means, those who 
are blind arc treated differently froin 
others, and they will have a grievance 
and they will be annoyed and irritated. 
Now, this particular matter does not 
aflfect the blind who have no income 
other than thc pension. It does not 
aflfect the poorest of the blind, and 
while one feels it hard to refuse some 
special concession to the blind because 
of their pitiable case, I am not sure 
that it would be desirable to accept the 
amendment. It is a inatter, however, 
that I do not feel inelincd to oppose 
very strongly, and if the Deputy would 
not press it to a division now, I will 
consider the matter. • 

Mr. JOHNSON: I would just point 
out that dhe office difficulty cannot be 
very great in this particular matter. 
There are only 3,500, I think it was 
stated yesterday, blind persons rccciv- 
ing pensions, and there must be only a 
very small number who would come | 
under this qualification, that is to say, j 
that would have certain property. It j 
is. not asking a great deal for dis- 
crimination in the method of valuing 
that property in the case of those few 
people, especially when we have in the 
section itself a discrimination: “ This 
section shall not apply to the calcula- 
tion of the means of any person who 
Jbecame before the passing of this Act 
*entitled to receive the old age pen- 
sion. M There is exception there. The I 


Minister may say, of course, there 
would l)e no need to review the method 
of calculating the capital value of any 
property that such persons who are 
already pcnsionahle possess. I hopc 
1 am not drawing his attention to a 
defect that will deprive anybody of a 
pension—but this section “ shall not 
I apply to the caleulation of the means of 
! any person who became entitled to re- 
ccive an old age pension before the 
passing of thc Act. M Therefore it is 
cjiiitc possible that there may be a con- 
siderable number of people who bc- 
came entitled to. but have not yet. re- 
ceived the pcnsion, and as you are 
making an cxception in the mcthod of 
calculating thc valuc of property 
in their case I am only aslung vou to 
extend, perhaps, to two or 
I 8 n'chcl:. three lumdred cases in the 
1 whole of the Saorstát, the 

same method of ealeulation. I aelmow- 
ledge the Minister’s desire in asking 
me not to press the matter to a division, 
and if he will look into it and see what 
! he ean do to aecept it I shall ask leave 
i to withdraw the amendment. 

Amcndment, bv leavc. withdrawn. < 

Mr. BLYTHE: I move: “ That you 
do now report progress and ask leave 
to sit again. ,> 

Question put and agreed to. 

DÁIL RESUMES. 

Progress reported. Committee to sit 
again to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT : I move that thc 
Dáil do now adjourn until 12 o'cloch 
to-morrow (Fridav). 

Question put and agreed to. 

The Dáil rose at 8.5. p.m. 
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DAIL eireann. 

DÉ hAOINE, 7adh MÁRTA, 1924. 

(Fridaij, 7th March, 1924.) 

Do chuaidh an Ceann Comhairlc i 
gceannas ar a 12 a elog. 

CEISTEANNA—QUESTIONS. 

ORAL ANSWERS. 

RINSALE PUBLIC BODIES DEBT. 

SEÁN PRIOMHDHAIL askcd the 
Minister for Finance whether he has 
had an application from the Kinsalc 
Harbour Commissioners and Urban 
Council for a remission of the debt of 
£1,176 lOs. 5d., the balance due on loan 
for the eonstmction of Kinsale Pier, 
on the ground that the cost of construc- 
tion exceeded by several thousand 
pounds the original amount estimated 
by the Board of Works, due ehieliy to 
releasing thc original contractor and 
his sureties from the obligations under 
their joint bond; and whether he is 
aware that the town ratepayers are 
- called upon to pay an annual rate of 
one shilling and twopence in the pound 
in liquidation of the debt on this pier. 

MINISTER for FINANCE (Mr. E. 
Blythe) : The application referred to j 
has been received, but I see no sufíicient 
reason why the outstanding balance 
of the loan to thc Kinsale Ilar- 
bour Commissioners should be re- 
mitted. 1 am awarq, howcver, that 
the íinancial position of the Harbour 
Commissioners makes it difíicult for 
them to fulfil their obligations at 
present, and in order to afford some 
relief in respcct of the loan I am pre- 
pared to aceept payment by half-yearly 
instalments of, say, £75. This would 
reduce the instalments by more than 
one half, and would oxtend the period 
of repayment by approximat,ely nine 
years. I am aware that the instal- 
ments for the past few years have been 
paid by the Urban Council, owing to 
the inability of the Harbour Commis- 
sioners to meet tlnem, but my sugges- t 
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tion above will afford a considerable 
measure of relief. 

Mr. PRIOR: Is the Minister aware 
that this is due to the fact that the old 
Local Government Board released the 
contraetor from his bond and increased 
the estimate by £4,000? 

Mr. BL7THE : I am not aware that 
the facts are as stated, but it seems 
that a number of circumstances con- 
tributed to increasing the cost of the 
original estimate. I will look into the 
matter further. 

TRADESMEN S UNEMPLOYMENT 
BENEFIT. 

Mr. JOHN QOOD asked the Minister 
for Industry and Commerce if he will 
state the number of bricklayers, 
plasterers, and carpenters (giving 
separate figures for each trade) who 
are in receipt of unemployment benefit 
in (a) the City and County of Dublin, 
(b) in the Free State. 

TH&. BLYTHE (replying for Minister 
for Industry and Commerce) : Thc 

number of carpenters, brieklayers and 
plasterers w T ho had claims to unem- 
ployed benefit current on the 25th of 
last month, the latest date on which 
figures are immediately available, in 

(a) The Oity and Countv of Dublin. 

(b) An Saorstát, 


are:— 

Carpen- 

ters. 

Briek- 

layers. 

Plas- 

terers. 

An Saorstát 

659 

210 

78 

City of Dublin ... 

244 

142 

35 

County of Dublin 

8 

16 

2 


UNEMPLOYMENT BENEFIT: 

CO. TIPPERARY CASES. 

DOMHNALL O MUIRGHEASA 

asked the Minister for Industry and 
Commerce if he will state why unem- 
ployment benefit has not been paid to 
the following:—James Toohey, Con- 
nolly Strefct, Nenagh; Michael Bourke, 
William Street, Nenagh; Thomas Red- 
din, William Street, Nenagh; Laurence 
Whelan, Abbey Street, Nenagh; Ed- 
ward Hickey, Burke Street, Fethard; 
and William Dwyer, Carney, Bor- 
risokane, Co. Tipperary. 
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Mr. BLYTHE (replying for Minister 
for Industry and Commerce) : The 

elaim ot* Jaraes Toohey, Connolly 
Street, Nenagh, made on the 15th De- 
cember last, was disallowed because the 
workman had no contributions to his 
credit in the Unemployment Fund. The 
workman was notified of the* disallow- 
ance in due course. 

The claim of Michael Burke, William 
Street, Nenagh, made on the 5th Jan- 
uary, 1924, was disallowed because no 
contribution was paid for him in the 
1922-23 Insurance Year, and he was, 
therefore, dis<iualified for beneíit under 
Sub-section 4 of Section 8 of the Unem- 
ployment Insurance Act, 1920. The 
applicant was duly notified of the dis- 
allowance. 

In the ease of Thomas Reddin, Wil- 
liam Street, Nenagh, the applicant was 
not entitled to benefit on the contribu- 
tions to his credit, and at the time he 
made his elaim he had not made appli- 
cation for contributions in respect of 
his Army service. Delay necessarily 
occurred in thc action which had tó be 
taken to bring the Army contributions 
to his credit, and his claim was author- 
ised for payment on the 28th February. 

Laurence Whelan, of Abbey Street, 
Nenagh, is disqualified for the receipt 
of benefit by Sub-section 4 of Section 8 
of the Unemploymcnt Insurance Act, 
1920. He is not entitled to the contri- 
butions payable under Section 7 of the 
Act of 1923 in respect of his military 
service, because less than 10 contribu- 
tions had been paid for him prior to 
t.he date of his enlístment. The appli- 
cant was duly informed of the decision 
on his claim. 

Edward Hickey, of Burlce Street, 
Fethard, was disqualified for thc re- 
ceipt of Unemployment Insurance 
Benefit under Sub-section 4 of Section 
8 of the Unemployment Insurancc Act, 
1920. It subsequently transpired that 
he was entlitled to contributions under 
Section 7 of the Act of 1923, in respect 
of his military service, and action was 
accordingly taken to bring such contri- 
butions to his credit. His claim was 
authorised on the 18th February, and 
forwarded to the local office of the 
Ministry at Clonmel, for payment of 
benefit. 

William Dwyer, of Carney, Borriso- 


kane, was paid benefit for 45 days in 
the first Benefit Year, which ended on 
the 17th October last. On the further 
claim which he lodged in the Second 
Benefit Year on the 18th October, he 
has been paid benefit for seven days, 
and has thus exhausted all the contribu- 
tions to his credit in the Unemployment 
Fund. 

CO; CLARE OLD AGE PENSION 
CLAEM. 

i Mr. CONNOR HOGAN asked the 
I Minister for Local Government if he 
will state why payment of the old age 
pension has ceased in the case of Mr. 
Lyneh, Querrin, Lisdeen, Co. Clare, 
having regard to the fact that he has 
received it since 1909 at full rate, and 
; that the cash value of the porquisitos 
recoived from his son is low. 

Mr. BLYTHE (replying for Minister 
for Local Government) : Paymont of 
pension ceasod in this caso, as it was 
j estimated that thb value of the clai- 
| mant’s maintonance on his son's farm 
excccded £49 17s. 6d. per year, which 
! debars him from the receipt of a pen- 
j sion. The claimant is maintained on 
! the farm assigned by him to his son at 
j marriage in 1909. 

! The holding is 42 acres in extent, 
! and the land is dcscribed as of good 
I ((iiality—valuation, £16 13s.; rent or 
j annuity, £12 Os. 6d. It has seven milch 
cows, seven ealves, a horse and a jen- 
I net, whilst 3J acres are under tillage. 

! Therc is also free turbary, and the 
, usual pigs and fowl are kept. 

RECONSTRUCTION WORK IN 
CO. CORK. 

TADHG O MURCHADHA asked the 
Minister for Local Governnient whe- 
j ther he has received a resolution from 
the Cork County Council appealing for 
a grant for reconstruction work in 
Castletown Bere and Allihies districts, 
Co. Cork, and whcther he is aware that 
the roads from Allibics Mines and 
| Castletown Bere are in a very bad and 
j dangerous condition and interfere seri- 
ously with the developmeut and output 
of the mines, and whether, in view of 
the faet that the Castletown Bere por- 
tion of the Dáil distress grant was not 
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spent and reverted to the Ministry of 
Finanee, he will consider the ease of 
Castletown Berc and Allihies for a 
special grant. 

Mr. BLYTHE (replying for Minister 
for Local Government) : I have reccived 
representations and have liad this mat- 
ter under consideration. The resolution 
referred to does not appear to liave 
been brought to my notiee, and ihe 
Cork (.ounty Council are being ad- 
dressed concerning it. On learning the 
proposals oí the Council the representa- 
tions of the Deputy will receive furthcr 
attention. 

TELEPHONE SERVICE: MILL- 

STREET (CO. CORK) APPLICA- 
TIONS. 

TOMAS DE NOGLA asked the Post- 
master-General if he has considered the 
application of residents of the town 
and district of Millstreet, Co. Cork, for 
telephone installations, and if lie in- 
tends to meet the* wishes of these 
people. 

POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. J. 
J. Walsh) : In response to an applica- 
tion for a telephone service from a resi- 
dent of the town of Millstreet a canvass 
for telephone subseribers was recently 
undertaken, but tlie amount of support 
forthcoming was so small as not to 
warrant the heavy expense which 
would be incurred in extending the 
system to Millstreet and opening an 
Exchange at that plaee. 

I hope, however, that the modified 
charges which have now been autho- 
rised by the'Ministry of Finanee may 
be instrumental in securing the neces- 
sary support. 

Mr. NAGLE: Would the Postmaster- 
Generál inform me how many sub- 
scribers would be needed to warrant 
the installation of the telephones? 

Mr. WALSH: Under the new 
arrangement I should say the number 
for Millstreet would be about twenty. 

OWNERS’ APPLICATIONS FOR 
RETURN OF GUNS. 

DOMHNALL 0 MUIRGHEASA 

asked the Minister for Defence if he 
will state whether he proposes to re- 
turn shot guns taken up by members . 


of the Royal Irish Constabulary, and 
similar guns commandeered by the 
I.R.A. prior to the truce, on application 
from the owners who furnish him with 
copies of receipts for guns so taken, 
and, if so, whcther he will state the 
reason why such guns have not been 
returned to the following owners, who 
applied to the Quartermaster-General 
or Chicf Ordnancc Officer, giving neces- 
sary vouehers as to such guns having 
been collected, viz., James Maher, Mon- 
sea, Netiagh, date taken by R.I.C., as 
shown by receipt, 31st August, 1920; 
Vineeut *Power, Summerhill, Nenagh, 
1 gun taken by I.R.A., 14th August, 
1920, 1 gun taken by R.I.C., 2nd Sep- 
teml>er, 1920; Thornas Mackey, Dublin 
Road, Nenagh, 2 guns surrendered by 
him to l.R.A. on 14th August, 1920; 
John l)elaney, Ballylisheen, Rilleen, 
Nenagh, 1 gun surrendercd to R.I.C., 
9th September, 1920; Philip Gleeson, 
Clonolea, Toomevara, Nenagh, 1 gun 
taken up by R.I.C., Toomevara. 

MINISTER for DEFENCE (General 

Mulcahy): Guns takcn up by thc late 
R.I.C., and those commandeered by the 
I.R.A., so far as they can be traced, are 
being returned to owners licensed to 
hold them. In the eases of the persons 
mentioned, efforts have been made to 
find thcir guns, but up to the present 
without success. These efforts are, how- 
ever, being continucd, and the results 
will be communicated as soon as 
possible. 

Mr. MORRISSEY: Will the Minister 
say if it is the intention of the Govern- 
ment to eompensate people from whom 
guns were taken, and which cannot 
now be traced or found? 

General MULCAHY: I should like 
the Deputy to put down a question with 
regard to that, because there are diffe- 
rent classes of “ takings. ,> 

Mr. DAVIN: Will the Minister say 
that in any cases where it can be 
proved that the guns were taken by 
officers or members of the Republican 
Army on the authority of that body, 
there will be compensation in such 
cases where guns cannot now be found 
and returned to the owners? 

General MULCAHY: Perhaps the 
question Deputy Morrissey will put 
down will cover that point. 
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PURCHASE OF MILITARY STORES 

FROM BRITISH AUTHORITIES. 

LIAM 0 DAIMHIN asked the Minis- 
ter for Defence whether he is aware 
that previ’ous to the evacuation of the 
British Army from Portlaoighise Bar- 
raeks, Leix, Messrs. Gaze ánd Jessop, 
auctioneers, purchased a considerable 
quantity of stores and other property, 
for whieh thcy paid the British Army 
authorities; whether it is correct to 
state that all such property was taken 
over by officcrs of the National Army 
on condition that Messrs. Gaze and 
Jessop would be fully compensated for 
same; whether he has received repeated 
claims for £1,045 3s. Od. covering the 
value of such commandeered property, 
and if hc can now state definiteiy when 
he will be in a position to pay tlie 
amount due in this case. 

General MULCAHY: Messrs. Gaze 
and Jessop purchased a quantity of 
stores from the British Authorities for 
a total sum of £600. It appears that 
only a small portion of these stores 
were taken over by the Army. The 
amount of the claim made by the firm 
is, however, far in excess of the sum 
paid for the whole of the stores. More- 
over, the firm cannot produce a receipt 
for the articles alleged to have been 
handed over to the Army. Correspon- 
dence is in progress with the firm in 
the matter, and it is hoped to settle the 
case at an early dat^. 

Mr. DAVIN: Is it correct to state 
that an agreement has been arrived at 
on behalf of the Army Authorities and 
Messrs. Gaze and Jessop for compensa- 
tion to be paid on a basis of 
£776 7s. Od.; and, if so, wiil he see, if 
such agreement has been arrived at, 
that such amount should be paid at an 
early date. 

Oeneral MULCAHY : I am not aware 
that such agreement has been made, 
but I will have inquiries made. 

MOTOR COLLISION IN LEIX. 

LIAM 0 DAIMHIN asked the Minister 
for Defence if he has received a report 
from the Military Authorities, Temple- 
more, in connection with a collision 
which took place at Cappalinnan, Rath- 4 
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downey, Leix, between a military lorry 
and an armoured car proceeding from 
Templemore to Rathdowney, on 
January llth, 1923, and two cars be- 
longing to Mrs. Bridget Ringwood and 
Mr. Robert Barton, in which the cars 
owned by the latter were damaged 
beyond repair, and a horse seriously in- 
jured (since died); whether the mili- 
tary lorry and armoured car were tra- 
i velling at a speed of 20 miles per hour 
| without lights, and whether he has re- 
' ceived several applications for compen- 
j sation from Mrs. Ringwood for £15, 
j and from Mr. Barton for £17, and if he 
j can now state the decision of the 
j Ministry in connection with this case. 

i General MULCAHY : I have received 
i a report in which it is stated that the 
j persons mentioued were driving in one 
| car, and lcading thc horse attached to 
i the second car, which at the time of 
the aceident, was on the centre of the 
road, both cars being without lights. 
The armourcd car, in trying to pass the 
second car, struck it with its mud- 
guard. The horse became frightened, 
juinped into a ditch, and as a result 
both cars were somewhat damaged. In 
all the circumstances, I am not pre- 
pared to approve of any payment being 
made by way of compensation. In 
any case no legal liability lies against 
the military authorities. 

Mr. DAVIN: Is the Minister aware 
that an affidavit has been made by the 
parties to whom this damage has been 
done, which disputes the statement 
made by him in answer to the question, 
and would he cause another Inquiry to 
be made in view of the charges made in 
this case? 

General MULCAHY: I am not aware 
of the facts stated by the Deputy, but 
I I will take note of them and have the 
I matter gone into. 

f 

CO. CORK PRISONERS. 

TADHG 0 MURCHADHA asked the 
Minister for Defence whether he is in a 
position to order the release of William 
O'Brien, Derrigna, Ballineen, Co. Cork, 
interned in Harepark Camp; Jóseph 
Turner, Chapel Hill, Macroom, who is 
presently confined to hospital, and Seán 
Driscoll, of Ballydehob, Co. Cork, also 


7 March, 1924. 
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interned in Harepark Camp, and, 
further, whether he wiH order the re- 
lease of John Doyle, Rilnore, Bandon, 
Co. Cork. 

General MULCAHY: It is proposed 
to continue thc detention of William 
O’Brien and John Doyle. The case of 
Joseph Turner is undcr consideration. 
Seán O’Driscoll has been sentenced by 
a Military Tribunal to three years J 
penal servitude. 

A SFOBTING GUN. 

Mr. A. BYRNE (for Major Bryan 
Cooper) asked the Minister for Defence 
whether several requests have been re- 
ceived from Captain E. 6. Woods, of 
Milverton Hall, Skerries, for the return 
of a sporting gun deposited with the 
British Military Authorities at Island ( 
Bridge Barracks; whether there is any i 
difficulty in identifying the gun, and 
whether Captain Woods will be allowed 
to inspect the guns at Island Bridge to 
assist in identification. 

General MULCAHY : Captain Woods 
has requested the return of a gun made 
by Holland and Holland. It has not 
yet been possible to traee such a gun 
having been registered in Captain 
Woods name. Ilowever, further in- 
quiries are being made, and an early 
communication will be made in the 
matter. 

DUNDALK SHOOTING. 

LIAM 0 DAIMHIN asked the Minis- 
ter for Defence whether he is prepared 
to grant compensation or ex gratia 
payment of any kind to Mr. Neil J. 
Treanor, who was shot and per- 
manently injured on September 22nd, 
1922, in Dundalk, by Thomas Carroll, 
an' Intelligence Officer in the National 1 
Army; if he will say what the finding of 
the Military Inquiry into the incident, ! 
which was held on the 3rd January, I 
1923; or ii he can in any way assist Mr. 
Treanor to recover the damages of 
£1,500 awarded against Carj'oll by a 
Dublin SherifFs Jury on Septcmber 
4th, 1923. 

General MULC^HY : The question of ! 
compensating Mr.. Treanor has been I 
sympathetically considered, but I re- * 


gret that it is not practicable to make 
any payment to him out of public 

funds. 

The Court of Inquiry held to investi- 
gate the incident, found that the bullet 
which struck Mr. Treanor was accident- 
ally discharged by Lieutenant CarroU, 
and that Lieutenant Carroll was guilty 
I of gross negligence in carrying his re- 
! volver cocked in his pocket. 

I Lieittenant Carroirs military service 
Í was terminated on the 15th Optober 
t last. In the circumstances, it is not 
| feasible to assist Mr. Treanor to recover 
| damages. 

Mr. DAVIN: Arising out of that 
answer, I would like to ask the Minister 
if he has seen the report of the trial 
and the findings by a Dublin Jury, and 
if so, are they not in contradiction to 
the statements.he has now made to tlie 
effeet that the bullet was aceidentally 
discharged? 

General MULCAHY: I have seen llie 
findings of the Dublin Jury and thc re- 
port of the case. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Is it to be f aken that 
an officer going into a publie house is 
by that fact deemed to be not on duty? 

General MULCAHY: Not necessarily 
by that fact. Ile was not on duty at 
the time he went into the public house. 

Mr. DAVIN: Is it not a fact that 
Carroll Avas an Intelligcnce Officer, and 
by reason of that fact can be on duty 
any where ? 

Mr. JOHNSON: Is it a fact that he 
! is not on duty when acting illegally, 
i and that he is on duty when acting 
legally ? 

General MULCAHY: Not neces- 

sarily. 


WRITTEN ANSWERS. 

UNEMPLOYMENT BENEFIT 
CLAIM. 

SEAN BUITLEIR asked the Minis- 

t(*r for Industry and Commerce if he 
will statc what are the reasons for dis- 
allowing Unemployment Benefit to 
Michael Goulding, No. 19 New Lane, 
Waterford, and, further, whether he 
will reconsider his decision in this case. 
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MINISTER ' for INDUSTRY and 
GOMMERCE (Mr. J. McGrath): 

Michael Goulding claimed Unemploy- 
ment Benefit at the Waterford Employ- 
ment Exchange on thc 21st January 
last. Reference to his account with 
the Unemployment Fund showed that 
the only contributions paid for him 
were as foliows:— 

3 in the 1920-21 Insuranee Year. 

4 in the 1921-22 Insurance Year. 

None in the 1922-23 Insurance Year. 

9 in the 1923-24 Insurance Year. 

As, therefore, no eontributions had 
bcen paid for him in the 1922-23 In- 
surance Year, he was disqualified for 
the reeeipt of Unemployni(*nt Benefit 
by sub-section 4 of Seetion 8 of thc 
Act. of 1920. Ile is not entitled to the 
eontributions payable under Seetion 7 
«f thc Aet of 1923 for men who have 
sorved in the Army, because less than 
10 contributions had been paid for him 
prior to the date of his enlistment in 
the National Army. It is regretted, 
therefore, that his claim eould not be 
allowed. The disqualifieation lasts 
until 12 eontributions have been paid 
for him, cxclusive of those paid up to 
the end oí the 1921-22 Insuranee Year. 

INCOME AND CORPORATION 
PROFITS TAX. 

AILFRID 0 RATHAILE asked the 
Minister for Finance if he is aware 

(1) that distraints are being widelv 
enforced for the non-payment of ar- 
rears of Income Tax, Corporation Pro- 
fits Tax, and Excess Profits Duty, sueh 
arrears relating ten years prior to the 
financial year 3922/^23; (2) that first I 
and additional assessments are now r 
being made in respect of Income Tax 
and Corporation Profits Tax for years 
prior to 1922/'23, and for Excess Pro- 
fits Duty for years prior to 1920; and 
that Inspectors of Taxes and the 
various Collectors are not alone press- 
ing for the payment of these arrears | 
so assessed, but are also asking for the 
infliction of penalties by the Appeal 
Commissioners by reason of the tax- 
payers' delay in disclosing sources of 
income to the British'Government dur- 
ing the years to which these now made 
first and additional assessments apply; 


| if he will state under what legal autho- 
rity arrears are collectable; if these 
arrears are to be aecounted for or paid 
over to England when eolleeted or 
otherwise; if these arrears when col- 
lected are to become the absolute pro* 
perty of the Free State Exchequer 
without set-off, aecounting or paymcnt 
of their amount, either now r or at any 
future time to England under the 
! Treatv Article 74, or otherwise. 

MINISTER for FINANCE (Mr. E. 
Blythe): 

(1) 1 am aware that distraints for 
» arrears of Incomc Tax are being widely 

enforeed. While no eases involving 
! ('Orporation Proíits Tax, Exeess Profits 
Duty or Income Tax covering so great 
a period as ten ycars prior to the finan- 
cial year 1922-23 have eome to my 
notiee, the powers of reeovery must be 
j used without regard to the period 
, covered l>y the arrears. 

(2) Regarding the assessments re- 
ferred* to in the question, these will con- 
tinuc to be made where the circum- 
stanees require and permit of such as- 
sossments being legally made. On the 
(juestion of penalties, the attitude of 
the Revenue Commissioners has becn 

= fullv set out in the notiees wdiich ap- 
: peared in Irish new T spapers on tlie 2nd 
i August, 1923, and tow r ards the end of 
! Oetober, 1923. Where taxpayers have 
i assisted the Rcvenue Commissioners by 
voluntary disclosure, w T itliin a reason- 
able time, of sources of ineome pre- 
viously undisclosed, the Commissioners 
are prepared to w r aive the penalties. 
Whcre disclosure is not voluntary the 
Commissioners cannot grant the same 
consideration as in the case of a volun- 
tary disclosure. 

(3) The legal authority for collect- 
ing arrears is contained in Section 1, 
sub-sections (1) and (2) of the Irish 
Free State Agreement Act, 1922, para- 
graph 2 (ii) of the Order in Council, 
dated Ist April, 1922, and the Irish 
Free State Constitution Act, 1922 
(Clause 80 of the Constitution). 

(4) The answ^er to this is in the nega- 
tive. 

(5) The arrears become the absolute 
property of the Saorstát Exchequeij. 
The reference to Arficle 74 of the 
Treaty is not undcrstood, but the ques- 
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tion of a set-oíf of the arrears does not 
arise. 

ARMS SEIZED (QUESTION OF 
COMPENSATION). 

LIAM 0 DAIMHIN asked the Mini- 
ster for Defence if lic has receivcd an 
application from Edward Davin, Clon- 
meen, Errill, BalIybrophy, Leix, for rc- 
turn or compensation for loss of a gun 
(value £15). takcn from hirn by mcm- 
bers of the Irish Rcpublican Army in 
February, 1920; if he is in a position 
to trace it, aiul if he will return it or 
compensate the owner for loss of sarne. 

General MULCAHY : Mr. Davin’s ap- 
plieation has been received. It has not 
yet been possible to trace his gun, but 
further efforts to find it are bcing made. í 
The general (|uestion as to a clairn of j 
the kind for compensation has yct to J 
get eonsideration, | 

BICYCLE SEIZED. | 

LIAM 0 DAIMHIN asked the Minis- 
ter for Defence if he is aware that a 
Raleigh bicycle (value £12 lOs.) was 
taken from Joseph Kelly, Ballinakill, 
Leix, by members of the National Army 
stationed at Abbeyleix, on July 6th, 
1922; whether he has received repeated 
applications from the owner for the 
return of the machine, or compensation 
for loss of same, and if he can now 
state the deeision of the Ministry 5n 
connection Avith this claim. 

General MULCAHY : Applications 
have been received from Mr. Kelly. 
The matter is now undcr local investi- 
gation, and an early deeision will be 
given. 

CLAIM FOR PLUMBING AND GAS- 
FITTING (PORTLAOIGHISE.) 

LIAM 0 DAIMHIN asked the Minis- 
ter for Defence if he has received 
several applications from Patrick 
Cavanagh, Borris Road, Portlaoighise, 
Leix, for payment of an amount of £43 
4s., representing eharges for plumbing 
and gasfitting work done at Military 
Barracljs between February lst, 1923, 
and June 2nd, 1923, and if he can state 
when he will bqgin á position to pay this 
amount, which is so long overdue. 


General MULCAHY : A claim for £43 
6s. was recently received at Head- 
quarters. Mr. Cavanagh has been re- 
quested to furnish certain details. On 
their receipt thc claim will be settled as 
quickly as possible. 

LEIX ACCOUNTS. 

LIAM 0 DAIMHIN asked the Mini- 
ster for Defence if he lias received re- 
peated applications from Patrick Gor- 
man, bootrnaker, Chapel Strect, Rath- 
downey, Leix, for payment of an ac- 
count of £2 lOs. 6d., representing 
charges for work donc for mcmbers of 
tlie National Army stationed at the 
Bank, Rathdowney, in June, 1922, and 
if he will cxpcdite paymcnt of the 
aniount duc. 

General MULCAHY : No claim has 
beeu received at Headquarters from 
Mr. Gorman. Enquiries are uow, how- 
cvcr, being madc with a view to early 
scttlemcnt of any outstanding account. 

LIAM 0 DAIMHIN asked thc Mini- 
ster for Defence if lie has rcccived sevc- 
ral applications froni Jarnes Ryan, The 
Square, Rathdowney, Leix, for payment 
of an amount of £21 5s. 10d., represent- 
ing cliarges for goods supplied to the 
local garrison of the National Army 
over twelve months ago, and if he can 
now state when he will be in a position 
to pay the amount due. 

General MULCAHY : Of thc amount 
of £21 5s. lOd rcferred to, a cheque for 
£1 lls. 6d. was issued on the 18th Octo- 
bcr last, but on inquiry it is found that 
thc eheque was not presented to the 
Bank. This cheque is being cancclled, 
and, pending investigation, a cheque 
for the balancc of the account was 
issucd yesterday. 

DEPENDENTS’ ALLOWANCES. 

LIAM 0 DAIMHIN asked the Minis- 
tcr for Defence if he has received an 
application for dependents , allowance 
on behalf of Volunteer A. Holohan. 
Stradbally, Leix, who attestcd 20th 
April, 1922, and if hc can now state 
when it is proposed to give a decision 

| in his case. 

í 

1 General MULCAHY: An application 
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for dependents 1 allowance in respect of 
Private Holohan has been received. 
Mrs. Ilolohan was notified on. 15th 
November, 1922, that her claim had 
been disallowed. It was rejected on the 
ground that the amount normally con- 
tributed by her son to his home over and 
above the cost of his own maintenance 
therein for a reasonable period prior to 
enlistment was less than the minimum 
required by the regulations, 12s. per 
week, before an allowanee might bc 
issued. 

SEAN BUITLEIR asked the Minis- 
ter for Defence if he is aware that two 
weeks’ dependents’ allowance. ainount- 
ing to £5 12s., due to Murgaret Hen- 
nessey, 25 Smith’s Lane, Waterford, 
on November 24th, 1923, is not yet 
paid, and whcther instructions will be 
given to expedite payment of this 
amount. 

General MULCAHY: A cheque for 
the amount was sent to Mrs. Hennessy 
on the Ist instant. 

DOMHNALL 0 MUIRGHEASA 

asked the Minister for Defenee if he 
is aware that a sum of three pounds. 
balance of depcndents , allowanee, is 
due to Mrs. Mary O'Brien, Claim No. 
13226, Grace’s Street, Nenagh, and if 
he will arrange to have this amount 
paid. 

General MULCAHY : I am not aware 
that any money is due to Mrs. O'Brien 
in respect of dependents > allowanee. 

LIAM 0 DAIMHIN asked the Minis- 
ter for Defence if he has reeeived 
seVeral applieations for dependents > 
allowance on behalf of Edward Flana- 
gan (4698), Raheen, Clara, Oífalv, who 
joined the National Army in April, 
1923, and is now serving at the Cur- 
ragh, and if he can state when a deei- 
sion will be given in this case. 

General MULCAHY : An application 
was received from Mrs. Flanagan on 
the 17th December, 1923. She was in- 
formed on the 15th February, 1924, 
that the elaim had been disallowed. It 
was rejected after due investigation on 
the ground that. the amount normally 


contributed by her son to his home over 
and above the cost of his own mainten- 
ance therein for a reasonable period 
prior to enlistment, was less than the 
minimum required by the regulations, 
12s. per week, before an allowance 
might be issued. 

GUN TAKEN. 

LIAM 0 DAIMHIN asked the Minis- 
ter for Defence if he has received rc- 
peated applications fróm J. Colgan, 
Stradbally, Leix, for return of a gun 
(value £25) taken from him by mem- 
bers of the Irish Republican Army at 
Stradbally, on December 26th' 1921, 
and if he is now in a position to trace 
and return the gun to its owner, or 
compensate him for loss of same. 

\ General MULCAHY : Mr. Colgan’s 
applications have been received. It 
has not yet been possiblc to trace his 
gun, but further eíforts to find it are 
being made. The general question as 
to whether a elaim of this kind for com- 
pensation has yet to get consideration. 

AN OFFALY ARREST. 

LIAM 0 DAIMHIN asked the Minis- 
ter for Defence whether he is aware 
that. William Pigott, 11 Davitt Street, 
Tullamore, Offaly, was arrested in 
August, 1922, and is still detained at 
Hut No. 1, Camp No. 2, Tintown, and if 
he is prepared to order the release of 
this prisoncr, or state the reasons w T hy 
he is bcing detained. 

General MULCAHY : It is intended 
at present to continuc the detention of 
Mr. Pigott for considerations of public 
safety. 

QUESTION ON THE ADJOURN- 
MENT. 

Mr. CONNOR HOGAN: I beg to give 
notice that, on tlic motion for the ad- 
journment, I will raisc the question of 
the deprivation of Mr. Lynch, Querrin, 
Lisdecn, Co. Clare, of the old age pen- 
sion, aftcr fifteen years J enjoyment of 
it, as raised in quostion 4 put to the 
Minister for Loeal Government to-day~ 
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HOUSINO (BUILDINO FACILITIES) 
BILL, 1924—BECOMMITTED. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : New 

amendments are tabled in connection 
with this Bill, and it seems that it will 
be necessary to reeommit the Bill for 
the consideration of these amcndments. 
. Ordqrcd that the amendments be con- 
sidered in Committee. 

Mr. DUGGAN: I move:— 

In Scction 8 (1), page 5, line 17, to 
add at the cnd of the sub-section the 
following words— 

“ and may at any timc and from time 
to time by order continue, vary or re- 
voke all or any prices or amounts 
prescribed by him or on appeal from 
him under this Section. M 

The effect of the amendment is that if 
an enquiry has bcen held and the price 
of material has been lixed by the Mini- 
ster or by the Appeal Tribunal, on ap- 
peal from him, the Minister can, at any 
time, increase or diminish the price so 
fixed as circumstances of the trade re- 
quire. An order of the Minister alter- 
ing thc price under tlie amendment can 
be appealed against under sub-Scction 
(2) of the Section, so that if the Mini- 
ster is given power to vary the price 
fixed by the Appeal Tribunal there is 
still an appeal from his decision. 

Mr. GOOD : I am afraid this proposal 
is but a further example of what seve- 
ral people have objected to recently 
under the heading of “ hasty legisla- 
tion. M It would appear now from this 
proposal that this Bill has not had the 
consideration that its importance de- 
served, and it has been shown that this 
particular clause to which considerable 
exception was taken in Committee was 
of a much more far-rcaching character 
than the framers of the Bill had antici- 
pated. I thinlc one of the lcssons to be 
learned from the tirrie that has been 
spent on this Bill is that before these 
Bills come before the Dáil tliey ought 
to receive more consideration than cer- 
tainly this Bill, and some other Bills 
that we have had before us, received. 
Deputy Cooper complained very justly 
a little while ago that the Bill then 
under consideration was the worst, 
from the point of view of draftsman- 
ship that he, in his soraewhat lengthy 


experience of Parliamentary work, 
had come in contact with. My 
experience of Parliamentary work is ex- 
ceedingly brief, but I am quite satisfied 
tliat this Bill is one of the worst ex- 
amples of draftsmanship that certainly 
has come before this House. I thinfe 
the amendment that is now put forward 
makes that point particularly clear. As 
an old writer puts it, “He goes furthest 
who fenows not whither he goest . 99 This 
proposal, I am afraíd, will not add very 
much to making this Bill of the work- 
able character that some of us would 
dcsire. 

If I were to attempt to put forward 
the proposition that a Circuit Judge 
could review, alter, or revoke a deci- 
sion that had bccn made by the Court 
of Appeal, I am quite sure that the 
Attorney-General and those associated 
i with him would rise in righteous anger 
í and would tctl me that that was rank 
I heresy, that the principle I attempted 
i to set aside thereby vras an old and 
• recognised principle in law, possibly 
j established as far baek as Magna 
I Charta, and that it would be exceed- 
i ingly unfair and unwise to attempt to 
alter that well-known prineiple and the 
practiee that had been establishcd by 
it. Yet that, in substance, is exactly 
what this amendment proposes. May I 
point out exactly the position as we find 
it under this Bill, so that the members 
of thc Ilouse may clearly understand 
this amendment and its effect. Under 
Clausc 8 the Minister takes power to 
fíx the prices of building materials. If 
the aggrieved party íinds fault with 
that deeision of thc Minister he has 
the right under Clause 10 to have his 
case considercd by a Court of Appeal. 
Clause 10 reads as follows:— 

(1) Whenevcr a right of appeal 
from an order of the Minister is 
given by this Act, the appeal shall, 
subject to prescribed rules of proce- 
dure, be made to a standing tribunal 
of appeal consisting of three persons 
to be appointed by the President of 
the Executive Council, and such tri- 
bunal shall have power to confirm or 
to annul the order appealed against, 
or to make such other order in the 
matter as the Minister could have 
made under thi’s Act, and the deci- 
sion of the tribunal of appeal in the 
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matter shall bc final and not subject 
to appeal or to review by any court. 

(2) Where any appeal to which 
this section applics is not finally de- 
termined within fourteen days after 
the date on which notice of appeal 
was given, the operation of the order 
appealed against shall be suspended 
as from the expiration of the said 
fourteen days until the appeal has 
been finally determined. 

It was pointed out that that (*lause 
was absolutely unworkablc. As cvcry 
member in this IIousc knows, buildinj? 
commodities, like many other commo- 
dities, are subject to fluctuation in 
price from time to time. As coTiditions 
alter the prices vary. It was pointed 
out that under this decision of this 
Court of Appeal there was no power 
to alter the price of a commodity once 
that price had been fixed by that Court 
of Appeal, so that if the price of that 
commodity happened to fall that par- 
ticular pcrson or merchant was pre 
cluded from altering his price. His 
price was fixed by the Court of Appeal. 
There was no power to alter it; if the 
price happened to rise he had no power 
to alter it. So that really what thU 
proposal meant in substanee was that 
it put that particular firm or that par- 
ticular individual out of business, 
because it precluded them from deal- 
ing in that commodity. When that was 
pointed out, the President undertook 
to consider the matter, and the result 
of the consideration is this proposal. 
Now, what is the proposal? 

“ That the Minister may at any 
time and from time to time by Ordcr 
continue, vary, or revoke all or any 
prices oy amounts prescribed by him 
or on appeal from him under this 
Section. M 

In other words, notwithstandiní? 
the fact that the Court of Appeal 
has power to fix, power to re- 
consider, and. after reconsiderinj?, 
to aiter, the Minister’s proposal and to 
fix a certain rate, the Minister can, if 
this clause is passed, on the following 
day revoke the decision of the Court 
of Appeal and reinstate his own deci- 
sion. Now, gentlemen, I ask you what 
is the use of such a clause as that? 
Tou fix under the Bill a Court of Ap- 
Vol. 6. ’ 


peal from the decision of the Minister. 
The following day the Minister can re- 
voke thc decision of the Court of Ap- 
peal, and has power under this pro- 
posal to reinstate his own deeision. 
Gentlemen, such a proposal is childish, 
absolutcly childish. What is the use 
of putting in a clause establishin^ a 
Court of Appeal, and thcn putting in a 
sub-clausc doing away with the effect of 
the Court of Appeal. Would not it be 
bcttcr to do away with the Court of 
Appeal altogether and leave the matter 
in the Minister’s hands, as this proposal 
now loaves it? So I say again, gentle- 
men, as I said before, legislation of this 
kind is exceedingly unwise, and who- 
ever framed this Bill originally ought 
to be put in a glass case and kept there. 

The PRESIDENT : In answer to De- 
puty Good, I have got. to say that the 
parallel between this Court of Appeal 
from a deeision of the Minister and the 
Minister’s subsequent reviewing of the 
decision of the Court of Appeal, with a 
matter which eomes before a Court and 
is dccided by a Court, is not a íair • 
parallel. It was never intended to be 
on parallel lines. In order to explain 
the matter, let us take any item pleas- 
ing to Deputies. Let us take, for ex- 
ample, bricks. Suppose brieks cost £1 
to-day and the Minister says the price 
should be 19s. 6d. That case comes be- 
fore this Appeal Board and the Appéal 
Board, having heard thc arguments, de- 
cides that the price should be restored 
to £1. In a week’s time a huge quan- 
tity of bricks comes on to the market 
and the persons engaged in that parti- 
cular trade, being satisfied that £1 is too 
dear, it is open to the Minister, in the 
special circumstances of the case, to re- 
view the decision, having regard to the 
altered conditions. The aítered cir- 

cumstances might be many. They 
might be a reduction in wages, they 
might be a reduction in transit, they 
might be a reduction in the cost of 
matcrials necessary in the manufacture 
of bricks; a different set of circum- 
stances would therefore exist a week, a 
fortnight, three weeks or a month after 
the decision of the Court of Appeal. It 
is under these conditions that the 

Minister would so review and so alter 
the price that had been fixed by the 
Court of Appeal. Even then, if the 

* .. n 
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Uu' ('asc that l)oputy Good wislios that 


(HniUilntj Facilities) 

| The President.] 

briek nianufaetuvers or others thou^ht 
the Minister had nol fixed a tair priee, 
they eould ag’ain eome hefore the Court 
of Appeal and have thc ease reviewed, 
and it* the Minister’s deeision was not 
correet another priee eould he fixed. 

J do not think tluM*(‘ is a likelihood of 
eontinual change of ])riees made hy the 
Minister. hut this partieular amendment 
is pí’o])os(‘d in ord(*r to meet an infir- 
mitv in tlu* Mill whieh l)<»puty Good had 
diseovered. The real ohjeetiou of í)e- 
puty Good is not to this amendment, | 
lmt to tlu* prineiple that is involved, j 
and whieh is m(»t and eovered hv this i 
aim*ndment. On more than on<* oeea- ! 
sion l have stated that we aro not oon- ! 
eeriu’d with the partieular vested j 
int(M*(*sts of any persons in this industry | 
—ueither witli lahour as sueli, nor witli 
1h<» emplovin.u huild(*rs as su<*h, nor ! 
with the persons who s<*ll huildin^ j 
materials. Wi* an» eoneerned with see- j 
in i>; one thin«>* whieh is fairlv ohvious to I 
cv<»ryh()dy—that hetween those three ! 
parties there is a vcrv considerahle j 
hlistei* ]>ut on tlu* l>aeks of tlu* peoplc 
who ar<» supportin«r this Stat(*, and 
whose money is nceessary in order to 
keep eaeh one of thosc* in their prc»scnt 
V(*sted posilion. We nre not concerned 
with (h‘alin<i* with- 

Mr. GOOD: Primn fuc'u cvidcncc is 
th!•<*(» insti*ad of with oiie? 

The PRESIDENT: So far as that is 
eoneeiMicd, w(» are takin”* tliis opportu- 
nitv of dealin<4‘ with one, and if Deputy 
Good will take the opportunity of advis- 
in<i* ns as to how wc should deal with 
the other two, wo are open to r<*eeive his 
.Mií>*«>*esti()ns. The Bill has heen bcforc 
us a lon«* tiine, and, frotn the anglc of 
l)cputy Good, nothinf? has eome hut the 
(MÚtieism tliat tliis is an attaek on one 
seetion. It is not. I have appealed to 
the olher two sections. I liav(* itnplored 
them to see tliis mattor from the point 
of view of tjie eitizen, and not of the 
person involved in any of the three ser- 
viees conneeted Avith the question of 
housing. It may be possihle—I thinl: 

5t is possiblc—that the employers in 
certain cascs will mako an effort to 
make this appeal a suceess. T helieve 
and hopc that the same consideration 
will be given by emplov^cs. Dut is it 


I sliould say to the employers: “ Un- 
less you take only 4 p<»r cent. proíit on 
your partieular line ” aiul say to 
Labour, Unless you will af?rce eithcr 
to r(»duec vour wages oi* inerease your 
output —wo are not f»*oinf>* to allow 
any huildinf»* whatcvcr to f»o on in the 
country. 1 havc cxplaincd, moro than 
j onee, tliat it is not by finding fault or 
eriticisinj? whatever proposals are put 
up, hnt. by puttiuf»* up better proposals, 
that thc (piestion will bc advanc(»d. Is 
it th(» casc that p(*rsons (*nf»*af»ed in the 
sale of huildinf» materials have not 
made V(*ry eonsiderable protits out of 
sm*li sales? If it he d(*nied, those 
peoph* vvill not, he hampered and their 
hitsiii(*ss will not he intei*f(*i*(»d witli hv 
lliis ])i*oposal. Lt is in casi»s \vh(»rc thcrc 
is or wlioro tliere are 

Mr. GOOD: Prima faeie evidcncc is 
not neccssary undcr this I >ill. If it 
wcr(», it wQiild jmt a diffcrcnt coni- 
plexion upon it. 

The PRESIDENT: Sujiposinf»* it l)e 
not necessary, any partieular limitation 
that is put on proíits in this Mill is a 
uoccssary limitatiou in the eircum- 
stanc(»s. If the ease can ln* put tliat the 
prcsent profits are sueh that no limita- 
tiou of them should he imposed hy 
either the Ministcr or an Appeal Board, 
I am satisficd tliat no sueh limitation 
will bc imposed. Wc are cndcavouring 
to d(»al with profiteerin^* here in one 
particular servicc, and only onc. I 
liavc made some inquiries recently 
ahout thc lahour end of housinf»*. Those 
inquiries have not diselosed thc fact. 
that th(»re is such a shorta<»*o of output 
as í had bcon led to believe. I do not 
mean to say that in cvery case where 
huildinf»* lias »*one on there has hecn a 
gcncrous output. Therc has not. There 
have been individual cases in whieh the 
output lias not, l>y any means, been a 
credit to Ijahou?*, as such. I do not be- 
lieve t.hat the Dcputies opposite would 
subscribe to anv such limitations. 

AN OEANN COMHAIRLE: You are 

going very far away from this amend- 
ment now. 

The PRESIDENT: I would not go 
so far only that Deputy Good inter- 
jeetcd- 
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Mr. CORISH: You are doiiig splen- 
didly, Mr. Prcsidcnt. 

The PRESIDENT : i )eputy Good 
thinks that when wc are only dealing 
with one of the Ihree parties to this 
measuro it is unfair. [ would say it is 
unfair to the draftsman to hlame him 
for thc method in whieh he gavc ex- 
pression to my interprctation of what 
was required. I ccrtainly gave him a 
vcry difficult task to interpret. He has 
interpretcd it to my satisfaotion. The 
lanftuage may, perhaps, lack somc of 
thc eleganeies that a Bill mij»ht liave, 
but if it aehieves its purpose l am satis- 
íied with it. I will put up with any 
infirmities. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I think the objee- 
tion is that this amcndment does not 
achieve l)cputy (lood’s purpose and is 
uuneeessary. 1 would suggest that 
I)eputy Duf»«an would not prt‘ss this 
ainendment. Nobody wants it. It is 
umiecessary, and may cause confusion. 

I do think Deputy Good has made a 
hit—a very palpable hit. The Section 
would read : “ The Minister may at any 
time, if lie thinks fit, order a loeal 
inquiry into the cost of building 
materials. Thc Ministcr may, by Ordcr, 
prescribc thc maximum amount of the 
wholesale or retail price which may be 
chargcd for suc.h materials. ,, Then thc 
amendment reads: And may &t. any 
time, and from time to time, by Order, 
continue, vary, or rcvokc all or any 
priees or amounts preseribed by him 
or on appeal from him under this Sec- 
tion.” The game of shuttlecodc and 
battledorc Deputy Good visages should 
not be possible. But it is possible, and 
it will be possible, if this amcndment 
is carried. 

The Minister already has power to 
make a variation of thq cost, and may 
prescribe thc maximum amount at any 
time before hc makes the first order 
under the inquiry, or aftcr he makes 
thc first order. TIc may at any time 
prescribe the maximum amount to be 
charged once the inquiry may be held. 
And that order may be appealed 
against. But undcr the amendment, as 
Deputy Good rightly points out, after 
having had the appeal decided against 
him. he may, under the powers pro- 
posed to be given. vary the order of 


the Appcal Court and makc a new 
maximum, irrespectivc of what thc Ap- 
peal ('ourt declared should be the 
maximum. That is bad, I think, and 
it is unnecessary. And Deputy Good, 
who askcd for an amendmeut of this 
kind, is not satisfied with the amend- 
mcnt. It. does not achieve his purpose. 
Nobody else wants it. It is not ncces- 
sary íor thc Ministcr's purpose. 1 
suggest that Deputy Duggan should 
withdraw thc ameudment. 

Mr. CORISH : [ am not satisfied that 
the see-saw mcthods which appear to be 
prcvalcnt in this amendment will serve 
the ultimate objcct that thc Minister 
has in view. I do not think that any- 
body will deny that thcre is a ring in 
existence. Deputy Hewat stated on 
the Second Reading of the Bill that 
there was no evidence of any ring 
amongst the providers of building 
materials, and that there was no reason 
for control of prices. 

Mr. HEWAT : I said there was a vcry 
definite ring amongst labour. 

Mr. CORISH: The unfortunate thing 
at the moment is that tliere is control 
of prices. The ring has control of 
priccs in their own particular intercsts, 
and again I eongratulate the Govern- 
ment upon bringing in this c.lausc in 
their Bill, evcn though they did it from 
within the precincts of a glass housc. , 
As 1 said, it is rather unfortunate that 
this amendment appears at this stage. 
beeause I ,think thc amendment that 
Deputy Good would likc would be 
something that the Government would 
bring forward stultifying the whole 
clause. I appeal to the Government to 
stand by that clause, because it has a 
wholesome controlling infiuence on 
people who have formed a ring for the 
control of prices in their own interests. 

Mr. GOOD: During thc time this Bili 
has been undcr consideration, it has 
bcen stated again and again from the 
Labour Ben(*hes that there was pro- 
fiteering in building material. I 
can only say now, as I said before, that 
I have no knowledge of this profiteer- 
ing. I challenged those who make 
those statcments—and they have had 
many opportunitics right through the 
period this Bill has been under con.- 
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sideration—to put forward evidence of 
profiteering. We have arrived at a 
state when no such evidence has been 
produced. In that case I think it is 
unfair, at this stage, in view of that 
challenge, to adhere to the statement 
without bringing forward any proof. 

The President has pointed out, and 
pointed out very properly, that there 
are three different parties concerned in 
this matter of the cost of building 
materials. He has only dealt in this 
Bill with one of them. I hold it is un- 
fair to deal with that one, particularly 
where there is no evidence of any kind, 
not a scintilla of evidence, that therc 
has been any profiteering. I think it is 
unfair to segregate that particular sec- 
tion for legislation, when there is no 
proof of profiteering, and to leave the 
other sections alone. If the Dáil wants 
to deal fairly let it set up an inquiry. 
If, as a result of that inquiry, profiteer- 
ing is found to exist in building 
materials, as far as I am concerned, I 
will withdraw any opposition to a pro- 
posal of this kind, but that Commission 
must- 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : I 

allowed the Deputy to make an allusion 
to this question of profiteering because 
it was raised by Deputy Corish. But 
he is really speaking now on the section 
rather than on the Amendment. We 
•have passed the Section which sets up 
the control. The Amendment is with 
regard to the variation by the Minister 
of orders made by him or on appeal 
from him. It is rather narrow. 

Mr. OOOD: But might I point out 
that certain statements were allowed 
to be made in the course of the 
debate, and surely the other side ought 
to be allowed to refer to them. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: That is 
what I am doing. I allowed the De- 
puty to go as far as saying that he did 
not agree with the other statement, and i 
I allowed the President to go a certain j 
distance. Then I told him he was | 
going too far. We cannot go into a 
discussion on whether or not we were 
right in passing Section 8 unless we had 
a motion to delete it on Report. 

Mr. QOOD: The country wants 
houses, and I think the people are en- 


| titled to know why they cannot get 
j them. As far as I am concemed, I am 
' prepared to give them every assistance. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: I have 

no objection to all this information 
being disseminated in the best possible 
manner, but it is my business to see 
that that is done at a particular time, 
and that the right thing shall now be 
discussed. What we are now discuss- 
ing is a particular amendment, and not 
the general question. 

Mr. A. BYRNE: I do not know 
whether I would be allowed just one 
half a minute to give a short statement 
in regard to what has already taken 
place? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Are you 

now speaking on the amendmentí 

Mr. A. BYRNE: When you hear my 
statement, I think you will agree it 
could be taken in connection with the 
amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Can we not discuss 
this matter again? 

1 AJf CEANN COMHAIRLE: This is 

simply an amendment to a section. 
Later on there will be a motion to the 
effect that the Bill be received for final 
I consideration. When that motion is 
j made the whole Bill will be before us, 
j and anything that concerns it will be in 
j order. It is only a difference of, 
perhaps, half an hour, or at most, two 
or three days. There will be no injus- 
tice done to anybody, and Deputies will 
be allowed to give full vent to their 
opinions when that motion is made. 

Mr. HEWAT : I think you have been 
long suffering over the matter of this 
amendment. I do not propose to tres- 
pass much further by getting out of 
order, but the amendment, I suggest to 
my colleague, Deputy Oood, that was 
put down by Deputy Duggan on behalf 
of the Government, is an amendment 
which has a bearing on the Section. In 
so far as it has a bearing on the Sec- 
tion, it improves the Section. But that 
is only damning it with faint praise, be- 
cause the Section itself is so rotten it 
would take more than the whole force 
of the Executive to put it in anything 
like a decenl shape. It i» the biot on 
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the whole Bill. If I test the Seetion, 
no doubt I will bc called to order, so I 
must really confinc myself to the 
amendment. It is a harmless effort in a 
good cause; that is what I say of it. I 
would be rather inclined to pat Deputy 
Duggan on the back for his efforts in 
the direction of improving ‘the unim- 
provable. The only way to improvc th(' 
Section is to deletc it. 

The PRESIDENT: I am supporting 
this amendment because I have been in- 
formed that once this Ap 

1 o'clocJc. peal Court fixes a price, 
that pi^ice cannot be re- 
voked or altered. ln other words, then; 
would be no appeal from that appeal. 
If the Appeal Court were to fix a pric(‘ 
for three or six months, and circum- 
stances were to alter in thc meantime, 
it is for that purpose this amendment 
is put in, so that the Minister himself 
may alter, revoke and so on. It has 
been put to us there has been no pro- 
fiteering. There is one class of person 
we wish to attract in the operation of 
this Bill, and that pcrson has been al- 
most put out of business. I refer to the 
small builder. I am informed on very 
reliable authority that thc small builder 
suffers a disadvantage in the matter of 
prices as comparcd with the larger buil- 
der. If that be so, and if the Minister 
holds an inquiry, to which I now under- 
stand Deputy Good has no objection, 
and if the small builder makes a case 
for the same pricc for this particular 
housing scheme in which we are all in- 
terested, I think there is some justifica- 
tion, in the event of some innocent 
brother in the confraternity not hear- 
ing of the inquiry, for some effort on 
his part to endeavour to persuade the 
Minister. 

Mr. GOOD: The Président is touch- 
ing dangerous ground again. 

Mr. JOHNSON: If the provision rc- 
mained in the Bill as it stands without 
this amendment, notwithstanding the 
lcgal advice the Minister has received 
that there would be no power to alter 
the decision, thero would, at least, be 
power to order á new local inquiry 
which might take a quarter of an 

houiv- 


Mr. GOOD: And which might take 
three months. 

Mr. JOHNSON: If it is simply a case 
I of an extraordinary rise or fall in the 
price of bricks—and that is the kind of 
new fact which thc Ministcr has in 
mind—thc evidence is palpable, and 
does not require a great deal of in- 
quiry, and that new inquiry would war- 
rant a new order. 

Amendment put and agrecd to. 

Mr. DUGGAN : I beg to move:— 

In page 5, line 33, to add to Sectio i 
8 a new sub-section as follows—(5) 
Neither this section nor any order 
made thereunder shall continue in 
operation after the expiration of 
eightcen months from the passing of 
I this Act. 

When the Bill was previously in 
Committee, there was some question 
raised as to the limit of time there was 
upon its operation. It is desirable to 
have it madc clear that it will not 
operate after eighteen months from the 
passing of the Act. 

Mr. GOOD : This is but another 
evidence of the many ambiguities in 
I this Bill. When this Bill was intro- 
duced it was clearly understood that 
this clause only applied to the matcrial 
in the houses embraced within the Bill. 
Then we were told at a later stage by 
I the Pr.esident that it includes all houses 
and that its operation was limited to 
the period of the Bill. Some of us 
doubted the accuracy of it. While the 
idea was all right, we doubted whether 
the Bill meant that or something else. 
An opinion was obtained, and it was 
shown this particular clause operated 
until it was repealed by a further Bill. 
In view of that decision, the President 
said hc would reconsider the matter, 
and this is the result of that recon- 
sideration. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I note the Deputy 
supports this amendment with a certain 
amount of pleasure. I oppose it with 
equal pleasure, and probably with less 
anticipation of satisfaction. The inten- 
tion appears to be somcthing like this: 
“ We cannot trust (that is to say, £he 
Government cannot trust) the building 
material providers to providc materials 
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at the price for houscs to be built dur- 
ing the period with whicli this Aet 
deals. Houscs which are to be assisted 
in their building by Government grants 
will be made more difficult to build, or 
may be made more diffieult to build, by 
virtuc of the faet that building material 
providers may eoneeivably rush up the 
price. We must put the barrier 
against that possibility. After the Rill 
ceases to operate, then the building 
material providers are free to do what 
tliey like to the public, rob them ad lib, 
and be not subject to any eheek. The 
cheek may be provided during tlie 
period of 18 months, but after that you 
ean go your own way and we, as a lcgis- 
lature, will have nothing to say to 
you . 99 That is the proposal in the 
amendment. 1 wonder is it the inten- 
tion of the Ministry 1o tell the building 
trades that they only ask them to hold 
their hands for 18 months, to soothe the 
savagc beast, so to spealc, and generally 
to go easy for a Jittle time. After that 
they can make any profit they like and 
charge any prices they lilce. Certainly 
that is the message contained in this 
amcndment, and I thinlc the House 
should not accept it. Why do you 
want to limit the operations of this 
Section for 18 months? Ts not the 
object of the Bill that a checlv should 
be placed upon profiteering in building 
materials? Presumably, the Ministry 
havp some definition of tlie term.“ pro- 
fitecring ” in their minds. 1 am wait- 
ing anxious!y to know what that defini- 
tion is ; and by the way, perhaps it will 
come, in the course of a week or two, 
but there is the definition hcre that ex- 
eessive prices may possibly be eharged 
for building materials. Now, if it is 
undesirable to allow excessive prices to 
be charged for building materials I 
under this Bill, surely it is cqually 1 
desirable to prevent excessive prices 
being charged for building materials at 
any time. Why then do you want to 
limit the pcriod of check to 18 months? 
In doing so by a spccific clause or sec- 
tion of this ldnd, you are telling the 
building providers that you are only 
asking them to hold their hand for a 
little while. You are inviting them to 
save up for the rainy day, to be a little í 
patient, and then after 18 months they ! 


can just run riot in regard to prices. 

Now, if one could imagine that tlie 
number of houses comprised within the 
ambit of this Bill was going to remedy 
the evils of housing, or to satisfy the de- 
mand for houses, one could understand 
the Ministry saying, “ Well, we are 
against (íovernment control; we are 
against checking private enterprise; we 
trust the innate good nature of the 
building trade; and we only want to 
give the public a certain amount of con- 
fidence that their money, which is being 
spent in grants under Ihis Bill, will not 
be unduly aiul (lispr()f)ortionately taken 
by the providcrs of building material. M 
1 can understand that. But surely it is 
a bad thing to allow these excessive 
prices to be charged for any houses 
that are re(juired for the next 10 or 15 
years if, ashas been said authoritativelv, 
there are 60,000 houses required in th(‘ 
Saorstát to mect the present shortage. 
You want some check against profiteer 
ing, at Ieast, until these 60,000 houses 
are provided; but by the adoption of 
this ameiulment you are telling the 
trade tliat after 18 months thev may 
charge as they like. You are hinting 
to tliem that the check upon their 
rapacity will not extend beyond the 
period of 18 months. Conscquontly, I 
think tliis amendment should not be 
accepted. You say it may happen that 
within 18 months a new ITill may be 
required; that there will l>e a new í)áil, 
and that Deputy Oood’s party, associ- 
ated with l)eputy (íorey’s party, may 
be in a majority, and then they will 
not be willing to insert a section such 
as Seetion 8. I suggest, therefore, to 
the Ministry that thcy should not ac- 
cept this amendment of Deputy Dug- 
, gan, and that they should, at least, lay 
| the foundation for putting a permanent 
check upon profiteering. 

Mr. GOOD: Whether by labour or 
by anybody else. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Yes, whether by 
labour or by anybody else. 

Mr. GOOD: Very good; I am with 
you. 

Mr. JOHNSON: And when Deputy 
Oood has defined profiteering and 
leaves a reasonable payment for labour 
we shall have something more to say to 
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liirn. li tho Ministry wants to tell thc i 
country that thcy only dosirc to chcck | 
profiteering whilc they are in office, let 
them do so in so many words. If tliey 
do not want to do that, let them stick ! 
to the Scction of the Bill as ori*»inally 
introduccd, or, at least, as it has come ! 
to us in this stago and not'accept tlie 1 
amendment of l)<*puty Duggan. 

Mr. HEWAT: 1 rise to support the 
amendmcnt. The ainendment is another 
instance of where the (íovernment are 
trying to improve a bad proposition. 
8o far as Government money is con- j 
cerned in the building of these houses, j 
they have a case that may appcal to th<* 
gallery, but I do not think it will appeal 
to anybody elsc. But l)eputy Johnson 
wants to make this the foundation of 
future legislation that is going to 
govern prices. I do not think any !)(*- : 
puty in this Ifouse knows liettor than j 
Deputy Johnson that hc is t.ryinp: to do , 
th(* inipossible, that is. 1o lay the founda- ! 
tions for an impossible Iniildim? thaf j 
would come smashing down about his 
hcad before he kncw wherc he was. lt. 
would not be the master builders who 
would build on that foundation, but 
rathcr, 1 think, irresponsible politi- 
cians. When T was a little bit younger 
in the ways of this House than I am 
to-day, I saw that a very interesting 
’Bill was brought in by I)eputy John- 
son. It dealt with the nationalisation 
of the railways, and I respeetfully sug- 
gest to Deputy Johnson, who has at. 
his command and control an army of 
draughtsmen and an army that is very 
well drilled and ean supply him with a 
great deal of information from various 
sources, even as to what, politieian is 
going to come up for clcction in the 
County Dublin, that his energies might 
be thrown into an cffort whieh, as far j 
as I am concerncd, I will wolcome 
gladly, to produce a private Bill in the j 
líouse, under the auspiees of the Labour 
Party, which will deal with the whole 
subject, in the 18 months that will 
clapse after this Bill comes into ! 
operation and its termination. I think i 
it would be a very good work if Deputy J 
Johnson and the Party to which he j 
belongs would formulate another Bill 
on the lines of the Bill for the national- 
isation of railways, nationalising all 
profits, and that it would probably help I 


him in his march toward Treasury 
Bench. lle outlined the time that De- 
puty Good and myself would be more 
prominent in tliis llouse than we are 
to-day. I would likc to eontemplate 
the tinie whcn our friends on the La- 
bour Benelies would oceupy the en- 
viable position of the Labour Party on 
the other side of the watcr with th(* aid 
of Deputy Good and myseíf, and if we 
were uot euough we eould import some 
noblc lords into our Labour adminis- 
tration, as thcy have done in (íreat Bri- 
tain. At all events, in supporting this 
aniendment, I would like to suggest, as 
Deputy Johnson aml his Pai*ty fcel so 
ke(»nly on t.his question of profiteering, 
that i*esponsibility rests with them to 
giv(» thc (Jovermnent a.11 the assistanee 
they can in every case. 

The PRESIDENT : I am supporting 
this aimmdment beeause I do not think 
it would be good business to insert in a 
Bill whieh is to have a life onlv o£ 18 
months, a provision that is to last for 
all time. I said on more than one occa- 
sion that this Bill was not entircly a 
philanthropie measure on the part of 
the Government; that we had our 
minds centred npon two or three 
things. First on eompensation, seeond 
on the provision of thesc houses, and 
thirdly on a general reduetion in the 
i eost of building, which would be bene- 
j ficial to the State. Consequentlv, it is 
j not in rcspect of this Bill alone that we 
| want, aeeommodation from thc three 
| persons or bodios concerned with this 
; partieular industry, whieh I need not 
mention again. Now, it is more than 
likely that another Bill will be intro- 
i dueed within twelve months, aml 
! anothcr Bill within the succecding 
j twelve months. The Government’s in- 
1 tention at the moinent is to deal with 
this housing matter by a Bill eaeh vear. 

I do not think this particular Seetion 
that we introdueed into this Bill will be 
a success in the sense that it is experi- 
mental, as all legislation dealing with 
profiteering or excessive priees or eosts 
must. neccssarily be. If it be a success 
and aehieves its purpose, if we consider 
it is necessary in the next Bill, we will 
introduec it into that or amend it, so 
as to suit the altered circumstances of 
the times, but on the other hand, if it is 
no longer necessary—and I do look for- 




1839 Houslng Ohiildituj Facilitics) DATL EJlREANN. Tiill, 1924— Ricommitted. 1840 


fThe President.] 

ward to a time when such corrective of 
ordinary prices should not be neces- 
sary, I look forward with great hope to 
see that time come—and if it should not 
be necessary then, naturally, it would 
not be introduced in next year’s Bill. 
I think a measure such as this, with a 


life only of 18 months, ought not to 
have an ordinance in it which would 
run for any longer period than the 
period for which the Bill would nor- 
mally run. I do not think there is any- 
thing more to say. 

Qucstion put. 


Tho Committee divided: Tá, 46 : Nfl, 1o. 


Tá. 

Pádraig F Baxter. i 

Earnán de Blaghd. I 

Seoirse de Bhulbh. 

Próinsias Bulfin. 

Séamus de Burca. 

John Conlan. 

Máighréad Ní Choileáin Uí Dhrisceoil. 
Patrick J. Egan. # 

Darrell Figgis. 

Henry J. Finlay. 

Desmond Fitzgerald. 

John Good. 

John Hennigan. 

Connor Hogan. 

Tomás Mac Artúir. 

Peadar Mac a’ Bháird. 

Alasdair Mac Cába. 

Domhnall Mac Cárthaigh. 

Liam T. Mac Cosgair. 

Séamus Mac Cosgair. 

Pádraig Mac Fadáin. 

Pádraig Mac Giollagáin. j 

Seán Mac Giolla 'n Ríogh. 


Seoirse Mac Niocaill. 
Liam Mac Sioghaird. 
Liam Mag Aonghusa. 
Pádraig Mag Ualghairg. 
Patrick McKenna. 

Peadar 0 hAodha. 
Mícheál 0 hAonghusa. 
Criostóir O Broin. 

Seán 0 Bruadair. 

Aodh Ua Cinnéidigh. 
Séamus N. O Dóláin. 
Peadar S. 0 Dubhghaill. 
Eamon S. O Dúgáin. 

Seán O Duinnín. 

Mícheál R. O hlfearnáin. 
Seán O Laidhin. 

Aindriú O Láimhín. 
Séamus 0 Leadáin. 
Fionán O Loingsigh. 
Pádraic O Máille. 

Seán M. O Súilleabháin. 
Caoimhghín O hUigin. 
Seán Priomhdhaii. 


Seán Buitléir. 

John Daly. 

Séamus Eabhróid. 

David Hall. 

Tomás Mac Eoin. 
Risteárd Mac Fheorais. 
Tomás de Nógla. 


Tomás O Conaill. 

Aodh 0 Cúlacháin. 

Liam O Daimhín. 

Domhnall 0 Muirgheasa. 
Tadhg O Murchadha. 

Pádraig O hOgáin (An Clár). 


Ameudment declared carried. 


DAIL RESUMES. 

Bill reported with furtlier amend- 
ments. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : The 

question is: That the Bill, as 

amended, be received for final con- 
sideration . 9 9 

Mr. QOOD: I understood that the 
President was to look into the Sche- 
dule. Am I in order in raising the 
point this time? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Yes, the 
whole Bill is before the Dáil. 

Mr. QOOD : When we had the 'foot- 
note attached to the Schedule under 
consideration there was an amendment 


to alter 5 to 6, and when we were con- 
sidering that, certain matters arose 
which the President undertook to look 
into. You remember the connection 
where the price was to be reduced by 
50 per cent. when the Iocal authority 
gives an equivalent grant to that of the 
Government. 

The PRESIDENT: I am afraid I 

have not been able to get any further 
on that point. The point, I took it, that 
Deputy Good vras making was that he 
was in some dojdbt as to whether if the 
local authoritjr gave that it would ré- 
duce the price of the house. 

Mr. QOOD: Reduce the selling price. 

The PRESIDENT: The benefit in 
that case divided $qiwlly between 
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the builder and the pcrson purehasing. 
I have not been able to find a better 
rnethod of dealing; Avith it than that. I 
think on the last day Deputy Good mis- 
interpreted the reading of the note, and 
that the advantage, although actually 
of the value of £100, is open to some 
diseount, diseount to this extent, that 
taking the virgin soil site the develop- 
ment of that would neeessarily be more 
expensive than if a person had a front- 
age on which the development would be 
nil. We considered that the easiest 
way of meeting the whole case vvas esti- 
mating the value at a eertain figure, 
and then allowing only 50 per eent. of 
that to the two persons eoncerned, the 
builder in the one casc and the pur- 
chaser in the other. 

Mr. OOOD : What it practically 
amounts to is this: From the builder’s 
point of view, this clause takes a\vay 
from him a moiety of thc Government 
grant, becausc whether you take it 
away by reason of a rcduction in the 
selling priee, or whether you take it 
away in only giving him half of the 
Government grant, it amounts to th(‘ 
same thing in the end. The builder 
only gets the equivalent of a moietv 
of the Government grant. That, as 
I pointed out to the President, 
takes away from the attraetiven(‘ss 
of this measure, beeause it is quite 
obvious, as has been pointed out 
several times during the diseussion 
on this Bill, that the loeal authority, in 
view of what it has to do, will find sonic 
difficulty in carrying out that work at 
a sum equivalent to the Government 
grant. Take the case of the three- 
roomed house. The Government grant 
is a grant of £60. It is quite obvious 
from the figures where the loeal autho- 
rity has purchased the ground and laid 
out the site that it would find itself in 
some considerable difficulty to carry 
that out and keep within this partieu- 
lar clause of the Bill. We mav take it 
for granted that nractieallv in every 
case the local authority will have to 
spend a sum equivalent to the Govern- 
mcnt grant, and that that being so, thc 
Government grant will practically be 
reduced by a moiety. That is thc effect 
of this, because it reduces the selling 
price, and if it reduces the selling price 
it is exactly the same thing as taking 


half off the Government grant. That 
will affect the three-roomed house very 
seriously, much more so than the five- 
roomed house, because the pricc allowed 
for a five-roomed house is really larger. 
As the grant is on a room basis, as you 
reduce the number of rooms the ex- 
pense inereases. This grant may pos- 
sibly cover the cost of carrying out the 
work for a five-roomed house, but it is 
fairly obvious that the three-roomed 
house will bc handicapped under this 
proposal. The effect of that will be 
that we will eneourage five-roomed 
houses, and that wc will prevcnt three- 
roomed houses from being built. As far 
as I have been able to judge the mind of 
the President, it is exactly the opposite 
he has in mind. We are anxious that 
we should g(*t the largest number of 
houses, and if we are anxious that we 
should get the largest number of 
houses, surely there ought to be an in- 
eentive to building the smaller houses; 
j rather than the big houses. The effect 
I of this proposal, I am satisfied, will be 
to make threo-roomcd houses practi- 
cally an inipossibility. 

Mr. LYONS: Before you put the 
: question, A Chinn Comhairle, I would 
| like to ask the President could he pos- 
' sibly inscrt in the Bill some reduction 
j in the rents eharged in Part 1 of the 
Sehedule. It is beyond the power of 
the ordinary people to pay the rents 
set out there. If the President cannot 
see his way to reducc the maximum 
rent, pei’haps he would state the mini- 
mum, so that people will know exactly 
what they will be required to pay. 
Twelve and threepence halfpenny for a 
five-room house in the country is more 
than the peoplo are able to pay. If the* 
minimum were set out at 6s. it might be 
possible to find means to prevent 
landlords charging more than the mini- 
mum. 

The PRESIDENT: I think I misin- 
tcrpreted what Deputy Good said. I 
take it now that what he means is, that 
taking a five-room house which is 
scheduled at £450, for sale, after get- 
ting thc £100, the price that house* 
ought to sell at would be £450, no- 
matter what the local authority would 
grant. In other words, if the local 
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authority gives £100 worth of value— 
either by Avay of site or monev—as per- 
mitted by the Minister, 1 takc it that 
Dcputy tíood’s point is that with that 
and with the t)100 we give, this house 
sliould be sold at £450. I see the point 
liow; 1 did not see it beL'ore. My 
opinion is that it will be possible to f>*et 
builders to eonstruet a partieular house 
whieh, takin«' into eonsideration the 
coneession that will be given by the 
loeal authority, ean be sold, with profit 
to the builder, at £400. Thc point in 
disputc betwcen us, so far as I ean sce, 
is the saleable, eommereial value oí this 
partieular property. On that, 1 am in- 
íormed that it is a business proposition. 

Witli regard to what l)eputy Seán 
Lyons said, he might as well ask m« 
could we, l)y Aet ot* Parliament, rcduee 
the interest on numey. In other words, 
jhaving got £10,000,000 by way ot* loan 
from thc peoplc, ean wc say, by Aet ot* 
Parliament, that wc vvill reduee thc in- 
tercst on that money from 5 pcr cent. 
to 3 per ecnt. ? Wc eannot do it. It 
would bc immoral. You entered into a 
contract with a man threc or four 
months ago, and arranged a eertain 
priee, and you eannot redu(*(‘ it. We 
would havc to go further and pass an 
Aet eompelling builders to put up 
houses. 

Mr. LYONS: Why not do it? 

The PRESIDENT: I am afraid, 
whatever powcr there is in the State, 
that is a little bcyond its power—cven 
with the assistance of the National 
Army, the Civic Guard and the Deputy 
himself. 

Question: “ That the Bill, as 

amended, bc reeeived for final con- 
■sideralion ”—j)ut and deelared carried. 

FIFTII STAííE. 

The PRESIDENT: If therc is no ob- 
jection, I would ask to have the final 
stage taken now. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : We 

passed a new Standing Order on this 
«question yesterday. 

The PRESIDENT : 1 am sorry I was 
not present. If there is no objection, I 
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move the suspension of tho Standing 
Orders to take the final stage of this 
Hill. 

i 

Standing Ordcrs suspended. 

The PRESIDENT. I move that the 
Hill do now pass. 

| Mr. JOHNSON: í did not expec'. thac 
we would have tliis stagc of the Hill to- 
lay, but I am not raising any objec- 
tion. The Hill lias been broiíght for- 
wai*d, on the responsibility e/ the Mini- 
stry, as their eontribution 4 o íhe solu- 
tion of the housing problen . Tt has not 
been opposed from this <i<ie, and its 
| failure, which 1 prediíí, eannot be 
i cliarged against any ac f ion on th(í part 
of the Dáil. 1 hope 1 shall be proved 
wrong in my pr(‘diction. Hut 1 havc no 
expeetation that the TMll will result in 
| the building of the number of houses 
j pr<‘scribed. 

I I want to rab’". tíie question of the 
housing of the ■’oininon, working-class 
i people now, a>.<i to ask the Ministry 
j when they int<?ul to bring iu a measur<‘ 
! having rofer/uiee to th<‘ housing of th<‘ 
1 working cla f \es? The Hill does not pr<' 
tend to meer the case of the average 
wage-earner in the country who is short 
of u house. lt propos(‘S to assist in the 
building of houses, which in the towns 
1 may be let at: 8/3 for a three-room 
housc, 11/1 for a four-room house, and 
13/10 for a five-room house. ln thc 
country, where sewers and watcr- 
mains ar(‘ not available, the charges are 
to be: 7/44 i’or a three-room house, 9/10 
fof a íour-room house, aiul 12/34 for a 
( íive-room house. The country worker, 
| on a wage of i’rom 28/- to 35/- per 
week, is bcing askcd to provide for his 
family, and, if he has a three-room 
house, to pay 7/4J for it; that out of a 
wage of 28/-! One-third of his income 
is to go in rcnt. 

That obviously is not a proposition 
that is intcnded for the rehousing of 
the workers. If he has a larger family 
and requircs a little more comfort, and 
is in receipt of a little higher wage, and 
requifes a five-roomed house in the 
country, he will be obliged to pay 
12/3J per week as rent. A 36/- or a 
37/- a week wage-earner will again bc 
required to pay 33 3-3 per cent. in- 
come of his wage as rent. That, again, 
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is evidencc that this Bill is not calcu- 
lated to assist in the rehousing of the 
\vorking classes or to provide houses for 
the workcrs in any way unless the í*ew 
specially fortunate. For a town house 
ol‘ four and five i'ooms he has to pav a 
rent of! ll/l and 13/10 a week. Well, 
undouhtedly many people will l)e very 
í>lad to get such a house even at that 
charge. But it is not tfoing very far 
towards satisfyin" the present dernand 
for houses at the rate of wages that are 
ruling. 

If this is the proposition that is to he 
put before the wage-earner as all hc 
can expect, under the fiovernment 
scheme, then it will follow that not re- 
ductions, but advances in wages will be 
demanded, and ought to be paid. So 
that in view of that evidence, I take it 
that this schenie is not intended to 
facilitate the housing of the wage- 
earner except indirectly. Aiul it is be- 
eause of this exception that I have ac- 
quiesced in the passing of tliis Bill, the 
exception being that for every new 
house that is built there is a little 
easing of the pressure, a little lessening 
of the demand. To that extent some 
good is obtained, but it is going to be so 
slow and so gentle an easement of the 
pressure, that nobody will feel it, and 
in practice, as far as the wage-earners 
are concerned, it may be said to be 
hardly wort.h while. Now, I would like 
to hear what the Ministcr’s proposals 
are towards the solution of tlie housing 
problem. The housing problem is, in 
the main, the problem of the housing 
of the wage-earners. It is the problem ; 
which atfects the city and tlie town and ; 
country. 1 said in an earlier discus- 
sion that we havc had it on authority 
that 60,000 houses were required to sup- 
ply the present demand, and to make 
up the present deficiency of deeent 
housing accommodation that exists. 
Now to tackle that problem with any- 
thing like vigour and earnestness re- 
quires not to deal with it piecemeal, as 
this Bill proposes to do, but to look 
ahead for at least a period of ten 
years, and promote a scheme with a ten 
years’ programme in view. 

It would be neccssary to have a real 
national outlook and a purpose to 
utilise all the resources of the country, 
material and human, that may be re- 
quired to supply this demand for 


houses. I believe that if there were 
some imagination brought to bear and a 
resolute purpose to make an attempt to 
deal with this problem on a big scale, 
with a view to remedying the evil, 
within ten years, if possible, I think it 
might be possible to double the supply 
othouses that we have contemplated in 
the Bill. If it were taken up on a na- 
tional scale then you could prcparo ac- 
cordingly a supply of materials, you 
couhl prc»pare accordingly sehemes in 
advance, and you could organise your 
labour supply for the very definite pur- 
pose oL‘ building houses. I believe that 
if these schemes were tackled you could 
enlist the support of all those for whom 
l)eput.y (íood speaks as organisers of 
this iiulustJy, and \ve could cnlist thc 
support of all thc opcratives engaged 
in the industrv for the purpose of huild- 
ing houscs. 

T maintain that it is quite wrong to 
procecul on the assumption that you 
ean trust to the enterprise and activi- 
ti(»s of a thousand separatc eniployers, 
and tliousands of separate groups of 
workmen, each acting independcntly 
of tlu* other and nnr(»lat(‘d, witliout any 
general scheme of co-ordination or 
comnion supply. Unlcss you orgauise 
the whole scheme with a view to the 
utniost output for a long period you 
are uot going to get the \vork dom» in 
as advantageous a niauner or as 
spe(»dilv as vou othi'rwise wouíd. I 
thiiik the plan of puttbig the whole 
undertaldng of re-houxing the people 
under a special housing authority, 
having power to utilise all these re- 
sourees of labour and material, and 
make eontracts ahead, to import what 
may he necessary on the very biggest 
seale that may be neeessary; to pro- 
pare supplies ahead and to taelcle ‘the 
whole problem as one great national 
seheme. is the only wav in which this 
problem can be dealt with, with any 
expeetation of solving the problems 
within a reasonable time. 

The plan proposed now in the Bill 
is, as I said before, peddling with the 
problem, and is verv unlikely, in mv 
opinion, to result in the henefit of tlu» 
houses heing built to the extent even 
ealculated for in the Bill. I know the 
rroable is finance. I have a helief that 
if this scheme were taclded in a 
naiional way that you would find the 
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means of raising the money to finance 
it outside the ordinary courses and at 
probably a considerably cheaper inte- 
rest than the market rate. 

You would probably have to look 
for the assistance of people who would 
be quite prepared to assist in the build- 
ing of houses and supply money for 
the purpose without the expectation 
of getting the market rate of interest. 
People have bcen known to do things 
for a purpose of that kind on a big 
scale, and I can imagine that millions 
could be obt-aincd, at least for a few 
years, at a very low rate of interest if 
there is any faith that the country will 
be secure and prosperous, and I believc 
there is that faith. I believe those 
people would assist in providing the 
monies necessary for a re-housing of 
the people at a rate which would allow 
very much cheaper houses. I believe 
an organised attempt could be made to 
mcot the problcm on the biggest and 
widest scale. Unless and until this 
problem is tackled with that idea, you 
are not going to make any big impres- 
sion on the evil, and every year that 
passes in whieh so many thousands of 
people are born and bred and live 
under the conditions in which they now 
live, would be adding to the future 
problems of the country. There is 
economic loss as well as moral loss in 
these housing defects, and it is worth 
the oountry’s while to run great risks 
for the purpose of getting as large a 
number of people as possible re-housed 
under decent conditions, so that the 
economic, material and moral losses 
which we might look for in the absence 
of that re-housing in ten, fifteen or 
thirty years’ time, may be avoided. I 
am disappointed that this Bill, which 
some had hoped for and looked for with 
generous anticipation, is of so meagre 
a charactcr and is so unhopeful in its 
provisions. 

If the houses arc built and some of 
the pressure is relieved, then I shall be 
very glad, but I hope the 
2 o'clock. Ministry will set themselves 
to work so that the Bill 
that the Minister has promised for a 
year hence will be on a very much 
bigger scale and with a very much 
bigger prospeet of doing something to 


solve this problem of housing in Ire- 
land. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Private 
business should be taken at 2 o’clocfc— 

1 that is to say, the resumed debate on 
Deputy Corish ’s motion. Is it intended 
to make some other proposal in view of 
this debate? 

The PRESIDENT : Perhaps we could 
go on. 

Mr. JOHNSON : 1 shaH bc quite pre- 
pared to acquiesce in any suggestion 
for continuing this discussion. 

Mr. CORISH : I am quite agreeable 
to this discussion being continued. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Then we 
may take it that this debate continues. 

Mr. OOOD: I was sorry to hear from 
Deputy Johnson that he is afraid tha.t 
this Bill will bc a failure and will not 
achieve any very useful object. When 
this measure was introdueed the Presi- 
dent pointed out that he was satisfied 
this great diflficulty of providing houses 
could only be achieved by the co- 
operation of all parties. 

| AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE 

I took the Chair. 

Mr. GOOD: After all the discussions 
that we have heard during the time this 
Bill has been under consideration, I am 
satisfied that that original idea is the 
real and the correct one. Except all 
parties are prepared to co-operate with 
the real desire of providing houses for 
those who need them, I am aíraid, with 
Deputy Johnson, that we shall not have 
the houses. I think Deputy Johnson—I 
am speaking now from memory—was 
of that view when we started the con- 
sideration of the Bill. He was of the 
view that it should havc the co-opera- 
tion of all parties. If that is so, might 
I ask Deputy Johnson what has been 
the co-operation shown by him, and 
those associated with him, as represent- 
ing those people who will benefit almost 
entirely by the housing measure? What 
has been that co-opcration and what * 
part has he taken? It is all very well 
to protest, criticise, and say so-and-so, 
but except wc are prepared to do some- 
thing practical in this matter, it ís 
quite obvious we shall not get the 
houses. What has Deputy Johnson and 
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those associated with him done 
towards helpin<? a solution of 
this matter? Building to-day in 
Ireland is not in the condition in 
which we would like to sec it, and the 
reason for that is that it is not an 
•economie proposition. Why does build- 
ing, particularly the building of 
houses, seem to be a more difficult pro- 
blem in Dublin and in Southern Ire- 
land- 

Mr. JOHNSON: Where? 

Mr. GOOD: -Than what it appears 

to be in other countries? 

Mr. JOHNSON: Will the Deputy tell 
us what he means by the words “South- 
ern Ireland M ? I am not trying to pick 
the Deputy up unfairly, but I think it is 
undesirable that in the Dáil at any rate, 
whatever may be done elsewhere, that 
we should adopt that phraseology of re- 
ferring to the Saorstát as “ Southern 
Ireland.” 

Mr. GOOD: I have no objeetion if it 
will satisfy Deputy Johnson, to substi- 
tute the lí Free State 99 for li Southern 
Ireland/’.Wh^, I ask, has this difficulty 
that I have been referring to, arisen? 
We have been discussing it here as re- 
gards the city of Dublin, and why, I 
ask, is the difficulty so much grcater in 
getting houses in the city of Dublin 
than appears to be the case in adjoin- 
ing counties? The answer to the 
question is a simple one. The wages 
paid to tradesmen in the building in- 
dustry in the city of Dublin to-day are 
the highest wages paid in Burope. We 
are a poor coúntry, and can we afford 
to pay for house-building the highest 
ratc of wages paicj in Europe to-day? I 
do not want to magnify this, because 
we will never get over our diffieulties by 
magnifying them. I want, on the other 
hand, to co-operate with those whom 
Deputy Johnson represents, and get 
them to see what are the real difficulties 
underlying this problem, and having 
pointed out what these difficulties are 
to them, to try and find out what way 
they can be solved. I am satisfied that 
that is the only way this difficulty can 
bemet. 

As soon as we make up our mind to 
co-operate and meet it in that way, the 
sooner we shall make some advance in 
dealing with this difficult problem. 1 


agrce with Deputy Johnson that these 
rents are too high. How are we going 
to get down the cost of living while the 
rent, which is a very essential and con- 
siderable part of the cost of living, 
stands at a high figure? This is one of 
the difficulties that seems to rise up 
against us everywhere, this difficulty o£ 
j housing, and until, as I have said. we 
! ean meet together and consider the pro- 
blem in all its aspects, and try and put 
forward some practical proposals for 
dealing with that difficulty, 1 am satis- 
fied that until that time arrives we will 
1 have this difficulty with us. As I said, 
I do not want to magnify the difficulty. 

Let me explain to Dcputy Johnson 
that even when you get into the arena 
of building material you are up against 
this same question of bricks. The De- 
puty has quoted several times the ques- 
tion of brieks. Let me tell him, as one 
who has some knowlcdge of that parti- 
cular subject, that labour costs over 4Ó 
per cent. in the manufacture of bricks. 
Consequently, if you have to pay labour 
a high rate of wages, it means that 
| the cost of that commodity is increased, 
j and also the cost of the particular ob- 
j ject to which that commodity is to be 
j applied. So that the ramifications of 
this question are exceedingly wide. 

The President said there were three 
parties concerned in the erection of 
houses, but he has only taken one of 
these parties into consideration under 
the Bill. That, I have protested all 
through, is exceedingly unfair. If the 
three parties had been taken in and 
dealt with under the Bill, as far as 1 
am concerned, I would have had no 
objection to that. But I have a de- 
cided and a strong objection to taking 
in one seetion, when there has been no 
proof whatever of any excess charges 
in the case of that section, and to in- 
cludc that section and leave out the 
others is unfair. That, to my mind, is 
not the form that legislation should 
take. Legislation should not be of a 
party or partisan character. If it is 
of that character we will object to it, 
but if it is of a broad and fair charac- 
ter, as far as I am concerned, I will 
not object to it. But when it takes this 
individual character, as it does here, I 
certainly will object to it as strongly 
as I possibly can. What would have 
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been a íair and a ri&ht eourse to adopt 
in (‘onneetion with this matter was 
this: to havc had an inquirv into the 
high eost of building, when vou eould 
have had all the different aspcets of thc 
(juestion cxamiued. If as a result of 
tliat inquiry it was found that legis-* 
lation was nceessary, cven lcgislation 
of what I might call an individual 
charaetcr, evcn then l would not objcct 
to it; but to take up and single out 
onc individual interest aud tradc for 
speeial trcatmcnt, in thc abscnce of 
any sueh evidcnee, is to my mind cast- 
ing a slur upon that particular indus- 
try which is not justified. 

L)cputy Johnson has pointed out that, 
this question should bc dcalt Avith on 
a much largcr basis than thc (jovcrn- 
mcnt has proposed. L am quitc satis- 
fied that that is impossible at the 
monumt. Lf a commodity is unccono- 
mic, and thc Statc has to subsidisc it 
to a largc cxtcnt, I think it is excccd- 
ingly umvisc to suggest that thc State 
should subsidise that partieular eom- 
modity at, a timc wlien that commodity 
is at an cxeccdingly high figurc. That 
is thc position at th<‘ monient. Onc of 
the rcasons whv so mueh building is 
kept baek at thc momcnt is that every- 
body cxpeets that, in the naturál eoursc 
of cvents, buildiug must get eheapcr 
tlian it is to-day. it is quite obvious 
that it must gct cheapcr by and by, 
and to urgc that the nation should 
cmbarlc on a huge expcnditure ánd to 
maintain thcsc eonditions for a period 
ol tcn ycars, is not a pra(*tieal propo- 
sition. .And at thc cnd of tcn ycars 
the Statc will havc parted with a vcry 
largc sum of money, aud I do not think 
th(‘ problcrn will bc vcry nuieh im- 
proved. Thc cxpcricnec of thosc who 
have dcalt with housing op thc othcr 
sidc on thesc partieular lines has becn 
anything at all but a satisfactory one. 
Thcy have come to thc eonelusion that 
thcre is only one way in which this 
housing difHculty ean be solvcd, and 
that is by private ontcrprisc. That is 
thc line they arc taking now on 'the 
other side, and it is thc line that thc 
Prcsident here has dccided on in view 
of his experienccs in this country. 

Those who have studicd thc subject 
arc quite satisfied that that is the only 


REANX. 7Ml, 1924 —Fiftlt Staye. 

j line that we can look to as Ireing likely 
to produce thc houscs. If that is so, it 
is quite obvious, as I have said, that we 
must try and make lmildiiig an econo- 
mic proposition. That is the first task 
to bc undcrtalvcn, and L think it is to 
that. task that possibly more attcntion 
might havc l>c(*n dcvotcd than has been 
devoted to it, because, as I said at the 
start, it is only by thc co-operation of 
all partics conucctcd with thc industry 
I that avc can aehicve anything. Lt is 
1 only right to say hcre, in conneetion 
with thc high cost of Avagcs in Dublin, 
that an effort has bcen madc recentlj 7, 
to gct th(\S(* wages rcduccd. The rcply' 
rcccivcd was that in view of thc volume 
of work that is to bc carricd out, they 
could not scc—this is the reply from 
Labour—any ncccssity for reducing 
wagcs. I do not want to say anything 
now that would aggravate the situation. 
Thc line I havc takcn is rathcr the op- 
positc onc, but is it rcasonablc, in vícav 
of thc fact that wc hcrc rcquire fiouses, 
for thos(* who producc thc houscs to sit 
down and say that “ in vicw of the 
volume of work that is bcforc us, we 
do not scc that thc oceasion calls for a 
rcduction in wages.” That mcans, in 
substancc, taldng advantagc of a situa- 
tion in ordcr to maintain a high wage. 
That, 1 think, is particularly unfortun- 
atc at thc present timc. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN : Wc, on the Far- 
mcrs , bcnchcs, havc ]>aid vcry littlc at- 
tcntion to this Ilill, bccause wc regard 
it as a Ilill intcndcd almost cxclusively 
for th(‘ advantage of urban dwcllers. 
On thc Sccond Reading L said I did not 
bclicve that this Bill Avould be of any 
grcat use to those Avho are in rnost 
urgent need of houses, aud l agree witli 
Deputy Johnson in his rcmarks in that 
regard. I believe that thc ceonomic 
rcnts whieh must be chargcd for theso 
houses will make it an impossible pro- 
position as far as .the ordinary worker 
is conccrncd. Of coursc, I also see the 
point of vícav of the Oovcrnmcnt in in- 
troducing the Bill, and of their inten- 
tion 1o relieve onc class of the people. 
They belicve that by doing so they will 
evcntuaUy make a eertain amount of 
room for the poorer elass of people, to 
get the houses vacated bv the first class. 

L believe there was no intention what- 
cver when this Bill was drafted, or 
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when it was introduccd, to makc it 
apply to those who dwell in the rural 
distriets, and l boliove it will not l)e 
availod ot* ovon to the smallost oxtont, 
by tlioso. dwellintf in sueh distriets. I 
was very sorry that the President did 
not see his way on the Coinmittee tttage 
to accopt my amendment, whioh d(‘alt 
with the roeonstruotion of houses, and 
with th(* makin«r of grants for the pur- 
pose ot* having tlu» roconstruotion of 
houses earrií'd out. The President 
allowod Sub-sootion (2) of Seetion to 
stand in the Bill, and uuder this Sub- 
section dwellers in rural distriets are 
not entitled to ,uet anv «rant l‘or the re- 
eonstruction of a house. 

Sineo that diseussion took plaee I inot 
one ot* my eonstitU(»nts, a small farmer, 
a pro»Tossive farmer, who eame to me 
and ask(*d it' it W(*r(* possihh* t‘or him to 
tfet. any jurrant for tho pur]>os(* of r(»eon- 
strueting his houso. H(* was in a situa- 
tion that would have fitted exaetlv into 
this Bill, it* tho S(‘(*tion I nd'orrod to had 
not been ineluded. I had to tell him 
that he eould not f»ain anv advanta<ii» 
uudor the Bill, as the Seetion I am 
speaUiní? of provided that the grant 
would not apply to a rural dweller. I 
was sorry to hav(» to t(*ll him so, beeause 
if that Scotion had not been introdueod 
into tho Bill, th(* Seetion dealinj»- 
witli tlu» reeonstruetion of houses would 
have been of us(» to the elass ol’ persons 
of whieh this man was a ropresontativo, 
livin^r iu the ruíal distriots of the eoun- 
try. Seeing- that the Bill, as it stands, 
is of no use to the farmers or to rural j 
dwellers, I would ask the President to I 
s»ive serious eonsideration to the intro- i 
duction of a Bill at a future date ' 
which will deal with tho housing pro 
blein as it applies to rural distriets, be- 
eause there is a definite housing pro- 
blcm to be solved in rural Treland, and 
the problem is getting more aeute day 
. by day. T have listened to Deputy Cfood 
and to Deputy Johnson discussing the 
devilments’and other things conneeted 
with this problem as it affccts urban 
. areas. The builders appear to bc plac- 
ing the blame on the workers, and the 
workers plaee the blame on the buil- 
ders. As far as we in the rural dis- 
tricts are concerned, we are caught be- 
twecn the upper and the nethcr mill- 
stone* between the profitcering mer- 
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ohant. and tlu* buildcrs , providers on tho 
oiu» liand and between tho profiteering 
artisan on tho other. As betwecn tho 
two 1 loavo it to tlu» Houso to dooide 
j which is the more to blame, or if the 
two aro not c(jually to lihimo. But be- 
I twcen tho two tlio position is boooming 
j íinancially impossiblc for us, and it is 
} quito impossiblc for any houso to 1)( 
built in tlu» oountry as things stand at 
prcsent. 

The PRESIDENT: Deputy Johnson 
lias stat(»(1 tliat it is ossential to have a 
big, bold oflfort to doal witli tlu* housing 
probl(»ni, aiul í nmst say that in a sonso 
* I partly agr(»o witli hirn, bul we hav 
| not got 1 >íl», bold matorial upon whioh 
to oporato in ordor 1o do auything on a 
biíi', bold basis. Tvo yoars ago tho 
Brovisional fiovornmont s(»t apart a 
million poumls to doal with tho housing 
probl( , m. Now. aftor two yoars, somo- 
thin*» lik(» 2.000 housos havo been oon- 
i struotod, or in tho oourse of construo- 
j tinn, undor that Bill. That was a Bill 
J whi(*h was oporatcd by the local autho- 
iiti(*s, and tlu* fíovornrnont contrilm- 
tion in tho easo <>f it was Í2 l‘or overv 
í\ put up by the local authority. 1 am 
not preparcd, in tho cas<» of any scrvico 
of that sort, to mako anv proposal of 
tho samo kind to Parliament again. It 
is too mucli. aml it eannot bo affordod, 
and ov(»n if it eould bo afforded it is 
not a good hoadlino to adopt in which 
vou havo got to give £2 for everv £1 
put up by another porson. 

No rosponsc* what(»vor was rocoived 
from twentv out of ninoty lo(*al autho- 
ritios in oonncotion with tho worhing 
of that Aot. In othor words, thoy 
wantod inoro. U is moro than possiblo 
that thov would ovon want us to go 
down and Imild tho housos for thcm, 
aml then that we should g’raciously ask 
lh(»m to disposo of thom. T submit that 
tho experienee during that timo was 
not a very happy oxporienoe, and cor- 
tainlv was not ono whieh soundod likv» 
any roasonahlo attompt at oo-op(»ration 
by anybody concernod, and did not 
mark any advanco on solving tho hous- 
ing problom. In two years, as I sav, 
2,000 houses have not been put up. Now, 
we aro coming forward with a measure 
whieh eert.ainly is not so extravagant 
and which calls for greatcr co-oporation 
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still than the other measure, and the 
assumption is that its operation will 
have the effect of putting up something 
like 3,000 houses in one year. That 
is an optimistie prognostication, as 
Deputy Seán Lyons would say. 

At any rate, there is room for plenty 
of work. The proposal, examined 
minutely by its most advanced critic, 
discloses this íact, that in the case of 
a five-roomed house where the maxi- 
mum advantage is to be put up by the 
local authority, in other words, the 
equivalent to the Government grant, 
namely £100, a man who builds a house 
gets for £400, six hundred pounds ’ 
worth of property, with a considerable 
reduction in the amount of rates that 
he would have to pay, extending over 
a period of twenty years. We are giv- 
ing him even more than one-third of 
the price of the house that he is going 
to occupy. That is, what this miser- 
able unnamed child of a Bill is going 
to give a man, and everybody on look- 
ing on it and speaking of it says it is 
miserable, and unworthy of baptism, 
and that they do not think it will live. 
As Deputy Good said on one occasion, 
it, is dead already. 

What are we asked to do? Are we 
to give more than one-third of the price 
of the house? Are we to make the 
liouse to be free of rates for ever, or 
what is the proposition? A big, bold 
effort! It is a big, bold effort; it is a 
brave effort. If I know anything, it 
suffers from one infirmity, and that is 
it is too generous. If it was lcss gene- 
rous people would appreciate it more. 
Whatever is cheap they say, is not of 
much use. It must be expensive in 
order to be attractive. Unless housing 
be made a commercial proposition, it 
does not appear to me to be at all likely 
that we will make any real effort 
towards solving the problem. 

Coming to the point raised by the De- 
puty who spoke last from the Farmers > 
benches, £250,000 out of £300,000 is to 
be made ávailable for the farmers as 
well as for any other section of the com- 
raunity. £50,000 only is being reserved 
for urban districts. Why? The 
People whom that £50,000 is intended 
to beneíit in cities and towns are not 
persons who have a business to main- ! 


tain them, as a rulc. They are the 
working elasses, the majority of whom 
have not got more than a wcek, in a 
great many cases a íortnight, in a lesscr 
number of cases three weeks, in a still 
lesser number a month, and in some 
easo two or thrco months, lease of a 
particular ooeupation. Whatever may 
be said about the disadvantages of agri- 
* culture, and I am sure they are many, 
it has had its eycle of prosporous years 
It ean seareely be said for the working 
classes, for whom t.his particular mea- 
sure was introdueed, that they have 
had the same eycle of prosporous years, 
the same continuity of employment, or 
that if einployment were bad that they 
had any reserves other than the thrift 
that might have bcen exereised during 
the more favourable years. The condi- 
tions under whieh those people live are 
deplorable. The £50,000 that we in- 
intended to use to make habitable eer- 
tain houses, that some years ago would 
probably be eondemned, is ccrtainly a 
reserved scrvice for towns and urban 
distriets. It is not that we opcrated 
against the farming elass, as such. If 
you analyse the position of persons for 
whom the Bill was intended, I think 
you will find that the smallest farmer 
who hoped to havc some benefit out of 
that £50,000, would have an estate ten 
times the value of any person we in- 
tended to benefit by this particular Sec- 
tion. It is not a question of excluding 
them. It is a questior? of seeking to 
drag back from the abyss houses that 
were falling into it, at a time when 
congcstion is, perhaps, more intense 
than cver it was in the experience of 
anybody who knows the City of Dublin, 
the City of Cork, the City of Water- 
ford, and the City of Limerick, or any 
of those other places. It is an attempt 
to relieve that congestion by saving 
those houses from toppling over, or 
adapting other houses which would be- 
come tenement habitations to accommo- 
date families in better conditions. We 
had not in mind the farmers when we 
introduced this Bill. We had in mind 
the class for whom a case has been 
made for years. No real attempt has 
been made to deal with the housing 
problem. 

When it is put to us that there is 
just as much need for houses in rural 
districts as in the urban districts, we 
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cxamine the records and we find that 
in 1913 the case that was put up by 
the rural districts for housing was that 
they had exactl.v the samc number of 
persons living in insanitary conditions 
in insanitary dwellings, as the number 
who were living in single-roomed dwel- 
lings in the City of Dublin, aceording 
to the Census of the year 1911. The 
case that was made for £1,000,000 grant 
from the Britisli Oovernment by the 
rural districts disclosc the fact that thc 
numbers were 78,000 persons housed 
under insanitary eonditions in the rural 
areas. The Census returns for the year 
1911 disclose the fact that something 
like the same number of persons were 
living under practically insanitary con- 
ditions in Dublin, leaving out ('orh, 
Limerick, Waterford, or any of the 
other towns or urban districts through- 
out the entire country. 

Further, we find that over a period 
of something like 20 or 30 years, 50,000 
cottages were construeted in the rural 
districts. Examining the case for towns 
we find that in something like 60 years 
only 10,000 houses were put up by local 
authorities in urban districts. Our pro- 
posal two years ago was to put up 
2,000 houses in a year. We did not 
succeed. As a matter of fact, we have 
not 2,000 constructed after 2 years, but 
before the whole of the million pounds 
is exhausted I anticipate that there will 
be 2,000 houses. 'That is one-fifth of 
what was dont in 50 or 60 years. 

The proposals under this particular 
Bill are that 3,000 houses will be erectcd 
in one year. I admit, as Deputy John- 
son has stated, that it is not a contribu- 
tion towards a solution of the housing 
problem, as such, but I submit, at the 
same time, that if people are waiting 
and expecting that. the housing problem 
will be solved under the conditions we 
have at present, and at the present 
prices, there is no likelihood whatever 
of those hopes being realised. I sup- 
pose it is better for us to be honest 
about a statement of that sort. I do 
not admit that if any other order in the 
community occupied the positions that 
we occupy here, there could be a Royal, 
a Republican, or a Democratic solution 
better than the one we have put up. 
They may get better results in a short 
period, but the ultimate result will be 
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still the same. lt might be that with a 
huge amount of capital good results 
would be obtained for a year or two 
ycars, but I do say, taking the problem 
over a number of years, say 5 or 10, 
the result would not be more satisfac- 
tory than from this scheme. 

I do certainly subscribe to what De- 
puty Johnson states; that is that we 
ought to try and get a big push from 
all seetions to dcal with this problem. 

I Avould be prepared to guarantee, as 
far as the life of this Government. goes, 
if it has any lease of life at all, that we 
would undertake each year to make the 
same sort of proposal wc havc here, so 
that the peoplc for whom he speaks 
would be guaranteed employment and 
so tliat insecurity of tenure of occupa- 
tion would not be a eontinual bar to 
efficiency and output. I do say that 
as the problen becomes less expensive 
on the Statc and on the local authority 
the likelihood is that there would be 
more employment. I would like to 
see, and I am sure the Deputy would 
agree with me, this £300,000 producing 
twice the number of houses. We would 
be both equally satisfied with the result 
and I am sure Deputy Good would join 
with us in singing a thanksgiving 
hymn. That is all I have got to say. 
We could not continue the two-thirds 
cost v hich we put up last year and the 
year before. This year, by spreading* 
thc burden and getting in the locaí 
authority, we are giving more than one- 
third, and I could not, if I had any 
regard for a reputation as an honest 
man, ask the Dáil to give a bigger con- 
tribution than that towards the solu- 
tion of even such an important problem 
as this. 

Question:—That the Bill do now 
pass ”—put and declared carried. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLEr 

A Message will be sent to the Seanad 
accordingly. 

POLICY OP MINISTER POR LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT. 

Motion by Deputy Risteárd Mac 
Fheorais (resumed). 

“ That the Dáil disapproves of the 
policy of the Minister for Local Gov* 
ernment, so far as it has been made 
known through the general activi- 
ties of his Ministry ” 

N. 3. 
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Mr. McOOLDRIGE : I havc only a 
few words to say in addition to what I 
stated on the last oceasion tliis Motion 
was before the Dáil. I tliink we can- 
not join in any general eoiulemnation 
of the Ministry of Loeal (4overnmcnt. 
They have been dealing ívith a situa- 
tion which vvas not normal. They are 
acting undcr conditions which are ex- 
tremely difficult aml 1 am sure they 
are doing the best they possil)ly can. 
The amalgamation seheme was a hur- 
ried one. It requires a lot of revision 
and it will require a great deal of eon- 
sideration before it is eapable of being 
applied to the eonditions of the coun- 
try, and so that it may best serve the 
interests which it is supposed to serve. 
Still I thinlv it is a step in the right 
direction. I am not very much in 
favour of centralisation but I think it is 
necessary to centralise in this ease. 
Otherwise, it would be impossible for 
the ratepayer to meet the demands upon 
. him, the expenses are becoming so ex- 
travagant that if continued on the 
same lines, I do not know exactly what 
thc end would be—probably bank- 
rupt.cy for the ratepayers. 

Officialism is taking charge of things 
to such an extent that it would be im- 
possible to deal with the matter other 
than by centralisation and bringing it 
into some sort of reasonable relation- 
ship with the ability of thc ratepaying 
' eommunity to pay, while at the same 
time trying to give commensurate ad- 
vantages to the poor. The poor people, 
it is true, are brought to a central 
home, which may be a long distance— 
and sometimes is a very considerable 
distance—from where they live. But 
the conditions that prevail in those 
homes are, T think, vastly superior to 
the conditions in the isolated institu- 
tions where the poor were accommo- 
dated heretofore. 

# The quest.ion of hospital amalgama- 
tion is a different. one. I expect the 
hospital amalgamation system is only 
a tentative one, and that the Locál 
Government Department will see that 
the road is kept clear for the establish- 
ment of what ultimatelv must be 
brought about—Cottage Hospitals in 
dispensary districts for the poor. I 
think that must be the ultimate obiect 
in dealing with the hospital question. 1 


The Local Government Department, I 
should say, would aim at having a pen- 
tral Iíome for the aged and destitute 
poor, with a Cottagc Ilospital in each 
dispensary district, aiul a surgical hos- 
pital and an infectious disease hospital 
í to mcet the requircments nnder these 
j heads. If that were donc, and these 
; institutions linked up, I think it would 
1 solve the problem very well. That 
would be my idea, in any case, and I 
know that tiiose in touch with thc ad- 
ministration of local govcrnment are 
very much in sympathy with that par- 
ticuíar method of mectiug the require- 
ments. 

The question of surveyors has been 
mentioned. I think if there is to be any 
devolution of powers from the County 
Councils—I think the County Councils 
are overloaded as they are and they 
will be considerably more overloaded 
if further duties are added—the ad- 
ministrative authority from the County 
Councils should deal mainly with the 
road question in the various districts 
to which the devolutioiiary powers 
would extend. District supcrvision, 
district control, district co-operation 
and district guidancc should, I think, 
centralise itsclf in some sort of autho- 
rity or road board, and confine itself 
largely to that particular work. The 
surveyors should be made responsible 
to that authority, and they should be 
made do their duty, because we have 
no control over survcyor»in the County 
Councils. The surveyors are supposed 
to be their own controllers. They or- 
dain and exeeute and report. They 
can make an elaborately-worded report, 
but they have nothing to show that 
anything has been done. When we do 
go to examine the roads, or when we 
have experience of them, we know that 
nothing has been 'done. That is the 
position with regard to surveyors. 
Something must be done by which these 
officials will be made directly respon- 
sible for the districts they are in charge 
of, and that they will see that some 
value is given for the money expended 
on roads. There is an immense grant 
being expended on trunk roads in the 
different counties, and the question was 
raised here^ that'the State should not 
have prescribed any particular wage in 
any particular district in respect of this 
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I would like to see wage-earners get- | 
ting as good wage as is reasonably fair 
in the circumstanees, but I am very 
much afraid, as I said before, that if it 
were left to the Co. Councils to fix a 
wage, it would be worse for the wage- 
earners—and worse to a very great de- 
gree. I think it was a mistake to ad- 
vocate that the Local Government De- 
partment should not have insisted on 
fixing the wages. I do not know how 
far the amount fixed has been con- 
sistent with what is fair or equitable. 

I am not prepared to go into that, but 
I think it would be better that the fix- 
ing of these wages in respect of work 
under the grant should be in the hands 
of some ccntral authority, rather than 
in the hands of the local bodies. If it 
-\vere left to the local authorities it 
would, I think, result in general chaos, 
and I do not think any arrangements 
could be made at all to secure the ex- 
penditure of this grant in the eircum- 
stances, knowing, as I do, the view of 
these authorities as regards these ques- 
tions. Economy is al] very well. 
Economy has been the watchword of 
the Local Governmont Department 
here, and I think they have insisted 
upon economy with a fair amount of 
firmness. That was absolutely neces- 
sary. If it had not been done it would 
have been very serious for the country 
in every respect ; I think a great many 
of the complaints which are made 
against the Locál Government Ministry 
are iil the nature of propaganda. Any 
man can make out a case for anything 
at the present time. The conditions 
which prevail in the country we know 
are not normal. As long as they are 
not normal, you cannot prescribe any 
fixed system by which any particular 
interest can be guided, governed, or 
managed properly. 

Mr. DAVIN: Is living on 29/- a week j 
propaganda? j 

Bfr. McGOLDRICK: It is only pos- 
sible to arrange a system on some ten- 
tative basis. I am not going into the 
question of the respectíve rates between 
respective individuals or respective 
items; I am dealing with the general 
policy that must guíde those in charge 
of the affairs of the country. They , 
must be guided by a policy that will ' 
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take a broad, comprehensive view. 
While it may be tentative, it must be 
one that will bring them into a safe 
position, and that will cnable them to 
ordain or sanction legislation that will 
be just to all interests, and to the ad- 
vantage and benefit of all agencies. 
Meantime, I think they are doing the 
best they ean in the circumstances, and 
if they continue to do as they are doing 
until we get on to that firm basis in 
which we can enact solid legislation to 
meet the needs of the eountry and deal 
with the matter in ,a proper way, I 
think they will be doing a good thing 
for the State. 

Mr. CONLAN : My purpose in inter- 
vening in this debate is to direct atten- 
tion to some grievances which exist in 
the county of which I am one of the 
representatives, and whieh we contend 
is due to hasty or unwise sehemes which 
have been brought forward in the way 
of amalgamation of Unions. These 
sehemes have resulted in the closing of 
two hospitals which served for the re- 
lief and treatment of the sick poor. One 
of those was the hospital at Athy. The 
i town of Athy is a populous one, con- 
j taining some 4,000 inhabitants. and it 
j is the centrc of a large tillage district, 
j the population of which, eompared with 
others in the country, is a rather dense 
onc. Under these circumstances it will 
be allowed that a large percentage of 
the population is composed of people 
whose means will not allow them to 
have private treatment, but who, in the 
time of sickness or accident, must have 
recourse to hospitals. Well, Athy hos- 
pital was closed some two years ago, 
and one gencral hospital was estab- 
lished in the County of Rildare. That 
means that poor people and sick people, 
many of them perhaps in extremis, have 
to be conveyed by road in some cases a 
distance of 30 miles to the hospital at 
Naas. Athy Hospital was well 
equipped. There was a medical offlcer 
attached to it second to none in his pro- 
fession, as far as the provínces are con- 
cerned. The nursing staff was cfficient, 
and there was proper equipment in 
every respect. I was on a deputation 
some time ago, which waited on the 
Minister. The object was that he would 
at least make this concession, that he 
would consent to the establishment of 
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20 beds in Athy Hospital vvhieh vvould 
meet the cascs of an urgent nature. 
WelJ, we have not heard since that that 
concession had becn granted. Again, 
the closing of another hospital outsidc 
the borders of Kildare has entailed 
great hardship in the northern parts of 
the county. I allude to the Edenderry 
Hospital. Before the seheme of amal- 
gamation that hospital served a large 
district in the northern parts of Kil- 
dare. Since the people from the 
northern distriets *had to be brought to 
Naas. I attended a meeting in Eden- 
derry on Tuesday Jast, at which a 
strongly-wordcd resoJution was passed 
protesting against the closing of that 
Hospital. That mecting vvfs eomposecl 
exclusively of farmers. so it cannot be 
insinuated, as vvas insinuated here in 
the course o i this dobate, that anvone 
there had a money interest in heeping 
that hospital open. It may he urged 
perhaps that economy would be effected 
by its closing. Tliat is very doubtíul 
Even if that were so, the people pre- 
sent at thaf meeting, most of t.hem large 
ratepayers, were not prepared to sup- 
port a paltry eeonomy at the expense 
of the poor or sick people. 

Farmers are eredited with being 
ratlier severe economists or as our 
Yankee friends would style them, 
“ tight wads. M But they are not go- 
ing that far. They are not going to 
save money at the expense of the poor. 
I think that is a matter that the Minis- 
ter should look into, and try to meet 
the popular dcmand in that respeet. I 
would ask him not to look at this ques- 
tion through ofHcial eyes, or through 
the glasses of permanent officials, but 
that he should look into this case him- 
self, and take into account the feelings 
and views of the people in the localities 
affected. 

Another question that has cropped up 
is the quest.ion of the abolition of Dis- 
trict Councils. Well District Councils, 
as we all know, were established in 
1898 under the Local Government Act 
passed by the British Parliament. It 
was looked upon as a great measure 
as it gave the people control of their 
local affairs which they had not up to 
that time. I have been a member of a 
Dlstrict Council a great number of 
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years and have taken a fairly active 
par*t in the carrying out of its duties. 
I think I can honcstly say that I have 
ncver seen the corruption or jobbery 
that has been alleged against these 
bodies. The constitution of Distriet 
Coiincils is not so niuch at fault. What 
is really at fault is that at the rccent 
elections not so much attention was 
paid to the administrative capacities of 
the men who vvcre elected as to their 
political opinions, and that has resulted 
in the Councils being made up of men 
vvlio do not pay so much attention to 
the dctails of administration as the 
rnembers vvlio composed those bodies 
formerly did. They have not the same 
regard íor the needs of the taxpayers, 
or thc same regard to the ability of the 
taxpayer to pay the ratcs struck. I thinlc 
that if you abolish the District Councils 
you will place an intolerable burden on 
the County Council. The County 
Councils have a large amount of work 
to do at present, and if you ask them 
to look after the ratepayers and if you 
ask them to look after the repairing of 
every cross-road pump in t.he country 
and after every pane of glass broken 
in a labourer’s eottagc you will be put- 
ting them in a position of staying there 
constantly, not for days, but for weeks, 
to get througli their work. It may be 
that a change is necessary in the rela- 
tions betvveen the County Councils and 
District Councils. A.suggestion bas 
becn made to me by a gentleman who is 
known to a great many Dcputies—Mr. 
Patrick Phelan—a Eildare man himself, 
and a member of the Rildare County 
Council and a most constant attendant. 
In fact he told me that during the last 
12 months he has attended 70 meetings 
of the County Council and the Com- 
mittee of Health. His suggestion is 
that you should give the County Coun- 
cils the power of revising or vetoing 
the estimates sent forward by the Dis- 
trict Councils. At present they have 
no such power. They have to accept the 
estimates sent in by the District Coun- 
cil. I think that, perhaps, that vvould 
meet the case. Then, as to roads, the 
cost of mamtaining the roads entails a 
very large burden on the ratepayers at 
present. The abolition of the contract 
system in the repair of the roads 
brought an increase in the rates in the 
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Coimty Kildare of no less a siun tb an 
£10,000. Well, wc all know that the 
contract system was abandoned in the 
interest of partieiilar people by the 
pressure which l will hardly call gcntle. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

We cannot «o into that question of the 
eontrac.t system. It was bróught about 
by Joeal bodies and not. by the direetion 
of the Minister. 

Mr. CONLAN: L am soí*ry. I will 
conclude by urging thc Minister to 
take these matters into eonsideration 
and not. to adopt any hard and fast 
rule Avith i'egard to the liospital, but to 
look at the eonditions obtaining in the 
different distriets. und ií* he does that, 
I think he will find that the people in 
these loealities are not putting torward 
impossible proposals, but onos whieh 
are really needed for the proper ad- 
ministration of all the poor laws, and 
also for the provisions eonneeted with 
the Loeal (lovernment Aet. 

Mt. EGAN: L)eputy Corish, in his 
motion eensuring th(» Loeal fíovern- 
ment Minister, eovercd a líreat deal 
of jafround. 1 do not propose to 
travel over the whole of it. 1 rather 
prefer to eoníine myself to the attaek 
he made on him for malring eertain 
conditions in eonneetion with the 
million-and-a-quarter grant whieh is 
being provided for the remedying of 
unemployment, and whieh is to l)e 
spent on the roads. One of the eondi- 
tions, I understand, is that some of 
this monev is to be spent on employing 
ex-members of the National Army, and 
it. is eharaeferistie of the Tjabour 
Deputios that on very many oeeasions 
here in my presenee they have ex- 
pressed very keen sympathy ivith de- 
mobiliscd men; but whenever it is pro- 
posed to give any definite expression to 
the wishcs of the OoVcrnment to com- 
pensate these men or to pav tliese men 
who have savcd the country for us, 
there is an immediate squeal. 

Mr. T. MURPHY : We do not want 
them 1o starve on 29s. a week. 

Mr. EOAN: To my mind a great deal 
of these protestations of sympathy 
from the Labour Deputies are'mere lip 
service. I have often wondered why 
they should be opposed to the members I 


of the National Army getting any share 
of the grants that are going. 

Mr. CORISH : On a point of explana- 
tion, I think I madc it perfectly clear, 
in speaking to my motion, that we had 
no objeetion to members of the 
National Army. 

Mr. JOHNSON: We never have had. 

Mr. CORISH:- The only objection we 
had was on the ground that they were 
being utilised as a lever to bring down 
wages. 

Mr. DAVIN: And being made tools 
and slaves of. 

Mr. T. MURPHY : That was made 
very elear all along. 

Mr. EGAN : I am glad to have that 
assurance, but T am afraid I am not 
eonvineed. líowever, I will let that 
pass. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Perhaps, thc Deputy 
will give us some evidence on the point. 

Mr. EGAN : If you will be good 
enough to give mc a little time, períhaps 
I will. Quite reeentlv therc was a sum 
of £10,000 proposed to be givcn to the 
Dublin Corporation, and I understand 
that in connection with that grant, 
wages were set. out at 50/- a week. I 
am aware, from personal knowledge, 
that thcre is a great deal of distress in 
Dublin. A friend of mine happened to 
be visiting a Convent only two days 
ago, and he met there a largc number 
of people who were applying for relief. 
He questioned some of them, and they 
described to him their very pitiable con- 
dition. They said they were quite wil- 
ling to work for this 50/- a week, but 
they werc not allowcd to work. 

Now, if it is the eonsidered policy of 
either the Labour leaders inside the 
Dáil, or responsible leaders 
j o'cloch . outsidc to prcvent men who 
are starving from accepting 
a wage of 50/- a week for work which 
is going to relieve unemployment, I say 
it is a very cruel poliey, and it is a 
policy which, to my mind, is not in the 
best interests of Labour itself. I would 
like to ask Deput,y Corish does he 
seriously consider that the Minister for * 
Local Government ought to put up one 
and a quarter millions of public money 
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and make no condition. Does he say 
that the Minister shonld hand the | 
money out carte blanche to local bodies 
throughout the country to spend at 
their own sweet will? I£ that is his 
contention, I must say that I, for one, 
am in complete and honest disagree- 
ment with him. I think if the Local 
Government Minister did anything of 
the sort there would, undoubtedly, be 
an epidemic of extravagance, and there 
are not lacking reasons to support that 
contention. 

The Deputy has accused the Minister 
of conspiring to reduce wages. I think 
he would be putting his grievance in a 
little truer form if he said that he was 
really dftappointed the Minister did not 
give this money to local bodics in order 
that w r herever they had a majority they 
could use it for the purpose of increas- 
ing wages. That, at any rate, is my 
humble interpretation of what. was at 
the back of thc Depiri^s mind. A good 
deal has been said from time to time 
about the question of a living wage. 
There is a great difference of opinion, 
not only amongst membei*s of the 
Labour Party in the Dáil, but respon- 
sible Labour leaders outside, as to what 
is a living wage. Sometime ago, De- 
puty Morrissey, in referring to road 
wages, mentioned scales which were ob- 
taining in different parts of the coun- j 
try. He told us wages ran in various | 
districts from 28/- to 40/-. I forget | 
whether he went any further than that. j 
I can give him an instance where there j 
is a wage of 50/- being paid to people 
in an agricultural dist.rict for working 
on the roads. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Is it. too much? 

Mr. E6AN: If Deputy Johnson will 
define for me what is a Hving wage—if 
it is within the bounds of his capacity 
to do that.—I inight express an opinion. 

Mr. JOHNSON: The Deputy quotes 
it. Does he quote it as being too much? 

Mr. EGAN : I quote it as being too 
much in certain districts. I do not say 
it is too much everywhere. 

Mr. DAVIN: For my own informa- 
tiori,-1 would like the Deputy to give 
me the name of the agricultural dis- 
trict where that wage is being paid. 


Mr. EGAN : It is Tullamore-~my own 
town. 

" Mr. DAVIN: That is not an agricul- 
tural district. 

Mr. EGAN : It is a town in the middle 
of an agricultural district, and that is 
as near as I ean go to a definition of 
what is an agricultural district. 

Mr. DAVIN: I understand the wages 
paid there are 45/- a week. 

Mr. LYONS: Can the l)eputy say 
Avhy is a wage of 36/- paid in other dis- 
tricts ? 

Mr. EGAN: I am not a walking en- 
cyelopedia, Deput.y Lyons. I am quite 
willing to discuss this matter on the 
merits on some other occasion. 

As I interpret the directions given 
by the Minister for the cxpcnditurc of 
this Grant, I think I am correct in stat- 
ing that he has laid it down that the 
rate of wagcs shall be the rate of the 
agricultural wages in the district where 
the money is being spent. I put it, in 
all fairness, to Deputies on the other 
side- 

Mr. EVERETT: On a point of order, 
that is not correct. No such order has 
been issued to publie boards, that the 
agricultural rate must be paid on the 
roads. It is a lesser rato. 

Mr. EGAN: Well, I withdraw the 
word “ must, ,> if I said it, but in any 
case my interpretation of the instruc- 
tions given by the Minister for Local 
(fovernment in the cireular is that the 
wages should not exceed the rate of 
agricultural wages in the district. I 
do not want to exaggerate the matter 
at all. In view of the fact that a great 
number of agricultural labourers are 
working for a dcfinite wage for definite 
productive w'ork, is it a very extra- 
ordinary thing for the Minister to sug- 
gest that in the case of a huge sum of 
money which he is producing out of the 
pockets of the people to relieve distress 
and unemployment, that the same raté 
should be paid ? I submit that his posi- 
tion is perfectly fair, perfectly just, and 
perfectly honest, I do not think that 
anyone can have a legitimate grievance 
when a large sum of public money‘is 
being produced tc relieve distress, and 
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the condition made is that the rate of i 
wages should not exceed the rate of 
agricultural wages ruling in the dis- 
trict. Deputy Ccrish would appear to 
have a very strong confidence in the 
powers of local bodies to administer 
these grants in justice to the rate- 
payers. I am sorry that my experienec 
does not bring that eonviction to my 
mind. In the town of Tullamore, whieh 
I come from. and which is a fairly im- 
portant industrial disti’ict- 

Mr. DAVIN : I thought it was an 
agricultural district a few moments 
ago? 

Mr. EGAN: W c-11, I am discussing a 
different niatter now. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

I think it would be better if Deputies 
would refrain from interrupting De- 
puty Hgan, becausc; an ample oppor- 
tunity will be given to reply to him. 

Mr. EGAN: It is quite evident that I 
am beginning to search their economic 
conscience. In the town of Tullamore, 
which, as I have said, is a fairly im- 
portant industrial district, as Deputy 
Davin knows, we have a highly organ- 
ised branch of a workers , body known 
as the Irish Transport and Qeneral 
Worhers’ Union, with which I am verv 
fai.nliar. 

Mr. CORISH: That is a very familiar 
name. 

Mr. EGAN: It is very familiar to me, 

I can assure you 

Mr. CORISH : You are not a member? 

Mr. EGAN: Some time ago we had 
a little difference of opinion as to the 
correet wages that ought to be paid in 
the district, and as a result of very 
many interviews, and a good deal of 
pain and grief and so fortli, we finally 
succeeded in getting a rate of wages 
fixed for the*whole district, and an 
agreement signcd, scaled and delivered, 
by the employers and by the responsible 
leaders of thc Transport Union, backed 
up, as well, by representatives from 
headquarters in Dublin, and the rate of 
wages for unskilled labourers was fixed 
at 44s. a week. As I have said, labour 
is highly organised in Tullamore. I 
happen to be Chairman of the Urban 
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Council, and the lal)ourers at the mom- 
ent, and for some time past, havc had 
a majority on their Council. The rate 
of wages in Tullamore was 50s. a week 
at the peak, and the Urban Council in- 
sisted on preserving that 50s. rate, not- 
withstanding that their own Union had 
signed, sealcd and delivered an agree- 
ment that 44s. was a fair rate and that 
they agreed to it. That is the sort of 
cvidenee which certainly does not carry 
any conviction to my mind that these 
grants for the rclief of unemployment 
would be administered to thc best ad- 
vantage if they were given over to 
these bodies. 

Deputy Colohan referred to sur- 
veyors. I agree with the Deputy in al- 
most everything he said on that parti- 
cular topic. I think undoubtedly some 
of these surveyors at times do take up 
a very high-handed and autocratic atti- 
tude. I was up against that position 
myself on one occasion as chairman of 
the urban council. It was a case where 
the whole council, including myself. 
were unanimous in trying to get rid of 
a certain oíficial, and it took us about 
two years to do it. I am quite in 
agreement with Deputy Colohan when 
he says that the surveyors want ginger- 
ing up. I believe possibly we all want, 
gingering up at times, but at the same 
tiine I would like to put in a good word 
for the unfortunate surveyor. In the 
Offaly County Council some time ago a 
surveyor, in the legitimate exercise of 
I his discretion, dismissed a man who was 
I supposed to be at work, whose name 
had been returned as being at work, 
and whom he íound in a housc some 
miles distant from his work. I cannot 
say how long this had been going on, 
but the surveyor having dismissed him, 
an immediate meeting of the council 
was called by the people interested in 
labour, and the surveyor was told 
that- 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

I am afraid the Deputy is travelling 
outside the terms of the Motion. 

Mr. EGAN: Well, I was doing my 
humble best to defend the Minister for 
Local Govemment. However, in defer-» 
ence to you I will try to keep as much 
to the point as possible. The Minister 
has other difficulties. Not only are 
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there difficulties inside the councils, but 
sometimcs a considerable amount of 
pressure is brought to bear from out- 
side the councils to direct their actions. 

I see our genial friend and Deputy, 
Deputy Lyons here, fresh from his ex- 
perience in the Westmeath County 
Council- 

Mr. LYONS: On a point of explana- 
tion I will teli you something about 
that later. 

Mr. EGAN: Deputy Lyons a short 
time ago, in order to give more 
vigorous expression to his convictions, 
entered the Westmeath County Council, 
divested himself of some of his i’aiment, 
and proceeded to bring physical argu- 
ments to bear on the councirs deiibera- 
tions- 

Mr. LYONS: On a point of order, is 
the Deputy awarc that I am a member 
of the Westmeath County Council? I ( 
did not enter it. I am entitled to be 
there. 

Mr. EGAN: If you did not cnter it, , 
I do not know how you got there. | 

Mr. LYONS: I did not entcr it as a 
member of a deputation. 

Mr. HALL: On a point of order, is 
Deputy Egan in order in discussing the 
action of Depufy Lyons at a particular 
county council? T thought we were 
discussing the functions of thc Minis- 
ter for Loeal Govcrnment? I 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

It has a bearing on the wages rates 
suggested by thc Ministry. 

Mr. DAVIN: I would like to know, 
without pretending in the least to de- 
fend Dcputy Tjyons, who, I am sure, is 
pretty well abie to defend himself, if j 
we are dealing with facts or Press J 
reports? 

Mr. EGAN: If Deputy Davin wants 
to know the source of my information, 
it is what Deputy Lyons told me him- 
self. 

Mr. SHAW: On a point of explana- 
tion, if any evidence is required I can 
give evidence, because I was present at 
the meeting. 


AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

It would be better to allow Deputy 
Egan to proceed. 

Mr. EGAN: I congratuiate Deputy 
Shaw on having recovercd from the 
effects of that meeting. I do not want 
to delay the Dáil in mentioning this 
iittle ineident, cngineered by our genial 
friend Deputy Lyons, but I want to 
point out some of the diiíiculties that 
the Minister for Loeal Government has 
to contend with in securing that. this 
grant, or any sirnilar grant which he 
gives, will be properly administered. 
T would like to say a few words on the 
general eeonomic situation. As far as 
I can make out and understand the 
policy of the Labour Party, it appears 
to be one of high wages at all costs. I 
will not put it any stronger than that— 
high wages, and let the consequenccs 
be consigned to all manner of warm 
regions. I submit that that appcars to 
be a policy of high wages for the few, 
and a big unemployed list. I can 
assure Deputy Corish and others—and 
I am making this statement with every 
sense of responsibility and in all 
honesty, that the present economic 
situation of the country is really very 
serious. Enterprise is being absolutely 
choked off. T, as a business man, and I 
vcnture to say that I will l>e supported 
by numerous other busim\ss men, know 
for an undoubted fact that capital is 
beeoming very shy. Capital is afraid 
to invest itself, and T honestly believe 
that if there is not a little more 
i*esiliency on the part of Deputy John- 
son and his supportcrs, the ultimate 
eeonomie consequences will be very 
serious. Capital is leaving the country. 
We have gonc through a very severe 
crisis. We cannot afford the luxuries 
which a rieh countrv like England can 
afford. Deputies have only got to refer 
to this much-maligned Fiscal Report to 
find a comparison of the wages in Ire- 
land and those paid in England in 
similar trades, and they will find that 
in a great many cases Ireland, a 
poverty-stricken country is paying an 
infinitely higher rate of wages than 
wealthv England. 

I submit, in all fairness,.reason, and 
logic, that is a position that cannot be 
maintained if our whole economic 
structure is not to be shattcred. Take 
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the case of Cork. I do not suppose that 
my information, speaking at the 
moment, is absolutely stop-press, but 
you had an extraordinary state of 
affairs in Cork some time ago. An em- 
ployer in Cork could get a skilled 
mechanic over from England and pay 
him 56/- per week, plus his travélling 
expenses, and the gentleman who stoocí 
at the bottom of the ladder, passed him 
up his blow-lamp or his screw-wreneh, 
or held nails for him, received more. 

Mr. CORISH: On a point of order, 
are we diseussing the general eeonomic 
situation, or the supposed funetions of 
the Loeal Government Department? I 
think this particular thing prejudices 
the minds of Deputies against my 
motion. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

The Deputy should eonfine himself to 
the inotion. 

Mr. BURKE: Surely there is no other 
way of justifying eeonomy by my De- 
partment than by taking into consider- 
ation the general economic eonditions, 
and if we eannot do that it will be im- 
possible for me to defend my position. 

Mr. JOHNSON: If we ean be guaran- 
teed the right to discuss the economie 
situation at all stages of the dobatc I 
would be satisfied. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

We cannot go into all these matters 
under the motion before us. 

.Mr. CORISH: I submit it is an en- 
tirely different thing to discuss the 
general eeonomie situation from dis- 
cussing the economic situation as seen 
from the angle of the employers, and 
that is what we are listening to. 

Mr. EGAN : Of course, I bow to your 
ruling. I assure Deputy Corish and 
every Deputy on the Labour Benches 
that anything I have said is said not 
from the employers , point of view, but 
because it is my honest and sincere con- 
viction. Seeing that I have been choked 
off so frequently, I am afraid that the 
general trend of my thoughts has been 
somewhat disarranged, but I submit, 
with great respect to Deputy Corish 
and the other Deputies who support 
“him in attacking the Ministry, that not 


, only is the Minister amply and fully 
justified in the arrangements he has 
made in expending this enormous sum 
of money, but further that he would be 
false to his trust as the custodian of 
the interests of the people if he did 
anything else. 

! Mr. LYONS: 1 do not agree with 
| the terms of this motion. To my 
mind, it is a vote of eensure upon a 
Minister who is not really responsible 
for the action causing the grievauces 
against which this motion is brought 
forward as a protest. Take, for 
examplc, the grievance of the amalga- 
mation of Unions which was started in 
1920. The President of the Loeal 
Government Department then was not 
j the present Minister at all, and I do not 
see how he ean be held responsible for 
any want of facilities íelt by the people 
owing to amalgamation. There are lots 
of actions on the part of the Local 
Government Deparlment that the pre- 
sent Minister has had nothing to do 
with at all. Now, for the moment, let 
■ me dwell upon the amalgamation of 
Unions, started in 1920. At that time 
I the President of tlie Executive Council 
i was President of the Local Government 
! Department, and not tlie present Minis- 
ter. It must be remembered that at this 
period it was very hard to get a quorum 
of the public boards to come together. 
Eor tlie purpose of appointing mem- 
bers to the County ITomes, people were 
met on the strect and asked to aet as 
members of the County Home Commit- 
tees. These people have acted ever 
; since, and this whole grievance can 
only be remedied by holding elections 
for those bodies, so that the people 
selected to represent the local bodies 
on the County Home Committees will 
not be people who were simply selected 
in the street. I cannot see how the 
present Minister for Local Government 
can be held responsible for this particu- 
lar item of amalgamation. I have been 
told that amalgamation is a huge sav- 
ing to the Saorstát. Amalgamation, to 
my mind, has not alone penalised the. 
old and infirm, Imt it has elosed down 
several district hospitals, with the re- 
sult that the patients have to be taken 
now from 20 to 30 miles, and in some 
cases patients have died upon the joiir- 
ney. The town of Athlone has a dis- 
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trict hospital, but if a person who can- 
not afford to pay gets sick, that person 
has to be moved to Mullingar, a dis- 
tance of 30 statute miles, or if the per- 
son lives on the far side of Athlone, he 
has to be removed to Roscommon. We 
were told that we had last year a sav- 
ing of £9,000 in the local administration 
of that Committee, and we were told 
early this year that there is a saving 
of £8,000; that is, a saving in the two 
years of £17,000. I find from the esti- 
mates that the Poor Law charges in 
.1921 amounted to £34,000. That in- 
cludes all the Poor Law charges of the 
county, but I find that the Poor Law 
charge for the present year, 1924, is 
£34,300. Superannuation in 1921 in the 
Westmeath Co. Council was £27, but 
the superannuation to be paid now will 
be £2,700. That is an increase of £2,900, 
in place of a decrease of £17,000 as we 
were told. 

I would welcome a motion condemn- 
ing the amalgamation system, but I 
will not vote in favour of a motion con- 
demning the child for the sins of the 
father. That is exaetly what is done 
by this motion—it condemns the present 
Minister for Local Government for the 
action of the previous Minister. De- 
puty McGoldrick mentioned that it 
would not. be right to give the County 
Councils the opportunity of fixing t-he 
rate of wages to be paid out of thc 
Government grant. I wonder did De- 
puty McGoldrick know exactly the 
position of some of those County Coun- 
cils who waitcd for years until they 
found a victim in the present Minister. 
They come in now under the cloak of 
anxiety for a certain level of economy 
when they had not the courage to come 
forward themselves and introduce this 
motion. They go for t-he Minister of 
Local Government and they flock in to 
try to gct- anot-her occasional kick at 
him. 

Mr. ALTON : Will the Deputy explain 
this mysterious action? 

Mr. LTONS : The mcaning of the 
mystery is this: these Councils which 
would not or did not recognise this 
Govcrnment acting through this Dáil 
waited until the Government sent out 
a letter of economy and they flock in, 


for Local Govcrnment. 1876 

welded together, both Pree State and 
Republicans, to fight for a reduction 
of wages. Some of the Deputies on 
the Labour Benches may not agree that 
it is necessary for every unemployed 
man in the Saorstát to find employment. 
The rnover of this motion has already 
explained that he is quite satisfied that 
every demobilised man from the 
National army should find employment 
at a living wage; we have been asked 
on several occasions what is a living 
wage. As I am not acting officially 
with the Labour Part-y, I will leave to 
some offieial Labour Party man to 
answer that- question. Is the Minister 
for Local Government responsible for 
the reduction of wages that has taken 
place at the present time? Now, under 
the grant the wage laid down would noí- 
be sufficient to keep two people, let 
alone a family. 

Anybody who reads the history of his 
own eount.ry will find that after the 
famine people had to work for 4d. a 
day. That was what they got to go 
out and work and earn a living. I pre- 
sumc that you would get as much for 
fourpence at that time as you would 
for the four-and-sixpence which is 
being given now. T hold that we 
should look to the men who have been 
in regular employment, and I am of 
opinion that the circular letter sent out 
by t-he Minister for Local Government 
did not eompel any county council to 
reduce the wages of the permanent or 
regular workers by 13s. a week. The 
circular stated that 30s. a week was to 
be paid under the grant, but- the mem- 
bers t.ook advantage of that circular 
and t.hey redueed the worhers' wages 
by 13s. a week. The idea was that for 
the people who were employed, as well 
as for the unemployed, therc should be' 
a flat- ratc of 32s. a week. That is why 
the scene occurred at the Westmeath 
Oounty Council meeting. I was not 
present in the Dáil yesterday, but read- 
ing the newspaper reports this morn- 
ing I saw that t-he Acting Ceann 
Oomhairle called Deputy McKenna to 
order for referring to the scene at the 
Westmeath County Council meeting 
and told him that the Minister was not 
responsible for that scene. I would 
like to say that, in my opinion, the 
Minister was primarily responsible 
owing to the letter that had been circu- 
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lated from his Departmeiit and sent to 
the diíferent Councils, and especially 
to the Westmeath County Council. The 
circular was sent by the Minister for 
Loeal flovernment, or perhaps it would 
be more correct to say by his staff. The 
old staff is there’still, and I think the 
Minister ought to get them weeded out. 
As I say, tlie old staff is there still, and 
until the Ministcr succeeds in getting 
vShut of these old aristocrats, these 
fellows who, 1 believe, have been there 
for twenty or thirtv years and who 
were there during the hard times, he 
will have to put up with a lot of the 
abuse he is getting. It was through 
that letter from the Minister for Local 
flovernment that this scene occurred 
at the Westmeath County Council, and 
it was owing to that letter that I took 
off my coat without. offering any chal- 
lenge or offence to anyone. I am quite 
prepared- 

Mr. EVERETT: To do the same 
thing again? 

Mr. LYONS: Yes, in a good cause, but 
not in support of this motion. The 
Minister for Local Qovemment, since he 
came into office has, in my opinion, done 1 
more good by one little turn t-han all 
the actions put together of the previous 
Ministers, and that little turn was the 
letter he sent. down to the different 
county health and home committees, 
asking th’em to appoint inspectors. 
There are two inspectors appointed at 
£250 a year in Westmeath. 

Prior to amalgamation we had nine 
relieving officers, as they were. called 
then. Now we call them inspectors of 
home health. These nine officers were, 
of course, dismissed. They were in re- 
ceipt of about £60 a year for acting 
and working, and at present they are 
in receipt of about £62 ,a year superan- 
nuation. With the additional officers 
appointed for the purpose of distribu- 
ting home health these positions involve 
a sum of about £500, and now we must 
appoint another superintendent to 
watch these two inspectors. I can 
assure the Dáil that they want watch- 
ing. Their duties are not carried out, 
and that is why I say that it was one 
of the best actions that had been 
authorised by the Minister when he ap- 
pointéd that inspector. I would ask the 
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Minister as soon as possible to try and 
have an election of public bodies— 
county councils, district councils and 
urban councils. I do not believe that 
the district councils are going to be 
abolished. I do not mind what any 
Minister says. The voice of the people 
will prevail, and surely the people will 
not cry in the wilderness. 'They want 
these councils to remain, and I presume 
that they shall remain. I think that 
the proposal to abolish district councils 
was like that to abolish the workhouses, 
and was mainl.v for the purpose of crea- 
ting jobs. Deputy Egan gavc us a very 
illuminating address concerning capitai, 
and said that it was too shy. In West- 
meath aud Longford capital is shy at 
the modesty of the workers. These 
poor workers are so patient and kind- 
hearted that they will not even dare to 
look at capital straight in the face. It 
is just like the case, a long time ago, 
wheu eggs were at 5s. a dozen, no one 
darcd look at a hen straight in the face. 
It is the saine with us, and that is why 
capital is shy, but if capital lost some 
of its shvness, and put its pride under 
its feet, and released money for the 
purpose of industry and employment, it 
would suit it better. I think it was 
Deputv Melvenna who dwelt yesterday 
upon the scene in Westmeath County 
Council, and he asked whether it was 
fair or constitutional that a body of 
men should attack a public body, as- 
sembled to carry out its duties. I would 
like to ask the Minister for Local 

| flovernment whether that public bodv 
should attack the workers by trying to 
reduce their wages by 13s. a week. If 
the workers have a right to live in the 
country they surely have a right to 
adopt the best means in their power to 
get a decent wage. There was no red 
flag used at the eouncil meeting. 

A LABOUR DEPUTY : Shame! 

Mr. McKENNA: Labour snatched it 
from your hands at the last election. 

! Mr. LYONS: Yes, but I think I 
snatched it back. 

AN LEAS-OHEANN COMHAIRLE r 

Wc cannot go further into the matter 
of the scene at the County Council 
meeting. 
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Mr. LY0NS: I am not going further 
into it becausc every time I think of it 
it reminds me of the old eock-fighting 
days in Tipperary. I want to put a few 
suggestions to the Minister for Loeal 
ÍTOvernment eoneerning the old and 
infirm who are in reeeipt of home help. 
At first, home help was sent out once a 
fortnight, but now it is sent by post 
once a month. Those poor people 
‘should have a few shillings given them 
at least onee a weck. It has been 
proved in Westmeath that the adminis- 
tration of home help is verv inefíieient, 
and eosts in stationery alone about €500 
a year. Tf that is so it would be mueh 
better for the Minister for Loea] 
Government to make thosc inspeetors 
distribute thc home help themselves. 
They are being paid for it. It is a 
terrible thing to see poor people wait- 
ing and not being paid. 

Mr. SHAW: I think the statcment of 
Deputy Lvons is not eorreet. They arc 
paid everv fortnight. There was a 
slight delay- 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

The Deputy eannot make a speeeh. 

Mr. LYONS: The order of the Com- 
mittee is that the home help should bc 
sent out onee a fortnight to towns and 
onee a month to country distriets. 
Deputy Egan mentiomd that 50s. a 
week wouhl be’the rate. It may be the 
rate for the town of Tullamore, as it 
was for Alhlone, but it was not the rate i 
paid by the County Couneil of Offaly 1 
to the workers on the roads. In the j 
County Council the highest rate paid j 
is 36s. In Westmeath the rate is 45s. 
Dut 45s. meant 22s. 6d. and 36s. meant 
less in Offaly because those men never 
got constant employment. The niem- 
bers of the Council were so generous 
to their workers and they tried to assist j 
thein so mueh that they reduced their 
wage by 13s., telling theni that they 
would get full time. Strange to say, 
since wagcs have been reduced they are 
working not at 22s. 6d., but at 16s. 
They are still on part time in West- 
meath. They arc on strike at present. 

I hope the Minister for Local Govern- 
ment will take into account the ad- 
ministration of this home help to the 
old people. I do not hold the Minister 
responsible. ITe is not very long in 
office and he has done, not indeed won- 


ders, but at least something that he can 
look back on and say that there is some 
of his work there at least. Are we 
quite sure that the Minister thought 
the plan of 28s. a weelc out of his own 
head’? It may be possible that his col- 
leagues on thc Government Benches 
are assoeiated in the suggestion. One 
sure faet is that, no matter who in- 
vented the idea of this reduction of 
wages, the present Minister for Local 
Government, no matter who dances, 
will have to .pay for the tune. If this 
motion goes to a division I shall vote 
against it. A motion put forward con- 
demning the action of the Government 
, would be a vote of ceusure on the 
! (lovernment. As a whole I would not 
! vote for sueh a motion, because I arn 
j oL' the opinion, and Deputies on the 
Labour lhmehes know, that the Govern- 
ment have carried on in the hardest of 
times. Some of the members on the 
Labour Bench(»s have delivered 
speeches here doing credit to the 
Government. 

j AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

We are not discussing the Government. 
We are only discussing the Minister for 
JiOcal (iovernment. 

Mr. LYONS: For that purpose I do 
not see why we should alter our opinion 
now, and ii* the Minister for Local 
Govcrnmcnt had the courage to accept 
that ofíice in the hardest of times I 
thinlv it is onr duty as a whole to sup- 
port hiin in any honest methods he 
brings forward. I do not agree, how- 
ever, with the circular he sent round, 
and if this motion was for the purpose 
of voting against the party instru- 
mental in having that circular sent out 
I would vote for it. As the motion is 
against the Minister for Local Govern- 
ment personally, I will vote against it 
if it goes to a division. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN : I am sorry that I 
cannot undertake to entertain the Dáil 
in the admirable manner in which it 
has been entertaincd by the last 
Deputy. Deputies who have been 
speaking are in most cases Deputies 
who have had long experience of local 
administration. On that account per- 
haps my point of view may be inter- 
esting, beeause it is the point of view 
of an individual who never sat upon a 
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local Board, and perhaps never will sit 
upon a local Board, and who can there- 
fore, give an outside point of view. I 
think it takes a certain amount of moral 
coui*age to get up and speak on this mat- 
ter; because I have noticed in thc past 
that as soon as any Deputy got up and 
cast the slightest aspersion upón loeal ad- 
ministration, there were eertain Depu- 
ties who regardcd it almost as a matter 
of pcrsonal honour, immediately to get 
up to support thc rights and dignities 
of thc local l)oards. There is one im- 
portant mattor to whieli I would lik<* 
to call the attention of the Minister for i 
Local Government, and that is that the 
present Couneils have long outstayed 
their welcome. Their period of power 
expired in June last year, and thev 
have been kept on since bv Statute. 
There is a feiding in the eountrv 1 liat 
these Councils, elected in a time oí’ 
stress, and clected almost altogether on 
a political basis, do not represent the 
people at present and should not be 
allowed to control local government, 
expend moncy, and make permanent 
appointments. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE resumed 
the Chair at this stage. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: I think the prin- 
cipal objection to the administration of 
local boards is the reckless extrava- 
gance that has been going on. That 
extravagance applies not alone to the 
question of worhers’ wages, but to 
salaries and general expenditure all 
round. There was a return made to 
the Dáil a short time ago showing the 
salaries of Secretaries of Co. Councils. 
One of the highest in that return was 
a salary of £1,700 for a Secretary of a 
County Council in one of the poorest 
countiea in Ireland. It is only right and 
fair that if by means % of this Circular 
Letter, which we have heard so much 
about, the wages of the road workers 
are to be reduced, at the same time 
steps should be taken whereby the sal- 
aries of officials would be reduced. 
What is sauce for the goose is sauce for 
the gander. It is only right, if the 
wages of workers. must be reduced, ow- 
ing to the exigencies of the times, that 
the salaries of officials should also be 
reduced. There is another matter 
which we in the Farmers’ Party feel 
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a ccrtain amount of grievance in regard 
to, and that is the incidcnce of rates. 
We are called upon to pay rates which 
we belicve are altogether in excess of 
the requirements of the situation, and 
])(*yond our ability to pay. We are 
o]>liged at present to pay for the up- 
keep of main and trunk roads which 
are mainly used by the traders in the 
towns for the purpose of conve^ing^ 
goods ]>y meaiis of heavy wagons which 
eut the roads to pieccs. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Is the 

Minister for Local Government respon- 
sible? 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: I thinlc his ad- 
minisíration should be able to rectify 

it. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: I am 

afraid wc* cannot go into a diseussion of 
local administration. We arc discuss- 
ing the policy of the Minister, or we 
ought to be discussing it. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: Does not the 
poliey of the Minister aífeet local ad- 
ministration? 

I AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: If the 

Deputy wants to argue that he can go 
into every question of local adminis- 
tration, he eertainly cannot. Would it 
not require a Statute to make this 
change? 

Mr. HEFFERNAN : I am sorry the 
Ceann Comhairle was not here a while 
ago, because we went into the most 
extraordinary questions. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : I am not 

responsible for that. We will have 
either to approve or disapprove of what 
I the Minister is doing. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: Then I disap- 
prove. I would like to refer to the 
matter of amalgamation. I regard this 
matter as being to a large extent in an 
experimental stage at present. I think 
it is very doubtful if it is going to work 
out as an economy. One of the unfor- 
tunate features of it is the number of 
officials superannuated and the number 
of officials appointed to hold new posi- 
tions. That means that we are now 
building up a large superannuation 
fund and at the same time paying fresh 
officials. I think it would be only right 
when these schemes were brought in 
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[Mr. Heffernan.] 
that a definite arrangement should have 
been made whereby the former officials 
should have been appointed to the new 
positions, and not have Boards of 
Health issuing advertisements for new 
officials at . somewhat extravagant 
salaries, while the former officials, who 
are comparatively young men, are 
drawing high superannuation. What I 
would like to express to the Minister is 
that. the farrning communitv. whieh is 
mainly responsible for the financing of 
local government administration, is now 
in dire stress, and that the loeal boards 
will very soon find that they will not be 
able to eollect the rates which they are 
levying, 

I would like to remind the Dáil that 
it is not only the rich farmers who have 
to pay those rates, but also the very 
smallest farmers, and at the present 
time they find these rates an intolerable 
burden. There are eases in sorne 
eounties where farmcrs with a valua- 
tion of £20 have to pay as much as £15 
in rates, in the third of extremely bad 
years from the agricultural point of 
view. I would be inelined to forecast 
that the boards at present in existence 
have not got. the confidenee of the 
people. If they strike rates this year 
that are bcyond the capacity of the 
people to pay, they will find that thev 
will not be able to colleet tliem. No 
Bills or special Statutes introdueed 
here would have the effeet of forcing 
farmers to pay rates that are beyomi 
their resources. 

Mr. CORISH : More rcd flag worK 

Mr. JOHNSON: I move the adjourn 
ment of the debate until Wednesday. 

Agreed. 


ADJOURNMENT. 

00. CLARE OLD AOE PENSION 
CLAIM. 

Mr. BLTTHE : I move the adjourn- 
ment of the Dáil until Tuesday at 3 
o'eloch. 


Mr. CONNOR HOGAN : I frave notieo 
that I would raise on the adjournment 


a ques’ioi about the refusal of thc 
Ministrv of Local Government to con- 
tinue the payment of an old age pension 
to Mr. Lyneh, of Querrin, Lisdeen, C > 
Clare, who has a!ready enjoyed it for 
15 years. 1 do so, not alone to draw 
particular attention to this individuai 
case, but to get an expression of opinion 
from the responsible Ministers as to 
their policy with regard to kindred 
! eases and its application to farmers 
| similarly situatcd to this man. It ap- 
1 pears that he has been in receipt of the 
pension for something like 15 years. He 
assigned his land, to come within the 
I terms of the Act. I do not want to say 
mueh on the morality of the thing, but 
in any case it has been legalised, and 
his position is quite clear up to the pre- 
! sent. On the strength of that prcsum- 
j ably he was alloAved certain freedom. 1 
i am informed the freedom he was 
allowed was a room in the house, suffi- 
cient turf for a fire, milk, £5 a year, 
and the use of a jennet. In a reply by 
I the Minister for Finanee on behalf of 
the Minister for Local Government, I 
was told that. in this case he had esti- 
matcd the value o£ the claimant’s main- 
tenanee on the son’s farm exceeded £49 
17s. 6d. yearly, and that it. debarred 
him from the rcceipt, of the pension; 
that the extent of the holding is 42 
acres, the valuation is £16 13s„ and the 
rent or annuity £12. From my know-. 
ledge of farrrdng, when I see a holding 
of 42 acres, the valuat.ion of which is 
on!y £16 I am forecd to the conclusion 
that it is necessarily bad land and vew 
difficult to make a living on. I am 
forced to the conclusion that £2 a week 
is the greatest productive capacity of 
that farm, even if the produce is sold 
under the most favourable circum- 
stances. On that the family of the pre- 
sent owner, consisting, I understand, of 
10 or 12 persons, have to be maintained. 
We certainly sympat,hise with the 
Ministry in endeavouring to briiig 
down expenses, and to rigidly apply the 
Old Age Pensions Act, but in this case. 
where the claimant received 5/- origi- 
nally, and later 10/-, I do not see why, 
at. this stage he should be deprived 
altogether of the pension. By all means 
reduce it proportionately. Éven in the 
hey-day of war prices the man evi- 
dently got the full pension. I feel that 
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it is necessary thc Minister should state 
his attitude towards farmers who 
assigned their land on the strength of 
the Old Age Pensions Act to their sons. 

MINISTER for LOOAL GOVERN- 
MENT (Mr. Burke): T am not quite 
clear as to what Deputy Conílor ITogan 
is driving at. If this farm was assigned 


on the strength of getting the old age 
pension, the man would not be entitléd 
to anything. It does not make any 
dilference at all, so long as the farm is 
in the family, whether it belongs to the 
old man or to any member of his family. 

The Dáil adjourned at 4.4 p.m. un;il 
Tuesday, the TDh March. 
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Do chuaidh an Ceann Comhairle i 
gceannas ar a 3 a clog. 


CEISTEANNA—QUESTIONS. • 
ORAL ANSWERS. 


SUMMERHILL PARADE 
INCIDENT. 

Mr. A. BYRNE asked the Minister 
for Home Affairs if he is aware that on 
Saturday night, 26th May, 1923, a 
C.I.D. motor car, No. IK.2305, crashed 
into the window of a shop at 49 Sum- 
merhill Parade, breaking two large 
plate-glass windows, window frame, 
shelving, and goods to the value of £30; 
and if he will say whether the damage 
will be paid for and to whom the owner 
will apply for payment. 

MINISTER for HOME AFFAIRS 

(Mr. O’Higgins); My attention has 
been called to this case by the owner 
of the damaged premises, Mr. James 
Duggan, who has been informed that 
the Government cannot accept any re- 
sponsibility for the accident. 

Mr. A. BYRNE: Arising out of the 
Minister's answer, may I ask him 
whether the Government intend to deny 
liability for the action of their servants 
while carrying out official duties? 

. 0 MIGGINS : It is not the prac- 

tice for a Government Department to 
acknowledge liability for an accideiit 
mcurred by one of its officials. It is, of 
course, open to the person whose pro- 
perty was injured to prosecute the 
©fficial. 

DISMISSED AND RESIONED R.I.C. 

Mr. BAXTER (for Mr. P. McHenna) 

asked the Minister for Home Affairs 
if he will state how manv members of 
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the Royal Irish Constabulary who re- 
signed, or were dismissed from that 
force because of their national sympa- 
thies, were passed or rccommended for 
a pension or compensation under the 
Superannuation and Pensions Act,1923; 
also whether it is intended to circulate 
amongst Deputies a list of the 
members of the above force to whom 
pensions or compensation has been 
granted. 

MINISTER for FINANCE (Mr. 

Blythe): It. has not yet been possible 
to complete the steps necessary for a 
grant or pension in the casc of any 
member of the Royal Irish Constabu- 
lary who resigned or was dismissed 
[ because of national sympathies, but 
progress has becn made in the matter. 
and it is hoped that awards will begin 
to be made shortly. The Act dealing 
with this matter does not contemplate 
a presentation to the Dáil of any list 
of awards. If any considerablc num- 
ber of Deputies desire that a special 
return should be made, I would be pre- 
pared to consider the matter. 

Mr. P. HOGAN (Clare): I would 

like to ask the Minister would he .con- 
sider it, because repeated representa- 
tions have been made to us from diffe- 
rent parts of the country. We would 
like to be in a position to know 
whether these are being paid or not. I 
would like if the Minister would con- 
sider the matter as soon as possible. 

Mr. BLYTHE : I will do everything 
possible to expedite the matter. 

EIRWAN ESTATE, CO. GALWAY. 

Mr. JOHNSON (for Tomás 0 
Conaill) asked the Minister for 
Agriculture if he has received a 
memorial from the tenants on the Kir- 
wan Estate, Dalgin, Milltown, Co. Gal- 
urging the purchase of the estate 
and the division among them of the 
untenanted lands, and if he can say how 
soon.these lands will be available for 
mstnbution among the uneconomic 
holders m the district. 

.-^^ISTER for AGRIOULTURE 

(Mr. Hogan): The memorial from the 
tenants on the Eirwan Estate has been 
received. All lands tenanted and un- 
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tenanted to which the Land Act, 1923, , 
applies in County Galway, will be 
vested in the Land Commission in due 
course. It is not possible at present to 
say when the Kirwan Bstate will be 
reached by the Land Commission to be 
dealt with. 1 

REPAIRS TO S.S. “ HELGA.” 

MIGHEAL 0 hAONGH?SA asked 
the Minister for Fisheries whether he 
will now give the Dáil full costings of 
the overhaul and refit of the S.S. Helga 
at Belfast Dockyard and how these 
compare with estimates submitted by 
Haulbowline and other Dockyards in 
the Saorstát. 

MINISTER for FISHERIES (Mr. 
Lynch) : The total amount paid last 
year for overhauling and refitting the 
Fishery Cruiser “ Muirchu “ (late 
“ Helga “) was £2,568 12s. 8d. 

I refer the Deputy to the reply given 
by the President to him on 22nd June 
last, regarding this subject, when an 
indication was given of the difference 
between the estimates submitted by 
Haulbowline and by the firm whose 
tender was accepted. 

REPAIRS TO PATROL BOATS. 

Mr. JOHN GOOD asked the Minister 
for Defence whether two patrol boats 
are at present in a dockyard in Dublin 
undergoing repair; whether competi- 
tive estimates were obtained for the 
docking and repairs, before the w r ork 
was put in hands, and whether he will 
also state the outlay to date and the 
probable outlay that wúll be required. 

MINISTER for DEFENCE (General 
Mulcahy) : Repairs to two patrol boats 
found to be necessary as a result of 
Lloyd’s survcy have just been com- 
pleted. Estiinates were first obtained 
for the docking and the other wmrk, 
but I regret that the principle of com- 
petition was not duly observed in the 
matter. The outlay will be approxi- 
mately £900. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Does the Minister 
know whether or not that on this job 
certain ex-British soldiers under the 
British Army scheme of technical edu- 
cation are being employed at a wage 
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probably of not more than lOs. a week? 
And that they are not leaming any 
trade at all, but are only doing ordinary 
labouring work which local labourers 
should be doing. 

General MULCAHT: I am not aware 

of the fact stated. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Will the Minister 
have inquiries made into the matter? 

General MULCAHY : Yes. 

Mr. GOOD: Will the Minister say 
why competitive tenders were not 
asked for this workí 

General MULCAHT: There appears 
to be no adequate reason why competi- 
tive tenders were not obtained. Esti- 
mates were obtained from one firm at 
Ringsend, and from Haulbowline. Esti- 
mates for doeking were given by a firm 
at £36 for two boats. At Haulbowline 
the estimate was £50, and lls. per week 
for keeping the dock dry. The esti- 
mates for repairs given by the firm in 
question was £793 lOs for one boat, and 
£115 lOs. for another boat. In the case 
of Haulbowline no total estimate was 
given. It was stated that the work 
would be charged for at cost price. 

Mr. GOOD: Are we to understand 
that in the future competitive tenders 
will be obtained for similar work? 

General MULCAHT : Certainly. 

A BALLTMORE-EUSTACE AWARD. 

SEOIRSE DE BHULBH asked the 
Minister for Defence if he will again 
consider the totally inadequate award 
recommended in the case of Mrs. Julia 
Lawler, Central Hotel, Ballymore-Eus- 
tace, in view of the extensive damage 
done to the roof of the hotel and win- 
. dows and woodwork by the National 
| Troops in June, 1922. 

General MULCAHT : The award 
which Mrs. Lawler has accepted in fuli 
settlement has already been recon- 
sidered, and is thought to be adequate 
compensation for the damage done to 
the premises. 

Mr. WOLFE: Arising out of the 
Minister’s answer, may I ask him if 
he is aware of the exact extent of this 
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i eover a large portion of the account. 
shops í The rnatter is being íurther investi- 
| gated, and it is hoped that settlement 
will be effected at an early date. 
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[Mr. AVoulfe.] 

damage? This hotel has three 
underneath- 

AN CEANN COMHAIELE: The De- 

puty cannot make a statement. 

Mr. WOLFE: The roof was 
seriously damaged, and the lady is far 
írom satisfied with the amount 
awarded, which is only sufficient to re- 
pair three of the rooms. Will the 
Minister reconsider thc rnatter? 

Oeneral MULCAHY: The matter has 
been considered, but if there is any 
fresh evidence with regard to the dam- 
age I will have it reeonsidered. 

TRIM SOLDIER’S CLAIM. 

Mr. HOGAN (Clare) (for Mr. David 
Hall) asked the Minister for Defence 
whether he is aware that Mr. Matthew 
Matthews, Oakstown, Trim, Co. Meatli, 
served as Quartermaster in Trim Mili- 
tary Barracks for tlie period from the 
Ist March to the llth 31ay, 1922; 
whether he receivcd no pay or compen- 
sation for time lost or serviee rendered, 
although promiscd 4s. 6d. per day; 
whether the Minister is aware that Mr. 
Matthews was transferred from Trim 
to Mullingar on the llth March, 1922, 
and that he reecived no pay or com- 
pensation for his first week’s serviee 
in Mullingar; and whether he will give 
this matter immediate eonsideration 
witli a view to having payment of 
arrears to Mr. Matthews expedited. 

General MULCAHY : Therc is no re- 
cord of military service having been 
given by Mr. Matthews prior to his at- 
testation on the llth May, 1922. A 
forni of application for arrears of pay 
has, however, been sent to him. On its 
return duly completed, the case will 
be considered. 

BALLYDEHOB ARMY ACCOUNT. 

Mr. MORRISSEY (for Tadhg 0 Mur- 
chadha) asked the Minister for Defence 
whether payment of an army account 
due to William H. Cashman, of Bally- 
dehob, Co. Cork, amounting to £8 15s.. 
will be expedited. 

General MULCAHY: Payments al- 
ready made to Mr. Cashman appear to 


PAYMENT FOR CO. CORK NURSE. 

Mr. MORRISSEY (for Tadhg 0 Mur- 
chadha) asked the Minister for Local 
Coveniment whelher he will state the 
reasons for the rcfusal to sanction pay- 
ment to Nursc Hayes for doing tem- 
porary duty in Sldbbereen, Co. Cork, 
Fever ITospital; whether Nurse Haycs 
had previously been paid with the De- 
partment’s sanetion for duty of a like 
nature in íhe same hospital, and 
whether, in view of the fact that when 
Nurse Ilayes agreed to take up duty, no 
other nnrse was available, and that the 
sum due to hcr is a small one, he will 
sanction payment in the case. 

MINISTER for LOCAL GOVERN- 
MENT (Mr. Burke) : Sanetion was re- 
fused as tlie appointee was unable to 
furnish evidence tliat she held the re- 
quired nursing qualiíieations. 

There is no record of sanction having 
been previously given for hcr employ- 
ment. 

With regard to the last part of the 
question, it is not understood why a 
nurse could not have lieen obtained. 

CASTLEJORDAN (CO. MEATH) 
POSTAL FAOILITIES. 

Mr. HOGAN (Clare) (for Mr. David 
Hall) asked the Postmaster-Ceneral 
whether, in view of Iho great neeessity 
whieh exisls for a P.O. Moncy Order 
Offiee and Tclephone Offiee at. Castle- 
jordan, ('o. Meath, he is in a position to 
reconsider his reply to the rccent peti- 
lion forwarded t.o him by the people of 
that district, which is one of the most 
thickly popnlated in the county. 

POSTMASTER - GENERAL (Mr. 

Walsh): I find that there is no good 
ease for the opening of a Sub-Post 
Offiee at Castlejordan, which is distant 
only one and a half miles from an 
existing office. The estimated amount 
of Money Order business likely to arise 
wonld not be nearly sufficient to juis- 
tify the extension of the Money Ordcr 
business to Castlejordan, while 
capital cost and annual charges which 
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the establishment of a Telephone CaU 
Office would involve are out of all pro- 
portion to the estimated receipts. 
Moreover, the present Postal Service 
in the ]ocality is earried on at a consi- 
derable loss to the Revenue. 

JOHNSTOWN POST OFFIOE. 

SEOIRSE DE BHULBH asked the 
Postmaster-General whether he is 
aware that the Post Offiee in Johns- 
town, Straffan, has been elosed, and 
whether he will see that a new Office 
is opened as soon as possible, in view 
of the ineonvenienee to the village aiul 
neighbourhood caused by the elosing 
of this office. 

Mr. WALSH: I am aware that the 
Post. Office at Johnstown, Co. Tvildare, 
has been elosed temporarily since the 
23rd ultimo. I am havin<r eníjuiries 
made refrardin»’ the question of re- 
opening it and will eommunieate the 
result to the T)eputy in due eourse. 


WRITTEN ANSWERS. 

ACCOMMODATION FOR GARDA 
SÍOCHÁNA AT DRUMLISH. 

Mr. P. McRENNA asked the Minis- 
ter for Ilome Affairs whether it is the 
intention of the Government to com- 
mandeer any housc in the village of 
Drumlish, Co. Longíord, for a Gárda 
Síochána Rarracks, and if he is áware 
that the premises in which the Gárda 
Síochána are quartered at present have 
been recently inspected by a Board of 
Works Inspector, and if he can state 
whether the premises are suitable for 
a permanent barracks. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: From the infor- 
mation at present before me it would 
appear that the house* now occupied by 
the Gárda Síochána at Drumlish is un- 
suitable as a permanent station, and 
if suitable alternative accommodation 
cannot be obtained by agreement, it 
may become necessary to utilise the 
powers of compulsory acquisition. The 
matter ís at present receiving the at- 
tention of the Commissioners of Public 
Works, whose report I have not yet 
received. 


CLIFDEN HOTEL CLAIM. 

TOMAS 0 CONAILL askod the Mini- 
ster for Dofcnce whether a claim has 
beou roceived from tho proprietress of 
tho Ardbear Hotol, Clifden, for £104 
3s. 6d. for compensation on account 
I of oceupation of her premisos by the 
i Army in 1923 and for loss and damage 
to furniture, etc., during such occupa- 
tiou; whether lio is awaro that a sum 
of £3 was offered in full settlement of 
this claim; that on refusal of this a 
suni of £18 was offered, which was 
again refusod, aml whether he will take 
steps to see that fair compensation is 
immodiately paid to this woman, who 
I has made r<»peated applications for 
1 payment of her long ovordue account. 

General MULCAHY : A elaim 

amounting to £61, in all. was recoived 
from the proprietress of the Ardbcar 
Hotel, Clifden, in respect of accommo 
dation for a number of officers and nien 
for five days. £23 15s. 6d., being the 
amount claimod. was allowod for beds 
for the officers aml men, and an offer 
of £18 has lieon mado against the re- 
maindor of the claim (£37 4s. 6d.), 
which is in rcspect of damage to furni- 
ture, use of rooms, and fires. In all the 
eircumstancos, a total payment of 
£41 15s. 6d. is considorod adequate. 

THE ARMY POSITION. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Before 
entering upon the Orders for the day, 
the President desires to make a state- 
ment. 

The PRESIDENT : I have to ask the 
permission of the House at this stage to 
make a statement on a matter of public 
importance. 

On Thursday last, the 6th instant, at 
10 p.m., there was handcd to me a doeu- 
ment signed by Major-Genei’al Liam 
Tobin and Coloncl Charles Dalton, 
which I propose to read to the House. 

Dublin, 6th March, 1924. 

To President Liam Cosgrave. 

Sir,— 

On behalf of the I.R.A. Organisa- 
tion we have been instructed to pre- 
sent the following TJltimatum to the 
Government of Saorstát Eirean». 

Briefly, our position is this:— 

The I.R.A. only accepted the 
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[The President.J 

Treaty as a means of aehieving its 
objects, namely, to secure and main- 
tain a Republican form of Govern- 
ment in this country. 

After many months of discussion 
with your Government it is our con- 
sidered opinion that your Govern- 
ment has not those objeets in view, 
and that their policy is not reconcil- 
able with the Irish people’s accept- 
ance of the Treaty. 

Furthermore, our interpretation of 
the Treaty was that expressed by the 
late Commander-in-Chief, General 
Michael Collins, when he stated: “ I 
have taken an oath of allegiance to 
the Irish Republic and that oath I 
will keep, Treaty or no Treaty. M We 
claim Michael Collins as our leader, 
and again remind you that even after 
the Treaty was signed, that drastic 
action was taken against enemies of 
the unity and complete independence 
of our country. Both in oath and 
honour bound, it is our duty to con- 
tinue his policy, and therefore pre- 
sent this Ultimatum to which we re- 
quire a reply by 12 noon, lOth March, 
1924. 

We demand a coáference with re- 
presentatives of your Government to 
discuss our interpretation of the 
Treaty on the following condi- 
tions:— 

(a) The removal of the Army 
Council. 

(b) The immediate suspension of 
Army demobilisation and re-organ- 
isation. 

In the event of your Government 
rejecting these proposals we will 
take such action that will make clear 
to the Irish people that we are not 
renegades or traitors to the ideals 
that induced them to accept the 
Treaty. 

Our Organisation fully realises the 
seriousness of the action that we may 
be compelled to take, but we can no 
longer be party to the treachery that 
threatens to destroy the aspirations 
of the Nation. 

LIAM TOBIN, Major-General, 
President of the Executive 
Council. 

C. F. DALTON, Col., Secretary 
to Executive Council. 


Having heard the text of the docu- 
ment Deputies will have no difíiculty in 
agreeing that it constitutes a challenge 
which no Government could ignore 
without violating the trust conferred 
on it. 

I do not propose to discuss any poli- 
tical point eonnected with the docu- 
ment. I eonsider that in the circum- 
stances, such a discussion would be in- 
defensible, and I may say that this Gov- 
ernment has never discussed questions 
of politics with Army Officers. 

The necessary administrative and dis- 
ciplinary steps will be taken to deal 
with this eonspiracy. Orders have 
been issued for the arrest of the signa- 
tories to the document; the personnel of 
the Headquarters Staff has been 
strengthened by the appointment of 
General Eoin t OM)uffy to be General 
OfHcer Commanding the Defence 
Forces. Measures have already been 
taken throughout the country to deal 
with any situation which may arise, 
and nothing will be left undone to 
secure that the discipline of the Army 
will be maintained. 

The Government relies fully on the 
Army as well as on the whole body of 
citizens to support it in whatever action 
may be necessary to maintain the demo- 
cratic aut.hority of the people. The 
attempt, such as it is, is not against a 
particular Government; it is a chal- 
lenge to the democratic foundations of 
the State, to the very basis of Parlia- 
mentary representation and of respona- 
ible Government. As such, it is the 
concern of every Deputy, of every 
party and of every citizen. 

Mr. J. McGRATH rose. 

AN OEANN COMHAIRLE : Is it pro- 

posed to take a discussion on this sub- 
ject now or later? 

The PRESIDENT: Deputy McGrath 
wishes to make a statement. 

Mr. McGRATH: I have the permis- 
sion of the President to announce to 
you now the fact that I have resigned 
fro.m the Executive Council. I resigned 
on Friday night, when it was decided 
to take this action. But I want it defi- 
nitely understood that my resignation 
is not as a result of the action taken on 
receipt of this document. With the 
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document I am not in agreement. As 
a member of the Executive Council, 
which is the Gover-.ment of thc coun- 
try, I could not possibly be in agree- 
ment with it. But I have my own 
views regarding the document, and I 
have agreed with the President, or, at 
least, he has agreed, to name a date 
which I hope will be to-morrow, on 
which we can discuss this whole ques- 
tion. I would ask the Press, if it is pos- 
sible, to rcfrain from comment. on that 
document, and I ask the people of the 
country to refrain from forming 
opinions on the document until I have 
given the facts to the Dáil, and until I 
have given the facts to the people of 
the country íeading up to this. 1 am 
thoroughly satisficd in my own mind 
that I will convince you this is brought 
about by absolute muddling, mishand- 
ling and incompetency on tlie part of 
a Department of the State. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I feel. taken in this 
way, that this document, or, at 
least, the statement by the President of 
which I have a eopy, will not satisfy 
the requirements of the ease, aml will 
not satisfy the publie in its demand for 
more information than is contained 
therein. I am sorry the President has 
contented himself with simply reiterat- 
ing what I belicve every Deputy of the 
Dá?l is ready to affirm and re-affirm— 
that is, that we cannot in the slightest 
degree accept the proposition that any 
member or mcmbers, high or low, of 
the armed forces of the State shall be 
allowed to dictate or attempt. to in- 
íluence as soldiers the politieal policy 
of the country. There are ample 
means at the hand of every man,.ex- 
officer or, shall I say, ex-soldicr, to in- 
fluence public policy. Once a man has 
entcred again into the ranks of privato 
citizenship he is entitled to use every 
method providcd for under the Consti- 
tution to bring his point of view 
to bear upon thc public mind. While 
there may be a majority, and a vast 
majority, of people who would agree 
with the ideals suggested as being held 
by some of these men, the way to ar- 
rive at, and achieve that purpose, is by 
other means entirely than the means 
outlined in the lettcr which was trans- 
mitted to the President. The Dáil must 


! insist on cvery possible occasion that 
the Army is to be subordinate, and I 
am sorry that we shall be left at least 
for another 24 hours bcfore we are in- 
formed as to the real matter that is 
hinted at and touched upon in this 
statcment of the President. 

I say I am sorry that we have not got 
further information, and I am afraid 
the 1aek of it will rather damage thc 
cause of constitutional Government, 
but we shall be content, though I am 
very doubtful whether it would be pos- 
sible in the circumstances, to givé 
adequate consideration to the ordinary 
business of the Dáil. 

The PRESIDENT: I am prepared to 
name to-morrow after Questions to 
allow an opportunity to tlie Minister 
for Industry and Commerce to state the 
case for his resignation. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : The 

proposal is to allow the Minister for 
Industry and Commerce to make a de- 
tailed statemcnt to-morrow after Ques- 
tions, and then to take the discussion 
on this whole matter. Is that the idea? 

The PRESIDENT : Yes. 

Mr. BAXTER : It seems to me that 
this is such an urgent matter that it 
is questionable if it ought to be left 
over until to-morrow. Coming up here 
from the country and not knowing 
exactly what the position* is, we are 
hearing all sorts of rumours,; it. seems 
to me that there ought to be a contra- 
diclion of these rumours or they ought 
io bo affirmed. lt looks to me that this 
matter ought to be taken up by the 
Dáil sometime this evening. I do not 
wish to press that point of view, but 
I am expressing the feelings of the 
people in the country when I say that 
evcry possible light should be thrown 
on this matter at oncc. Between all 
the parties in the country and beeause 
of the action of the military forces, the 
people in the eountry have suffercd a 
terrific lot during the last three or 
four years. The ordinary citizens are 
wondering where they stand to-day 
between the armed forces, and want to 
know from the Executive Council and 
from the administration what the real 
position is. We also want to hear from 
the other side what the position is as 
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regards these officcrs in the Army and 
ex-officers. What do they really want, 
or what is the cause of their dissatisfac- 
tion? What do they want to do, or 
what is it they want to do with the 
country? 

Major BRYAN COOPER: I beg to 

support Deputy Baxter in the sugges- 
tion he has made. Thc longer this 
matter is left in a statc of mystcry the 
wilder the rumours will bc that will 
get about, and thc more disquiet will 
be eaused in thc public rnind, and great 
harm will be done to the Statc. The only 
rcason that I can scc for a postpone- 
ment is that Deputy McGrath wishes 
for more timc to prepare his statc- 
ments, and one would not desire to do 
anything unfair to him, because he 
ought to havc evcry opportunity of 
maldng his case. Unless that is the 
casc, 1 do urge thc Presidcnt to allow 
thc discussion to go on to-day. I be- 
lieve that serious public harm will bc 
done if it is postponcd. 

The PRESIDENT: 1 might point out 
tliat thc only mattcr before thc Dáil 
is the action thc (íovernmcnt has taken 
on this lettcr. I have announced that 
fact, and if that bc disagrecd with, I 
think a motion ought to be madc. 
Other than that thcrc is nothing before 
the Dáil that I know of. 

Mr. McGRATH: I am quite ready to 
go 011 now, but I would like to point 
out to the Dáil and to Deputy Baxter 
and Deputy Cooper that it is in the in- 
terests absolutely of the people of the 
country that a little delay is nccessary. 
It is the people I am thinking of, and 
nobody elsc or anything elsc. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I would like to 
know, quite apart from matters which 
happened prior to Friday, if we could 
have from the President some informa- | 
tion as to the position that exists in thc j 
country to-day. That at least should 
be given to us. 

MINISTER for DEPENOE (General 
Mnlcahy) : The position in the country 
to-day is as has been stated in the offi- 
ci&l reports that have been given to the 
Press, with the exception of the inci- 


mon, Gormanstown, Baldonncl and 
Templemore. In Gormanstown, Ros- 
common and Baldonnel certain officers 
have absconded, talring with them small 
quantitics of stores. Last night and 
yesterday evening an incident occurred 
in Cashel wherc an officer left his post 
and took away eight rifles, the men, 
however, standing firm. An incident 
occurred in Gorey, wherc an officcr at- 
I tcmpted to takc away somc rifles be- 
■ longing to the garrison there. líis men 
I interfered with liim, and secured the 
property connected with the post there. 
The officer and some of his sergeants 
absconded. 

A small number of resignations have 
taken plaee throughout the country, 
particularly here in Dublin — approxi- 
mately, about 20. Thcre is a certain 
atmosphere of threat, that a large num- 
bcr of officers throughout the Army are 
preparing to resign if thc threat con- 
tained in thc lctter to thc Govcrnmcnt 
is not carried out; that they are pre- 
pared to sct thcmselves up in arms in 
defiance against thc Govcrnment is 
anothcr thrcat. Therc is only onc part 
of the country in which I am not quite 
convinced as to the absolute control of 
military forces loyal to thc Govern- 
rnent. Thcre is only onc part of the 
country in which there are possibly any 
ramiíications of any danger, and that is 
in the County Cork. The Second in 
Command in Cork, who has somc con- 
nection with this conspiracy, has re- 
signed. I may possibly bc in a position 
beforc the Dáil adjourns this evcning to 
givc a detailcd statcmcnt on the posi- 
tion, but beyond what has becn re- 
ported up to thc prcsent, thcre have 
been no incidents of irregularity, and I 
am ábsolutely certain of our control of 
the forces ovcr thc whole country with 
the possibility—and it is only a possi- 
bility, because this matter has been a 
secret matter—that there may be some 
defections, whether from the point of 
vicw of resignations or from tHe point 
of view of seizing some military posts 
that are in the Cork aréa. 

Mr. JOHNSON: The Minister spoke« 
of a few resignations, about 20, I 
think, he said. Will he indicatc what 
grade of officers they may comprise? 

^wAmOJarí: 1 w m under- 
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take to have a statement as to resigna- 
tions for the Dáil before it adjourns. 

Mr. DAVIN: I realise that interven- 
ing in a debatc of this kind is a rather 
delieate matter at the moinent, ])ut I 
put it to the President and to the Dáil 
that we are nol in a frame of mind to 
go on with the ordinary business while 
this matter has not been i)roperly 
settled. I suggest, it‘ it be possible, 
that we should have an adjournment 
for a numb(‘r o£ hours. I think at a 
critieal stage sueh as this is, the rnost 
crilical with wliieh we have l)een faeed 
since we eanu' her<\, that if neeessary 
we eould sit up all night or wait until 
the President and his Government on 
the one hand and Deputy McGrath on 
the olher are ]>reparrd to eome here to 
the Dáil and give us sueh a statement 
as a\*11 enabb' Deputies to take part in 
a proper way in a diseussion of tliis 
very serious matter. I suggest, if it is 
possible, to have an adjournment to 
such di hour as would suit both the 
President and Deputy MeGrath, and 
that would enable lliem to eome here 
and irive the Dáil all the information 
that it is entitled to. 

Mr. HUGHES: I for one would not 
favour an adjournment of Ihe Dáil. I 
think that if the Dáil were to adjourn 
we would be giving perhaps a greater 
impetus to tliis thin«r than it doserves, 
and I think we should be fruided by the 
Deputy, who promised to makc a state- 
ment- to-morrow, and who says the 
statement wiJl be in the interests of the 
people. I think we should be guided by 
him and by the President in this matter 
and that we should now proceed with 
the ordinarv business of the Dáil in the 
ordinary way. 

The PRESIDENT: My nerves are all 
right. I am prepared to go on. 

Mr. DAVIN: I wouíd like to let the 
President know t.hat there is nothing 
wrong with my nerves either. 

The PRESIDENT: Oh, I quite agree. 

* AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: I would 
suggest there are really two distinct 
matters which arise—one is the ques- 
tion of nationaí sccur ity arising from 
the letter addressed to the President 
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of the Exeeutive Couneil and the action 
taken by the Government upon that. 
lettcr, and the other, I understand, is 
the eireumstances of the resignation of 
the Minister for Industry and Com- 
merce, which involves dissatisfaction, 
I thinlv he said, with a Department of 
Stat.e. The two things are apparently 
eonnected, though they may be sepa- 
rate. It is now proposed to postpone 
a discussion until to-morrow. 

Agreed. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: The 

statement of the Minister for Tndustry 
and rommerce will bo taken to-morrow 
after Questions. 

ORDERS OF THE DAY. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Order 
No. 1, Old Age Pensions Bill Com- 
mittee, is not being taken to-day. Are 
the others being taken in tho order in 
I whieh they occurí 

The PRESIDENT : Ves. 

MINISTER for HOME AFFAIRS 
(Mr. O’Higgins): l suggest that we 
take No. 4 before No. 3. No. 4 is the 
Report Stage of the Public Safety Tem- 
porary Bill. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : The 

proposal with regard to the Orders is 
| to dischargc No. 1 and to put it down 
' again to-rnorrow. No. 2, estimate for 
the Land Commission, is to be takcn 
first; No. 4, Public Safety Temporary 
Bill, Report. Stage, will be taken next, 
i and No. 3, the Enforcement of Law 
(Occasional Powers) Bill, Second 
Stage, will be taken next, and the Local 
Government (Temporarv Provisions 
I Amendment Bill) next. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: I take it 
that item No. 6 on the Order Paper 
dealing with supplementary estimates 
Nos. 3, 5 and 9 will be taken this even- 
ing. 

Mr. BLYTHE: No. It, will be post- 
poned. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : It is not 

proposed to take any supplementary 
estimates to-day, except that concern- 
ing the Ministry of Agriculture. 

Mr. DARRELL FIOGIS: That meets 
my point. 
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COMMITTEE ON FINANCE. 

SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATE (LAND COMMISSION). 

Motion made and question proposed:— 


Go ndeontar suim ná raghaidh thar 
£94,370 chun iomlánú do dhéanamh 
ar an suim Bhreise is gá ehun íoctha 
an Mhuirir a bheidh le n 'íoc i rith na 
bliana dar críoch an 31adh lá de 
Mhárta, 1924, ar son tuarastail agus 
costaisí Oifig Choimisiún Talmhan 
na hEireann (44 & 45 Vict., c. 49, s. 
46, agus c. 71, s. 4; 48 & 49 Vict., c. 73, 
ss. 17, 18 agus 20; 53 & 54 Viet., c. 49, 
s. 2; 54 & 55 Vict., c. 48; 3 Edw. VII., 
c. 37; 7 Edw. VII., c. 38, agus c. 56; 
9 Edw. VII., c. 42; 10 & 11 Geo. V, 
c. 67; An tAcht Dlí Thalmhan 
(Coimisiún), 1923, agus an tAcht 
Talmhan, 1923), agus ar son tuaras- 
tail agus costaisí Roinn Socruithe na 
Talmhan. 

MINISTER for AGRICULTURE 
(Mr. Hogan): I am asking the Commit- 
tee now to vote the balanee of this Sup- 
plementary Estimate. The Estimate is 
quite simple. The nett amount asked 
for is £194,370, and I should explain 
that this amount with a little more has 
already been granted by the Dáil. This 
supplementary estimate m.w is merely 
a book-keeping matter, and is due to 
the fact that certain Acts amalgamated 
the Congested Districts Board with the 
Land Commission* and have placed the 
eost of the serviees of the Congested 
Districts Board on the Land Commis- 
sion estimates. The gross estimate was 
£279,965, made up as follows:— 
£195,268 is for the former Congested 
Districts Board service, and is in re- 
spect of the period from August up to 
date, or rather up to the 31 st March, 
August being the date on which the 
Land Commission Act passed, and on 
which the Congested Districts Board 
was amalgamated with the Land Com- 
mission. £81,167 consists of moneys 
that used to be paid on the Ireland De- 
vclopment Grant. Vote. That is now 
also under Section 16 of the Land Act 
of 1923, transferred to the Land Com- 
mission Vote, and £3,530 is the supple- 
mentary estimate required by the Land 
Commission in view of the additional 
work. There is, however, a saving on 


That a sum not exeeeding £94,370 
be granted to complete the Supple- 
mentary sum to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the year ending on 
the 31st day of March, 1924, for the 
salaries and expenses of the Office of 
the Irish Land Commission (44 & 45 
Vict., c. 49, s. 46, and c. 71, s. 4; 48 
& 49 Vict., c. 73, ss. 17, 18 and 20; 53 
and 54 Vict., c. 49, s. 2; 54 & 55 Vict., 
c. 48; 3 Edw. VII., c. 37; 7 Edw. VII., 
c. 38, and c. 56; 9 Edw. VII., c. 42; 
10 & 11 Geo. V., c. 67; the Land Law 
(Commission) Act, 1923, and the 
Land Act, 1923), and the salaries and 
expenses of the Land Settlement De- 
partment—(Minister for Finance). 

several sub-heads of the Land Commis- 
sion Vote of £40,000, so that in the re- 
sult T am not. asldng now for more than 
was already granted by the Dáil for 
the Land Comrnission and the Oonges- 
ted Districts Board. In faet, the nett 
result will be a saving on both of 
£66,547. As I explained, £81,867 ie the 
; arnount formally voted on the Ireland 
| Development Grant Vote. There would 
I be a saving from the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board Grant of £179,750, that is, 
a total saving of £260,917. As against 
that, I am asídng for a supplementary 
estimate of £194,370, leaving a nett sav- 
ing of £66,547. That, as I say, is really 
a book-keeping estimate, and is for the 
purpose of placing the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board on the Vote. 

Major COOPER : The Minister has 
given a very lucid cxplanation, but he 
has not explained the estimate which 
is upon the paper. He did not explain 
the total vote or estimate of the Con- 
gested Districts Board for 1923-24, nor 
did he explain why these details, sala- 
ries, wages, and allowances did not 
appear in the normal annual estimat^. 
The point I want to make now is that 
in the past the Congested Districts 
Board was a very much cheaper ser- 
vice all round per head than the Land 
Commission. This invaluable return 



Land Commission. 


1906 


1905 Supplementary Estimate — 11 Maboh, 1924. 


of the Minister for Pinance of the staffs 
in Government Departments shows 
that in 1914 the Land Commission cost 
£211 for eaeh man serving, while the 
Oongested Districts Board only cost 
£101 per head—less than half. In 1922 
the Land Commission cost £374 per 
head, but the Congested Districts 
Board only cost £200—again nearly 
half. Now, I hope the result of amal- 
gamating the Congested Districts 
Board and the Land Commission fs not 
going to lead to a general increase in 
the Vote. The present figure shows 
that they are approximately betwixt 
and between the figures of the Land 
Commission and the old Congested 
Districts Board—that is, £278. I hope 
that in dealing with the salaries of 
these transferred officials the Minister 
will not elevate the officials of the Con- 
gested Districts Board to the level of 
those of the Land Commission scale, 
but that he will keep them on a lower 
basis. 

Mr. O CONNELL: On this Estiinate, 
there are one or two points I wish to 
bring to the attention of the Minister. 
The Vote is for the Congested Districts 
Board, or what was formerly the Con- 
gested Districts Board. 

Mr. HOQAN: The Land Commission. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: That is to say, the 
Congested Districts Board is merged in 
the Land Commission. I want to draw 
attention to the fact that some time ago 
the practical reclamation work which 
was done by the Congested Districts 
Board over a large area in the West 
was dropped, in a great many places, 
and I would like to point out to the Min- 
ister that there is a very great necessity 
indeed to get ahead with this work as 
soon as it is possible to do so. Owing 
to the partial failure of the potato crop 
over a great area of the West, great 
hardship exists there, and if it were 
possible to re-start this work which was 
done by the Congested Districts Board 
in the past, it would be a great benefit 
to the people concerned. Of course, it 
would be doing work in the way of the 
reclamation of land and of road-making 
and all that kind of thing, which is 
quite necessary to be done, and it would 
prove of great benefit to the lands 


affected. I trust that the Minister will 
look into this matter at once, and that 
as soon as possible he will get this work 
going again. There is another matter 
which, I take it, arises on this Vote, 
and it is in connection with the putting 
into operation of the provisions of the 
Land Act of 1923. During the past 
two or three years there was a great 
agitation in many districts, especially 
in the West, regarding land that 
should have been bought up and 
divided. The people were told to wait 
patiently for the Land Aet, and they 
waited patiently, comparatively speafe- 
ing, for the Land Act, but the provi- 
sions of the Land Act are not being put 
into operation as far as we can see, in 
any case. At least, it seems that pro- 
| vision is worlving very slightly, and the 
| consequent result is that people are be- 
| coming more and more impatient, and 
| more and more anxious as to when 
these lands will be divided up. This 
feeling is always most evident in the 
spring-time, as the Minister himself 
knows. It would ease the minds, eon- 
siderably, of thesc poor people who 
have been looking forward anxiously to 
a division of these lands if the Minister 
I were in a position to make a statement 
I as to his immediate intentions. Another 
j thing is happening, and it is that 
I people are coming in and buying up 
land, that is private people coming in 
and buying up some of these un- 
tenanted tracts of land over the heads 
J of the uneconomic holders in the dis- 
j trict who are expected to get tliem. 
This is causing very great anxiety also 
amongst these small uneconomie hold- 
ers. ít would ease the situation eon- 
siderably if the Minister was in a posi- 
tion to make a statement as to the 
Governmcnt's intcntions on the matter. 

Mr. DAVIN : This debate was ad- 
journed on the last oeeasion ehieflv to 
the fact that the Ministcr was absent 
owing to illness, and it was thought 
desirable that a vote should not be 
taken until the Minister was in a posi- 
tion to come to the Dáil, and as I un-. 
derstood then, to make some general 
statement with rcgard to thc opera- 
tions of the Land Act. The Minister 
himself must be aware, as no doubt 
every Deputy is, from the communica- 
tions he receives in connection with 
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the operation of thc Act, that thcrc is 
a good deal of suspicion and a ccrtain 
amount of panic in the country with 
regard to what is being donc, or what 
has been done. I understand—perhaps 
I am wrong in saying it—that the pro- 
grcss has been much grcater than thc 
Minister antieipated when he made his 
last statemcnt to the Dáil. Ilowevei*, 

I think it is due to the Dáil, bcfore it 
votes away a largc sum oi‘ money, that 
we ought to hear from the Minister a 
full statement in conneetion with the 
operation of the Act. Another matter 
I want to draw attention to is the qucs- 
tion of the position of officials of the 
old (Vmgestcd Districts Doard, now 
undcr the Land (Vnnmission. I under- 
stood from the Minister for Finance 
on the last occasion that it was not the 
fault of his department. The Ministcr 
for Finance, if I understood him 
rightly, said that it was due more to 
the Minister for Agriculturc not being , 
satisíied or not having come to some j 
decision with regard to the personnel, j 
or with regard to those who were to 
receive the beneíit of whatever reeom- 
mendations were agreed upon. I would 
like the Minister for Agriculture to 
give the Dáil some information as to 
what is the position on that partieular 
# matter. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN : I would like to 
take advantage of this opportunity to 
ask the Minister for Agriculture to 
make a statcment ou eertain matters in 
regard 1o thc Land Act of 1923. As far 
as my knowledge of the Act and of its 
worldng is concerned, I am of opinion 
that in general it is giving satisfaction, 
that it will perform a very useful scr- 
vice, and that it will do what was pro- 
mised, that is the eventual Aviping out 
of landlordism in Ireland. But therc 
are some points in connection with the 
Act that are not giving satisfaction. I 
would refer the Minister particularly 
to the matter of compounded arrears of 
rent. At the time the Bill was going 
‘through the Dáil I understand Depu- 
ties on the Farmers’ Benches laid 
emphasis on the matter of compounded 
arrears, and pointed out to the Minister 
that Im would find it an extrcmely diffi- 
cult matter to collect the amount of 


arrcars. I find in going up and down 
the country that there is a great griev- 
ance in this regard, and I think the 
Minister will find that it. will be well- 
nigh impossible for the Laiul Comniis- 
sion to colleet in eash the balance of 
tlie arrears. The reason for this should 
be obvious to him. He knows quitc 
vvell the conditiou oí! agriculture in 
Ireland at present. He has frequently 
stated that he is aware of these condi- 
tions, and a great number of the far- 
mers are not in a position to pay this 
l)alance of compound arrears of rent. 
As the Act stands the Appointed Day 
cannot be tixed, or the laiul cannot be 
vested in these tenants, till the balance 
of the compoundcd arrears is paid. I 
understand by far the greatcr number 
ot* tenants have paid one year’s arrears. 
That means in some cases thcre are two 
years’ arrears still due, of which they 
are liable for one and a half years ? 
arrears in cash, and simultaneously 
with this thcy are liable for their usual 
payment in lieu of rent. In the condi- 
tions whieh exist, and talcing into ac- 
count the time through whicli agricul- 
ture has passed, I can assure the Mini- 
st(‘r that it will be a physical or a finan- 
cial impossibility for the greater num- 
lier of tbese tenants to pay tlie balance 
of the compounded arrears, and, there- 
fore, h<‘ will find that the Appointed 
Day will have to be pushcd back to an 
unreasonable date. I would suggest to 
him that there might be some method 
of getting ovcr this, and that by the 
introduetion of a simple amcnding Bill 
he might, by means of adding to the 
purehase money the amount of the ar- 
rears, make it more acceptable to the 
tenants, and therefore complete the 
sales in a shorter timc. Of course, on 
| behalf of the tenants, I would be still 
j better pleased if he could see his way 
| to wipe out the balance of the arrears, 
but considering that the question of the 
arrears is already involved iu the Act, 
and that certain obligations have been 
incurred, I do not suppose it is reason- 
able to ask him to do so. But I do 
think it is reasonable to ask him to add 
the balance of the compounded arrears 
to the capital sum, and by inereasing 
the annuity by a sniall amount make it 
possible to complete the sale of the 
land within a reasonable time. 
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There is another matter to which I 
would like to call the Minister’s at- 
tention, ancl which, I am aware, has 
frequently been calíed to his attcntion ! 
in the past two or three months. That ! 
is the decision of certain tenants, or 
certain holders of land who hold on 
long leases or on fee farm grants. I 
believe that there is a great deal of dis- 
pleasure as to the working of the Act 
in this regard, and that a great many 
of these tenants who, to all intents and 
pnrposes, are ordinary agricultural 
tenants, liave been excluded from the 
provisions of the Aet,have been obliged 
to pay the full arrears of rent, and 
eannot purchase their land in the 
ordinary course. I am aware that a 
great many of these occupiers of land ! 
are nothing more than ordinary agri- 
cultural tenants, aml thcy should not | 
be segregated or put into a different i 
class from those who hold as judicial 
and non-judicial tenants. I tíiinlc it 
wouid be íjuite possible in an amending 
Act to introduee a elause which would ' 
define the holders of land under sueh a 
title so as to place them in a position 
whereby they ean purchase their land ; 
under the ordinary provisions of the j 
Act. ; 

In regard to the division of land and 
the giving of land to uneeonomic 
holders and evicted tenants, a good d(‘al ! 
or dissatisfaction is expressed in regard 
to certain things that are happening. 

It is wel 1 known that there is an orga- | 
nisation, that is, the political organisa- \ 
tion of the present Oovernment, the j 
membcrs of whieh are maldng use of í 
this part of the Land Aet to increase ! 
the membership of that organisation. I 
have had many tenants eoming to me to ; 
say that they have been approaehed and i 
told that if thcy came forward and 
joined the Cumann na nOaedhcal they 
would have first claim on any land to 
be. divided. I say that that is very un- ! 
fair to the other political parties and í 
particularly to the Farmers’ Party. 

• AM CEANN COMHAIRLE : I should j 
not like to interrupt Deputy Heffernan, 
but an Estimate is not the proper place ! 
to ask a Minister to bring in Bills to | 
amend Acts already passed. The 
Minister for Agriculture can only be 
&sked questions as to how he is ad- 


ministering this money under the exist- 
ing law. 

Mr. HEFPERNAN: I am very much 
obliged. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : But I 

will allow him to go on, as I know it is 
very important. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: I have sahl nll t 

Mr. DARRELL FIGQIS: I would 
lilce to ask the Minister one question. 
and that is, if he would, in his answers 
to the questions that. have already been 
put, and in dealing with this Vote, ex- 
plaiu exactly what amount of money 
was taken over from the Congested Dis- 
triets Board to the United Land Com- 
mission, tlio old Land Commission and 
the Congosted Districts Board, and the 
use that is being made of that money; 
whether it is still being allocated to 
these districts that sometime were 
under the administration of the Con- 
gested Districts Board, or wliether the 
moneys are being pooled and equitably 
distributable throughout the entire ter- 
ritory of the country under the admin- 
istration of the new Land Commission. 

The MINISTER for AGRICULTURE 
(Mr. P. Hogan) : I will answer I)eputy 
Figgis’s question íirst. The funds, as 
apart from grants, of the Congested 
Distriets Board have been paid to the 
Land Commission to be dealt with by 
the Land Commission under the 
authority and in accordanee with rcgu- 
lations to be made by the Ministry of 
Finance, as set out, I believe, in Section 
9 of the Land Commission Act, 1923. 

Mr. FIGGIS : My question was rather 
whether in those regulations any effoi*t 
would be made to keep these 

4 o'rfoclc. funds for distriets that used 
to be under the old Conges- 
ted Districts Board. 

Mr. HOGAN: As far as I am eon- 
cerned, the question is one of getting 
adequate funds for the purposcs of the 
Acts, and for these districts. I am not 
going to fight. with the Minist.ry of 
Finance. I am not going to ask them 
to }>ut on deposit receipt the funds of 
thc Congested Districts Board, and ear- 
mark them ’for me so long as I get all 
the funds I want. I do not think that 
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would be business. Deputy Cooper 
asks why this Vote was not taken last 
March, and why we inserted merely the 
total Vote in the Land Commission 
Estimates. The Bill amalgamating the 
Congested Districts Board and the 
Land Commission was introduced only 
last August, and I had not in my mind 
a scheme formulated in detail. I was 
not in a position at that date, and I 
obviously would not have been in a 
position, to include in the Estimates a 
vote for the new Congested Districts 
Board until I had the scheme thought 
out in all its details. I was not in that 
position last March, and it was not 
actually until August that the Laiul 
Commission Act, which amalgamated 
the Land Commission and the Conges- 
ted Districts Board, was introduced. 
With regard to thc salaries, 1 feel in- 
clined to leave the matter between 
Deputy Cooper and Deputy Davin. 
They eaneel out on that question. IIow- 
ever, the answer to the question which 
Deputy Cooper asked is as íollows:— 
A considerable percentage of the clerlcs 
of the Congested Districts Board were 
elerks who passed a special examination, 
not quite thc Civil Service Examina- 
tion, and they did not get the same 
salary. That is all it comes to, but as 
to the effect of amalgamating tbe Land 
Commission and the Congested Districts 
Board I have no doubt that, without 
prejudicing the question as to the 
amount of money that should be spent 
on the reclamation and division of land, 
and all that, that the administration of 
the joint body will be far less expensive 
than the administration separately had 
been. 

I agrec with Deputy O’Conncll that 
it. is essential to kecp the reclamation 
work of the Congested Districts Board 
going on. The Board did give a lot of 
relief in congested districts by con- 
stantly providing work, and I agree 
that it is not in times like this we 
should start to cut away that source of 
employment. The Ministry of Finance 
have agreed that an additional grant 
of £19,000—for, I would point out, only 
this month, as the financial year ends 
this month—shall be made available to 
the Land Commission immediately the 
Land Commission is in a position to 
start the work. They are actually 


starting work in Connemara, Mayo 
and Donegal, where they propose to 
spend this money. We can argue the 
question of further moneys on next 
year J s Estimates, which will be intro- 
dueed immediately. I daresay I have 
, permission to deal with some questions 
not perhaps qiiite relevant to the Esti- 
mates, that havc been raised and dis- 
cussecí with regard to the operation of 
the Land Act. Deputies should re- 
member that the Act was passed last 
August and was, so to speak, handed 
to thc Land Commission to administer 
in September. The Land Commission 
were under the necessity of setting up 
i what aniounted to a land agent’s 
| offiee for every tenant left unpurchased 
i in Ireland. They had to settle the 
| exact rent of at least 100,000 tenante, 

! and they had to do so by eorrespond- 
I ence. Anybody who knows anything 
l about lamllords ancl tenants will have 
sonie idea of the magnitude of that 
task. The procedure they aclopted was 
quitc simple. They wrote to every 
; landlord in Ireland left unpurchasod, 
| and they said, “ Heturn a list of all 
! your tenants and their rents, and say 
| whether they are judioial or non- 
judicial, and if judicial say whether 
! they are first, second or third. M The 
landlords, of course, did what the 
j tenants would do in the same circum- 
j stances. They wrote in, with a few 
; honourable exceptions, and they re- 
j turned the old rents. I assume most 
| Deputies are aware that at least 50 per 
cent. of the tcnants in Ireland hold 
their tenaneies under rents which do 
not appear exactly on the face of the 
receipts. The commonest form of 
‘ reeeipt would be “ Received from 
í So-and-so the sum of £20,” and then in 
the corner of the receipt, “ Abate- 
ment 5s.,” or £5, or whatever it 
might be. Depúties will remember that 
| point was raised when the Land Act 
was going through, and the decision 
which was come to and embodied in thc 
Act that where an abatement amounted 
to an agreement for a new rent that a 
25 per cent. reduetion would be made' 
not from the old rent, but from the 
abated rent. Needless to say, all the 
landlords returned practically the full 
rents. We expected that would occur. 
We then sent out a Receiving Order to 
tenants asking for one year J s com- 
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pounded arrears of rent, knowing that 
the tenant would pay the rent or ignore 
the letter, or write baek and say, 
“ That is not my real rent at all. M 

That happened in at least 40 per 
cent. of the cases, and at least 40 per 
cent. of these cases we had to settle in 
correspondencc betwecn the landlord 
and tenant as to what the real rent 
was. In a grcat many cases it was im- 
possible to tell that without listing a 
case before the Judicial Commissioner. 
That work, now practically done, was 
so vast that the Land Commissioncrs, 
and praetically every member of the 
Land Commission Staft'. have been 
working on overtime since the Act 
passed, and most of the senior officers 
of the Land Commission have been 
working up to six or seven o’cloek in 
the evening, but, as I have said, that 
work is practically now done. In ad- 
dition the Land Commission had to deal 
with five or six million pounds worth 
of pending sales. They are being dealt 
with by the Ijand Commission far more 
expeditiously than they were dealt 
with before the Land Act of 1923 was 
passed. That is shown by taking thc 
value of the sales last year and years 
before and comparing thcm with this 
year’s. In addition they had to take 
over all the estates of the Congested 
Districts Board. They had to discuss 
the relevant questions with the law 
society, to prepare all the regulations, 
and get them out. Practically all that 
work has been done. Undoubtedly, 
personally I am under an obligation to 
the Land Commission for tlie expedi- 
tious way they have done that work. 
I could not be better scrved than I 
ha^e been by the officers of the Land 
Commission in this, and I cannot see 
any Department doing better. Any 
Deputy who has an idea of the difficul- 
ties of settling the one hundred thous- 
and tenants and their landlords by cor- 
respondence unless he is a little more 
innocent than thc heathen Chinee, will 
réalise that it is a tremendous task to 
accomplish in five months. The Land 
Commission are now getting the neces- 
sary extra staff and will be enabled to 
get on with the real work, that is to 
say, the acquisition and division of 
land and do it practically three times 
as quickly as they have been doing it 


duriug the last four months. Already 
100 cstates have been listed. Under 
the rcgulations which have been pub- 
lished, two months is the time within 
whicli anybody may object to the ac- 
quisition of an estate. We have to wait 
two months before actually vesting 
these estates. We are not buying un- 
tenanted land except where voluntarily 
offered. The position the Land Com- 
inission will adopt is, we propose to 
deal witli tenancies first, first things 
fii*st. We have alreády give 25 per 
cent. reduetion aiul we think it right 
to give a 35 per cent. reduction to ex- 
isting tenants as soon as possiblc, but 
we will not be in a position to buy un- 
tcnanted land on any scale until we 
have dealt with tenants in so far as to 
give them their 35 per cent. reduction. 
Anybody who considers the question 
for a moment will see that it is right. 

There is no occasion to be going 
ahead with untenanted land before the 
hundred thousand tenants have got the 
35 per cent. reduction. We will en- 
deavour to deal first with tenanted 
lands in order to give them that reduc- 
tion. It will be six or seven months 
before we can begin to buy untenanted 
land on any large scale. It will then 
be dealt with on a large scale. We 
passed the Land Act of 1923 for the 
purpose of relieving congestion. The 
powers under the other Acts were not 
adequate for that purpose, because you 
generally had congestion where you had 
not land. We took power to take any 
land for the relief of congestion. We 
will have to make a sort of survey of 
untenanted land all over the country, 
and we cannot begin to deal with land- 
less men, or give them land until we 
are satisfied that we are keeping 
enough land for the congests, who have 
the first claim. We did not pass the 
Act to perpetuate congestion. Deput.y 
O’Connell said that in spring a young 
man’s fancy turns to thoughts of land. 
and he asked me what my intentions 
were. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: This is leap year. 

Mr. HOGAN: I hope he is satisfied 
that my intentions are honourable. 
Now, with regard to that questiori, 
which I answered about fifty thousand 
times, vendors selling their lands. 
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tenants and other well-meaning‘ poople 
seem to be nnder the imprcssion that 
we should rush about the eountry and 
wherever anyone was selling land the 
Land Commission should go down and 
buy it. If a clause were put into the 
Act, to eflect that, nobody eould sell 
land without the permission ot! the 
Land Commission. That would be 
simply serving notiee on any vendor 
whether he be a farmer, a fee farm 
grantce, a landlord, or any other repre- 
sentative of any elass of the eom- 
munity, saying that the Land Commis- 
sion might eome in and take that land, 
and that he was not to seli it. What 
would be the efteet of that? We all 
know that the íiand (Vmmissiou priee 
is not the market priee. If sueh a 
elause, prevcnting vendors from sellinf? 
land, was inserted in any Hill it would 
mean that land would fall in value 
either a half or three-quarters, certainly 
by a very eonsiderable amount straight 
away, and the difficulty of the ordinary 
farmer getting* advanees from the 
banks would be inereas(‘d ten-fold. No 
one suggestcd when the Ijand Hill was 
going through that we should insert a 
simple elause preventing anybody from 
selling his land. Tt would have the 
gravest possible effeet. 

I do not imderstand how anybody 
who knows anything of the agricul- 
tnral posilion would advoeate it, 
espeeially in vievv of the faet that there 
is absolutely no oeeasion for it. We 
have still powcr to aeíjuire land eom- 
pulsorily cven though it is owned l>y 
“ B ” and not by A, M and it makes 
no differenee to say if we want a tract 
of land that it was sold and purchased 
a month ago. We have sueh powers 
and ean exercise them if uecessary. 
With regard to fee-farm grants, 1 
think we have all heard that song 
before. The íirst thing 1 would advise 
fee-farm grantees to do is to say as 
little as possible, beeause we have 
power to acquire their land compul- 
sorily for the relief of eongestion, and 
if they have the misfortune to live in 
^ngested districts their . lands vest 
automatically in the Land Commission. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: I wonder is the 
Minister aware that some of them are 


aetually eongests themselves? They 
are not all owners of 500*aeres. 

Mr. HOGAN: And tlierc are some 
landlords actually eongests in the sense 
mentioned by Dcputy Ileffernan, I 
oftcn ask people what is the differenee 
between a landlord and a tenant? Is it 
that one may eat his dinner at 7 oVlocfc 
and the other in the middle of the day? 
In legislation we cannot go into the 
eolour of a imm’s hair. We legislate 
with referenee to land tenures. People 
cannot liave it both ways. We eannot 
get up i n the Dáil and advocate what 
are not e\actly conservative amend- 
ments to Land Bills aud then after- 
wards people wake up in a terrible 
state of agony and realise that they are 
landlords for tlie purpose of the Aet. 
I do not eare how small a grantee is. 
íf he is a fe(*-farm grantee his land 
will vest automatically in the con- 
gested distriets, but we might give it 
baek to him if he keeps quiet. I 
realise that there are a number of fce- 
farm grantees whom l)eputy Heffer- 
nan would dcscribe as farmers, but we 
% have met the equities of the case. Wc 
ha\e enabled these fee-farm grantees 
to go before the Judicial (V)mmissioner 
and have their rents redeemed, and we 
are prepared to give them advanees for 
tlu* r(‘d(‘mption of rcnls. Tf we enable 
tlu*m to pnreliase we wonld be in the 
ext raordijiary posilion that half of the 
p(‘ople whom L)eputy Ilefifcrnan elasses 
as landlords would be pnrchasing 
under thc Aet. Tlalf of the landlords 
own lands undcr íee-farm grants. 
They have just one grievance, namely, 
that they do not get the benefits of 
the arrears elauses. A numljer of fee- 
farm grantees hold land at 5s., 6s., and 
upwards. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN : And at £2. 

Mr. HOGAN : Some, perhaps, but we 
have to legislate for the whole class and 
we havc met all the equities of the case 
by cnabling them to go in and redeem 
rents where the Land Commission eon- 
sent. The Land Commission may at 
any moment change their mind and 
ehange it in favour of the congests. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: Is the Minister. 
aware that some of them were forced 
to take land under such grants in order 
that they might not be able to take ad- 
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vantagc of íixing fair rents nndc r thr 
previous Land Acts? 

Mr. HOGAN : I darc say, and whcn 
ccrtain landlords wcnt to scc tlic Duke 
of Lcinst(‘r and askcd for a ccrtain 
amount of land thcy prcferrcd to gct it 
in fec-siniplc, but hc prcfcrrcd to give 
it in fec farm rent and he gave it to 
them just for the honour and glory of 
being a landlord. Fee farm grantccs 
are making a lot of pothcr about this 
rnattcr. lt is opcn to every singlc one 
of thcm, where we do not want land, 
to go in and redccm thcir rcnts and 
thcy will gct advanccs. Tliat mccts all 
the equitics of their ease. I have bccn 
askcd the qucstion as to wliy thc O.D.B. 
re-organisalion has not gonc through 
alrcady. Thc answer is simplc. 1 Jiavc 
been approached by all sorts and con- 
ditions of pcoph» for thc last two 
months in conneetion with the rc-organ- 
isation schemc ot* thc F.D.IL What 1 
sliould have told T.D's and othcrs 
was that it is wrong for Oivil Scrvants 
to approach T.D's. on mattcrs of that 
sort. T told thcm, howcvcr/that I was 
willing to hcar any furthcr rcprcstm- 
tations which thc C.D.B. clcrks wished 
to makc, beforc T took thc íinal stcp 
of publishing the schcmc of rc-organisa- 
tion which they know of. It may bc 
due to a misundcrstanding, but T waited 
three weeks to licar from thcm. 

Mr. DAVIN: On a point of informa- 
tion, would the Minister bc surpriscd to 
know that two applications for an in- 
terview with himself havc been scnt in 
and that thcre was no rcply? 

Mr. HOGAN: Ycs, I know that two 
were sent in, one on FricTay and onc on 
Saturday, but in vicw of this debatc 
I deferred replying to them. That is 
the reason. Before I got thosc appli- 
cations, I conveyed word to thc C.D.B. 
clerks through the Secretary of the 
Land Commission, that I was ready to 
see them. Then I got applications to 
sce them following the interviews with 
T.D’s. and other people. It would 
have saved me a considerable amount of 
worry if I got this scheme through and 
published it. I propose, after this de- 
bate, to see the C.D.B. clerks during» 
the week. I have got one documentl 
f rom them assuming that the delay was I 


becausc I was going into thc schcmc, 
and also expressing thc hopc that somc- 
thing good would come out of it. They 
eannot have it both ways. 

Mr. DAVIN: I would not have raised 
the matter here if I were aware of that. 
I am informed that a letter was scnt 
six wccks ago and that, no rcply was 
made. 

Mr. HOGAN: I informed deputies 
threc weeks ago that I was ready to 
sce thcm. It was aft.cr that, that I got 
the application for the two appoint- 
mcnts. I defcrred seeing thcm in order 
to hcar what was to be said on this 
question herc. They do lose somcthing 
—very little—by the dclay in reorgani- 
sation. Dcputies, howevcr, will havc to 
remembcr that when the C.D.B. clerks 
cnter thcir ncw grades, thcy will get 
all arrears as from the datc of ainal- 
gamation, aud the only thing thcy lose 
by the delay is whatever is lost by get- 
ting all their arrears at once, instcad 
of gradually over periods as from July 
last. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: Did I undcrstand 
tlic Minister to say that hc considercd 
it wrong for eivil servants to approaeh 
T.D’s to air any grievances they may 
have ? 

Mr. HOGAN : I think it wrong for 
civil servants to ask T.D^s to approach 
a Ministcr for an intcrview with re- 
gard to status, promotion, and anything 
like that. I think the proper course is 
to send a formal application in a for- 
mal way. 

Mr. O CONNELL: Yon mean ap- 
proaehing T.D^s to approach a Minister 
privately ? 

Mr. HOGAN : What do you mean by 

privately? ,> 

Mr. O’CONNELL: Does the Minister 
eonsider it wrong for civil servants to 
ask T.D’s to ventilate in the Dáil any 
grievance that a civil servant, or a body 
of civil servants may have? 

Mr. HOGAN : That is not the 
question. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: That is the ques- 
tion I asked. 
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Mr. HOGAN : That question does not 
arise. I could not walk through the 
lobby without various T.D’s approach- 
ing me. 

Mr. O ’CONNELL: I asked the Minis- 
ter what he meant. He has now said 
what he means. 

Major COOPER: Will the Minister 
tell us how often he walked through 
the lobby in the last three weeks? 

Mr. HEFFERNAN : The Minister has 
omitted the matter of compounded ar- 
rears. Would he make a short state- 
ment on that? 

Mr. HOGAN: With regard to com- 
pounded arrears I do not anticipate 
there are any such difficulties as De- 
puty Heffernan fears. The first year J s 
compounded arrears have been paid. 
Only a small minority of existing 
tenants owe the second year. I do not 
anticipate any difficulties in the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. DAVIN: Would the Minister 
make inquiries from the Land Commis- 
sion as to whether any application pre- 
vious to last Friday’s was sent in for 
an interview with him? I informed 
them that the proper thing to do 
was to see the Minister, but the 
C.D.B. clerks iníormed me that they 
made application but could not get to 
see the Minister. If the Minister were 
prepared to reeeive the deputation I 
would not have raised the matter here. 

Mr. HOGAN: There may have been 
a misundérstanding. This question has 
been on the tapis for six months. I re- 
fused to receive some deputations. Over 
six weeks ago I said that I was ready 
to receive a deputation. I waited and 
actually informed the Secretary of the 
Land Commission that I was waiting 
for a deputation from the C.D.B. 1 
asked him to convey that message. 

Mr. DAVIN: It was not done. 

Mr. HOGAN : I beg your pardon, it 
was. I have letters in the office for the 
last week showing that it was. 

Mr. 0’D0HERTY: The Minister said 
that a large number of landlords sent 
in rent returns. There is one point I 
would like to dear up. On certain 
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estates which I know of in congested 
arcas, when bills were sent out, the 
tenants paid on the rent sent in by the 
landlord which were the old rents. 
Clearly they paid too much. Will an 
adjustment be made, and will tenants 
get the refund of the old rent they 
have paid? 

Mr. HOGAN: Tenants will get a re- 
fund of anything they are entitled to 
under the Act. There is a question of 
fact involved in that. 

Quesrion put, and agreed to. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Wili we 

take the report to-day? 

Mr. HOGAN : Yes. 

DAIL RESUMES. 

Resolution reported. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : The 

motion is: “ That the Dáil agree with 
the Committee in this resolution. M 

Question put, and agreed to. 

PUBLIC SAFETY (PUNISHMENT 
OF OFFENCES) TEMPORARY BILL, 
1924,—FOURTH STAGE. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I move that this 
Bill be received for final consideration. 

Mr. JOHNSON: May I ask the 
Minister if he has been pleased to give 
consideration to the amendment which 
he promised to give consideration to. 
or the suggestions for the amendment, 
and what has been the rcsult of his 
consideration? 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: It was, I think, con- 
cerned with certain offences mentioned 
in Part 2 of the Scliedule:— 

“ Having possession without law- 
ful authority. of any articlc of cloth- 
ing, equipment or accoutrement or 
any arms or ammunition belonging 
or issued to any mcmber of the mili-. 
tary or police forces of Saorstát 
Eireann, and putting on or assuming 
without authority the uniform or any 
part of the uniform of any branch 
of the military or police forces of 
Saorstát Eireann.” 

Looking up the Police Acts I find in 
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the Constabulary Act of 1919, Section 
8 :— 

“ Li any person not being a mem- 
bcr of the Poliee Forees wears, with- 
out permission of the Cliief Oommis- 
sioner, the uniform of the Dublin 
Metropolitan Policc Force or any 
dress having* the appearance of or 
bearing any of the distinctive 
marks of such uniform he shall, on 
summary convietion, be liable to a 
fine not exeecding ten pounds: Pro- 
vided that this Section shall not pre- 
vent persons from wcaring any uni- 
form or dress in the course of a play, 
musie hall or cireus performance 

Section 17 of the Civic Ouard Act, 
1923, says:— 

44 If any person, not being a mem- 
ber of the Oárda Síochána, shall have 
in his possession any artiele of eloth- 
ing or equipment belonging to a mem- 
ber of the Gárda Síoehána and shall 
not be able satisfaetorily to account 
for his possession thereof, or shall, 
without the permission of the Oom- 
missioner, put on or w r ear the uniform 
of any rank or member oi* any (»ol- 
ourable imitation of sueh uniform, or 
shall, for the purposc» of doing* or pro- 
euring to be done any aet which 
sueh person would not by lavv be en- 
titlcd to do or proeure to be done by 
his own authority assume the nanie, 
designation, or deseription of any 
rank or of anv member of the Oárda 
Síochána, sueh person shall on sum- 
mary couviction be liable in addition 
to any other punishment to a fine 
not excceding fifty pounds for every 
sttch offenee or to imprisonmcnt wdth 
. or without hard labour for any per- 
iod not exceeding six months. ,> 

So much for the policc forces. T 
eonsider that the fine of £10, which is 
the statutorv penalty at present in con- 
nection with the Metropolitan Police, is 
inadequate in the circumstances. The 
Section of the Civic Guard Act would 
seem to be sufticient. In the Defence 
Forces Act, which is at present law, I 
could find nothing covering this point. 
Yet, in the existing circumstances of the 
State, the offence of masquerading as 
an officer of the police or military 
forces is a serious offence that the 
Vol. 6. 


Governnaent ought to take sufficient 
powers to deal with' and to punish ade- 
quately. I put it to Deputies that, hav- 
ing regard to the omission from the De- 
fence Forces Aet, and the rather small 
])enalty icr assuming the uniform oi 
thc D.M.P., that these two paragraphs 
ot! the Seheduie should be allowed to 
stand in this temporarv Bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON: On the general ques- 
tion, I intend to opposc the Bill on thc 
grounds on whieh I have opposed it 
]*ight through, that it is not necessarv 
to introduee a new temporary Bill em- 
powcring thc authorities and the courts 
to inflict eertain punishments for 
offcnces which are offences at any time, 
and, more particularly, in regard to the 
kitid of punishment tliat is authorised 
by the Bill. I asked the Minister if he 
had not been able to give eonsideration, 
or, having given consideration, if he had 
not been ablc to nieet the points of cri- 
í ticism in reference to one or two mat- 
ters vvhich were made during the Com- 
niittee Stage. For instance, I think I 
am right in saving that he promised 
consideration of the apportionment or 
the evaluation of thc impiúsonment in 
terms of cash as eontained in Section 1. 
It was treated with a little lightness, 
but reaUy embodies a verv considerable 
principle, inasmuch as the effect of il 
may be to give the man w r ho has monev 
an opportunitv to buy off imprisonmcnt 
at a cheajier ratc than a man who had 
no monev, and the differentiation in the 
evaluation of imprisonment that is con- 
tained in Sub-Section (2) as compared 
with Sub-8ection (3) ( a ) and (b). 

As I pointed out before, the addi- 
tional sentencc which may be imposcd 
upon a person convicted by a Court of 
Summary Jurisdiction may be a fine'of 
íifty pounds. If the person cannot pay 
or will not pay that fine within one 
month he may be imprisoncd for a 
further period, without hard labour, of 
six months. If he happens to be a 
man able to find fifty pounds easily, or 
whose friends are ablc to provide him 
with fifty pounds, thcn he will buy off 
the six months , imprisonment. If he 
is a poor man and cannot find fifty 
pounds, then he suffers six months , im- 
prisonment. I take it from that, that 
the Minister values six months 9 im^ 
prisonment, without hard labour, as 

P. 3. 
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[Mr. Johnson.] 

)eing worth fifty ponnds to the man 
who can find fifty pounds. But, then, 
in the next paragraph we have the 
additional punishment of a fine of one 
hundred pounds whieh, if it is not paid, 
would involve a further sentence of 
twelve months’ penal servitude. So 
t.hat in this case again the man that 
has the hundrod pounds or can find 
the hundred pounds ean buy off thc 
tweíve months’ penal servitude. If he 
eannot find one hundred pounds and 
has no rioh friends he is liable to suffer 
a further irnprisonment of twelve 
months , penal servitude. Again, I 
cake it that the Minister’s rnirnl is that 
jne hundred pounds in this ease is 
jqual to twelve months’ penal servi- 
:ude. But the following para«raph 
^ays £100 is equal to six rnonths with- 
jut hard labour, exeept on the prin- 
ciple, as was suggested on the last 
occasion, that you get otT more easily 
by taking a quantity. I eannot under- 
stand the rnethod of evaluation. 

I am sorry Deputy Davin is not here 
to follow up the argument that was 
raised by him regarding the offence of 
having possession, without lawful 
authority, of arms, or ammunition, or 
clothing belonging to or issued to any 
inember of the military forces ,or poliee 
forces. The Minister has pointed out 
that there are certain penalties in- 
volved in the ordinary law respecting 
the poliee, but that there are no 
penalties involved in the ordinary law 
respecting military. Take the ease that 
Deputy Davin instaneed, of soldiers to 
whom arms and aeeoutrements were 
issued which had not to be given up on 
demobilisation. Are these people to be 
considered in unlawful possession of 
arms or accountrements, or is it sug- 
gested that it is their business to sell 
them so as to get rid of thcm? If it is 
a fact, as we have been informed, and 
I think the information is likely to be 
correct, that soldiers are not required 
fco account, on demobilisation, for all 
the arms that have been distributed to 
them, then we are to take it that they 
are expected to retain them, or if not 
fco sell or dispose of them somehow? 

It leaves the position of the de- 
mobilised soldiers a very difiBcult, and, 
perhaps, a very dangerous one. If he 
is, so far as army laws and orders are 


concerned, entitled to retain possession 
of arms which have been handed to 
him, or clothing which has been left 
with him, and if we are asked to pass 
special laws making it a penalty that 
he should retain these arms or accoutre- 
ments, I say that we are not doing 
fairly by the ex-soldier, and certainly 
not legislating in accordanee with the 
requirements. It is either that, or the 
administration of the army is not satis- 
factory; we are not retaining proper 
control of the arms which we have 
voted moncy for. As we are not dis- 
cussing the conduct of the army, we 
have a right to assume that the army 
is carrying out its obligations satisfac- 
torily, and that in doing so, it has been 
justified and authorised by the Execu- 
tive Council to allow soldiers to retain 
arms on demobilisation. I ask, are we 
entitled to pass special laws making it 
a penalty that they should rctain pos- 
session of these arms? ITntil we are 
satisfied that the retaining of arms 5s 
made an offcnce under the army, surely 
we ought not to be asked to pass special 
laws which tvould affeet them as 
civilians, while allowing a law to 
operate which does not affect them as 
soldiers. 

The further consideration which 
makes me object to the passing of this 
Bill is, of course, the special punish- 
ments which are provided in Section 1, 
which I hav(i already argued against. 
I have said everything that I think it is 
necessary to say on that. I cannot add 
anything, except that I object to it, not 
out of consideration in the slightest de- 
gree for the prisoner, but because I 
think it is retrogressive legislation, and 
will not achieve the end sought for. 

Mr. 0 ’HIGGINS : With regard to the 
point raised by Deputy Johnson, the 
fínes, and the amount in relation to 
terms of imprisonment, and so on, I 
think my comment on the last occasion 
on which the Deputy raised that was, 
that I was prepared to consider any 
suggcstion. I havc receivcd no sugges- 
tion, but I am still prepared to consider 
any that reaches me before the Bill be- 
comes law. As to these offences in the 
Schedule, I said that I could not find in 
the Defence Forces Act anything deal- 
ing with the wearing of military uni- 
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form. The question of arms is a dif- 
ferent matter. When the Firearms Bill 
becomes law, the position of any civi- 
lian carrying arms without a police per- 
mit will be covered by that Bill. The 
Minister for Defence is not here, but as 
far as I am aware, soldiers or officers 
being demobilised are required to give 
up all weapons which come their way 
as membcrs of the military forces. I 
think it would be idle on my part, and 
1 think the Deputy searccly expects, 
that I should rcsume any argument in 
eonnection with the special penalties 
for special offcnces that this Bill pro- 
vides, or go again into the question of 
whether a ehanging, a new, and a 
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Motion declared carried. Fifth staffe 
ordered for Friday, March 14th. m 

ENFORCEMENT OF LAW (OCCA- 
SIONAL POWERfe) BILL, 1924,— 

SECOND STAGE. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: When I moved the 
First Reading of this Bill I undertook, 
in response to a request by 
5 o’cloclc . Deputy Johnson, to endea- 
vour to ascertain what pro- 
portion of the outstanding decrees, or 
what proportion of the amount repre- 
iented by the outstanaing decrees, re- 


special situation does not require 
special legislation standing out from 
the ordinary code current in tlie 
country. I think that has been dfe- 
cussed threadbare on the Second Read- 
ing and on the Committee Stage. I 
ask thc Dáil to reeeive this Bill for final 
consideration. 

AN LEAS CHEANN COMHAIRLE 

took the Chair. 

Question put: That the Public 

Safety (Punishment of Offences) Tem- 
porary Bill, 1924, be received for final 
considcration. M 

The Dail divided:—Tá, 45; Níl, 10. 
Tá. 
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presented private debts, as distinct from 
públic debts; that is, debts of the State 
or some other public authority. Now, 
I have arrived at an analysis which thc 
Deputy will understand is only an ap- 
proximation. I should say, however, 
that the figures are substantially ae- 
curate. There are, roughly, 7,000 de- 
crees outstanding, representing £170,000. 
Of these, 2,000 of the decrees would be 
for public debts, 746 of them represent- 
ing rates due, the amount ínvolvcd 
being £5,410. The total amount reprc- 
sented by these 2,000 decrees would bc 
£17,000. In connection with privatc 
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[Mr. O’Higgins.] 
debts, there are 5,100 decrees out- 
standing, representing approximately 
£150,000. 

A point worth mentioning, pcrhaps, 
is that there is no deeree in the liands 
of any under-sheriff, so far as I can 
ascei*tain at the moment, in rcspeet of 
income tax. The income tax officials 
have their own powers, and seem to be 
content to confine themselves to those 
powers. The Deputy also asked me if 
I would make impiiries as to the num- 
ber of sales outside the jurisdiction 
during the pcriod in whieh the Act of 
last year was in foree. Out of the thou- 
sands of decrees cxecuted, there were 
not more than 50 such sales in the six 
months, or less than 2 per county. In 
about 20 counties there were no sueh 
sales at all. These are figures for sales 
outside the bailiwick of the sheriff exe- 
cuting the decrees. When thc Deputy 
asked for numbers of sales outside the 
jurisdiction, I was not clear whether he 
meant the jurisdiction of the individual 
sheriff making the seizure. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I meant, outside the 
jurisdiction of the Saorstát. 

Mr. O'HIGGINS: lf the íormer was 
meant—that is, outside the area of 
jurisdiction of the individual sheriff— 
I have stated there were 50 sales in six 
months, or less than two per eounty. 
As regards sales outside thc Saorstát, 
I have not thc preeise figures, but I am 
safe ín saying that tcn would be an 
outsíde estimate. I may add that the 
fact fhat thc power was not availed of 
to a greater extent is not to be takcn 
as an índication that the power is not 
requíred. The under-sheriffs them- 
selvcs are emphatic on this point, and 
they have assured me that people who 
Would not otherwise pay, paid 
promptly, precisely in order to avoid 
fhe actual use of the power in ques- 
tion. 

A Bill somewhat similar to the Bill 
at present under consideration was in- 
troduced last year, and, speaking to 
that Bill, I said that whatever odium, 
havíng its roots in the past, attached 
to the position of bailiff, he was a 
useful public functionary and that his 
ceasing to function was the first sign 
of a crumbling civilisation. Appa- 
rently, on the strength of this, Deputy 


Davin, in the late General Election, did 
me the honour of writing me up in his 
election literature as the bailift f, s pal. 
He referred to me in my new róle of 
the bailiff's pal. Ile quoted the re- 
mark I inade that this officer was a 
useful public functionary. I want to 
repeat that remark with emphasis. 

Mr. O’OONNELL: For the next 
election. 

Mr. O HIGGINS: I want to repeat, 
with emphasis, thal the ceasing of the 
bailiff to function is the first sign of a 
crumbling civilisation. The execution 
of court deerees is the ultimate act of 
Government. It is the vindication of 
the legal right of the individual 
eitizcn as against his neighbour. We 
have to vest it with the law, and the 
maehinery of Jaw is the modern sub- 
stitute for the stone axe. lf law and 
the inaehinery of law break down, then 
we are baelv to the stone axe or some 
other suitable instrument by which 
one man ean enforce his right, rcal or 
imaginary, against his neighbour. You 
have to get used to the idea that the 
mere negative destructive attitude of 
regarding courts and public officials of 
one kind or another, whether they be 
policemen or under-sheriffs or anything 
else, is not going to makc for ordered 
progress here and is not going to make 
for decency of life here. If in any 
coming election, whether a general 
elcction or a bye-election, Deputy 
Davin or any other Dcputy wishes to 
make use of these remarks of mine, he 
is very much at liberty to do so. The 
Bill that is introduced now is a tem- 
porary measure to be enforeed for one 
yeai* on!y. Its object is to secure that 
better enforcement of court judg- 
ments l>y strengthening the machinery 
i^r that purpose. 

There are ccrtain arrears in the 
hands of some under-sheriffs, particu- 
larly in Tirconaill, Kilkenny, Cork, Gal- 
way, Tippcrary, Kerry and Wexford, 
where the amounts of outstanding de- 
crees—that is, the amount of arrears— # 
is entirely excessive and abnormal, and* 
require very stringent measures for 
their reduetion. Within the last few 
months there has been a certain im- 
provement, but nothing very striking, 
and it is hoped that the enactments of 
this Bill will mark a definite turning 
point. The Bill provides for an in- 
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crease in the number of Sheriffs by 
means of temporary additional appoint- 
ments in the larger areas, such as Gal- 
way and Cork; an increase in the num- 
ber of men, and an improvement in the 
quality of bailiffs, by authorising the 
under-sheriff to take on additional 
bailiffs to whom the State will pay 
small salaries in addition. to fees; the 
removal of certain limitations and 
eheeks, which the ordinary law plaees 
cn the operations of the under-sheriff, 
but the effect of what at present is to 
make it difificult or impossible for the 
under-sheri# to do his work; inquiry at 
the District Courts into the means of 
judgment debtors who have no seizable 
chattels, but who are believed to have 
assets or sources of ineome which an 
under-sheriff cannot seize. I put to De- 
puties the position of a gentleman liv- 
ing in the Shelbourne Hotel without 
any furniture and with an income, per- 
haps, of £1,000 from war loans. He 
owes money to his tailor. The tailor 
secures the decree, and Deputies can 
let their minds play on the dilemma of 
the under-sheriff in whose hands that 
decree is placed for execution—that is, 
dilcmma under the existing law. 

The Bill further provides for a 
speedier inquiry into thc merits of 
claims made by third parties, that is, a 
debtor’s wife, parents, or children, to 
goods seized on the debtor’s premiscs 
by the under-sheriff. It is commonly 
known that. goods which the under- 
sheriff wishes to seize are claimed by 
third parties. Now, these five heads, 
which I have stated, may be taken as a 
fair summary of the 29 Sections of the 
Bill. A similar Bill was introduced 
last year, but was limited to six months. 
It was suecessful in operation, and what 
is particularly gratifying is, that the 
under-shertffs report that the mer? 
fact that the additional powers were in 
existence was usuall^ sufificient to in- 
duce judgment debtors to pay, without 
it becoming necessary actually to use 
these powers against them. It is oue 
of the strongest arguments for the pre- 
sent Bill that no single instance of 
abuse or hardship was brought to my 
notice during the currency of the last 
Act, in spite of the dismal prophesies 
of its opponents. This earlier Act has 
béen copied, almost word for word, in 
Part 1 of the present Bill, but Part 1 


of the present Bill contains also some 
new provisions. 

Beforc examining the Bill Section by 
Section, it is perhaps advisable to re- 
niind Dcputies that the powers of the 
Under-Sheriff, as they existed hitherto, 
were devised rather to protect helpless 
and unfortunate dcbtors against over- 
zealous under-sheriffs than to facilitate 
the under-Sheriff, that is, the existing 
law grew up in, and was devised to 
meet the conditions of a country where 
the law and its officers were powerful 
and vhere the solvent but defiant 
debtor was a rare phenomenon. He is 
not a rare phenomenon in this country 
at present. Conditions in this country, 
though improving, are still far removed 
from ordinary eommereial life. The 
judgment debtor particularly in the 
country parts, has learned to imagine 
that he is stronger and more astute 
than the under-sheriff; he delays, he 
threatens resistance, he removes hi» 
chattels, he arranges for fraudulcnt 
third party elaims and up to the present 
he has done all this with a certain 
amount of success. The under-sheriff 
who has to faee this unsc.rupulous and 
determined resistance, is hedged round 
by so many rules and regulations that 
he frcquently feels that the contest ís 
hopeless and that all he need do is to 
make an appearance of trying to en- 
force the judgment without really mak- 
ing a struggle, a state of mind quite 
fatal to the proper conduct of his busi» 
ness. 

To give an idea of the restrictíons 
under which the under-sheriff labours, 
it will be only necessary to quote the 
following rules and to ímagine their 
effect as applied to-day to a seízure in 
districts wherc even the Gárda Síochána 
stations are in danger of armed raids 
and where the debtor’s premises are 
situated perhaps fifteen miles from a 
town or a railway station and are ap- 
proachable only by rough mountain 
roads. The under-sheriff must effect 
seizure by daylight. He must remain 
in possession three days before selling. 
He must not take the goods out of the 
county in order to sell them. He must 
advertise the sale as a sheriff’p sale, 
He cannot seize money or notes in exe-r 
cution of County Court decrees; there 
may be ten times the amount of the 
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[Mr. Olliggins.] 
debt, in hard cash, in the house; it can- 
not be touched. He cannot go into a 
house unless he is pcaceably admitted; 
if he is recognised and the door is 
slammed in his face he is helpless. He 
will not be allowed fees for more than 
two bailiffs however many he may find 
it necessary in faet to employ. If the 
debtor's wife or son elaims everything 
on the premises as against the creditor, 
it is so difficult, in actual practice, to 
disprove thc claim that generally no 
attempt is made to disprove it. 

It will be seen that these rulcs give 
an unscrupulous dcbtor at the present 
time too great an advantage even over 
an energetic and determined under- 
shcríff. I would like to state quite 
definitely that, in my opinion, there is 
nothing in this Bill whieh causes an 
nnneeessary hardship to any honest 
man, and 1 am fortified in that eonvic- 
tion by the fact-, which I have already 
stated, that during the six months of 
last year, when the Enforeement of 
Law Act was in operation, no single 
«ase of hardship was brought to my 
notice. If Deputies wiíl remember, 
there were very dismal forecasts here 
as to what the effeets of that Bill would 
be upon the people through the 
eountry. If I am wrong, and if therc 
was hardship, I would like to hear of 
it. If any Deputy ean quote any 
defínite conerete case of abusc or hard- 
ship oceasioned by the operations of 
the Enforceinent of Law Act last ycar, 
I want to hear of it, so that we may in 
this I3Í11 here, which we are consider- 
ing, guard adequately against any 
danger of a recurrenee. I want De- 
puties to take the view that in present 
circumstances here, and in present con- 
ditions here, it is absolutely necessary 
for our eredit, both our internal credit 
and our international credit, that 
people should understand that the writ 
of the Courts is going to run in every 
sqnare milc of our territory and that 
there is not going to be any addition to 
the necessary uncertainties and the 
necessary delays of the law, no uncer- 
tainty whatever as to the decree of the 
Court, once given, being executed.* The 
solvent but defiant debtor must be 
bronght to understand that this cam- 
paign against the under-sheriff is not 
going to be in the future, as it has been 


in the past, rather a pleasant game 
with the dice heavily loaded against 
the public offlcial. 

Going through the Bill, if Deputies 
will follow the Sections, I would like to 
comment briefly on oach Section. The 
effect of Section 1 is to confer on the 
Minister for Home Affairs the power 
of appointing under-sheriffs. I am not 
aware that there is any objection to 
this, or any bettcr alternative. It also 
gets rid of the old statutory form of 
deelaration which is mcdiseval, unsuit- 
able and unnecessary in present circum- 
stances. In reading Section 2, Depu- 
ties should remember that under the 
existing law the under-sheriff must 
rely entirely on his regularly-appointed 
bailiffs. This Section overrides the pre- 
sent law, and practically amounts to 
this: that under-sheriffs may engage 
men as additional bailiffs as and when 
thev find it necessary. Sub-Section (3) 
of Seetion 2 authorises the Governmenl 
to help thc under-sheriff to gct bailiffs 
by paying weekly wages so as to attraet 
a decent, reliable type of man. In 
some counties it is almost impossible to 
secure rcliable bailiffs at present, be- 
cause the only pay is by fee, and the 
fees are too uncertain to attract anyone 
except the poorest type. Sub-Section 
(4) refers to men employed specially— 
that is, not employed by the week or by 
the month, but simply on the spot for 
casual work, such as driving cattle to 
the nearest pound or the nearest rail- 
way station. Sections 3, 4 and 5 are 
repetitions of seetions in the previous 
Bill, and require no particular comment 
or explanation. Section 6 enables an 
under-sheriff to seize money or sccuri- 
ties for money in exccution of county 
court decrees. It is, under the existing 
law, within the power of an under- 
shcriff to seize money in ejfecution of 
High Court decrees, and the effect of 
this Section is to extend that power to 
decrees of the County Court. Section 
7 abolishes the rule compelling the 
under-sheriff to remain in possession 
for three days bcfore selling. Under 
present conditions it would be difficult, 
and in some places even dangerous, to 
enforce this rule. Now, speaking on 
the Bill of last year with reference to 
this three day delay, I said: 

Any delay there was in the past 
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was a right of the creditor rather 
than a right of the debtor, or was in- 
sertcd for the advantagc of the 
creditor rather than for that of the 
debtor, but it did not in thc past 
work out just in that way. 

In many places the three days J in- 
terval simply gave to the debtor and 
his friends an opportunity for organ- 
ising to ensure that there would not 
be many hardy bidders for the goods 
in question, and generally it proved 
to be an opportunity for defeating 
the ends of the law rather than being 
of any advantage to the creditor. It 
is eonsidered now that that interval 
should be almost abolished and it 
should be left to the discretion of the 
under-sherift* to sell at any time that 
he eonsiders most favourable, and to 
sell in such a way as to ensure tlie 
best priee for the seized articles. M 

Section 8 empowers the under-sheriff 
to sell outside the county, or, to be more 
accurate, outside his bailiwick, and to 
recover the additional eost of doing so. 
This matter was debated vt*ry fully 
when \he corresponding seetion of the 
expired Act was before the Dáil, and it 
was pointed out by me and others that 
apart from questions o£ intimidation, a 
better market value could frequently 
be found outside the bailiwick. I would 
likc to* give some illustrations of that. 
Furniture, for instance, seized in Howth 
could be best sold in a city of Dublin 
auction room, which is in a different 
administrative county and a different 
bailiwick, and the natural market place 
for North County Dublin cattle is the 
cattlc market in the City of Dublin. 
Probably the City of Derry would be 
the best market for many places in Co. 
Tirconaill. Thc town of Athlone is the 
natural market town for many districts 
not in the same county. In general, 
and quite apart from the loeal boycott, 
county borders have no necessary con- 
nection with natural markets and this 
particular provision would be a useful 
one even in the most normal times. 

Section 9 deals with the validity of 
purchase from an under-sheriff, The 
object of this Section is to protect the 
buyer o£ seized goods. Without some 
such assurance purchasers would run 
undue risks. If you propose to relieve 


the under-sheriff from his present obli- 
gations of the local auction, the thre«5 
days' notice, and thc sale, properly 
branded as an under-shcriff J s sale, then 
you must insert some such provision aa 
is contained in this Section. You must 
give the purchascr of the scized articles 
a title valid against all the warrants in 
the world. íf you say to an under- 
sheriff: “ You may seize A.B.'s eattlo 
or stock, train them to Dublin, and sell 
them there in open market, without any 
indication that your sale is a sheriff's 
sale,” then you must protect the pur- 
chaser by giving him an absolute title 
to the goods he buys. It is the only 
alternative to the present course of tfe 
local sale, the threc days' notice, anó 
the notice to everyone that it is * 
sheriff’s sale. Section 10 is a necessar; 
section, and is really consequential. Ii 
you give an under-sheriff the power of 
I sending goods to a distance for sale, 

I then you must insert a provision to en- 
sure that the interruption of his actual 
physical custody of the goods will not 
break the scizure, so to speak. The 
Section is inserted by way of caution to 
I cover periods when the seized goods or 
' cattle are not actually in the custody 
of the under-sheriff—for instance, cattle 
scnt by train for sale at a distance. 

Section 11 is self-explanatorv. It ia 
designed to put a stop to the simple 
device of keeping a look-out for the 
under-sheriff and shutting the door in 
his face. The undcr-sheriff is normaIIy 
liable to be sued by the ereditor if he 
seizcs too little, and by the debtor if he 
seizes too mueh, and the result is to em- , 
barass him unduly in the performance 
I of his dutics. Section 12, thercfore, 
relieves the under-sheriff from the pos- 
sibility of action by either the creditor 
l or the debtor—by the creditor for seiz- 
ing too little, and bv the debtor for seiz- 
ing too mueh, provided there is no 
fraud, malice, or gross negligence. The 
presence of one or more of these ele- 
ments would need to be proved before 
an action would properly lie. Section 
13 is an important and an entirely new 
Section. It may be paraphrased thus: 

“ If the under-sheriff seizes goods in the 
debtor’s house, but other members of 
the family claim these goods, the under- 
sheriff may ignore such claims if he 
thinks fit. If the claim is well founded, 
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[Mr. O’Higgins.] 
the injured party. has a right of re- 
eovery against the debtor. ” 

That is a Section that I anticipate will 
give rise to a certain amount of com- 
ment and criticism, and in anticipation 
of that criticism I would like to state 
the situation from the ofíicial adminis- 
trative point of view. The Section is an 
attempt to put an end to fraudulent 
claims by the debtor’s wife and family. 
It is an everyday experience of under- 
sheriffs to have the only valuable piece 
of furniture, for instance a piano or a 
side-board, claimed by the wife of the 
debtor. Everybody knows that the 
claim is false, or, even if true, that the 
creditor has a better moral claim, but 
under the existing law T it simply does 
not pay the ereditor, or the under- 
sheriff, to contest the wife's claim, and 
a return of nulla bona is made. No 
doubt this is a Section which should 
not be enacted without. full considera- 
tion. but it is considered to be neceseavy 
under all the circumstances, and I sub- 
mit the following arguments in its fav- 
our. . The present system has become 
notoriously ineffective. It is calculated 
to bring the law ínto contempt and it 
is an incentive to perjury. The under- 
sheriff will not be bound to ignore a 
third party claim; he has compíete dis- 
cretion and he will ignore the claim 
only when he feels that the circum 
stances justify him doing so. An 
under-sheriff is usually a lawyer; he 
has therefore the necessary legal train- 
ing. Hc is unprejudiced as between 
the parties, and this is not the first 
time that he has been entrusted with 
quasi-judicial work. The thlrd party 
23 given a right of recovery against the 
lebtor. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Against the debtor? 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: Against the debtor. 
?he membcrs of the debtor’s family 
may generally be presumed to have 
benefitted by money or goods, and that 
is a point I would wish to stress. It 
may also be well to say that a rate col- 
lector, in a seizure for rates, could at all 
times seize any chattels on the rated 
premises, to whomsoever the chattels be- 
longed, and what usually happens, and 
what may be anticipated as likeíy to 
happen under this Section, is that the 
judgment debtor who would not pay the 


original ereditor as long as he could 
avoid doing so, usually pays the third 
party readily cnough, if the third party 
claim is good, because the relations be- 
tween the debtor and the third party 
are usually such as to make it prudent 
for the debtor not to allow the third 
party to suffer. 

Section 14 aims at recouping the ex- 
chequer for the additional expenses in- 
curred under this Aet (that is for addi- 
tional under-sheriffs and bailiffs). Sec- 
tion 15 appoints all fecs to be charged 
by or to be paid under-sheriff and 
others. This Seetion vests in the Minis- 
ter for Home Affairs the power of varv- 
ing the existing scale of sheriffs > and 
bailifíV fees. Some of these fees re- 
quire revision in order to cover present- 
day costs. That brings us to the second 
portion of the Bill, dealing with 
assistant under-sheriffs. This portion 
of the Bill authorises the employment 
of temporary assistant under-sheriffs. 
It is íelt that such a step may be found 
necessary in such counties as Tir Chon- 
aill, Galway, Cork, and Tipperary, 
where you have at one and tho same 
time a very extensive area and a large 
number of outstanding decrees. Before 
making these appointments an interval 
will be allowed to see whether the exist- 
ing under-sheriffs, with the help of the 
additional powers contained in this Bill, 
will be in a position to clear up their 
arrears, or to make such substantial in- 
roads in them that the progress is con- 
sidered sufficiently good. 

Part III. deals with the examination 
of debtors. The effect of this part of 
the Bill is to extend to the District 
Court the existing system of examining 
a debtor as to his means, and punishing 
him for fraud or wilful disobedience. 
The present law on the subject is 
largely ineffective because of the 
trouble, delay, and expenses involved in 
bringing smali debt cases before the 
County Court or the High Court. By 
bringing the debtor before the neigh- 
bouring district court it is hoped to 
make much more effective, and certain!y 
much cheaper, this very valuable part 
of the machinery for bringing default- 
! ing debtors to account. Examination 
as to means is aimed mainly at debtow 
who have no fumiture or cattle, but 
who have incomes or investments, or 
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moneys m bank; people, for instance, 
who live in hotels or lodgings. 

It may bc well to emphasiso the fact 
that a debtor is not to be imprisoned 
for mere non-payment, but only for re- 
fusal to pay. I am anticipating a cer- 
tain amount of pathetic eloquenee in 
reference to this Section, and I am 
doing my utmost to forestall that by 
making it clear to Deputies that what- 
ever this portion of the Bill provides 
for it does not provide for imprison- 
ment for debt. It provides for im- 
prisonment for eontumaey, imprison- 
ment for eontempt of court, imprison- 
ment for wilful disobedience of a court 
order, but eertainly not imprisonment 
for debt. This Bill does not render any 
debtor liable to imprisonment who is 
not already liable under the existing 
law. That faet also, if properly 
graspcd, might provc a barrier against 
sentirnentalism. The Bill merely ex- 
tends the power of ordering imprison- 
ment to a cheaper and more accessible 
tribunal. It is not a new power. It is 
an exiension to other courts of powers 
that already exist, so that the only real 
change is that it will be cheaper in 
future to put a dishonest debtor where 
he ought to be—in jail. 

Coming to Part IV., if Deputies will 
look at Section 26 they will see there 
that the District Justiee is empowered 
to decide the ownership of property in 
“ third party elaims up to the value 
of £25. If this Section is read in con- 
junction with Section 13, it will be seen 
that the Bill, if enacted as it stands, 
grcatly expedites the settlement of 
“ third party claims,” thus removing 
one of the most serious flaws in the pre- 
sent system. I may say that thc Bill 
was drafted and prepared after a good 
deal of consultation and corrospondence 
with under-sheriffs as to what their real 
difficulties were, as to what their ex- 
perience of the working of the previous 
Act was, and there was nofiiing to 
show on the other side—there was no 
correspondence, no interviews with 
T.D’s., or others, to show that under 
the Act of last year there was any un- 
deserved hardship on a single judg- 
ment debtor. I circulated to Deputies, 
I think, certainly I read them here, re- 
turns showing the decrees outstanding 
in the various counties and the amount 


of money represented by those decrees, 
and I gave to-day a rough analysis of 
the situation, showing that you had 
£170,000 outstanding in decrees, and 
7,000 decrees in the hands of under- 
sheriffs. I was not sure on the last 
occasion what point Deputy Johnson 
proposed to make out of the compari- 
son of public and private debts. But 
the decrees in respect of private debts 
are 5.100 as against 2,000 decrees in 
respect of public debts. The amount of 
money outstanding in private debts is 
£150,000 against £17,000 on debts of a 
public nature. 

'Phere will be no real progress, no 
credit, no eommercial atmosphere until 
the situation represented by these 
figures is dealt with, and dealt with 
thoroughly. People will not lend or 
take risks of any kind unless it is made 
abundantly clear to them that ma- 
chinery to recover, well oiled, thor- 
oughly overhauled, and brought into 
line with the requirements of existing 
conditions, is at their disposal. I sug- 
gested on the last occasion, and I would 
like to repeat now, that if the situation 
were really faced and properly under- 
stood, the last people to oppose a Bill 
of this nature ought to be the Dcputies 
who sit opposite. It is recognised, and 
it is the eommon case, that there is eco- 
nomic depression in the country; it is 
a common case that there is unemploy- 
ment to an extent which constitutes a 
social menaee, and which constitutes a 
menace even to the State fabric. Thai 
economic depression will not pass, and 
that unemployment will not be drained 
up until the people who have the money 
to put. into productivc enterprises of 
one kind or another can be made to feel 
that there is security for them, and un- 
less people who have money to lend, 
people who are in a position to give 
credit of one kind or another, can be 
made to feel that in the last resort the 
law and its machinerv is there for their 
assistance. Now, the Govemment could 
not say to people in commercial life 
that the situation represented by those 
figures here meant that the law and the 
machinery of the law were available in 
good condition for the recovery of law- 
ful debts. The figures speak for them- 
selves, and the story the figures tell is 
that the machinery of the law badly 
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[Mr.. OHiggins.] 
needs overhauling, oiling and repairing, 
and badly needs to be brought in line 
with the actual conditions throughout 
the country. That is what the Bill 
does. Like other Bills which it has 
been my duty to introduee and stand 
over, it has a hard ring. The ma- 
chinery which a Minister for Home 
Affairs must answer for here will 
always havc a hard ring—the police 
forces, the prison service, and the exe- 
cution of court decrees. All that can- 
not be done to slow music. It is govern- 
ment, and the sanction of every law in 
the last resort is the Statc forces. I 
want herc clearly, logically, and modcr- 
ately to be put any real objection there 
is to this Bill. Is it that people should 
not pay their lawful debts? Should thc 
creditor be allowed to go bankrupt 
rather than the debtor, and creditors 
have gone bankrupt in the absence of 
the means of recovering what amount 
are due to them. 

lf it is admittcd that lawful debts 
should be paid, and that Court Decrees 
should be carricd out; if it is a common 
case that we ought not to send down 
the judge in his pomp to spend much 
time and thought in the hcaring of 
eases, and finally to say that such and 
such a thing be done; if it is a common 
case that we ought not to put a judge 
in the position of giving a deeree and 
then have that order put in the waste- 
paper basket after he is gone, then this 
Bill is necessary. The existing law 
bearing on the position of under- 
sheriffs is inadequate to meet the prc- 
sent existing conditions of the country. 
The system of the local pound which 
can so easily be broken open, and the 
local auction after 3 days’ noticc, which 
can be so easily upset or boycotted, all 
this brings us back to the piping times 
of peace before the European war. It 
tfas very good in 1907, 1908, 1909, 1910 
and 1911. It is not sufficient now, and 
the figures I have given to’Deputies 
give proof of that. I ask for clear 
thinking in whatever criticism this Bill 
is to be subjected to, and absence o i 
sentimentalism. I do not want people 
to go back to the battering ram and the 
crowbar brigade, and generally to the 
age when fhere was not a native parlia-. 
ment functioning in the country to pass 
its Land Act after a fair review of its]. 


merits. Take the situation now. Let 
any Deputy about to criticise the Bill, 
put himself in the position of a judg- 
ment ereditor who has obtained his de- 
eree from the Courts 18 months ago, 
and who has not got the justice which 
the hearing of his case entitled him to, 
and lct him say what are the provisions 
of this Bill which an? harsh, which are 
in excess of the requirements, and 
which are tyrannical. That is the kind 
of eriticism the Bill should get, not the 
kind of criticism which the Bill of last 
year got. I want to say in that connec- 
tion that Bills, temporary Bills, intro- 
dueed last year met with unmeasured 
hysterical criticism, which their sueees- 
sors this year did not meet with. We 
are getting on, and we are glad to see 
it. 

Mr. DUGGAN: I seeond the motion. 

Mr. JOHNSON : I am sorry Deputy 
Magennis is not present. Thc chief op- 
position to last year’s Bill came from 
Deputy Magennis. Presumably, there 
has been an att.cmpt to square that 
circle, and Deputy Magennis\s opposi- 
tion has been bought off, but notwith- 
standing, I think, if Deputies who were 
not in the Dáil last ycar will spend an 
hour or two in the reading room, and 
read Deputy Magennis’s attacks on the 
Bill of last year, they will be convinced 
of the cogency of his arguments, and 
the unanswerable case he made. I hope 
he will make the same case against 
those Sections which are not amended 
this year, and that he will get greater 
support than he got Jast year. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: lf the Deputy will 
pardon mc, I have to leave, and it wili 
not be possible for me to remain and 
hear the comments of Deputies on the 
Bill. The Secretary of my Department 
is in attendance and will take notes for 
me, which will cnable me to consider 
the mattcrs raised during the discus- 
sion. I hope to be able to reply to 
them when this discussion is resumed, 
as I suppose it will not finish to-night. 

Mr. JOHNSON: In that event I beg 
to move the adjournment of the debate 
until to-morrow. 

Agreed. 
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LOCAL OOVERNMENT (TEMPOR- 
ARY PROVISIONS) (AMENDMENT) 
BILL 1924—SECOND STAGE. 

The MINISTER for LOCAL GOV- 
ERNMENT (Mr. Burke) : I beg to 

move:—“ That the Local Government 
(Tomporary Provisions) (Amendmcnt) 
Bill, 1924, be read a seeond.time.” This 
is only a very short Bill and I do not 
think that I have anything to add to 
what I said in introducing it. The ol>- 
ject of thc Bill is to keep in force the 
various eounty sehemes that came into 
operation under the Loeal Government 
(Tcmporary Provisions) Bill. Undcr 
Section 6 of that Act. if this Amending 
Bill is not passed thosc various county 
schemes will cease to hav r e legal sanc- 
tion after the 31 st March. * Therefore 
it is necessary that this Bill be passcd 
as soon as possible. I vvould have asked 
the Dáil to pass it through its various 
stages to-day as it is an urgent matter. 
but as there is another amendment to 
the Bill I do not propose to take that 
course at prescnt. 

Mr. DUGGAN : I beg to second the 
motion. 

Mr. COLOHAN : On a point of infor- 
mation, vvill this Bill be extended only 
to the 31 st Deccmber, 1924, or is it the 
intention to carry it on to the 31st 
March, the end of the financial ycar t 
so that it vvill make it easier for the 
accounts and estimates of local bodies 
to be prepared? 

Mr. BURKE: It, is intended only to 
eontinne it until the 31 st December. 

Mr. COLOHAN: Will not that make 
it inconvenient for the preparation of 
the estimates of local bodies? 

Mr. BURKE: It will bring it into 
line with the main measure, the Local 
Govérnment (Temporary Provisions) 
Act, and that is the object of this Bill. 

Question: “ That the Local Govern- 
ment (Temporary Provisions) (Amend- 
ment) Bill, 1924, be read a sccond 
time > ,> put and agreed to. 

Committee Stage ordered for Friday, 
16th inst. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

I understand that the Minister for De- 


fence is to make a state- 

6 o*clock. ment on thc adjournment 
regarding the military situa- 

tion. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE at this 

stage resumed the Chair. 

ARMY SITUATION. 

The PRESIDENT : I beg to move 
the adjournment of the Dáil until to- 
morrow at three o’cloch. 

Oeneral MULCAHY: The gcneral 
position is indicated as foliows:— 

Donegal Command.—Situation quite 
normal, no resignations, no absconsions, 
no incidents, and there is the utmosi 
loyaltv on the part oí* officers and 
troops. 

Claremorris.—Quite normal, four ve- 
signations of officers, no absconsion», 
no incidents, and the utmost loyalty on 
the part of officers and men. 

Athlone.—Quite normal, no resigna- 
| tions, two abseonsions in connection 
with one incident in Roscommon. The 
utmost Ioyalty. 

Limeriek.—Situation quite normal, 

no resignations, no absconsions, and no 
incidents; the utmost loyalty. 

| Dublin.—Situation normal. There 

I have l)een 19 resignations, two abscon- 
sions, and incidents at Gormanstown, 
Baldonnel and Gorey. There is the ut- 
most loyalty on the part of officers and 
men. 

C urragh.—Situat ion quite normal. 

There have been no resignations and no 
absconsions. The only incident is the 
escape of a prisoner from one of the 
detention camps. The utmost Ioyalty. 

Waterford.—Situation quite normal. 

1 Two resignations; 8 absconsions of offi- 
cers, and 25 men deserted with arms 
from Clonmel. There have becn inci- 
dents at Cashel, Templemore, and Clon- 
mel. Some additional resignations were 
tendered under circumstances of which 
I am not aware, but they were with- 
drawn. 

Kerry.—Situation normal, no resigna- 
tions, no absconsions, no incidents. A 
I number of officers who were understood 
to have some sympathy with whatever 
is behind the letter of the two officers 
read to-day, have come forward and dis- 
sociated themselves from those officers. 
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[fíeneral Mulcahy.] 

Cork.—The situation is quite normal. 
The Second in Command is the only 
resignation. He has resigned here in 
Dublin. There have been no abseon- 
sions, aíid no incidents. A movement 
has been worked among the offieers. 
The officers in 4Í Michcál 99 Barracks 
and in other placcs have been ap- 
proached individually by somebody 
during Saturday night and Sunday 
morning, and have been asked to sign 
a document tendering to Major-fíeneral 
Tobin their resignation. The following 
is the document:— 

“ I, So-and-so, do hereby request 
that you tender to President Cos- 
grave on my behalf my resignation 
from the Free State Army as a for- 
mal protest against the aetion of the 
Army Executive Council in their 
continued and studied neglect of the 
best interests of the country as evi- 
denced by their aetion in continual 
demobilising of officers who have en- 
deavoured to place our country on 
the road to complete freedom. ,, 

A number of officers in Cork did 
sign that document, but when it became 
understood that there was not a 
general signing of it, and that the 
majority of officers did not sign, those 
who had signed made arrangements to 
have their papers destroved. The 
original (r.O.C. of the Command has 
been brought to Dublin and the Second 
in Command resigned in Dublin. The 
new officer in command has inspected 
the Command and reported everything 
normal. A certain wire was sent from 
Cork on yesterday, the lOth, by a per- 
son there :—“ All here resigning; are 
you ready?” That was sent to Kerry, 
where the situation is perfectly normal, 
and where t.here has been a repudiation 
of the document. In Cork a large num- 
ber of persons who signed documents 
of resignation hav<‘ endeavoured to 
have them returned. 


In connection with the Baldonnel in- 
cident, the O.C. of the Aerodrome yes- 
terday tendered his resignation on the 
’phone. He was told that his resigna- 
tion would not be accepted in that way, 
and he said that if that was so he would 
have to be regarded as a deserter. The 
Second in Command, who was absent ir- 
regularlv yesterday from the camp, has 
been placed under arrest, but he has 
stated his absolute loyalty to the State. 
The total number of officers who have 
resigned, and whose resignations liavc 
been sent in, is not to be understood as 
meaning sympathy with the document 
read to-day. A number ot ? offieers vcre 
resigning in the ordinaiy w r ay, and 
some of them have offered to withdraw 
their resignation until any crisis there 
is is over. The number of officers who 
resigned up to the present is 45. These 
figures include absconsions. So far as 
ranks go, the O.C. at Baldonnel was a 
Major-fíeneral, the Second in Command 
in Cork was a Colonel. Five Command- 
ants have resigned, and 27 Captains. 
The remainder were Lieutenants. 

The whole officer personnel has been 
examined, and the total number of 
officers who might be in sympathy, not 
with the action taken by these officers 
in sending that letter, but with what- 
ever is at the back of that letter, is 90 
odd. A number of offieers that we 
thought it well to place on that list of 
suspicion have in the meantime come to 
the officers at Oeneral Headquarters 
and told them, in case they were suspec- 
ted because of their association with 
some of those people, that they were 
absolutely loval to their commissions. 
So that from the point of view of 
national safety and security, the mili- 
tary position in the country is quite 
sound, and the incidents that havo 
taken place have been incidents of ab- 
sconsion rather than of any definite 
attempt to take military action of any 
kind. 

The Dáil adjourned at 6.7 p.m. 
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PENSION CLAIM 


DÉ CÉADAOIN, 12adh MÁRTA, 1924. 
(' Wcdnesdmj , Vlth March , 1924.) 


l)o chuaidh an Ccann Comhairle i 
gccannas ar a 3 a clog. 


OEISTEANNA—QUESTIONS. 
ORAL ANSWERS. 


MULLINGAR MERCHANT S 
PERMIT. 

SEAN O LAIDHIN asked the Mini- 
ster for Home Affairs whcthcr he is 
aware that a licencc or permit to deal in 
shotguns and sporting ammunition was 
grantcd to Mr. Jacoh Kcmp, Mount 
Street, Mullingar, and that said lieence 
or permit has since been withdrawn; 
further, to ask whether lie is aware that 
HÍnce the issue of the permit. and befor.* 
the said permit was withdrawn, Mr. 
Kemp had proeured a supply of am- 
munition for sale to his eustomers, and 
that the cancellation of the permit 
without any notice will eause him eon- 
siderable loss and inconvenicnee, and to 
ask, if in the event ofc’ the permit not 
being renewcd, Mr. Kemp will be per- 
mitted to dispose of the stock in hands, 
or be compensated for liis losses. 

MINISTER for HOME AFFAIRS 
(Mr. O’Higgins) : The answer to the 
first part of the question is in the 
afíirmative. 

Mr. Jacob Kcmp was appointed an 
authorised dealcr in firearms and am- 
munition on 18th Deceniber, 1923, and 
his certifícáte of authorisation was re- 
. voked on the 18th January, 1924. An 
importation licence for 2,000 cartridges 
was issued to Mr. Kemp on thc 3rd 
January, 1924, and this quantity, there- 
fore, represcnts the total number of 
cartridges he was entitled to stock. 

There is no objection to Mr. Kemp 
making arrangements to sell the stock 
held by him to any authorised dealer. 


SEAN 0 LAIDHIN asked the Mini- 
ster for Local CTOvernment whethcr he 
is aware that the old age pension was 
granted to Mrs. Blancy, Coosan, Ath- 
| lonc, in April, 1922, and was subse- 
| quently rcfused her; whethcr her age, 
at the time she first received the pen- 
sion, was proved to bc; 71 years by 
sworn afíidavit, and signed by two per- 
sons from the district aged 71 and 81 
years, respeetively; furthcr, to ask if 
sworn afíidavits in such cases are use- 
less, ifc he will state what steps aged 
persons who cannot procure thcir birth 
certificates will have to take to satisfy 
him as to their ages to secure the pen- 
sion. 

MINISTER for LOCAL GOVERN- 
MENT (Mr. Burke) : The pension was 
granted to Mrs. Blaney by the Athlone 
No. 1 Pcnsion Sub-Coiumittee on the 
25th July. 1922, and again on the 24th 
January, 1923. An appeal was lodged 
by the Pension Officer on age on each 
oceasion, and the decisions of the Sub- 
Coimnittee were reversed. 

The official papers do not show that 
any affidavit in support of age was sub- 
mittcd in eonneetion with either ap- 
peal. Mrs. Blaney’s baptismal certifi- 
cate has not been produced, or any 
evidence to show her age at marriage. 
It vvould appear that the marriagc took 
plaee in Amcrica. 

Mrs. Blaney at íirst informcd the 
Pcnsion Officer that she was about two 
vears older tlian her sister Elizabeth, 
born on the 26th July, 1857, but subse- 
quentlv informed him that that state- 
ment was incorrect, and that a brother 
named Michael carne between her and 
Elizabeth, and that she was two years 
older than Miehael. 

The íirst appeal was determined on 
the 27th September, 1922. 

When the second appeal was under 
consideration, Mrs. Blaney’s son wrote 
on behalf of his mother, and was re- 
quested in reply to send in affidavits 
respecting her age. He sent, instead of 
affidavits, a written statement signed 
by two old persons—one of whom de- 
clared that she knew Mrs. Blaney for 
70 years, and the other that he went to 
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school with her 65 years previously, 
and that she was then 7 years of age. 
The claimant’s son, in his eovering let- 
ter, stated that his uncle was aged 74 
years, and two years older than his 
mother. 

The second appeal was determined on 
the 15th March, 1923, and the ease has 
not sinee come before the Ministry on 
appeal. 

As regards proof of age by elaimants 
who are unable to procure baptismal 
certifícates, I would refer the Deputy to 
the atiswers given on this subject to 
Deputies Shaw, MacCosgair aiul 
McGoldrich, on the 17th Januaiy, 23rd 
Novernlter, and 27th March last, res- 
pectively. 

Mr. LYONS: Will the Minister state 
if sworn affidavits will enable claimants 
to get the pension ? 

Mr. BURKE : Not in every case. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

The PRESIDENT: I propose to take 
the ordinary business until 5 o’cloch, 
and at that hour, with the leave of thc 
Dáil, the Minister for Industry and 
Comrnérce will be afforded the oppor- 
tunity, whieh 1 promised yesterday 
would be given him, of making a state- 
ment. 

ENFORCEMENT OF LAW (OCCA- 

SIONAL POWERS) BILL, 1924. 

SECOND STAGE (RESUMED.) 

Question: “ That t.he Enforeemcnt of 
Law (Occasional Powers) Biíl, 1924, be 
now read a second time, M again pro- 
posed. 

Mr. JOHNSON: When I said at the 
beginning of my speeeh last night that 
Deputy Magennis constituted the chief 
opposition to the parallel Bill whieh 
was introduced last year, I think I gave 
Deputy Magennis credit for more than 
he deserved. I should have given pride 
of place to a former Deputy, Deputy 
Fitzgibbon, but. it is a near thing 
between them. Deputy Fitzgibbon had 
the very enthusiastic support of his col- 
leagues from the same constituencj. I 
hope all the University Deputies will at 
least read the reports of the discussions 
which took place on the parallel Bill 


last year, and will agree that the criti- 
cism of that Bill was not met by the 
Minister in charge of the Bill. This 
Bill, as the Minister has pointed out, is 
a reproduction to a very great extent 
of the Bill which expired in August 
last. It is fuller, and possibly even 
more drastic in somc respects, than the 
Bill of last year. Wlien the Minister 
began to speak last night, I had not an 
opportunity of looking through this 
Bill, and it was rather from the speech 
he made and the deseription he gave, 
that I was able to come to any conclu- 
sion as to the merits of the Bill. I 
have sinee had an opportunity of mak- 
ing a very casual perusal of the Bill, 
aiul I fínd that pretty well cverything 
that was in last ycar’s Bill is ineluded 
in this year’s Bill. On the introduc- 
tion of last year’s Bill, Deputy 
Magennis rightly and lucidly described 
it as a íerocious Bill, not merely dras- 
tic, but fero<dous, and suggested that 
the Short Title should be altered so as 
to read—An act for the outlawry of 
certain debtors and the ferocious des- 
truction of sanie. ,> Now, unless Deputy 
Magennis has undergone a conversion, 
I take it that he will be equally elo- 
quent and concise in his criticism of the 
provisions of this Bill. The Minister, 
in introducing last year’s Bill, de- 
f(*nded it. on the grounds that the coun- 
try at the time was in a state bordering 
upon anarchy; that there was no 
respect. for the law; that thc people did 
not acknowledge debts beeause they 
fclt that the law was powerless, and he 
said it was necessary to bring in a tem- 
porary coercion measure. He described 
the state of the country at the time, and 
summed it up in those words: “ This is 
a time when we cannot stand on tech- 
nicalities or artificial limitations of 
functions, limitations which grew up as 
a mattor of convenience, and should not 
survive the convenience . 99 Further, he 
said: “ An unorthodox situation would 
have to be met by unorthodox methods. 
We cannot stand on technicalities or an 
artificial limitation of functions . 99 

He was supported by the Minister for 
Agriculture, who said:—“ In times like 
fchese we should not stand on technicali- 
':ies. We want to get the law function- 
ng, and I make the confcssion that we 
re prepared to takc rough and ready 
lethods tc get the iaw iunctioning and 
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to stand over them. ,, Well, the rough 
and ready methods, of course have, un- 
fortunately, been taken in too many 
cases, but the justification was made in 
language such as I have quoted. They 
were not to stand on technicalities }>e- 
cause times were extraordinary and ab- 
normal. The law must l>e altered be- 
cause of temporary ille'galities and 
failure to recognise the responsibilities 
between debtors and crcditors, and, 
generally, techniealities must be waived 
aside and rough and ready methods of 
law must be applied in the case of the 
collection of debts and the enforcement 
of decrees. 

The Minister comes now with the 
same measurc, but he does not plead 
that rough arul ready mc*thods have to 
be taken. He does not say technicali- 
ties have to be waived aside. He utters 
an argument here which is an argumcnt 
intended to apply to a permanent 
change of the law relating to bailiffs 
and the reinforcement of decrec*s. He 
will argue for a change in the law re- 
spccting the reinforcement of decrees, 
an argument which may be applicalile 
to a change of law, changing the powers 
and authorities of bailiffs and under- 
sheriffs. He uses that argument to in- 
troduce a Bill which, he said, last year 
was wáiving aside technicalities and 
which the Minister for Agriculture 
practically said was a means of enforc- 
ing rough and ready methods. It was 
not supported, and could not be sup- j 
ported, as a permanent method of carry- 
ing out Court Decrees. 

But what is the position now? Does 
the Minister again say that the state of 
the country is just as it was last year, 
when he argued this measure was neces- 
sary? Does he mean to say that this 
ought to be the permanent law of the 
land? It cannot bc the latter, because 
he proposes a measure whieh is tem- 
porary—only to last for 12 months— 
presumably because he recognises it is 
not suitable for the ordinary law, t but 
that it is extraordinary legislation 
framed to meet the situation as it was a 
year ago in regard to the eollection of 
debts. The Minister does not say that. 
He merely says there are 7,000* deerees 
outstanding. But let me ask the Dáil 
at once to recognise the position. Last 
^ear^s Bill was passcd for six months. 
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lt expired at the end of August. We 
are now in March, and presumably the 
six months that have elapsed since the 
expiry of the last Bill was a period dur- 
ing which the old law was opcrating. 

The Minister now comes forward and 
asks for a renewal and an extcnsion of 
the extraordinary powers cmbodied in 
the six-months , Aet of last year. I do 
not think he has made a case for that. 

1 would like to know what was the 
position rcgarding the enforcement of 
dccrees and distraints during the six 
months that the old Act was working. 
What has been the position since that 
time in regard to decrees and distraints, 
and what is the position to-day? We 
are told that there are 7,000 decrees 
outstanding, representing a sum of 
£170,000. Of course, 5,000 of these were 
for privatc debts, representing £150,000, 
or an average of £30 per decree. That 
suggests to me that the debts that have 
not been collected and the deerees that 
have been obtained are, in the main, for 
small amounts. lt may be that the 
decrees ought to l>e cnforced and that 
the d(*l)ts ought to be collectod. I am 
not pronouncing any judgment oti t.hat, 
but I want to traverse the idea tliat was 
expressed in the Minister’s speech last 
night, that the credit of the eountry de- 
pends upon the powers of the under- 
sheriff to enforce the decrees of the 
Courts. I deny that utterly. If it did 
so depend, then it would be a bad look- 
out for the country. If the credit of the 
country is not to be based upon a nor- 
mal, reasonable amount of honesty, irre- 
spective of the decrees of the Courts,. 
then the country has no credit and 
should not have. But the Minister’s 
habit of mind seems to be like that of' 
the Minister for Finance:Get powers, 
j do not impose any checks upon the 
I Bxecutive, trust the P]xecutive and let 
j the machine of law take its course, sub- 
j ject only to the discrction of the Execu- 
tive. ’ 9 

I have argued niany times that the 
i law must be allowcd to function with- 
I out the interference of the Executive. 
j But that imposes upon me—if jt does 
\ not upon the Dáil—the necessity for 
j preventing the Executive, or the officers 
! of the Courts, from having powers 
| which may be legally applied tyrannic- 
i ally. The Minister says that the verjr 
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existence of these powcrs helps the 
nnder-sheriff to collcct debts without 
much diffieulty. Possibly so. Does that 
justify the Oireachtas in giving powers 
whieh they do not cxpect and which 
thev do not intcnd shall be applied, but 
which may be applied legally? I main- 
tain that we have a duty not merely to 
the creditors but to the debtors. 1 
would describe this Hill rather as a Bill 
intended to cncourage the giving of 
credit to poor people, to encourage the 
gombcen man in giving credit, to encour- 
age the money-lender to lcnd small sums 
and to cncourage the “ tick ” draper; 
to encourage that class of person who 
is going through the country pressing 
people to buy on credit, getting them 
to go into debt and then, with these 
powers whieh may be used, once the 
Court has issued a deeree, to over-ride 
the debtor in a manner which hitherto 
has never been thought desirable or 
wise. The Ministcr has always spoken 
regarding the creditor. I put it to him 
and to the Dáil, that the ereditor—the 
man who gives credit for the sale of his 
goods—has somc responsibility, and 
that when he takes a risk he knows the 
risk he is taldng when he gives that 
credit, and he will eount this risk and 
that. As a mattcr of fact, we ought 
not to encourage this giving of credit 
by saying, as we almost do to the 
debtor, that the bedelothes may be 
■seized, and that the furniture, the 
clothing, the property of any kind, of 
the husband or the brother or the 
daughter or the uncle who lives with 
the debtor is also seizable, and that any 
goods may be seized at the discretion of 
the Sheriff and taken across the water, 
or to any part of this country, to be 
sold at his discretion at any time, and 
that the charges which he may decide 
as reasonable shall be charged against 
the debtor. 

There has been very good reason for 
protecting the debtor and limiting the 
powers of the Shcriff, and so far no 
case has been made for the removal of 
these checks in their cntirety as they 
are under this Bill. I acknowledge that 
the parochial system may have to be j 
altered; that the idea of the local pound 
may occasionally work detrimentally to 
the debtor, and that it is not always 


satisfactory, and I would be quite pre- 
pared to weícome any changc in respect 
of the ordinary powers of the Sheriff’s 
officer. But I object strongly to thc 
kind of powers that are given under 
this Bill. I do not think a case has 
been mado for it now, any more than 
was made last year, notwithstanding 
the fact tliat it was passed. 

The Minister took credit to himself 
for the designation of being the bailiff J s 
pal. Tle said that civilisation practi- 
callv rcsted upon the powers of the 
bailiff. I think that the Minister, in 
the arguments he used for this Bill, 
rather shows he misundcrstands the 
relations that have grown up between 
the citizens and the State in respect of 
law. If we are going to assume, in 
making la^vs for the collcction of debts 
or the enforcement of decrees, that 
every debtor is criminally : minded, that 
evcry deeree obtained against a man 
ought to be enforeed, because hc could 
pay but would not, we are sure of going 
wrong in our administration and in our 
legislation. We have becn hcaring 
from the Ministerial Benehes, time and 
time again, stories as to the state of the 
eountry. Farmers have told us about 
the state of agriculture, and we have 
read accounts in the newspapers lately 
showing how many bankruptcies and 
failures there have been through the 
country, and I again suggest, as I did 
last year, that it is not a time for pass- 
ing a Bill of this kind, strengthening 
the powers of the Shcriff and eneourag- 
ing creditors to press debtors as is done 
by this Bill, and as was done last year. 
It is rather a time to cncourage 
leniency in thc casc of dcbts, and we 
ought not to assume, as is done through 
this Bill, that debtors are criminals, 
and that the protcction against arbi- 
trary action on the part of Sheriffs 
should be removed, leaving them open 
to the discretion of the under-sheriff, 
who may be a responsible man, but who 
is only to be appointed for twelve 
months, and with whom the Minister, 

I believe, has acknowledged he has no 
right to interfere. I say a case for the 
Bill has not been made out. case 
may have been made for the enlarge- 
ment of the powers of the Sheriff, but a 
case has not been made for extra- 
ordinary powers to last for twelve 
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months, such as are outlined in this 
Bill, and 1 propose to vote against the 
second readiní?.* 

MINISTER for HOME AFFAIRS 
(Mr. K. O’Higgins): In moving the 
First Reading of this Bill, I gave a 
rather detailed and painst.aking analy- 
sis of the provisions of it. I did not 
simply cxpound general principles, but 
I put forward the concrete difíiculties 
which the under-sheriffs through thc 
country have to contend with, and the 
case I niad<\ or attempted to malce, 
vvas that if they were to contend suc- 
cessfully with thesc difficulties the 
powers which th<í 'Bill proposes to con- 
fer upon them are necessary. Deputy 
Johnson prefers the upper ether; he 
did not come down to mother earth in 
his criticism of the Bill, he did not re- 
fer speciíically to a single Scction or 
Sub-section of the Bill, and he did not 
examine the difficulties which I suh- 
mitted for the consideration of Depu- 
ties, and suggest that th<»y could be 
met under the existing law, or that 
they could be met by modifieation of 
the proposals embodied in the Bill. 
Now, eithcr the writ of the Courts 
should run in the country or it should 
not; either the decrees of the Courts 
should be enforced or they should not 
be enforced, and though I listened very 
attentively to Dcputy Johnson’s com- 
ments on the Bill, I am not quite clear 
in my own mind as to which of these 
two propositions is his view. Hc says 
that I conccntrated all my sympathies 
on the judgment creditor, and that I 
gave short shrift to the judgment 
debtor. It is not a question of sympa- 
thies, but it Js a question of legal right. 
A man has gone td the Court of the 
land with his case; it has been heard, 
the arguments have been weighed and 
analysed by the Judge, and a particu- 
lar deeision has been given, and the 
point is, is that decision to be carried 
out or is the person who is dissatisíied, 
who is ill-pleased with the decision, 
to be placed in a position of advantage 
to successfully evade and defy it? 

I stated, in moving the Second 
Reading, that cases are within my 
knowledge where bankruptcies have 
occurred, bankruptcies of people who, 
if they had adequate machinery of law 
at their disposal for the collection of 

Vol. 6. 


lawful debts, need not have gone 
bankrupt. Now, if we have to chooser. 
as between the bankruptey of a judlg-; 
ment ereditor and the bankruptcy of* 
a judgment dcbtor, the choice should 
be an easy one. I take it that when 
we send judges through the country to 
hear cases and give decisions, that the 
view of evcry responsible Deputy and 
of every responsible citizen Avould be 
that those decisions should be enforcecf. 

I submitted the case that under the law 
as it exists. and in face of the condi- 
tions as they exist, decisions of the 
Fourts werc not being enforced with 
that promptness and smoothness which 
is necessary for a proper commercial 
atmosphere in the country. I supportcd 
that cas<‘ by quoting figures. Roughly 
there are at the moment 7,000 decrecs 
in the liands of! under-shcriffs of tlie 
State, representing a total sum of 
£170,000. Of these 7,000 decrees. 
5.000 are decrees in respcct of private 
debts as between citizen and citize.n, 
and those 5,000 decrees represent a 
sum of £150,000. These figures speak 
for themselves. The tale they tell, as 
I have suggested, is that the respon- 
sible Oourt officer, the under-sheriff, 
must have his hands strengthened, and 
must have his powers considerablv 
widened if he is to make any substan- 
tiahinroad on these arrears, and if he 
is to keep pace with the decrees and 
the judgments whieh reach his hands 
from the Courts that are functioning 
through the country. The alternative 
is a breakdown of law and the idea of 
law, and a return to the stonc axe, or 
something equivalent to the stone axe, 
as the medium by which men may settle 
their conflicting claims. 

I recited yesterday somc of the 
difficulties of under-sheriífs at the 
moment, and asked Deputies to visua- 
lise tbeir effects as applied to-day to 
seizures in districts where even the 
Gárda Síochána stations are in danger 
of armed raids and where the debtor's 
premises are situated perhaps fifteen 
miles from a town or a raihvay station 
and are approachable only by rough 
mountain roads: “ The undcr-sheriff 
must effect seizure by daylight. He 
must remain in possession t-hree days 
before selling. He must not take the 
goods out of the country in order to 
sell them. He must advertise the sale 

Q3. 
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as a sheriíf’s sale. He cannot seize j 
money or notes in execution of County j 
Court decrees; tliere may be ten times | 
the amount of the debt, in hard cash, 
in the house, but it cannot be touched. 
He cannot go into a house unless he is 
peaceably admitted; if he is reeognised 
and the door is slammed in his face 
he is helpless. He will not be allowed 
fees for more than two bailiffs, how- • 
ever many he may in fact íind it neces- I 
sary to employ. If the debtor’s wife j 
or son claims everything on the pre- ! 
mises as against the creditor, it is so 
difficult in actual practice, to disprove 
the claim that generally no attempt is 
made to disprove it.” I 

Now, I set out these difficulties in the \ 
hope that, in the criticism of the Bill j 
and in the opposition to the Bill, we » 
would reeeive valuable suggestions as 
to how they can bc met otherwisc than 
hy the provisions which the Bill eon- 
tains. We have received none. Deputy 
Johnson hovered around in the upper 
air, and generally contented himself by 
conveying, in a vague way to Deputies, 
that he did not like the Bill. He was 
good enough to say “ it may be that 
decrees ought t.o be enforced. ,, Now, ; 
surely, we ought to be clear about that. j 
“ It. may be that decrees ought to be 
enforced! ,, Unless we can get clear on 
that fundamental we are bound to be 
at loggerheads about the side issues. If 
it is only a case that “ it may be that 
decrees ought to be enforced, ,> then we 


have not got our foundations clear. 1 
think that. the whole basis of t.he State 
and the whole íabric of*ordered society 
rests on the proposition that decrees 
ought to be enforced, and the case put 
up by my Department is that decrees 
are not, in fact, being enforced at any- 
thing like an adequate rate of progress, 
and that is due to the fact that difficul- 
ties exist, that the under-sheriff is 
hedged round by limitations and re- 
strictions which may have been very 
good and very proper in rnore normal 
times than we are at. present enjoying, 
or not enjoying, but whieh are utterly 
unsuited to tlie situation in which we 
find ourselves. And so we e.ame to the 
Dáil with a set of provisions which, 
after very eareful consideration with 
the people prirnarily coneerned, is 
thought to be necessary. I do suggest 
to Deputies tliat no reasoned, praetical 
eritieism of these provisions has been 
placed before them. Wc can always 
hope that it will be fortheoming on the 
Committee Stage—that the amend- 
ments, thc alternative suggestions, will 
be pnt before us for our consideration. 
They have not. been put before us at 
this stage of the Bill. I submit that no 
real answer has been forthcoming to the 
case that was plaeed before you for the 
Bill, in its main outlines, and 
U o'cloclc. in its main prineiples, and I 
ask that it get a Seeond 

Reading. 

Question put. 
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The Dáil divided. Tá, 51; Níl, 13. 


Tá. 


Pádraig F. Baxter. 

Richard H. Beamish. 

Earnán de Blaghd. 

Séamus Breathnach. 

Seoirse de Bhulbh. 

Próinsias Bulfin. 

Séamus de Búrca. 

John J. Cole. 

Bryan R. Cooper. 

Louis J. D’Alton. 

Máighréad Ní Choileáin Bean Uí 
Dhrisceóil. 

Patrick J. Egan. 

Osmond Grattan Esmonde. 

Henry J. Finlay. 

Desmond Fitzgerald. 

John Good. 

William Hewat. 

Connor Hogan. 

Seosamh Mac Bhrighde. 

Alasdair Mac Cába. 

Domhnall Mac Cárthaigh. 

Maolmhuire Mac Eochadha. 

Pádraig Mac Fadáin. 

Pádraig Mac Giollagáin. 

Séan Mac Giolla ’n Ríogh. 


Níl. 


Séan Buitléir. 

Séan de Faoite. 

David Hall. 

Séamus Mac Cosgair. 
Tomás Mac Eoin. 
Risteárd Mac Fheorais. 
Tomás de Nógla. 


Risteárd Mac Llam 
Eoin Mac Néill. 

Martin M. Nally. 

John T. Nolan. 

Peadar O hAodha. 

Mícheál O hAonghusa. 

Criostóir O Broin. 

Próinsias O Cathail. 

Aodh O Cinnéidigh. 

Eoghan 0 Dochartaigh. 

Séamus N. O Dóláin. 

Tadhg S. O Donnabháin. 

Pádraig 0 Dubhthaigh. 

Eamon S. O Dúgáin. 

Mícheál R. O hlfearnáin. 

Séamus 0 Leadáin. 

Fionán O Loingsigh. 

Pádraig O Máille. 

Risteárd O Maolchatha. 

Séamus O Murchadha. 

Pádraig O hOgáin (Gaillimh). 
Pádraig K. O hOgáin (Luimneach). 
Seán M. O Súilleabháin. 
Caoimhghín O hUigín. 

Séan Príomhdhail. 

Patrick W. Shaw. 

Tomás O Conaill. 

Aodh O Cúlacháin. 

Liam O Daimhín. 

Eamon O Dubhghaill. 

Domhnall O Muirgheasa. 

Pádraig O hOgáin (An Clár). 


Motion declared earried. 


AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: When 
will the next Stage be taken? 

Mr. O’HiaOINS: I suggest Tuesday 
of next week. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I think that time 
would be too short and I would urge 
that a longer time should be given. It 
does not give a reasonable period for 
consideration and preparation of 
amendments. Amendments have to be 
given notice of within a day from to- 
day, and it is quite impossible to give 
proper consideration to them in that 
tim^ I would suggest that we should 
be given a further week to prepare 
amendments. 

M?. O’HiaaiNS: The point is, 
whether it is the prescribed time or not. 
If it is the prescribed time, then it is 
a matter for consideration whether it 
should be extended. There has been a 
tendency to insist on the letter with re- 
gard to Bills even which are not con- 
troversial, and to which no amendment 
is forthcoming at any stage. I have no 


objection to postponing the next stage 
of this Bill until Wednesday of next 
week. But it is an urgent measure and 
an important measure, and it should 
not be unduly delayed. 

Mr. JOHNSON: It is because of the 
importance of the measure that I think 
some reasonable time should be given 
for the preparation of amendments. 
While the Minister is quite right in say- 
ing that there has been a tendency to 
insist upon a due observance of the 
Standing Orders, that does not bar us 
out, I would hope, from requesting that 
a reasonable time should be given for 
conducting the business of the Dáil. 

Mr. O’HIOOINS: I suggest Wednes- 
day of next week. 

Mr. BAXTER: I would like to sup- 
port Deputy Johnson in asking that a 
further week should be given for con- 
sideration of amendments. Deputies 
from the country are particularly han- 
dicapped in regard to this question of 
amendments. We are working until 
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Friday. lf we go homc for thc week- 
end, it is very diffieillt to have amcnd- 
ments in by the following Tuesday. In 
a measure like this, which we are sup- 
porting in principle, but in whieh we 
see possibility of amendment, I think it 
is but right that we should be given a 
fair period in which to consider amend- 
ments. 

Mr. O'HIGGINS: From my point of 
vicw, the important thing is that the 
Fommittce ÍStagc should be taken up 
next week, and, if reasonably possiblc, 
that it should concludc next week. I 
suggestod Wednesday for the next 
Stage, bccause it seems to me that that 
is as far into next week as wo could go, 
with any veasonable hope of gctting the 
Committee Stagc eoneluded in the 
course of the week. 11hink if Dcputies 

COMMITTEE 


apply their minds to the matter, they 
will find that a weck is not inadequate. 
I would bc prepared to consider Thurs- 
day. 

Mr. CONNOR HOGAN: May I re- 

mind the Minister that next Monday 
is the National IIoliday, and a Bank 
Jloliday, which makes a difference. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: It will prevent 
people thinking about the Bill. 

Mr. CONNOR HOGAN: It makes a 
very big difference. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: ff 

Thursday be iixod, amendments can be 
receivod up to Tuesday—that is if the 
Minister insists upon taking* the next 
Stage nexl week. 

Commitíeo StagQ ordered for Thurs- 
I day, 20th March. 

ON FINANCE. 


MONEY RESOLUTION.—JURIES BILL. 


Mr. BLYTHE: I beg to move:— 

Chun críche aou Achta a rithfar 
sa tSiosón so ehun lcasú do dheanamh 
ar an dlí a bhaineas le eoistí dháreag 
agus ar an meid den Aeht Timpeal 
Toghachán, 1923, a bhaineas leis an 
ni sin go bhfuil se oiriúnaeh a údarú: 

(1) (io n-íocfar amaeh as airgead a 
sholáthróidh an tOireaehtas na cionta 
so a leanas de sna costaisí fé n-a 
raghaidh Comhairle gach Contac 
agus Contae-Bhuirge maidir le clárú 
fén Acht san: 

(a) ecathrú den méid a íocíidh an 
Chomhairle leis an Oifigeach 
Clárathachta, mar ghcall ar 
dhualgaisí a có-líonadh, i gcás 
Contae riaracháin, ag Rúnaí 
Chomhairle na Contae, no ag 
Cléireach Chomhairle aon 
Bhailecheanntair sa chontae 

* agus i gcás Contae-Bhuirge ag 
Rúnaí no ag Cléireach na Con- 
tae-Bhuirge; 

(b) trian an méid a íocfldh an 
Chomhairle leis an Oifigeach 
Clárathachta mar gheall ar 
dhualgaisí a chó-líon Rát-Bhai- 
litheoirí; 


That for the purposc of any Act of 
the present Session to amend thc law 
relating to juries and in connection 
thtírcwith to amend the Elcctoral Act, 
1923, it is expcdient to authorise: 

(1) The payment out of moncys 
provided by the Oireachtas of the 
following proportions of the expenses 
incurred by the Couneil of evcry 
County and County Borough in con- 
neetion with registration under such 
Act: 

(a) one-fourth of the amount paid 
by the Council to the Registra- 
tion Officer in respcct of duties 
performed, in the case of an 
administrative County, by the 
Secretary of the Council of the 
County or the Clerk of the 
Council of any Urban District 
in the County, and in the cafisc of 
a County Borough by the Sec- 
retary or Clerk of the County 
Borough; 

(b) one-third of the amount paid by 
the Council to the Registration 
Officer in respect of duties p et- 
formed by Rate Collectors; 
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(c) leath gach costais clárathachta 
eilc a íocfidh an ChomhairJc. 

(2) Go n-íoefar amach as airgead a 
sholáthróidh an tOireachtas, trí 
sheachtú de chostas na clódóireachta 
a theastóidh chun crícheanna clárath- 
achta fen Acht san. 


(c) one-half of all other registration 
expenses paid by the Council. 

(2) Thc paymcnt out of moneys 
provided by the Oireachtas of three- 
sevenths of the cost of printing re- 
qitired for registration purposes 
under such Act. 


The neccssary Messagc prescribed 
by the Constitution has beeu received 
froiu the Governor-General. 

Major COOPER: As tliis is growing 
to be a matter of sonie importance, and 
as I have observed that in another 
placc moncy resolutions are subject to j 
Jimited discussions, there is one point 
that I would lilvo to raise. We are now 
aslced to vote money which is to Ix* 
apportioned, in one respect, as fol- 
lows: 4Í One-third of the amount paid 
by the Couneil to the ltegistration j 
Officer in respeet of duties performed | 
by rate collectors . 99 I think it is within j 
the luiowledge of Deputies that in 
this matter of registration, for which 
we are aslved to vote money, the worJc 
done by the rate eollectors has been 
very valuable in some places, while in 
other places it is not done so well, and 
rate collectors have omitted a large 
numbor of persons who ought to bc on i 
tlie register. That has been my expe- j 
riencc in my own constituen‘cy, where 
the register was íairly good. In other 
constituencies the register was not 
quite so good. It is a ralher serious I 
thing that we should be askcd to vote \ 
money over thc cxpcnditure of whieh j 
we have no control. We have no cheolv i 
« over those eollectors. The wholc eon- 
trol is in the hands of the loeal Coun- 
eils. ITowever badly a rate eolleetor 
may do his work he is not responsible 
to us, yet he is thc person by whom the 
register is ultimate1y compiled, and he 
is the person by whom, in the long 
run, we are elected* I do not think 
that that is a satisfactory state of 
affairs. I shall be glad if, before we 
vote the money, the Minister will give 
us an explanation of why that situation 
exists, and, further, whether it is in 
any way within our power to amend or 
alter this state of affairs. 

AN LEA8-CHEANN COMHAIRLE 

took the Chair. 


Mr. JOHNSON: On that point I 
would like to raisc the question as to 
whether this form of resolution is 
necessary to make legal or formal the 
discussion of the Bill in Committee. 
As lias been pointed out by I)eputy 
('ooper, if we pass this resolution it 
precludes us, to a considerable extent 
at any ratt*. from amending the Bill, 
and it certainly, if the contentions of 
the Ministry over anothor Bill in the 
• Seanad is maintained, precludes the 
Seanad froni ameiuling the Bill. I 
suggest to the ilinister that until that 
mattor has been clearJv threshed out 
and a proper understanding has been 
come 1o, the resolution we are asked 
to pass ought to J)c a formal one and 
not binding in such a way as to limit 
the Legislature in its consideration of 
a Bill of this kind. Otherwise the 
effect. of this form of resolution will 
meau that the wholc Committee Stagtf 
will liave to take placo on tho resolu 
lion. I do not thinlc it is neeessary 
1 do not thinlv it was the praetice ii 
the early stagcs of our proceedings 
and I tlunJv this innovation is not ye' 
justified. 

Mr. WILSON: Before the Ministcr 
repJies, I would JiJce him to find out 
, for me where these proportional part? 
of thc vote are dci'ived from. Can lie 
t(*ll us, for example, why oue-fourth 
is to be paid one place, one-third to 
another place, and one-half to another. 
Are those apportionments made by 
ancient law or by the Ministerial Dc- 
partment itself? 

Mr. BLYTHE: In reference to the 
matter raised by Dcputy Cooper, I 
w T ould like to loolc into it a little further 
before giving a reply that I \vould 
stand over; but I thinlc in this matter, 
as in connection with the compilation of 
registers, the central authoritv has 
power, w T here it is satisfied there has 
been definite default on the part of thc 
rate coliector, to withhold thc payment 
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that would go to any partieular rate 
colleetor. I believe that in cases that 
came to my notice in connection with 
the last register, aetion was taken to 
prevent any paymcnt being given to 
rate collectors who did not perform 
their work properly. It is a matter I 
would require to look into a little 
further, but I think we can at lcast 
have this control over the expenditure 
of the moncy, that where there is 
sufficient ground for it, there can be 
instructions sent to a Council, and the 
amount can be withheld in the case of 
any collector who has not done his 
work. 

Ln regard to the question of the form 
of the resolution, that is a matter which 
I understand in another place is not 
subject to a fixed practice. Sometimes 
resolutions are in general terms; some- 
times they are mueh more particu- 
arised. 1 do not know whether we 
ought not to consider the matter eare- 
fully here in the Dail in some general 
Avay as to the form that money resolu- 
tions ought to take. There is certainly 
a great deal to bc said in favour of par- 
ticularising them where it ean be done. 
The idea of a money resolution is 
simply to preserve the responsibility of 
thc Exeeutive in the matter of recom- 
mending expenditure. If resolutions 
are unnecessarily geueral, it has the 
same effect, for all practical purposes, 
as if there were to be no resolution at 
all. 

I do not feel in this ease that it is a 
matter of consequence as to the form 
of the resolution. The amounts of 
money involved are not very serious. I 
would not say that this is a ease in 
which there ought to be a particularised 
resolution. However, the form of thc 
resolution is down, and the Message 
which has come from the Governor- 
General has beon in the terms which 
appear in the resolution. It would not 
be possible, I think, simply to put for- 
ward a resolution in general terms 
without having a fresh Message sent, on 
which a new resolution might be 
íounded. 

Mr. COLOHAN: I would ask the 
Minister to see that when he is appor- 
lioning these fees there is a fair alloca- 


REANN. Third Stage. 

tion amongst officials who have small 
salaries, and that all the fees should not 
go to secretaries who have already 
£1,000 and over. That is not fair. 

Mr. WILSON: Thc Minister has not 
answered the question that I asked him. 
Who makes the apportionment of the 
money which is set out here? Where 
do wc get itt Is it old legislation or is 
it an apportionment made *by the pre- 
sent Governnient ? 

Mr. BLYTHE: I thinlc I will ask 
the Dáil to postponc the consideration 
of this matter, because 1 have not the 
details as to how thesc particular 
amounts were arrived at. They are 
apportionments that were fixed in view 
of the changed circumstanees that will 
be brought about by this Act. I have 
not at hand any details of how they 
were actually arrived at. I tliink the 
Dáil would be entitled to have that 
information. 

Agreed to report progress. 

DAIL RESUMES. 

Progress reported, Committee to re- 
sume Thursday, 13th March. 

DAIL IN COMMITTEE. 

OLD AGE PENSIONS BILL, 1924— 
THIRD STAGE. 

Mr. P. HOGAN (Clare): I beg to 

move: 

To add a new sub-seetion as fol- 
lows:— 

Paragraph (b) of sub-scction (1) 
of Seelion 4 of the Act of 1919 is # 
hcreby repealed and the Tollowing # 
provision shall have effect in lieu 
thereof:— 

In calculating the income men- 
tioned in paragraph (b) of sub-sec- 
tion (1) of Section (2) of the Aet of 
1911, no account shaíl be taken of 
any amounts received by a person, 
or by the husband or wifc of a per- 
son, as the case may be, as sickness 
benefit or disablement benefit under 
a medical certificate or superannua- 
tion benefit, from a friendly society 
or trade union or under the National 
Insurance Act, 1911. 

The object of this amendment is to 
repeat practically all the provisions of 
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the 1911 Act, which the original Sec- 
tion proposes to cut out. It is an at- 
tempt to prevent those who have been 
thrifty in their youth and middle age 
from being penalised in that matter 
when they come to a eertain age. The 
Government have embarked upon what 
they call a policy of thrift, and this Old 
Age Pension cut is one manifestation of 
it. We have endeavoured to point out 
to the Government that they are not 
entitled to penalise these people who 
have come in advance of them by being 
thrifty, and I think the Government 
should take that matter into account. 
This matter has been very ably and 
very frequently stressed, and pointed 
out by Deputy Johnson in regard to 
voluntary thrift, so that I need not 
stress it now, but I would like to em- 
phasise the point. There is another 
point to v/hieh 1 would like to draw 
attention. It. is not a ease of voluntary 
thrift. It is a case of compulsory 
thrift. ITnder the Unemployment In- 
suranee Act, as the Minister is aware, 
every employed person is supposed to 
pay up unemployment insurance except 
agricultural workers and the domestic 
servants. Now, suppose we take the 
case of any working man who, perhaps, j 
at the age of 20 starts to pay Is. 7d. a « 
week insurance and continues to pay I 
that up to 70 years of age. That is to | 
say, he is paying for 50 years. It j 
is quite possible there are some employ- : 
ments where a man will not draw any 
unemployment benefit during that 
period of 50 years. I refer the Dáil to 
Section 25 A. of thc Unemployment In- 
surance Act of 1920. That Section, 
cleared of superfluous legalities and 
boiled down into ordinary English, 
means that the aniount of insurancc 
that has acerued for fifty years is cal- 
culated at compound interest, and is 
refunded to him when he reaches that 
age. ^ The Unemployment Insurance 
Act is a compulsory insurance of the 
State. I think it is agreed that moncy 
doubles itself at 5 per cent. in 14 or 15 
years. I have not made the necessary 
calculation to find out what will be the 
principal and compound interest on 
that amount, but it would come to be- 
tween £300 and £400. I ask the Minis- 
ter if he is going to penalise that person 
because the State forces him to pay un- 


employment insurance? Is he going to 
penalise him by establishing unemploy- 
ment insurance and at theendwhen that 
sum accrues is he again to be penalised 
in the matter of Old Age Pension? That 
is a matter to which I would like the 
Minister to give his attention. The 
other matter of voluntary thrift cannot 
be stressed much more. It is a matter 
which the Government does not seem 
to take much cognisance of, and the 
Government does not seem to care 
whether the people are thrifty or not. 
If they are thrifty voluntarily they 
penalise them under this Bill, and if 
they are thrifty compulsorily under this 
Bill they penalise them. 

Mr. BLYTHE: In regard to sickness 
benefit or disabletnent benefit, under a 
medical certificate at present, the posi- 
tion is that any amounts received under 
that head for not more than three 
months in any year by a person or the 
husband or wife of a person, is not 
taken into account in calculating the 
amounts. I would not be disposed to 
extend that period. I might be pre- 
pared, on consideration, to say that the 
sickness, or disablement benefit should 
not be taken into account in that case. 
But that is a mattcr that T would like 
to cohsider a little further. In regard 
to superannuation benefit I cannot see 
that the person receiving superannua- 
tion benefit is different from the case of 
a person having means or income in any 
other form. I do not think that 
because a person, by some means, has 
secured for himself a superannuation 
benefit, he should be ahy better off than 
if he had bought a house or had money 
in the bank. I do not think we could 
makc any exception in the case of 
superannuation benefit. I am not pre- 
pared to accept the amcndment of the 
Deputy as it stands. I am, however, 
prepared to meet him to some extent in 
the matter of sickness or disablement 
benefit. 

The principle of excluding sickness 
and disablement benefit from the caleu- 
lation of means to some extent, at any 
ratc, has already been accepted, and I 
see that a good case can be made out for 
the extension of that principle. There 
is no doubt that in sickness a pérson 
under medical care brings a special in- 
crease to the cost of the house‘in which 
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that person resides. There ean be good 
arguments put forward, and I would 
be prepared to accept thcm, to some ex- 
tent, for excluding sichness or disable- 
rnent benefit, but not to the other. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I appre eiate the wav 
the Minister has spoken about his wil- 
lingness to consider the extension oi‘ 
the period of sickness and disablement 
benefit, but 1 think he should certainly 
go further and not say to the 
pensioner who lias l)een thrii‘ty 
ejiough to suhserihe to a í'uud whieh 
Is a sickness or disablement iund, 
or, altei-natively, a superannuation 
fund : “ Tf you are siek we will al- 
low you to get some advantage out of 
your thrift, but if yóu are not siek we 
will not allow you to get any advantage 
out of your thrift. M Sur(*ly thc Mini- 
stry is not going to tell the thousands of 
people who have been encouraged to j 
pay in their pence weekly to Friendly 
Societics and to Trade Unions to pro- 
tect them somewhat from the rainv day 
and from the rigours of old age, that 
they are to bc penalised unless tliey are 
sick. If a man saves by means of a 
superannuation fuiul, and is not sick 
during* the period intervening* between 
the date he begins to go into benefit 
and the date lie goes into superannua- 
tion, and if he has not eaten out his re- 
serves, as happens in some societies, 
then, so long as he is not sick, he is not 
to get anv benefit, or rather he is to be 
penalised from the pension because of 
the fact that he was able to keep 
healthy during thc pre-pension period. 

I think that this proposal is a very 
moderate and reasonable one: that 
where a man or a woman, as is often 
the case in many friendly socielies, has 
saved by a little stinting for old age, 
there should be sorne consideration 
given to thc fact that those who have 
saved perhaps from the Poor Law— 
because the Minister will recognise that 
the old age pension of lOs. will not 
keep people from the Poor Law, but 
the superannuation benefit may, if it 
is allowed to be added to the pension 
—any sucli person who has been able 
to provide some little sum should not 
have that sum counted as income when 
calculating benefit under the Old Age 
Pensions'Act. The Minister’s willing- 


ness to cxtcnd thc sickness and dis- 
ablement benefit period is welcome, 
but I would press liim to further ae- 
cept the amcndment of Deputy Hogan 
so that people in the eountry who had 
been encouraged to join friendly 
societies, even though many of the 
people who encouraged them to join 
friendly soeieties said to them, “ Keep 
out of trade unions, M may benefit. Buí 
let us assume, that they are all angels, 
and that one of theni would not touch a 
trade union, hut that they had been 
scnsible enough and wise enough to 
join friendly societies, are you going 
to tell them that beeause of their virtue 
of thrift and prcparation for old age 
that you will make them suít'er? It 
is true, of course, as the Minister 
hints, that you could not consistently 
tell the person who has providod 
through a friendly society for his old 
age one thing and refuse to follow the 
sanu* course in regard to a person who 
has saved hy other means. T admit th<* 
Minisler has some right to say that 
there is inconsistencv in that, but ours 
is not inconsistcncy, because we havt* 
urgod that within the lirnits of our 
ainendments that thriftiness which 
found its oxpression through saving, in 
tlu* purchase of a housc, for instanci*, 
should not be penalised. Now, we 
desire that- the thriftiness whieh finds 
its expression through a friendly 
society or a tradc union superannua- 
tion fund partioularly should not bo 
penalised when discussing thc amount 
of bcnofit under the Old Age Pcnsions 
Act that is to be paid to the pensioner, 
and I would urge tho Minister lo accept 
the amendment. 

Mr. BLYTHE: I think it is impos- 
sible to tako up the position that we 
ean consider how a person happens to 
be in possession of means. It does not 
rcally matter whether the means were 
prcscrved by the applieant or by the 
pensioner by rricans of contributions to 
Fricndly Socie á ties, or whether they 
were preserved by frugal living, and 
hard work on some small patch of land, 
or whether they were preserved by 
simply putting them into the bank. I 
do not think we can really take into 
account thc question of how the means 
happen to be in the possession of the 
pensioner or the applicant. We have 
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merely to considcr what arc the means 
of the applicant and the consequential 
need for the Old Age Pensions Act, 
and for that reason, I do not think thc 
amendment can be accepted. 

Mr. DARBELL FIGGIS: I find my- 
self in a certain measure of difficulty 
because of the exact form in which this 
amendment is framed. So far as this 
amendment itself is concerned—and it 
is not my intention to go outside it—1 
feel that thc Ministcr has made out his 
casc against it; that is to say, it would 
not be thc busincss of the Statc to 
differentiatc between the various 
methods by which pcople might have 
exercised economy or exercised thrift 
in thc past. But ncverthcless, thc prin- 
ciple of the amcndment is not mere1y a 
sound principle, extcnding outside even 
the range of Fricndly Socicties, but it 
is so sound that it has actua11y bcen ad- 
vocated by the Minister himself and by 
friends of thc Minister, that thrift 
should be exercised. I want to ask the 
Minister a question, and it is this: 
Would, he, between now and thc rcport 
stage, consider thc whole question as to 
the exercisc of thrift? I know vcry 
well the difficulty that eonfronts him 
in making any such considcration as 
that of thc kind I ask for. I know 


j the technicalities and complexities of 
\ the whole case. They are not techni- 
calities or complexities to which any 
Deputy ean direct his attention with 
any real grip of the details, beeause no 
Deputy would have, at his disposal, all 
thc information that lies at the disposal 
of the Minister for Finance and his De- 
partmcnt. I do urge upon him to state 
that betwccn now and report he wili 
consider thc possibilitics of bringing in 
somc amcndment to this Section 5 by 
which somc mcasure of release will be 
given to persons who havc exercised 
1 thrift in order that this exercise of 
thrift on their behalf shall not be 
turned against thcm: 

J Thus, as bctwccn “ A.” and “ B., ,> 
who presiunably are ncighbours, if 
“ A.” has bcen thriftless and ci B.” 
thrifty, (i B^s ” thrift should not be 
turned against hirn and hc should not 
bc put in exactly thc samc position as 
A.,” who livcd a thriftless life. 

í Mr. BLYTHE: T could not undertake 
to do as l)eputy Figgis has suggested. 
, AU I ean undcrtake to do on the matter 
! of the aniendment is to eonsider to what 
cxtent I ean extend the disablement 
and sickness benefit period. 

Amendment put. 
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The Dáil divided: Tá, 17; Níl. 42 


Tá. 

Seán Buitléir. 

Seán de Faoite. 

Darrell Figgis. 

David Hall. 

Gonnor Hogan. 

Séamus Mac Cosgair. 

Tomás Mac Eoin. 

Risteárd Mac Fheorais. 

Tomás de Nógla. 

Níl. 

Earnán de Blaghd. 

Séamus Breathnach. 

Seoirse de Bhulbh. 

Próinsias Bulfin. 

Séamus de Burca. 

Bryan R. Cooper. 

Louis J. D’Alton. 

Máighrcad Ní Choileáin Bean Uí 
Dhrisceóil. 

Patrick J. Egan. 

Osmond Grattan Esmonde. 

Henry J. Finlay. 

Desmond Fitzgerald. 

Seoirse Mac Bhrighde. 

Domhnall Mac Cárthaigh. 

Liam T. Mac Cosgair. 

Pádraig Mac Fadáin. 

Seán P. Mac Giobúin. 

Risteárd Mac Liam. 

Eoin Mac Néill. 

Seoirse Mac Niocaill. 

Liam Mac Sioghaird. 


Ailfrid O Broin. 

Tomás O Conaill. 

Aodh 0 Cúlacháin. 

Liam O Daimhín. 

Eamon 0 Dubhghaill. 

Seán O Laidhin. 

Domhnall O Muirgheasa. 
Pádraig O hOgáin (An Clár). 


Liam Mac Aonghusa. 

Martin M. Nally. 

John T. Nolan. 

Peadar O hAodha. 

Criostóir 0 Broin. 

Séan O Bruadair. 

Próinsias O Cathail. 

Aodh Ua Cinnéidigh. 

Séamus N. O Dóláin. 

Pádraig O Dubhthaigh. 

Eamon S. O Dúgáin. 

Mícheál R. O hlfearnáin. 
Séamus 0 Leadáin. 

Fionán O Loingsigh. 

Risteárd O Maolchatha. 
Séamus 0 Murchadha. 

Pádraig O hOgáin (Gaillimh). 
Patrick J. Hogan (Jjuimneach). 
Seán M. O Suilleabháin. 
Caoimhghin O hUigín. 

Pádraig Mac Giollagáin. 


Amcndment declared lost. 


AN CEANN COMHAIRLE resnmcd 
tho Chair. 

Mr. BLYTHE: I move to report 
progress. 

5 o’cloclc. 

DAIL RESUMES. 

Progress reported. 

THE ARMY POSITION. 

The PRESIDENT: The Minister for 
Industry and Commerce informed the 
House yesterday that he had tendered 
his resignation hecause he was dissatis- 
fied with the administration of a par- 
ticular Department of State. The 
Executive Council having given thc 
matter grave consideration, I am in a 
position to announce that the Covcrn- 
ment is satisfied that the events which 
have happened call for an inquiry, 
which the Government will cause to be 
held, into the administration of the 
Army. The Government is prepared 
to consult with the Minister for Indus- 
try and Commerce, in view of his state- 


ment yestcrday, with regard to how 
this inquiry is to be carried out. 

MINISTER for INDUSTRY and 
COMMERCE (Mr. J. McGrath): Yes- 
terday I stated that I had offered my 
resignation because of my serious dis- 
satisfaction with the worldng of a 
State Department, for which I could 
not continue to accept furthcr respon- 
sibility. I feel that the President has 
now met- thc situation by the under- 
taking he has just given. The matters 
which have caused my dissatisfaetion 
with the particular Dcpartment are 
matters which will naturally now be- 
come part of the subject of this inquiry 
which the President has promised. 
Thcrefore I do not propose to make 
any further statement until that in- 
quiry takes place. I feel, and I sin- 
cerely hope, that the course the Pre- 
sident has outlined will allay the rest- 
lessness that is apparent in the country 
at present. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I would like just to 
ask whether the head of that Depart- 
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raent whose conduct is called into 
qnestion remains in office during this 
inquiry ? 

The PRESIDENT: My answer to 
that question is yes. 

Major COOPER: May I ask the 

President what will be thc naturc of 
this inquiry. Will it be by a Parliamen- 
tary Committce or will it be a Speeial 
Committce appointed ad hoc, and will 
it be a public or a private inquiryf 

The PRESIDENT: I should say that 
it will bc a Cabinet Committcc. That 
is our intention at the momcnt; and its 
proccedings will not be hcld in public. 

Mr. A. BYRNE: Will the Cabinet 
report to thc I)áil? 

The PRESIDENT: If a situation 
would arisc which would necessitatc a 
statcment bcing: made hcre, such state- 
ment will be madc. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I do not feel that 
this statcmcnt satisfies the require- 
inents. I do not want to enter into any 
discussion without giving- it proper 
thought bcforehand, but J suggest that 
we should follow the procedure out- 
lined in the Standing Orders, and ask 
permission to move for the Adjourn- 
ment to deal with a mattcr of urgcnt 
public importancc, and in such a case 
there would be, perhaps, time to con- 
sider the matter betwcen now and 7 
o’cloch; and then take up the Motion 
for the Adjournment. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: What is 
the definite mattcr of urgent public im- 
portance? How would the Deputy de- 
fine it ? 

Mr. JOHNSON; The statement that 
the President has made this afternoon 
regarding the conduct of a Department 
of State which has resulted in the pro- 
ferred resignation of*one of the Minis- 
ters of State. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: The 

President has announced that he pro- 
poses to hold an inquiry into the ad- 
ministration of a Department of State, 
and Deputy Johnson desires to raise at 
7 o’clocfc, on the Motion for the Ad- 
journment, the question of the adminis- 
tration of the Department which is to 
be inquired into. Is that correct? 


, 1924. 

Mr. JOHNSON: No, A Chinn 
Chomhairle, I want to raise the position 
that is created by the resignation, or 
the proferred resignation—I do not yet 
know whieh—of a Minister of State 
yesterday, whcn he made a definite 
statement regarding the conduct of one 
of the Departments of State for which 
he had been hitherto, in his capaeity as 
a member of the Council, rcsponsible. I 
do not think that the matter can be dis- 
cussed—at least not by me—satisfac- 
torily, before I have some time to eon- 
sider thc situation that has been created 
by the President’s vcry mcagre state- 
mcnt of the position, following upon the 
position that was crcated ycstcrday. I 
think it is a matter of urgent public im- 
portancc, and that it rctiuircs some dis- 
cussion. 

Mr. BAXTER: I fcel that this is eer- 
tainly a mattcr of urgent public import- 
ance, and feeling that, I recognisc that 
evcry word that is to bc said in thc 
course of any discussion that may ensue 
on this matter must be very carcfully 
weighed by whocvcr is to utter it. I 
agrcc with Deputy Johnson that the 
Prcsident’s statement is very meagre, 
and, taking into account the statcmcnt 
of the Minister for Industry and Com- 
mcrcc to the Dáil yestcrday, I feel tliat 
the Dáil can hardly be satisficd with 
what thc Dáil has been told to-day by 
the President and by the Minister for 
Indust.ry and Commercc. 

Speaking on bchalf of the Deputies 
on thcsc bcnches, we fccl that if this 
difficult matter can be solved, and 
solvcd satisfactorily—and by satisfac- 
torily I mcan a solution satisfactory to 
thc ])coplc of thc countrv—we have ab- 
solutely no dcsirc whatever to hastcn 
mattcrs in any way that will makc it 
difficult for su<‘h a solution to be ar- 
rived at. But in the light of the state- 
ment madc yesterday by the Ministcr 
for Industry and Commercc, and in 
vicw of thc chargc made against a ccr- 
tain Dcpartment of the Executive ad- 
ministration, it cannot be accepted, I 
think, by the Dáil that the information 
given to-day is satisfactory. When is 
this Inquiry to be hcld? When are we- 
to hear next on this matter? What is 
likely to take placc between this and 
the further date that has not been 
stated. when a further statement is to* 
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be made on the whole position. I do 
not know if the Ministcr for Defence 
has any statement to make to-day re- 
garding- the military position. I arn 
■sure the Dáil, and possibly the people, 
would like to know, and I am in agrec- 
ment with Deputy Jolmson that some- 
thing further should be said on this 
matter to-day. We ought to have an 
opportunity for consideration in the 
light of the new conditions which exist 
at the rnoment, and iu the light ot‘ the 
statement made by the President, be- 
fore we would be called on to pass 
jlulgmont on the statement made by the 
Presidcnt, and the attitude taken up 
by the Minister for Industry and Com- 
merce. 

Mr. LYONS: I would like to ask the 
President, or the thc Minister for De- 
fence, as to whether they have any fur- 
ther statemcnt to make- 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: That is 
a dift'erent matter. We will have to 
get the matter of the discussion at 7 i 
o’cloch settled first. The Deputy may 
ask his questions later on. ; 

The PRESIDENT: All I have to say 
in this matter is that if there arc mat- 
ters that require investigation and to 
be righted, we are taking what. to our 
mind is the best and surest method of 
scttling these matters, but a discussion 
in the Dáil on the merits of the case 
will not help it. Deputies are not in 
a position to know what the merits of 
the case are. I mysclf am not in a 
position to know all the circumstanees 
of the case. We put down for diseus- 
sion here a subject matter in connec- ! 
tion with which Deputies are not in 
possession of all the circumstances of 
the case. I have outlined the method 
very tersely; perhaps I could have 
developed it and have made a long 
statement on it, but I do not think the 
circumstances of the time warrant a 
statement or any other action than tak- 
ing the necessary steps to enquire into 
any complaints that are or will be 
made in connection with this Depart- 
ment of State, and taking the neccssary 
action to remedy these complaints, if 
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i it be found remediés are necessary. 
I do not think this is a matter 
which would bc helpcd in any 
way by discussion here. I do not 
know that thcre are any circumstances 
which are in the possession of Deputies 
which would contribute towards a 
scttlement of the matter here, and I do 
say with a full sensc of the responsi- 
bility of my position, that the enquiry 
which we havc proposed is, to my mind, 
the best, the safest, and the surest 
method of dealing with the statement 
made by the Minister for Industry and 
Commerce yesterday. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Thc President seems 
to have overlooked the fact that the 
matter was raised in the Dáil yesterday 
by himself and his collcague, and we 
wcre left under the bclief that some- 
thing was to be communicatcd to the 
Dáil to-day. One membcr of the Execu- 
j tive Council makes a charge against tlie 
j Executive Couneil and tenders his re- 
| signation accordingly, and informs the 
Dáil that he is going to make a state- 
ment; then the Executive Council says: 
“ We are going to niake an enquiry 
into that tliing for which we have 
hitlierto been responsible. * 9 

Placed as we are, we also have a sense 
of responsibility, and, without desiring 
for a moment to dcprive the inquiry of 
its purpose, we must know something 
about the inquiry, who is to compose 
the Committoc, or what Committee it is 
to be. and discuss whether the proposal 
that has only just been touched on bv 
the Minister satisíies the case. 1 would 
press, A Chinn Chomhairle, upon you, 
without going into the matter anv 
1 urther, becausc while speaking, one is 
tempted to say things, perhaps, which 
might lead to a discussion which is not 
desired by me, or might not. be desirable 
after further consideration—I would 
press upon you that this is a matter of 
urgency and of such sufficient public 
importance as to warrant discussion by 
thc Dáil. If you consider it of urgent 
and sufficient public importance I 
would move that leave be given to sus- 
pend consideration of the Order Paper 
for the discussion of the statement 
made by thc President to-day. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Are you 

moving for the suspension now, or at 
7 o 'cloch ? 
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Mr. JOHNSON: I would prefcr to 
suspend the sitting now until 7 o ’cloek. 

THE MINISTER for DEFENCE 

(Oeneral Mulcahy) : I should, pcrhaps, 
say hcrc that the situation among thc 
military forccs in the country is pcr- , 
fectly sound, and no incident of any | 
kind has takcn place in any part of thc j 
eountry sincc thc rcports givcn to thc j 
Dáil last cvcning. | 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Unclcr 
Standing Ordcrs noticc such as Dcputy 
Johnson has givcn should bc givcn 
ai‘t(*r Qucstions. As this mattcr was 
to be takcn aftcr' questions but was 
dcfcrrcd and is now takcn by gcncral 
agrccmcnt, that point can bc waivcd. 
Thcrc is, undoubtcdly, a numbcr of 
mattcrs of importancc, but what I am 
not clear alrout is what proposal it is j 
dcsircd to discuss at 7 oVlock. Thc j 
Alinistcr for Industry and Commorcc ; 
statcd ycstcrday that he wishcd to j 
malcc a sfatemcnt to-day. Prc- | 
sumably hc will not now makc ' 
that stat(*mcnt, arnl is it intended 
theroforc to discuss whethcr thc pro- 
posal of the Prosidcnt to appoint a 
Pommittcc to go into a certain mattcr 
is or is not desirable, or is it proposcd 
to discuss thc mcrits of the qucstion 
vvhich wouhl go bcforc the ("ommittec 
should thc Committcc bc appointcd? I 
take it that tlic question whi<*h J)cputy 
Johnson urges as bcing of urgent pub* 
lic importancc is the qucstiou as to 
whether thc mcthod proposed by thc 
President is a proper onc. 

Mr. JOHNSON : I think that will 
satisfy the requircmcnts of the casc. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: In that 
ease.I think the mattcr is onc of urgcnt 
public importance, to discuss whethcr 
the proposal of the Prcsident is a 
fitting one, but this is now a question 
connectcd with the statements made by 
the Minister for Industry and Com- 
merce ycsterday in connection with his 
own resignation and not a question of 
the present military situation. 

Mr. JOHNSÓN: Is it not a qnestion 
also arising out of the statement made 
by the President himself 1 
AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Which 
statement? 

Mr. JOHNSON: The statement the 


President made yesterday, supple- 
mcnted by his statemcnt to-day. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: I think 
thcy arc two scparate mattcrs—onc the 
rcsignation of the Minister for ln- 
(lustry and Commcrcc, and the otlicr 
ccrtain military ineidents. My dcsire 
is that whcu wc begin a diseussion we 
should bc clcar what we are to diseuss. 
If the Executive Council and the Minis- 
tcr for Dcfcnce tell us that there is no 
mattcr of urgent public importancc in 
conn(*ction with the military situation 
W(» must bc guidcd by thcm, but thc 
((ucstion of thc administration of 
Stat(* Dcpartmcnt, raiscd by thc Mims- 
tcr for Tndustry and (Vmmercc, is a 
scparatc* mattcr, and I think it was 
slatcd by him to bc a scparato mattcr. 

Mr. McGRATH: Ycs, that is so. 

Mr. HEWAT: If I may say a word 
on this matter, it is that I think a vcry 
great responsibility rcsts on every mcm- 
ber of thc Dáil, and thcrefore I think 
that in thc crisis that lias arrivcd, it is 
not a mattcr for the Ministrv al- 
togcthcr, but for the wholc Dáil. I 
would suggcst that in this matter, thc 
lcss publie discussion that is carried on 
tho better, but I would also suggest 
that in conneetion with the inquiry‘ or 
whatcver form of procedure is going to 
bc adopted for going into this matter, 
the opposition should not be ignored. 
In other words, I think thc urgenoy of 
the matter makes it a matter for every 
mcmbcr of the Dáil and, at all events, 
members should be represented on any 
inquiry or investigation that takes 
place. I suggest, respeetfully, that that 
matter should bc the question put to 
the Dáil and the Govcrnmcnt. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: I only 
desirc that whcn wc begin a discussion, 
we should know precisely what we aro 
about to discuss. I think what the Dáil 
desires is to express their opinion on 
thc proeedure which the President 
states that the Executive Council has 
decided to adopt with regard to the 
charges made yesterday by the Minis- 
ter for Industry and Commerce against 
a State Department. If that is sufli- 
ciently clear, I think it could be raised. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I submit that we 
should not try to narrow this matter 
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too mueh. We may bc satisfied that 
the military situation is satisfactory, 
but we may not be satisfied that the 
conduet of the Department concerned 
is satisfactory; we may not be satisfied 
that the attitude of the Executive Coun- 
cil is satisfaetory; we may not be satis- 
fied that the Executive Council, minus 
a member whom the Dáil assented 
should act on that Council, still retains 
the confidence of the Dáil. I submit 
that it would be a mistake to draw too 
rigid a line in any discussion that may 
^‘ise. It might not be requisite, it 
might not be even at all desired by any- 
body, to enlarge the bounds of the dis- 
eussion, but I suggest, a Chinn Chom- 
hairle, that it is unwise to draw a rigid 
line just now, until we know where we 
are, and have had time to consider the 
effect of a statement whieh was read 
to us, but which was so short that wc 
have hardly been able to pick it up. 
That is why I desire that we should 
have some little time to consider thc 
matter before entering on a discussion. 

Mr. A. BYRNE: Before you reply, a 
t'hinn Chomhairle, may I draw atten- 
tion to the fact that three times you re- 
ferred to a Committee. I am not sure 
that the President mentioned that a 
Committee was to investigate this. I 
think he said that the Cabinet was to 
do so. Deputy Hewat spoke as if it was 
intended that it was a Committee of the 
Dáil. I would like it to be made clear 
whether it is the Cabinet or a Com- 
mittee of the Dáil that is to investigate 
the matter. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Would 
not that be made clear when the dis- 
eussion takes place? 

Mr. BYRNE : There is some mis- 
understanding on the matter. You 
said a Committee, and the President 
*said the Cabinet. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: I did not 

see the President's statement; I merely 
heard it. It is a sound rule that when a 
matter is raised in this way it must be 
a definite matter. It seems to me that I 
might make a suggestion now. There is 
no doubt of twelve Deputies supporting 
the desire to raise a matter of public 
imnortance. If the Dáil adjoum now 


we can begin the discussion at seven 
| o’cloch. If we are going to discuss gen- 
eral matters they would be best dis- 
cussed by a motion of confidence or cen- 
sure which would embrace all those 
matters. I thought Deputy Johnson 7 s 
desire was that members should have 
until seven o Vloeh to consider the mat- 
ter. We can resume at seven oVloch 
and take a motion on the President’s 
statement with regard to what he pro- 
poses to do in referenee to the charges 
of the Minister for Industry and Com- 
mcrce of yesterday. Would that meet 
l)eputy Johnson? 

Mr. JOHNSON: I would urge that 
we eannot eliminate from the discus- 
sion thc statement made by the Presi- 
dent ycsterday, the statement made by 
the Minister for Industry and Com- 
merce yesterday, and the statements 
that they have made to-day. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : That 
would arise in the course of the dis- 
cussion. I agrec with Deputy Johnson 
that it is not a time when discussion 
shouid be too strictly limited. 

MINISTER for AGRICULTURE 
(Mr. P. Hogan) : I would put this to 
Deputy Johnson. I appreciate that he 
is trying to do the right thing in a 
rather diffieult situation. Ile did define, 
a few minutes ago, what he wished to 
have discussed. ITe said that, while he 
might be quite satisfied as to the pre- 
sent military situation, he would pro- 
pose to discuss (No. 1), the Executive 
Council, including the Minister for In- 
dustry and Commerce, and their con- 
duct, if you like, in this matter. He 
would like to discuss the position that 
would be created by the Executive 
Council without the Minister for In- 
dustry and Commerce. He would like 
to discuss the position of the Minister 
for Industry and Commerce separately. 
These were all matters which he would 
like to have discussed. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I do not wish it to 
be inferred that I would like them to be 
discussed definitely, but I do not want 
to be placed in the position that if, after 
consideration, I thought it desirable 
that they should be discussed, that a 
previous understanding should not be 
assumed, that we should not be allowed 
to discuss them. 

Mr. HOGAN: This is my mistake. 
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The word “ like 99 is not right here. 
Deputy Johnson does not want to be 
preeluded from discussing them, if after 
eonsideration he thought it right to clis- 
<íuss theíu I just want to put this con 
aideration up to l)eputy Johnson. Jle 
aaid even though he might be satistied 
that the military situation.is all right, 
he would perhaps wish to discuss 
those matters. I suggest that until he 
is quite satisfied that the cxisting ndii- 
tary situation is all right, the time has 
not come to discuss thesc matters, 
especially in view of the fact that the 
President has stated that the Govern- 
ment will make the requisite enquiries 
which obviously they should make. as 
a result of this particular question. I 
suggest this is not the right time to dis- 
cuss antecedents, while there is no 
question whatcver about the military 
situation. 

Major GOOPER: I doubt if the 
Minister for Agriculture realises the re- 
sponsibility that rests upon each 
Deputy in this House. We have evcry 
one of us a responsibility. Tlie heaviest 
responsibility of all is that of the Prosi- 
dent. I am sorry if anything I am 
going to say is going to add one iota 
to his burdcn. This matter has been 
discussed by Members belonging to the 
Government Party at great length. We 
ai'(» ignorant of the facts. It is not 
quite clear to me yet Avhether the Min- 
ister for Industry and Commerce has 
withdrawn his resignation or not, and 
the only opportunity of raising this 
matter, exccpt on a motion, is, when it 
is urgent, for Deputy Johnson to move 
his motior. to-day. If he moves it, say, 
to-morrow or the day after, it would be 
ruled out of order on the ground that 
the matter was not urgent according 
to Parliamentary precedent. When we 
go outside the people we represent 
ask us: “ What are you doing about 
this? ,> and we cannot say u We are 
quite satisfied because the Government 
has it in hands.” We must know a little 
more than we know now. I agree with 
the Ceann Comhairle that somc motion 
should be before the House. I think 
Deputy Johnson’s is fairest to all 
parties, and to the public as 
a whole. You cannot settle matters of 
vitai ímportance to the-State in a party 


conclave behind closed doors. Once 
j that begins, you get a distrust of the 
Dáil and of the whole system of Par- 
liamentary Government which will in- 
jure tlie State as a whole. The Minis- 
ter for Agrieulture knows very well 
thal when this challenge to the author- 
ity of the Dáil came from certain 
officers, thc first person to speak out 
and support the Government was 
Deputy Johnson. I would therefore 
appeal to the Government themselves, 
confident as tliev are that they arc go- 
ing to do the right and the fair thing 
by the Opposition Party, to give us a 
fair oppoj*tunity of diseussing this 
matter. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: I had in 

mind all the time that there should be 
no ruling out of the discussion, but I 
suggest that the Deputy’s real desire 
was to consider the last statement made 
liy the President. Is it the desire that 
there should be a discussion which 
would not be too strictly limited? If 
that is the desirc of the House, I sug- 
gest that the President should repeat 
his statement, which possibly has not 
been heard or appreciated in the House. 
that the Dáil should adjourn until 
seven o’cloclc to allow Deputies John- 
son, Cooper and others to consider tne 
statement, and that on resumption at 
seven o’clock a discussion should take 
place. We should not now state upon 
what, since I take it Deputy Johnson 
does not want to limit himself too 
much. That would give Deputies an 
opportunity of thinking the matter 
over. We also requirc an order to the 
effect that the House shall sit later than 
8.30, if necessary. 

Agreed. 

The PRESIDENT : «The Government 
is satisfied that the events which have 
happened call for an inquiry whieh the 
Government will cause to be held into 
the administration of the Army. The 
Government is prepared to consult with 
the Minister for Industry and Com- 
merce in view of his statement yester- 
day with regard to how this enquiry is 
to be carried out. M 

I took it from Deputy Johnson’s 
statement early in the afternoon that 
we were not to be committed to this dis- 
cussion, but that it would be a matter 
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for consideration between this and the 
ad.iournment as to whether the discus- 
sion would take place at all. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: And 

upon what. 

The PRESIDENT: And upon what. 
I havc nothing furthcr to add to what I 
have said already. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: If we 

continue discussing what we are going 
to discuss, it will be 7 o’eloolt beforc 
we have docided anything. I think the 
best t-hing is to adjourn now. 


with any such information in regard to 
it, so that if matters arise in the dis- 
cussion we shall know exactly what are 
the proposals that will be discussed. 

The PRESIDENT: As to that, I have 
I not had an opportunity of discussing 
with my eolleagucs the details of this 
inquiry. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Is 7 

o’clock too soon? 

The PRESIDENT: For answering 
details? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: For the 

I rcsumption. 


Mr. HOGAN: On a point of order; 
in justice to myself, I must. say that I 
think Dcputy Cooper misunderstood 
what I said. The Deputy says the Dáil 
has its responsibility. I am aware of 
that. He also said that any member of 
the Dáil may be asked: “ What have 
you done about the present situation ? ’' 
What I wished to point out, was that 
Deputy Johnson’s suggestion was not. 
to diseuss the present situation, but to 
discuss the antecedents. All I wish to 
suggest to Deputy Johnson, with all de- 
ference—every member has to make up 
his own mind about it—is that now is 
hardly the time, while the present situa- 
tion exists, to discuss thc antecedents, 
in vicw of the fact that the President 
has given an undertaking that there 
shall be such a discussion at the right 
time. 

Mr.HEWAT: Isuggest that what we 
have arrived at is: that there is to be an 
adjournment without any conditions. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Yes, 
until 7 o’cloch. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: The state- 
ment that the President has just read 
did not include an answer that he made 
subsequently to a question that was put 
to him, and that is, that the nature of 
the inquiry would be a Cabinet inquiry. 
There was some question raised in re- 
gard to that later on. All I am going 
to suggest is, that in the possibility of 
tbere being a discussion, and only if 
there be a diseussion at 7 o’clocfc when 
the Dáil resumes, the President might 
help us all—and I am sure he will—by 
letting us have a eopy of his statement, 


DEPUTIES : 7.30 p.m. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : We have 
agrced to sit later than 8.30 p.m., and 
it would be bettcr that we should re- 
sume the sitting with Deputies > minds 
clear. Whethcr we rcsume at 7 or 7.30 
is not a matter of great importance. 
Will 7.30 meet the view of the Govern- 
rnent and Deputy Johnson? 

The. PRESIDENT: I will not. have 
time to do anything between this and 
7.30. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I suggest 7.30. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Yery 
well, 7.30. 

The PRESIDENT: Yery good. I am 
satisfied with 7.30. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: The sit- 
ting is suspcnded until 7.30 p.m. 

The Dáil adjourned at 5.40 p.m. until 
7.30 p.m. 

The Dáil resumcd at 7.30. 

The PRESIDENT: I move the ad- 
journment of the Dáil until 3 o'clocfc 
to-morrow. On the adjournment, I inay 
say I have received this document:— 

Dublin. 

12/3/'24. 

To the President. 

The document dated the 6th March 
was sent you with the sole object of 
exposing to the Government and the 
representatives of the people what we 
consider to be a serious menace to 
the proper administration of the 
Army. 
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We were forced to present the 
doeument to bring to your notice and 
that of the Dáil the seriousness of 
the situation. We say and havc 
a,lways maintained that we fully 
recognise that the Army, just as the 
Police, must be subject to the abso- 
lute control of the Civil Authority, 
and further, that the Army should 
not have within its ranks any sec- 
tions or organisations tending to sap 
allegiance from the only and proper 
constitutional authority, viz.. the 
Government of the people, whicb we 
fully recognise. 

We are satisíied that we have 
brought the matter sufficiently before 
the people, and will consider our ob- 
ject achieved if as a result of our 
action the Army situation is righted. 

(Signed) 

IJAM TOBTN, Major-General. 

C. P. DALTON, Col. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I wish to call atten- 
tion to the inadequacy of the statement 
made by the President to-day. I think 
it well to recapitulate the sequence of 
events of the last three days, notwith- 
standing the shortness of time which 
has passed since the first annoilncement 
was made to the public that something 
was wrong. We heard or read in a 
Stop Press edition of the “ Evening 
Telegraph ” on Saturday night that an 
official announcement had been made of 
mutiny within the Army, that orders 
for arrests had been issued, and that it 
had been taken up by the Government 
as a chall enge to the authority of the 
State. The President made a statement 
yesterday, and read a letter which had 
been handed to him signed by Major- 
General Liam Tobin and Col. Charles 
Dalton. This letter purported to be 
written on behalf of the I.R.A. organi- 
sation, and the term, “ ultimatum to 
the Government. of Saorstát Eireann , 99 
was used. The document further spoke 
of B “our organisation, realising the 
áeriousness of the action that we may 
be compelled to take, but we can no 
longer be a party to the treachery that 
threatens to destroy the aspirations of 
the nation. ,, The President read that 
document very rightly to the Dáil, and 
supplemented the reading by a state- 
ment in which he said that it “ consti- 
Vol. 6. 


tuted a ehallenge which no Government 
could ignore. The necessary admini- 
strative and disciplinary steps will be 
taken to deal with this conspiracy. 
Orders have been issued for the arrest 
of the signatories to the document. ,, 
He finished by saying: ‘ ‘ It is a chal- 
lenge to the democratic foundations of 
the State, and the very basis of Parlia- 
mentary representation and of respon- 
sible govcrnment. As such, it is the 
conccrn of every Deputy, of every 
party and oí! every citizen. ,, 

The Dáil generally acknowledged that 
that was a eorrect interpretation of its 
views and its purpose. The Minister 
for Industry and Commerce followed by 
announcing that he had resigned from 
the Executive Council on Friday night. 
ITe asked us to refrain from íorming 
fixcd opinions as to the document which 
had been rcad until he had given facts 
to the Dáil, and then he made a definite 
charge against a Department of the 
State, in which he said that the trouble 
had been brought about by the absolute 
muddling, mishandling, and incompe- 
tency of that Department. It was 
agreed by the Dáil to deícr any discus- 
sion regarding the very extraordinary 
situation that had been created by these 
two statements. It was agreed there 
should be no discussion íor twenty-four 
hours, when we were to be informed 
fully of the position. But to-day the 
Minister made his statement, the Presi- 
dent. made his statement, which I de- 
clare to be most inadequate, unsatisfac- 
tory, and not calculated to raise the 
credit of the Ministry or the country. 

Thc statement speaks of the Minister 
having tendered his resignation. He 
did not tell us what the present position 
of Deputy McGrath is. But having told 
us yésterday how gravely the Execu- 
tive Council had considered the docu- 
ment that had been presented to them 
by these two Army officers, they assure 
us again that the matter had received 
the grave consideration of the Execu- 
tive Council. Then the President 
announces as a sort of anti-climax:— 
(a) The Government is satisfied that 
the events which have happened 
call for an Inquiry, which the 
Government will cause to be held 
into the administration of the 
Army, and 

r3 
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(b) That the Government is pre- 
pared to consult with the Minister 
for Industry and Commerce in 
view of his statement yesterday 
with regard to how this Jnquiry 
is to be carried out. 

Now, I am not satisfied, and I am 
surprised that the Government should 
ask the Dáil to accept that very meagre 
and inadequate statement; I am not 
satisfied that the promise they made the 
Dáil yesterday, that the position that 
had been created by themselves on 
Saturday night, issuing an announce- 
ment of mutiny in the Army, has been 
redeemed by the statement made by the 
President to-day. There can be no satis- 
faction on the part of the Dáil arising 
from the President’s statement. All we 
are proferred to satisfy the necessities 
which arose out of this statement yes- 
terday is the offer or statement that an 
Inquiry will be held into the adminis- 
tration of the Army. The charge was 
against a Department of State for 
which the Executive Council is respon- 
sible. The charge was made by ono 
member of that Executive Council—one 
who had been a member but had re- 
signed. The Minister responsible for 
the Department against which the 
allegations were made retains his niem- 
bership of the Executive Council. That 
same Executive Council is to make an 
Inquiry into the administration of that 
Department of State, and the late 
Minister is to be consulted as to how 
the Inquiry is to be carried out. I think 
the Dáil is necessarily bound to ask 
what is the position of the Government 
to-day in respect to the document which 
was presented to them. Has the receipt 
of the document, which the President 
has just no>w read, made any difference 
to the position? What has happened 
since yesterday to result in this very 
meagre statement of the President’s? 

Does the Government still maintain 
the position with which the Dáil was 
satisfied yesterday, the position that the 
ultimatum was a challenge to the 
authority of the State, and that discip- 
linary action would be taken? I ask 
what has happened in the meantime? 
We read of a meeting of the Govem- 
ment Party which lasted five hours. No 
doubt matters affecting the State as a 
whole, and the conduct of the Execu- 


tive Council were under review at that 
party mceting. No doubt the result of 
that meeting was the issue of this 
meagre document of to-day. But the 
Minister and the President speak of the 
democratic authority, and say that the 
document was a challenge to the demo- 
cratic foundations of the State and to 
the very basis of all Parliamentary re- 
presentation and of responsible Govem- 
ment. Responsible to whom? The 
Executive Council is not responsible to 
the Party Meeting. The Executive 
Council is responsible to the Dáil and 
to the country for the government of 
the country. I makc the assertion that 
much of this trouble has resulted from 
a failure to recognise responsibility to 
the Dáil as distinct from responsibility 
to the Party. I have asked whether the 
Government maintains the position laid 
down by the President yesterday in his 
statement to the Dáil, and which the 
Dáil accepted ? I do not want to be mis- 
understood when I ask whether the an- 
nouncenient is that diseiplinary action 
would be taken, as looking for ven- 
geance either in this case or in other 
cases. But I am afraid that the issue 
of to-day’s document suggests that the 
Govenmént has acccpted the ultimatum 
presented to them, and has not asserted 
the authority of democratic govem- 
ment. 

_Mr. MILROY : No, no. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I recognise quite 
clearly that the position pf the Govem- 
ment here, the position of the Dáil, the 
position of the Oireachtas, the position 
of the Army, and the relations of each 
to the other are not the relations of 
Parliaments and Governments and 
Armies in long-established States. 

I recognise clearly that thé position 
of members of the army, or a great 
part of it, is that of men who were 
citizens who cntcred into a revolution- 
ary fight and won, and I recognise that 
the same kind of rigid constitutionality 
cannot be expected of them at this 
stage as we might expect after several 
years ’ experience of constitutional gov- 
crnment. I want to insist that we 
should get on the right lines, even 
though we may be lenient in our judg- 
ments. I am afraid we are not getting 
on the right lines. I am afraid that the> 
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two statements do . not give us the 
assurance that the Government is insist- 
ing upon the supremacy of the civil 
power. The army, I say, must 
not be judged as rigidly as, perhaps, 
an older army in an older State would 
need to be judged. But offenees of 
this nature nmst not be eondoned or 
overlooked. 

We must not allow it to go out for 
one mornent tliat the ultimatum which 
was described by the Ministry as 
mutinous, and whieh appcars to have 
been part of an organised conspiracy, 
should be glossed over as something 
that *can be allowed to pass as an ex- 
ample to any other party which might 
arise at any time who would follow that 
example. The Dáil has a right to know, 
and to insist upon knowing to-night, 
whether the ftovernment is maintaining 
authority, or whether it has subrnitted 
to the ultimatum. I said a few moments 
ago that I believed some of the re- 
sponsibility for this situation lies in 
the fact that the Governmcnt has failed 
to give full value to the Constitution 
of the Saorstát which establishes a Par- 
liament and a Government responsible 
to that Parliament. In my opinion the 
Government has failed to give full 
value to that Parliamentary idea. It is 
not enough to think of Parliament as 
merely a registering body or even a 
critical body, leaving the criticism to 
one or two sections. 

I submit that as a contri- 
8 o*clock. butory cause to the feeling 
that has been created in the 
minds of many members of the old 
I.R.A., which finds expression in that 
letter, the fullest interpretation of the 
Treaty has not been given to it by the 
Government here, and that if there had 
been adequate criticism from all sides 
of the Dáil of the acts of Government, 
there would have bccn much morc con- 
fidence in parliamentary representa- 
tion, because the public and members 
of the armv, who felt that they have 
some rights as citizens and some voice 
of citizenship, would realise that views 
critical of the Government were being 
expressed. Failure to express that 
criticism has lead to the belief that 
there was nobody to voice their views 
in the Parliament. I say that the policy 


of abstention is only a little further re- 
moved from the policy of silence in the 
Dáil. 

I said we required not to be too rigid 
in our interpretation of the constitu- 
tional duties and responsibilities of 
members of the army, in view of the 
rather peculiar circumstances out of 
which the army has grown; but I 
wanted to make this statement, repeat- 
ing wliat has been said many times, and 
that is, responsibility for the danger 
that has arisen to the State through the 
presentation of this document must, to 
some extent, be laid at the door of the 
l Government because of its failure to 
realise the very grave danger of de- 
mobilising thousands and thousands of 
men into a labour market where no em- 
ployment could be found. The only 
way, I am sure, to avoid the repetition 
of this kind of offence, is to find a 
means of re-employing the men 
whom you have disemployed, whether 
soldiers or civilians. It may be said 
that this is going off the trail. I do not 
think it is. It is closely bound up with 
the problem. It arises from the same 
I root. And if we had done the utmost 
that could possibly be done with the 
Treaty, and with the Constitution that 
has grown out of the Treaty, we would 
not have had in this country at the 
I present time the social state which makes 
possible, and almost inevitable, the kind 
of discontent amongst. men who for two 
or three years had been living lives of 
semi-disciplined soldiers. 

I come back to the statement that I 
made at the beginning, namely, that the 
statement read by the President at 5 
o’clocfc this evening was most inade- 
quate and unsatisfactory. We do not 
know what the position of the Minister 
for Industry and Commerce is. We do 
not know whether he is a member of 
the Government or not. We are not 
satisfied that an inquiry by the Cabinet 
into charges against the Cabinet re- 
specting administration of one Depart- 
ment of State can be satisfactory, or 
result in restoring confidence in that 
Cabinet. We require to know more of 
what has happened, and we require to 
know more of what the Govemment 
policy is in respect of the act of mutiny, 
and whether the President and the 
Government wholly maintained the 
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position ,outlined by the President in 
his statement yesterday. 

Mr. BAXTER: Deputy Johnson has 
covered much of the ground that 
has to be covered in the course of this 
discussion, but there are one or two 
matters I feel I must make reference to. 
When the news of the trouble in the 
Free State Army was broadcasted from 
London on Saturday night, people in 
the country certainly got a shock. Now 
we can hardly be satisíied yet that the 
shock is over. Beyond question, the 
document read by the President yes- 
terday from two ex-offieers of the Army 
was an indication that the civil au- 
thority of this State was being chal- 
lenged. Up to the present we have 
heard nothing to indicate that that 
challenge has been withdrawn, and the 
President’s staternent is not an indica- 
tion to us of what methods are being 
adopted by the Exccutive Council to 
meet that challenge. The document 
issued by these two officers tells us that 
their organisation is taking steps. What 
the Dáil would like to know, and I 
think what the country would like to 
know is, what organisation is this? We 
hear whisperings that organisations are 
in existence in the Army. We would 
like to know if these officers were, as 
members . of an Organisation in the 
Army, taking up a certain attitude and 
deciding on certain action and on a 
definite policy that was tantamount to 
a challenge to thc civil authority of this 
State. Is that really the position? And, 
following the reading of that document 
yesterday, we had Deputy McGrath 
rising and tendering to the Dáil his re- 
signation from the position of Miníster 
for Industry and Commerce and declar- 
ing that we should not pass judgment 
upon that document until information 
that he was in possession of could be 
put before the Dáil. He made an 
accusation of muddling against a De- 
partment of State, the head of which 
is a membcr of the Executive Council. 
If the state of this country to-day, and 
the state of the Army, is that because 
certain officers have been called upon 
either to hand in their resignation, or 
have been dispensed with, these officers 
have behind them, within the Army 
t.hat was supposed to be under the 


jurisdiction and authority of the civil 
government of the State, an organisa- 
tion which they are prepared to use to 
challenge thc authority of the civil 
power of this State, and that the Execu- 
tive Council are not prepared to come 
forward and say that that challenge is 
going to be met, ánd that the people, 
through the Dáil, are to be the rulers, 
and not the Army, then I am afraid 
that this Dáil is going to be a very 
incffective instrument for representing 
the will of the people of t.he Free 
State. 

It may bc true that there 
have been offieei>5 dispensed with 
who feel that they have a griev- 
ance. It may be true that there has 
been muddling in a certain Depart- 
ment, but if a Minister who was a mem- 
ber of the Executive Council had such 
an aecusation to make against any De- 
partment. was not the Executive Coun- 
cil the place for that Minister to make 
that statcment íirst? Was it not there 
he should have made an effort to have 
the wrongs righted? Was that effort 
inade therc? Did he try, and did he 
fail? And w T as it then he came to this 
Ilouse? And what has happened there, 
again, in that Executive Council? Has 
he gone back? Are things being fixed 
up? These are points that we want in- 
formation on. Some people may feel 
inclined to think that perhaps the 
policy of hush would be the best policy 
in the present conditions. It is true 
that we may at times say things that 
are better left unsaid, but after all, 
when we come to think over this mat- 
ter fully and rccognise the consequence 
for the State and the whole people of 
the State in the action that is to be 
taken now in this matter, we must in- 
evitably form the opinion that a full, 
free and frank discussion is the very 
best way to meet and deal with the 
situation that exists at present. Every- 
body in the country is whispering 
about this thing. Everybody in the 
country could make statements quietly 
that are not being made in this House, 
and I think we may as well make them 
here. We may as well say what is in 
the minds, and what is being said, by 
the ordinary citizens everywhere as 
you meet them up and down the 
country. We may as well say it out in 
this House—those of us who feeL 
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that we cannot have stability, we can- 
not have order, we cannot have govern- 
ment of the people unless the Army is 
under the control of thc Civil authority, 
and unless, too, there is no such thing 
as any organisation within the Army 
that will be at any time in a position 
or at any time be disposed to dictate 
policy to the Civil Authority. When a 
document is read in this House that 
says that “ our organisation will take 
certain steps to deal with a certain 
situation, ,> naturally we must wonder 
and think what is this organisation and 
what are the objects of it. 

Deputy Johnson has told the House 
that in order to clear up the situation 
the steps indicated by the President 
are very inadequate steps, and I sup- 
port that point of view. I cannot see 
how those people who were not in 
agreement yesterday and were not in 
agreement on Priday night, and must 
have had a very good case for disagree- 
ment, can, to the satisfaction of this 
House and of the country, clear up 
everything in connection with this 
matteri 

It is not possible for these people to 
do it. They are going to be judges of 
their own actions, and are we going to 
see no publication of the evidence that 
will be put. before the members of this 
Committee, whoever they are, that will 
enable them to come to a decision ? Are 
we going to have a White Paper issued, 
as the Broadcasting Committee are issu- 
ing a White Paper, of the evidence that 
was put before this Committee? I am 
afraid not, unless this Dáil decides that 
we shall, and if this matter is merely 
glossed over, and if we get a short 
meagre report something like the state- 
ment issued by the President to-day, 
personally I am inclined to think, and 
those with me on the benches here are 
inclined to think, that we are really 
still sitting on a volcano; that the mat- 
ter is passed over for the moment, in 
silence if you like, but are we sure that 
it will not flare up again? Unless 
everything in connection with this 
whole situation is put before 
the people of the country, unless the 
Dáil comes into possession of all the 
facts and unless it is made clear and 
definite for all time that the situation 
which has arisen has been met by the 


civil authority and dealt with, and that 
there is no possibility of a similar situa- 
tion arising again, a feeling of distrust 
will grow, and these people who are on 
the Government benches behind the 
Executive Council, and who are sup- 
posed to represent the majority of the 
people of the country, will very soon 
íind, and very soon discover, that dis- 
trust has grown to such an extent, and 
that a feeling of dissatisfaction has 
grown to sueh an extent, that confid- 
ence in the Government is lost and that 
confidence in the other Parties in this 
Dáil is also lost, because we will have 
failed to extract from the Government 
that information that we are entitled 
to get, that we are entitled to have, and 
that we are entitled to be able to put 
our people in possession of on a matter 
of such vital importanee as this, a mat- 
ter that has bcen before the country 
for the last few days. 

The suggestion that the Exeeutive 
Council, in conjunction with the Minis- 
ter for Industry and Commerce, or in 
consultation with him, are to take the 
steps that they feel are necessary to 
dcal with this situation is not, I sug- 
gest, enough for this Dáil, and it can- 
not be accepted by this Dáil, at least as 
a satisfaetory solution of the present 
situation. We cannot see how it is pos- 
sible for thc Minister in charge of the 
Army to go into a discussion with the 
Deputy, who was the Minister for In- 
dustry and Conimerce, on the accusa- 
tions made against his Department in 
this Dáil yesterday. We cannot -see 
that this matter will be settled up by 
such means in the way that it should 
be settled up. It is true, it may be 
settled up between these two, but, I 
ask, will that be satisfactory to the 
country? I say it will not. It will be 
smoothing over the diflSculty, perhaps, 
for the moment, but it is a very serious 
matter for this State. 

I am not surprised it has come to 
this, and what guarantee have we that 
it will not come again? The only guar- 
antee that we can have that we will not 
be faced with a similar situation very 
soon is that everything connected with 
this matter, and everything that has 
caused the situation that exists at pre- 
sent, ought to be made known. The 
ramifications of an organisation that 
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declares to the President ot' the 
State that it shall take action, that too, 

I say, has to be dealt with, and, there- 
fore, I very strongly support the argu- 
ments put fonvard by Deputy Johnson 
that the President and the Exeoutive 
Council are not dealing, in this matter, 
with the Dáil in the way that they 
should. It w r ill not satisfy me, nor will 
it satisfy the Deputies with me on the 
benches here if the Executive Council, 
or a Committee of the Executive Coun- 
cil, with the Minister for Industry and 
Commerce, are to deal with the situa- 
tion, and Ihat wc must aceept 
their íindings. That will not be satis- 
factory, and I suggest to the President 
and to the members of the Executive 
Council it will be a dangerous method 
for them to adopt in dealing with this 
matter. 

I feel very strongly that the more 
openly and honestly they i'ace the situ- 
ation at present, and the more candid 
they are with the Dáil and with the 
people of the country, the better it will ] 
be for the country’s future. But, if 
this situation is faced in another way, 
faced in a way that will give the people 
of the country and give us the impres- 
sion that something is being hidden that 
we ought to' know, that something is 
being hidden, perhaps, that many 
people in the country do know, the 
country will accept that as evidence 
that it is not this Dáil is the authority 
in the State, that it is not this Dáil that 
is the Government of the eountry, but 
something that is unseen, some unseen 
power, and some unseen iníluence that 
is not here, and unless the Exeeutive 
Council take action in removing that 
impression and the inferenees they are 
creating by the methods they are adopt- 
ing to deal with this situation, that feel- 
ing will exist, and it will overwhelm 
them, and at another time by other 
people perhaps in this State that situ- 
ation will have to be íaced; it will have 
to be met and dealt with and, perhaps, 
conquered. 

Mr. O'HIOGINS: No one here sup- 
poses that the situation which has 
arisen in the country and in the army 
has no genesis, has no history, has no 
antecedents. No responsible person, 
giving a moment’s thought to the situ- 


ation, could form the opinion that this 
whole episode is a bolt from the blue 
and has no roots in the past. That, I 
think, will be common case. A docu- 
ment is sent, dated the 6th of March, 
which, if it was to be taken on its face 
value, if it was to be taken literally, is 
simply a repetition of the Four Courts 
position, and an affirmation by other 
men of thc attitude taken up by those 
who went into occupation of the Four 
Courts. That document definitely, in 
its terms, is a challenge to the Parlia- 
ment of the eountry, a challenge to its 
right to be the only body deciding 
policy for the country and answering 
duly and constitutionally to the people 
for that poliey. When the doeument 
was received by the President and 
placed by him before his colleagues in 
the Executive Council, there was no al- 
ternative to regarding this matter as 
constituting mutiny, and something 
morc than mutiny—mutiny plus 
treason. Steps were taken to deal with 
that situation; immediate steps. Steps 
are still being taken to deal with that 
situation. One member of the Govern- 
ment took the view, while repudiating 
the document. while dissociating him- 
self to the fullest possible extent from 
its contents, that the situation which it 
represents need never have developed, 
would never have developed, but for, 
as he put it in his own words, bung- 
ling and incompetenee in a certain De- 
partment. 

There is collective responsibility in 
the Executive Council, and that has 
been stressed. There is collective re- 
sponsibility to this extent, that if any 
member or members of the Executive 
Council require any information as to 
the doings in the Department of 
another Minister, as to the conduet of 
its affairs, they are entitled to the ful- 
lest information; they are entitled at 
any time to raise matters affecting De- 
partments controlled by other members 
of the Executive Council. When one 
member of that body alleges bungling 
and incompetence in a Department con- 
trolled by another Minister, and when 
that other Minister is not prepared to 
admit that there has been anything of 
the kind, the position of the remaining 
members of the Executive Council is a 
somewhat difficult one. We have no 
personal, direct, intimate knowledge q£ 
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the affairs of each of the Departments. 
We accept the account given to us by 
the responsible head of a particular De- 
partment, and, I submit, must so ac- 
cept it, in the absence of very definite 
evidence, and very definite proof al- 
most, to the contrary. That is the posi- 
tion that was created within the Execu- 
tive Council when one Minister alleged 
incompetence, bungling, mishandling, 
within the Department of another Min- 
ister. It is as well to be quite clear on 
this, that you have two definite situa- 
tions. You have the military crisis, 
created by the action of certain officers, 
and you have, as it were, something in 
the nature of a political crisis created 
by the line taken, arising out of that, 
by ari individual Minister. 

When there is between two members 
of a body that constitutionally has eol- 
lective responsibility, a definite elash of 
view, a definite eonfiict of statement, 
the position oí the remaining members 
is difficult. The proposal of the Govern- 
ment, as stated by the President, is that 
we are prepared to institute a most 
searching inquiry into Army adminis- 
tration, arising out of the allegations 
made by the Minister for Industry and 
Commerce. Naturally and neeessarily, 
quite apart from the allcgations made 
by the Minister for Industry and Com- 
merce, an inquiry would be necessary 
because of the situation which has 
arisen in the Army, because no one be- 
lieves that that situation simply sprang 
up in a night. Everyone bclieves that 
it must have its particular genesis and 
history; and thc time for inquiring into 
that would be when the situation that 
it creates had been dealt with, and 
dealt with adequately. 

As I say, if the document were taken 
at its face value it would be simply the 
Four Courts situation over again. It 
was represcntcd to us that it need not 
be taken, and ought not to be taken, at 
its face value. It was represented to 
us that certain members af the Army 
had reacted away from the military 
authorities, had reacted av9jay from the 
Staff, by reason of the ab^ses, irregu- 
larities and so on, withii^ the Army. 
That is something which;Éalls for an 
inquiry, a most searching mquiry. We 
were told that these mel while they 
might have written a foolw> an a ^ mos ^ 


criminally foolish document, were not 
really taking up the position of chal* 
lenging the fundamental right of the 
people to deeide political issues here,. 
whether these issues be domestic or 
international. 

Mr. JOHNSON: They stole guns. 

Mr. 0 ’HIGOINS : The mutiny is 
being dealt with. We took immediate 
steps to appoint a General Officer Com- 
manding the Forees, an officer whose 
effieiency, whose energy is known to 
Deputies and known to the people. 
That step in itself has had and must 
have had a steadying effeet, not merely 
in the Army, but throughout the 
country, and we must continue to deal 
with the internal Army situation in 
that way. Meanwhile there is the other 
position, the allegation that this situa- 
i tion need not have arisen, that it should 
] not have arisen, that it is the fault of a 
particular Ministry, and, therefore, of 
a particular Minister that it has arisen, 
and that is something which must be 
inquired into. There is no admission 
by the Ministry that is challenged of 
the bungling or incompetence that was 
alleged yesterday by the Minister for 
Industry and Commerce, and those of 
us who are witnesses of t.hat conflict of 
view, that conflict of opinion between 
those two Ministers, must satisfy our- 
selves very fully as to which is the cor- 
reet view, and as to which is the corrcct 
opinion. The proposal enunciated by 
the Prcsident is to institute a most ex- 
haustive and searehing inquiry into 
Army administration. The Minister 
for Industry and Commerce has stated 
that that to a very large extent meets 
Í his position, that he is sufficiently sure 
of his grounds, sufficiently sure of the 
^illegations he has made to be content 
if the Executive Council will undertake 
such an inquiry. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Who will constitute 
the Executive Council which will make 
that inquiry? Will the Minister con- 
cerned be one of them? 

Mr. O’HIOGINS: The Minister con- 
cerned will, naturally, be one of them. 
He is not prepared to accept the state- 
ment made yesterday by the Minister 
for Industry and Commerce. We were 
asked has there been an acceptance of 
the ultimatum? The letter read by the 
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President this evening ought to be an 
answer to that. There is here a letter 
over the hames of the same people who 
sent what they then called an ulti- 
matum stating u We say and have al- 
ways maintained that the Army, just 
as the Police, must be subjcet to the 
absolute control of the Civil Authority, 
and further, that the Army should not 
have within its ranks any sections or 
organisations tending to sap allegiance 
from the only and proper eonstitutional 
authority, viz., the Government of thc 
people which we fully recognise. M We 
are asked about disciplinary measures, 
and whether we intend to vindicate the 
suprcmacy of the people and the 
sovereignty of Parliament. It would 
be strange if we were slow or negli- 
gent in vindicating the supremacy of 
the people and the authority of Parlia- 
ment. If there was any issue for the 
last two years bctween us and those 
with whom wc were in conílict, it was 
that issue. It was for that issue that 
this count.ry threw up an army of 
50,000 men, costing the people in the 
last financial year £10,500,000, and all 
the blood and treasure and tears of the 
last two years have not been poured 
out so that that issue may now be sur- 
rendered by this Government. It is the 
intention of the Government to see that 
the Army, just as thc police force, as 
this document states, must be the in- 
strument of the will of the people ex- 
pressed constitutionally through their 
Parliament. l)isclipinary measures will 
undoubtedly be taken, but I put this to 
Deputies, that there are situations in 
which even a Government, or even a 
Parliament cannot afford to be doctri- 
naire. Some time ago there were 12,00(W 
prisoners interned, against very many 
of whom proofs could have been pro- 
duccd of a crime which could be called 
no other name than treason. The proofs 
were not put forward, the individuals 
were not tried, thc charge of treason 
was not laid against them, and after 
some months of internment they went 
free as citizens of this State. Why? 
Certainly not according to merit, cer- 
tainly not according to the deserts of 
the individual; simply and solely be- 
cause it was not. considered politic in 
the interests of the State that these men 


should be tried and sentenced oa 
charges of treason. 

It is all opportunism, if you wish, 
but in the handling of national affairs, 
and in the handling of very delicate 
situations, there must needs be 
opportunism. Men walked free after 
months of internment who, if their 
cases were dealt with on their merits, 
would not walk free for 15 or 17 or 2(> 
years, and every Deputy knows it, and 
I doubt if many Deputies disapprove of 
it. Certainly no vcry strong disap- 
proval has been expressed, and so in 
dcaling with a situation of this kind, in 
this difíicult national situation in which 
we find ourselves, and in dealing with 
these men any more than with those 
others, the Government cannot be doc- 
trinaire. 

Deputy Johnson admitted that the 
situation as between the Government 
and the Army is not exactly the situa- 
tion that exists between the Govern- 
ment and the Army in long established 
States, has not yet become, though I 
grant it should be speeded up, simply 
an cmployer and an employee situation. 
Many of those men can say to the 
State: “ The State was founded largely 
because of our efforts, and largeiy be- 
cause of our sacrifice. ,, That faet has 
to be faced just as the other fact had 
to be íaeed, that the disciplined forces 
of the State must be the discipiined 
forces of the State, that the people who 
pay the piper must call the tune, that 
we turned on a section of our own 
countrymen and fought the conflict of 
the last two years for one issue, and 
one issue only, and that was the supre- 
macy of the people—that the people in 
their collective wisdom or unwisdom in 
their collective judgment or lack of 
judgment must decide the future policy 
of the country. That is the sheet 
anchor which every party in the State 
should han^ on to for the alternative 
to it is anarfchy, and we ought to be, at 
any rate, thjp last party and group of 
men in theuState who would depart 
from it. í 

I was plealsed to note that Deputy 
Baxter, no less than ourselves, resent» 
the challenge io the authority of Parlia- 
ment, wants to be assured that the au~ 
thority of Parliament has been vindi- 
cated or will jbe vindicated. . We can 
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give him those assurances, and are 
pleased to note his zeal and enthusiasm 
for that very principle for which we 
have been struggling for two years. The 
internal military situation must be 
dealt with, is being dealt with. Equally 
its whole genesis must be inquired into. 
If the irregularities, the abuses that are 
alleged in connection with the Army are 
found to exist or to have existed, things 
must be put on a basis on which they 
will cease to exist, and the possibility 
of their recurrence must be guarded 
against. That can only be done after 
the fullest, inquiry. Nothing could bc 
gained by a dcbate here in which 
charges and counter-eharges would be 
exchanged. It would very quickly be- 
come merely a matter of the vindication 
of individuals. I submit it is not the 
vindication of individuals that matters 
most. What matters most is the safety 
of the State and the welíarc of the 
people, and I submit that neither the 
safety of the 8tate nor the welfarc of 
the people would be best served by any- 
thing in the nature of that wrangle 
which scemed imminent when we ad- 
journed yesterday evening. Supposing 
this linc that has been taken had not 
been taken. Supposing the Minister 
for Industry and Commerce had ex- 
presscd himself dissatisfied with the 
undertaking given by the Executive 
Council to institute the fullest and most 
searching inquiry into Army adminis- 
tration, and with a view to seeing 
whether the allegations he has made 
were or were not true. Supposing he 
came here to this Dáil to-day to make 
his charges, which necessarily involved 
the personality of another Minister, we 
would havc here simply a wrangle, and 
a wrangle with insufficient information 
at the disposal of either Deputies or 
Ministers. 

Does anyone think, in the pressure of 
the last year, or six months for that 
matter, that Ministers who are the poli- 
tical heads of other Departments have 
had time or opportiUnity to have any 
very intimate or detailed knowledge of 
Army administration, sufflcient know- 
ledge, sufficient information, to enable 
them to form a definite view as to 
whether the Minister for Industry and 
Commerce would be right in what he 
would say, or the Minister for Defence 
rightt The atinouncement made by the 


President has been criticised as in- 
adequate. He could have talked more, 
could have made a longer statement. 
He could have used more words. It is- 
not the words that matter; it is the 
action that it is proposed to take, and 
the aetion that is proposed is that this 
Government, this Executive Council, in 
this eonflict of opinion that has arisen 
between two members of it, must 
simply set itself down to the task of 
finding out what the real facts are, 
and whether there is anything wrong; 
if there is anything wrong, who is to 
1)1 ame, and if there is anything wrong, 
to set. it right and to guard against its 
recurrence. The President, as I say,. 
might have used more words, might 
have elaborated his statement, trimmed 
round his proposals with platitudes. 
and euphuisms of one kind or another. 
Ile has given here what it is proposed 
to do, and I submit it ought to be satis- 
factory, and that the situation could 
not be fairly dealt with in any other 
way. The Minister for Industry and 
Commerce has accepted that view, has 
realised that we, like Deputies, are 
simply in the position of having to 
choose, with insufficient information, 
between what he would say and what 
the Minister for Defence would say. 
Charges and counter-charges would be 
bandied about, and those expected to 
judge would not have the information 
that would enable them to judge pro- 
perly or to judge wiscly. That is the 
situation as I see it. It has been sug- 
gested to us that an unhealthy situa- 
tion existed in the army, for some time, 
that there was an abscess there which 
we ought to have lanced. Perhaps we 
ought. It has burst now of its own 
ripeness, or over-ripeness, and the 
thing to do is to ensure that it is not 
a question simply of covering it over 
with sticking-plaster, and attempting 
to carry on, but of seeing that there is 
a very thorough and searching inquiry, 
a very thorough cleansing process, so 
that this minor calamity, and I hope it 
is a minor calamity, which has arisen 
may not again occur. That is my view. 
Now, all that requires very full infor- 
mation. All that requires more than 
superficial judgment formed by cop- 
paring statements of this man with 
statements of that man. There is everjr 
intention that. the Inquiry sháll be as 
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full and searching as an Inquiry should 
be, and I submit it is the proper eoursc. 
If we deal with this mutiny, if we hold 
that Inquiry, if we put things on a 
proper, sound and seeure basis for the 
people in the future, I submit we will 
be doing the work that the people of 
the eountry expect us to do. 

Mr. DARRELL PIGGIS .* A Chinn 
Chomhairle, the Ministcr for Home 
Affairs has certainly put the issue in a 
light that is entirely new and has made 
two definitc contributions that are of 
very great importanee. In the first in- 
stance, he has laid down certain prin- 
eiples and every Deputy in the T)áil 
will agree with him that those prin- 
ciples are wise and necessary. Perhaps, 
it was ovcn unnecessary for him to have 
laid down those principles with the em- 
phasis that he did, because there would 
be nobody whatever to disagree with 
them. But he went further. He gave 
us certain information that was not in 
the posscssion of the Dáil before and 
he outlined a course of action that £ 
suggest to him and to the President is 
not a right (?ourse of action now, as it 
would have been a right and necessary 
course of action last Thursdav or last 
Friday. . Last Thursday or last Friday 
certain informatioin was in the posses- 
sion of the Minister and his colleagues. 
They knew things then that the Dáil 
did not know and that the public did 
not know. Since then, this matter has 
attained a certain amount of notoriety. 
This information, which was up to then 
in the sole possession of the Ministrv, 
is now in the possession of the Dáil and 
of the countrv. Yesterday, a definite 
charge was made by a Minister, who 
had recentlv resigned, against a Minis- 
ter of the Exeoutive Council. Not only 
did he make that charge, but he stated 
to the Dáil that he believed he would 
be able to convince the Dáil; and that 
not only would he be able to convince 
the Dáil as to the truth of the charges 
that he made, but, further, that any 
hasty judgment that the Dáil might 
come to in regard to the document that 
the President read yesterday, signed by 
two olficers of the Army, would not be 
merely a hasty judgment but a wrong 
judgment. That has occurred, and the 


country to-day is in possession of the 
accusations that have been made. 

The point I am putting forward is in 
support of the statement Deputy John- 
son has made, that the statement of the 
President is an inadequate statement, 
and that the steps he proposes to take 
are not adequate to meet the situation. 
I support the statement for the reason 
that I believe that at the present mo- 
ment it would do more good if more 
information were put before the Dáil, 
and, by being put before the Dáil, put 
before the country itself. The Minister 
for Industry and Commerce yesterday 
statcd that he would be able to convince 
the Dáil of eertain matters which he did 
not go into. Those matters have not 
yet l)een gone into. The President has 
stated here to-day that a searching in- 
quiry is to be held by the Executive 
Council into the truth of certain 
matters that would have been stated to 
the Dáil to-day, but which the Dáil has 
never yet investigated. The matter has 
been discussed. But it was not dis- 
cussed by the Dáil as a whole. It was 
discussed by the Dáil in part, and all 
that the Dáil was to have heard to-day 
was put before a meeting of part of the 
Dáil yesterday. As a result of that 
partial meeting of tbis assembly—a 
gathering of one of its parties—this 
oonclusion has been arrived at. 

Mr. P. HUGHES: A party of one. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: This con- 
clusion having been arrived at, is ap- 
parently accompanied by certain other 
conclusions. The President announced 
that an inquiry will be held. That in- 
quiry is to be an inquiry by the Execu- 
tive Council itself. The terms of that 
inquiry are not before the Dáil, inas- 
much as the matters charged by one 
Minister against another Minister— 
both being Ministers of the Executive 
Council—are themselves not before the 
Dáil. Nothing is said as to what action 
is going to be taken, or is likely to be 
taken, in regard to the document read 
by the Minister yesterday—a document 
which constituted a challenge to the 
authority of the State. Nothing has 
been said as to what action is likely to 
be takcn, or is going to be taken, with 
regard to the two officers concerned, 
whether they will even retain the posi- 
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tions they lately held, and from which, 
presumably, they have been removed. I 
take it, it is incredible that any officers 
who signed so grave a statement as that 
statement should be ever entrusted 
with the responsibility of acting as 
ufficers in the future. They could 
hardly call upon any persons to act in 
ubedience tp them, when they had them- 
selves been disobedient to their own 
superiors, and had acted in a manner 
described by the President of the Exe- 
cutive Council himself as “ mutinous 
to the chief authority in the State.” 
Nothing has been said in regard to that. 

Nothing has been said, as Deputy 
Johnson pointed out, with regard to 
the position of Deputy 

9 o y clock . McGrath. Deputy McGrath 
yesterday stated that he had 
resigned. It is not known whether he 
is still a Minister, whether he is still 
acting, whether his resignation has been 
accepted, or whether his resignation has 
not been accepted. All these are matters 
that it is proper the Dáil should be put 
in complete possession of. But the Dáil 
has not had that information put before 
it. The President yesterday, in words 
that every member of this Dáil agreed 
heartily with, and in respect of which 
they were prepared to support him, 
charged this document as being a chal- 
lenge against the very basis of Parlia- 
mentary representation. If the docu- 
ment be a challenge of that kind, then 
all the matters antecedent to it, the pre- 
cedents and roots in the past that have 
led to it, should also be put into the 
possession of the assembly, whose au- 
thority has been challenged in this 
manner. The Minister for Home Af- 
fairs described the document as being 
not merely mutiny, but mútiny plus 
treason. He went on to add that the 
document ^would receive another inter- 
pretation if certain facts alleged by one 
Minister against another Minister were 
in the possession of certain persons. 
He added “ We were told that these 
men did this, and did not do the other, 
hecause they were subject to certain 
reactions to members of the Army 
Council and to acts and things done 
by members of the Army Council. M 

He failed to say who “ we ” were in 
the connection in which he used that 
sentence. Certainly the Dáil has not 
been told. The party meeting may 


have been told. Who “ we 99 were in 
that conncction has not yet transpircd. 
It is perfeetly certain that that in- 
formation has not comc before the Dáil. 
I feel that the present position of this 
very painful question is not less grave 
than it was at this time yesterday. This 
time ycsterday the nation had beíore it 
the action taken by certain arniy 
officers that was described by the 
Executivc Council itself as being 
mutiny. To-day we do not know 
whether that mutiny is still regarded 
as mutiny. To-day we are informed 
that the very matters that these officers 
wanted to be investigated, and took 
such irregular action to have investi- 
gated, is now going to be investigated. 
It would appear that the terms of the 
statement made by the President come 
to very little short of the vindication 
of the action taken by these officers. 
They have won their case, and they 
have won their case by most irregular 
methods. That is why 1 say that the 
situation that we have to face is not 
less grave than the position yesterday, 
with this further addition, that whereas 
yesterday there was a certain stubborn 
reaction that mutiny would be known 
as mutiny, and would be dealt with as 
mutiny, to-day we do not know that 
Ihat mutiny is still to be known as 
mutiny; whether still the same dis- 
eiplinary action that it was intended 
to take yesterday is going to be taken. 
We do not know whether the action 
takcn by these officers has not in effect 
achieved the intention that they meant; 
has led the Government to prosecute an 
inquiry based upon the matters that 
they have brought to light, and to pro- 
secute an inquiry, moreover, in which 
the very persons who will be the 
accused will form part of the Court to 
investigate the charge. I believe it 
would have been very much better if 
the course that seemed to be likely to 
take place when the late Minister for 
Industry and Commerce spoke yester- 
day had taken place according to its 
original intention. I believe it would 
have bcen very much better if the mat- 
ters that he referred to had been 
spoken by him publicly in this Dáil. 

The PRESIDENT: May I put the 

Deputy right? I thinfc he has made a 
constitutional mistake. He said “ the 
late Minister. M Thc Minister is still 
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alive, thank (íod, and, aecording to 
the Constitution, is still Minister. 

Mr. DARRELL PIGGIS: The Minis- 
ter whose resignation was announced 
by himself yesterday. If he had men- 
tioned thosc matters that he had in- 
tended to have mentioned, and whieh 
he promised to have mentioned, the in- 
formation given by him would have 
been quite explicitly bcfore the Dáil, 
and the Cíovernment would have re- 
ceived the entirc support of every 
membcr of this Dáil in whatcver action 
it found necessary to take to vindicate 
its authority. But the Minister may 
reply, and the Minister for Ilome 
Aifairs has stated, that it would be very 
much bettcr that these matters should 
not be mentioned and debated publicly. 
I differ witli liim there. I believe that 
they will become more magniíied be- 
cause they have not been mentioned, be- 
cause their exaet proportions are not 
known, as they should be known. I 
agree with Deputy Johnson in the case 
that he has made. While fullv agree- 
ing that in a difficult situation, every 
effort has been made to deal with it 
tactfully, I belicve that the most tact- 
ful way to have handled the case in this 
instance would have been to have let 
the country know all the alleged facts 
from one side and from the other, and 
to know exactly what charges the 
tribunal to be appointed by the Execu- 
tive Council were to investigate. 

Major COOPER: It will not cscape 
the notice of the Dáil that the Minister 
for Home Affairs in his very powerful 
speech hardly replied to Deputy John- 
son or Deputy Baxter at all. A couple 
of superficial passages referred to their 
remarks, but in the main his speech was 
an extremely weighty indictment of the 
whole # proceedings of the Executive 
Council since last Friday. What is re- 
sponsible for this situation? We cannot 
laugh it away. It has been a shock to 
the fabric of the State. It has had its 
reaction on the money market. The 
National Loan has depreciated. The 
whole episode— I thinJk that was the 
word the Minister used—has alarmed. 
disturbed and disquieted people’s 
minds. What created it? The first 
thing was the notice issued by the 


Minister for Defence stating that two 
officers had been guilty of mutiny. This 
was followed yesterday by the Presi- 
dent reading a letter from these two 
officers. That document, the Minister 
for Home Affairs now says, we are not 
to take at its face value. Why did not 
the President warn us of that yester- 
day, if that is the case? I think my- 
self it is the case. But surely it would 
have becn better not to read the Hccu- 
ment at all or, at any rate, to preface 
it by saying that it was not to be taken 
entirely seriously? You cannot sav otie 
day that these two officers are gnilty 
of mutiny and of challenging the au- 
thority of the State, and the next day 
minimise it and say that after all these 
things need not be taken at their face 
value. 

I propose to confine my remarks 
almost entirely to the remedy that the 
President has proposed. But I should 
just like to comment on the Minister 
for ITome Affairs' definition of the col- 
lective responsibility of the Executive. 
His definition of the collective respon- 
sibility of the Executive Council is that 
it entitles Ministers to full informa- 
tion as to matters relating to other De- 
partments. I think that is obviously 
true, but it is more. 

Mr. 0 ’HIGGINS : If the Deputy will 
allow ine, I scarcely intended it as a 
definition. 

Major COOPER: It was not intended 
as a definition? 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: Not as a definition.- 
It is an implication. 

Major COOPER: I accept it as an im- 
plication, but it is not a full definition. 

I am very glad to have made that 
clear. It might have been taken that 
that was the sole responsibility, tbat 
you were entitled to information. Un- 
less a Ministcr is repudiated by the 
Executive Council every member of the 
Council is collectively responsible for 
his actions. The proclamation stafing 
that these officers were guilty of 
mutiny is the act of the Executive 
Council, acting through the Minister 
responsible for that Department. So, 
the situation that has arisen, de- 
plorable as it is, is a situation created 
by the Executive Council itself. 
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took the Chair at this stage. 

Mftjor COOPER: I come now to the 
main poiirt of the remedy proposed, 
and I propose to divide my remarks 
into three heads. The íirst is: Is an in- 
qniry desirable at all í Is it necessary ? 
It oan hardly be desirable. * I mnst say 
I feel very grave and serious apprehen- 
sion when there is any question of an 
inquiry into the state, the organisation 
and the discipline of an army. The 
spirit of an army is a very delicate and 
sensitive thing, and if people outside of 
the army arc going to inquire into its 
organisation, into the whole manner in 
which it is carried on, you run a very 
grave risk of sapping the esprit de 
corps, the vague, intangible something, 
that makes a thing an army, and not 
an armed mob. 

There are many precedents for an in- 
quiry of this kind. There was the Ro- 
beck Committee during the Crimean 
War. There was a precedent in France, 
and I think one in Canada, in the first 
year of the European War. I have 
never found that, as a result of such 
inquiry, very much good was done. 
Personally I have some doubt if an in- 
quiry is necessary. If it is necessary 
now, why was it not necessary last Fri- 
day? Nothing has changed. The situ- 
ation is the same. The only thing that 
has changed it is the letter that the Pre- 
sident read, the retraction. All the diffi- 
culties of the Army were there last Fri- 
day, as they are there to-day. Why 
were we not spared all this washing of 
dirty linen in public? If an inquiry 
was necessary, the Executive Council 
could have ordered it on Friday. We 
are entitled to know why it was not 
done. It was equally necessary then as 
it is to-day. 

The second point I wish to make is, 
when is this inquiry to*take place? The 
Minister’s words were that the time for 
inquiry is when the situation has been 
deallrwith. How can you deal with the 
situation when you do not know what 
has caused it? You must know the 
eause of the disease before you can cure 
it. No doctor will attempt to deal with 
it in any other way. I say, with great 
regret, and with a feeling of responsi- 
bility, that throughout this episode the 
Govemment has invariably been just a 


little too late. It has always acted a 
moment after the psychological moment. 
So it appears to me. It has always been 
jam to-morrow and never jam to-day. 
Now I come to the third point. I have 
not the information, and I have not the 
knowledge the President has as to 
whether an inquiry is necessary. What 
will be the effect of that inquiry on the 
Army, on the position of the Army 
Council, and the Minister for Defence? 
Can they maintain their authority? If 
you are to have any sort of discipline 
you must have unchallenged authority 
at the head of the Army. Can they 
maintain that authority while it is 
known that all their actions are being 
inquired into? They are being placed 
in a difficult and, I am inclined to think, 
in an unfair position—a position which 
no man should be ealled upon to fill. 
Assuming that an inquiry is necessary, 
and that it is to take place soon, what 
form is it to take? Should it take the 
form of an inquiry by the Executive 
Council? In the first instance there is 
the point made by Deputy Johnson 
which I do not propose to amplify, that 
in a sense the Executive Council are 
themselves the culprits, that they are in- 
quiring into the result of their own 
actions, that they are judges in their 
own cause. The same confidence will 
not be felt in their verdict as might be 
felt in the verdict of an outside court. 

Apart from that, there seems to be 
one serious objection to an inquiry by 
the Executive Council. It is, we are 
told by the Minister, to be a full, ex- 
haustive, and ample inquiry, going into 
questions of dfetail. Is it not common 
knowledge that the Executive Council 
are the hardest worked people in the 
State to-day. Every Minister has a 
Department. He is responsible for the 
affairs of the Department, and he has to 
come down here for four or five hours 
daily. In addition, he has the 
Executive responsibility of coming to 
decisions which govem the whole future 
of the State. At the present time you 
may well suppose that the Executive 
Council is unduly overworked, because 
the end of the financial year is at hand. 
How can Ministers with all that burden 
on them, undertake a full and exhaus- 
tive inquiry of this kind? They have 
not been able to do it in the past. That 
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the Minister for Home Affairs admitted. 
Thev have not been able to go into the 
affairs of the army in detail. Where 
are they to get the extra time to enable 
them to make this inquiry within any 
reasonable time? After all, I think it 
is generally admitted that the question 
is urgent. I would urge on the Presi- 
dent not to make a deeisive reply to- 
night, but to consider the possibility of 
setting up a special inquiry into this 
matter. A small inquiry, composed of 
not more than three persons at the out- 
side. As the Minister for Home Affairs 
very truly said, this episode has its 
roots in the past. Therefore, the per- 
sons to inquire into it should be persons 
well acquainted with the past, persons 
who have been in the I.R.A. for some 
considerable time. I think anyone else 
would make a false start. That is the 
suggestion I make, honestly wishing to 
be helpful, honestly anxious to put for- 
ward some alternative that will be more 
practicable. I do not agree with 
Deputy Baxter when he suggested that 
this should be a public inquiry. I do 
not think you can maintain the discip- 
line of the army, or carry on an army 
at all, with cvery high ofíicer in the 
army being dragged up, and cross- 
examined, and the whole of his evi- 
dence printed in the papers every day. I 
do not think that is possible. I want to 
make my position plain on this. For 
the rest, I think it would be much 
better to have an ad hoc inquiry, con- 
ducted by a small number of people, 
not even seven, as seven is really too 
large a number. Every additional 
enquirer means delay. Let them be 
people in whom the country has confi- 
dcnce, whose conclusions, when placed 
before the country will satisfy the 
desire of the people, Avho have a right 
to know what is being done. 

Mr. HEWAT: I do not propose to 
detain the Dáil for any length with any 
remarks that I wisli to make on the 
subject. It has been very fully dis- 
cussed. I feel very much happier in 
my mind. now, that the discussion has 
taken place, than I did at the interval 
when there was a possibility of the 
whole discussion being burked and side- 
traaked. ■ ': ? 


The Minister for Home Affairs has> 
dealt, in my opinion, very fully with a 
very difficult subject, and, if he will 
accept a compliment from me, I think 
he lias done remarkably well. He de- 
scribes this thing as an abscess, and 
that is what it seems to me to be—an 
abscess that has got to be lanced and 
has got to be cleansed, and if the coun- 
try generally recognises that it is 
acknowlcdged an abscess is there, and 
that stcps will be taken to cleanse it, I 
think that process will not be greatly 
advanccd by too much publicity as re- 
gards details. At the same time, this 
mattcr has come before thc Dáil 
through an unexpected statement by 
the Minister for Industry and Com- 
merce charging another Department 
with muddling and inefíiciency. That 
being so, and following what has been 
said in the Dáil, I would say that the 
matter should not be taken out of the 
review of the Dáil until a perfect assur- 
ance, acceptable by the Deputies, is re- 
ceived from the Ministry that they have 
dealt with it and that there is no possi- 
bility of any future occurrence similar 
1 o that which took place within the 
last few days. 

It was an extraordinary menace and 
an extraordinarily diffilcult position for 
a new State to be placed in. On the 
other hand, it gives us the oppórtunity 
of seeing that our machinery in many 
directions is not perfect. It places ón 
every Deputy here the duty to see that 
these imperfections are dealt with. If 
thc Executive Council grasp this thing 
in the spirit in which the Minister for 
Home Affairs has indicated that they 
are prejiared to do, and within a 
reasonable time are prepared to come 
back to the Dáil and tell us that a 
thorough examination has been held, 
the weak spots have been found, and 
that the whole position has been 
strengthened and secured, I, for one, 
would imagine that the less further 
discussion on the matter the better, but 
always with the distinct claim that the 
thing having come in its nasty aspept 
before the Dáil, Deputies should get in 
course of time, and within a short time, 
a perfect assurance that the Executive 
Committee have been able to cleanse 
the vstable and to reassure the country 
on this important matter. 
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Mr. O’CONNELL: I would not have 
intervened in this debate were it not for 
the statement made by the Minister for 
Home Affairs in the course of his speech, 
in which he touched on the question of 
collective responsibility of the Execu- 
tive. Article 54 of the Constitution 
says: “ The Executive Council shall be 
collectively responsible for all matters 
conceming the Departments of State ad- 
ministered by the members of the Execu- 
tive Council.’’ Now, yesterday we had 
in the Dáil one member of the Executive 
Council charging one of the Depart- | 
ments of State, administered by another 
member of the Executive Council, with 
incompetency and inefl5ciency and bung- 
ling generally. To my mind, and with 
the conception of collective responsi- 
bility which I have, I consider that that 
Executive Minister was not alone charg- 
ing one Minister but was charging the 
whole Executive Council, himself in- 
cluded, with bungling and incompe- 
tency. The Minister for Home Aifairs 
told us rightly—what, of course, we 
must all recognise and realise—that the 
episode which has occurred is not a 
matter of yesterday, or last Friday, or 
last Thursday. It must of necessity 
have been brewing for some consider- 
able time. Of necessity, not only the 
Minister responsible, but evei*y member 
of the Executive Council must have 
known, or should have known, of it, and 
we are entitled to ask what steps the 
Executive Council have taken, and what 
steps they took before last Thursday 
night, to deal with the very grave situ- 
ation that has resulted in the episode 
which has now come to light. 

We are entitled to know that. The 
Minister for Home Aflfairs, speaking for 
the Qovernment, has not told us what 
steps have been taken, or whether any 
steps were taken. Surely it is not suflfi- 
cient for the Minister for Home Affairs 
to say that they, as members of the Exe- 
cutiye Council, are entitled to get the 
fullest information of what is taking 
place in any particular Department? 
The humblest Deputy is entitled to get 
the fullest information on what is taking 
place in any Department. A Minister, 
a member of the Executive Council, is 
not only entitled to get information, but 
he is entitled to have a voice in the de- 
cision of the particular policy that is 
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being carried out by each Department 
within the Executive Council. 

Now, I come to the matter of this 
proposed inquiry, and I confess that I 
am not satisfied. Who is to be the 
judge? Is it the Executive Council? 
A moment ago the President, interven- 
ing while Deputy Figgis was speaking, 
told us for the íirst time during the de- 
bate this evening that Deputy McGrath 
is still a Minister. If he is a* 
Minister, I take. it he is still a member 
of the Executive Council, and is the 
proposition that, while one member of 
the Executive Council makes charges 
against a Department for which an- 
other member of the Executive Council 
is responsible, bpth of these Ministers, 
who are really in the position of plain- 
tiff and defendant, will also be judges? 
That is the position as I see it. I can- 
not conceive for a moment that that is 
a correct position. Surely if there is 
going to be sueh an inquiry as has been 
mentioned, these two Ministers should 
be out of it, and not act in the position 
of judges? Neither one nor the othcr 
of them should act as judges. I think 
that the position as disclosed by the 
Minister for Home Affairs is not a satis- 
factory position, and is not one which 
will inspire the country with con- 
fidence. 

The fact that an inquiry has been or- 
I dered by the Executive Council is evi- 
' dence tííat a prima facie case has been 
made out against the administration of 
one particular Minister, and it is to me 
extremely strange that that particular 
Minister will not only be in the position 
of defending his administration. but of 
acting the part of judge in the inquiry 
that is about to be held. I think we 
are entitled to have a further exposi- 
tion of the position, with some particu- 
lars as to who will constitute the in- 
quiry, as to how it will be held, and 
whether the particular Ministers to 
whom I refer are to have a voice in the 
decision which is to be come to on the 
evidence laid before the inquiry. 

Mr. HOOAN (Minister for Agricul- 
ture) : Deputies O’Connell and Johnson 
have really attempted to put* us in what 
are, in fact, false dilemmas. They seem 
to be unable to conceive a state of af- 
fairs under which two Ministers could 
disagree. There is no me answétín g 
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that by saying that this is an extremely 
serious issue. We all realise that, and 
that does not meet the point. Have 
they never heard of two Ministers dis- 
agreeing? Do they think that ques- 
tions, not perhaps so serious, never 
■come before the Executive Council and 
gfive rise to disagreemcnt ? Do they 
think that questions arise, not once or 
twice, but fairly often, and two Minis- 
ters disagree, and disagree very 
acutely? Do they imagine that such a 
state of affairs does not arise extremely 
often? Whose business is it to enquire 
into such disagreement ? The very 
moment Ministers disagree are they to 
Tesign? Does the fact that an ex- 
tremely unusual incidelnt, such as when 
•one Minister makes a statement in the 
Dáil in relation to the Cabinet—I am 
not saying whether it has been stated 
before in the Cabinet or not; that is not 
the point—alters the point? Does it 
alter it so much that it puts the whole 
Cabinet out of court to inquire into it? 
What is the use of misapplying words, 
such as judges and juries, defendants 
and plaintiffs, and all the rest of it? 
They are not appropriate to the present 
situation. Deputies O’Conncll and 
Johnson should know that. There is a 
•difference here between two Ministers. 
I agree with Deputy Johnson and De- 
puty Baxter that it is a difference on an 
absolutely vital question, and our bona 
fides in that matter ought not to be 
.questioned. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE resumed 
the Chair. 

Mr. HOGAN: I think we have given 
evidence that it is an absolutely vital 
matter. The Cabinet have, I am sure, 
considerably more information than, 
let us say, the ordinary Deputies. 

Mr. MORRISSET: Than the Depu- 
ties on this side of the Dáil ? 

Mr. HOGAN: Than the Deputies on 
any side of the Dáil. They have 
stated here quite frankly that there are 
further facts which must be elucidated 
before they can take action. That is a 
perfectly straight, fair and simple posi- 
tion. What is the alternative ? I heard 
Deputy Johnson saying that this actu- 
ally* amounts to an inquiry by the Cabi- 


net into Cabinet responsibility. That 
takes place every day. In so far as the 
Cabinet meets around a table and dis- 
cusses the conduct of any Minister in 
his own Department, they are discus- 
sing a Cabinet matter for which each 
Minister is responsible. Does Deputy 
Johnson suggest that an outside body 
should be set up to inquire into the 
conduct of a Minister of a certain De- 
partment for which the whole Cabinet 
is collectively responsible? Is that the 
suggestion? Is not that what it comes 
to? 

Mr. JOHNSON: Has the Minister 
read the document that was submitted 
here by the President? Is he dealing 
with trifles or with a major question— 
the most serious question that could 
affect the Stato? 

Mr. HOGAN: That is not a fair in- 
terruption. It vvas good enough for 
Deputy Johnson and the Labour Party 
to ring the changes on this point, but it 
is not good enough for me to reply to 
them. I mean that this point that I 
am dealing with now was made by 
Deputy O'Connell and- 

Mr. MORRISSEY : What do yóu 
mean by ringing the changes? 

Mr. HOGAN : Exactly what I say, 
that for 10 minutes the point I am deal- 
ing with was dealt with by Deputy 
0 'Connell, and it was also dealt with at 
length by Deputy Johnson. 

Mr. DAVIN: Deputy O’Connell did 
not speak for 10 minutes. 

Mr. HOGAN : I make you present of 
that. Now Deputy Johnson stands up 
with a great show of indignation, and 
says that I am not entitled to deal with 
it because that is what it comes to, and 
he lectures me as to my realisation, or 
want of realisation, of„the vital issues 
that are at stake. I have, I hope, as 
keen a realisation as any other Deputy 
or member of the Government of the 
vital issues that are at stake. I have 
nothing to add to, or to subtract from, 
what the Minister for Home Affairs has 
said, and I do not want to go over thát 
ground again. I am not going to 
strengthen the position, or to weaken 
the position in any way, by simply re- 
peating what the Minister for Home 
Affairs has said, but I do claim that I 
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am entitlcd to address myself to the 
point tbat was discussed by Deputies 
Cooper, O’CozméU and Johnson, and on 
which the Dáil generallj has shown a 
considerabíe amount of curiosity. I 
am glad to hear that it is a minor point. 

Mr. JOHNSON : What is. 

Mr. HOOAN : Is the Deputy address- 
ing me or addressing the Chair? If 
he wishes to make a speech I will 
answer him. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Perhaps 
the Minister for Agriculture now would 
continue. 

Mr. HOOAN : The Cabinet is entitled 
to inquire into this matter, and no 
Cabinet could take up the position that 
an outside body should inquire into the 
conduct of the Cabinet because that is 
what it comes to, and that is what it 
amounts to: # asking the Cabinet to re- 
sign. It is perfectly open to Deputy 
Johnson or to any other Deputy in the 
Dáil to take that course, but I suggest 
that no Cabinet for one moment could 
allow itself to be placed in a position 
where an outside body would be set up 
to inquire into the administration of 
any one Department, which means, in 
fact, to inquire into the conduct of the 
Cabinet. That is not the way to do it. 
If it has come to that, propose a reso- 
lution that the Cabinet resign, but that 
is the only alternative. 

Someone used the word “ hush ” in 
connection with this debate. No one 
wants to hush up anything. The Minis- 
ter for Home Aflfai'rs, who has spoken 
for the Cabinet, has stated what the 
Cabinet proposes to do. lt is open to 
any Deputy at any time within the next 
week or fortnight or three weeks, to in- 
sist on the Cabinet redeeming its pledge, 
and to ask the Cabinet whether they 
have the facts now. I think the position 
generally is quite simple. We have not 
got the facts; we have not got all the 
facts that would entitle us, or entitle 
anybody, to express a v definite opinion 
on an extremely important subject. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Before the President 
speaks, may I put a point that has 
arisen since the circulation of this lettcr 
which the President read out. It is to 
ask the President how the Government 

Vol. 6. 


received this document which has been 
circulated. It is a letter signed by the 
same two officers, and has been aecepted 
by the President and circulated, and is 
by way of justifying the action which 
the two officers took. It is still signed 
‘‘ Major-General and “ 0010^61 / 9 and 
it appears to be a document which has 
been accepted by the Ministry as mini- 
mising the offences, and I thinfc we are 
entitled to ask the President and the 
Government what is their attitude to the 
last document which, in my opinion, 
rather aggravates than eases the situa- 
tion. 

Mr. DAVIN : I do not intend to take 
part in the debate, but I merely wish to 
draw the attention of the President to a 
statement made by the Minister for 
Home Affairs in the hope that he will 
clear up the point the Minister made. 
The Minister for Home Affairs said that 
the document dated the 6th March need 
not be takcn at its face value. I think 
that we must take it at its face value, 
in view of the fact that arms and ammu- 
nition which were the property of the 
Govemment and of the people have been 
taken as a result of this ultimatum. I 
want to know if the letter which has 
been received means that the arms and 
ammunition that have been taken, pre- 
sumably by people who agreed with the 
original ultimatum, are to be retumed 
as a result of the lctter which was read 
this evening? 

The PRESIDENT: I cannot say in 
what way the document came. I am at 
a loss sometimes to know how docu- 
ments come to me . They are brought 
to me here, and I have found it practi- 
cally impossible to find the sources 
some of them come from. Some come 
by hand, some are sent by post, some 
come —I was going to say to my resi- 
dence, but I have not got one at all— 
but to the place where I stay. I cannot 
say where this document came from. 

Mr. JOHNSON : I take it the Minis- 
ter treats this document as a serious 
one, as he has circulated it, and what I 
desire to know is what attitude the 
Government takes towards this docu- 
ment. Do they think this document 
alters the situation in any way? 

The PRESIDENT: I should say it al- 
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ter^ it very considerably with regard to 
the admission, in the samc way as 
the Minister for Home Affairs dealt 
with it in saying that the first docu- 
ment apparently was not to be taken 
on its face value having regard to the 
second document. I take it that it is 
generally admitted that soldiers are not 
good politicians, and that when they 
enter into the political arena they are 
not remarkable for any great success. 
Thc Duke of Wellington might perhaps 
have becn an exception to that rule. 

Now, there were so many points 
raised by I )eput ies that I find 

myself at a loss to know where to begin. 
But I should say first of all the Govern- 
ment has insisted, and will always in- 
sist upon the supremacy of the Oireach- 
tas. Deputy Johnson, I think, asks has 
the Government accepted the ulti- 
matum. I say the Government's atti- 
tude in regard to the first letter has not 
altered in the least bit. It will at all 
times deal with mutiny from whatever 
sourcc, with revolution, or with any at- 
tempt to subvert the authority of the 
State. I just draw attention in passing 
to the very different manner in which 
Deputies deal with different subjects. 
When damage was being done by per- 
sons who pretended to aet in the name 
of Labour, I know Deputies opposite 
disagreed with it, but at the same time 
did they stand up and ask us to stamp 
it out, and to stamp it out ruthlessly, 
and to stand no nonsense ? In the same 
way did Deputy Baxter when addres- 
sing the House take up the same atti- 
tude to-day as he did yesterday, when 
he said the people were sick of, guns and 
military action and the rest of it? He 
goes on to-day and says: “ Go on with 
your work and succeed, and we will 
back you and you will conquer. ” It is 
not by the weight of military weapons 
alone that the business of Government 
is carried on, but by the confidence it 
inspires and the inspiration it gives to 
the public; by something human that 
will understand the infirmity of human 
nature, that will help them along rather 
than drive them through paths whether 
they like to go or not. 

Now I think I have settled that ques- 
tion. Some Deputies stated: w We re- 
quire to know the position of the Presi- 


dent with regard to mutiny. ,, Our 
attitude with regard to mutiny has not, 
changcd and will not ehange. As to our 
attitndc with regard to xieople who 
threaten us to-day and say to-morrow 
or next. day or any other day that there 
was no thrcat, that there was no indict- 
ment of the authority of Parliament— 
I am prepared to accept that and especi- 
ally prepared to accept that from 
people who are not accustomed to writ- 
ing what you would call official docu- 
ments of that sort. 

I am not going to discuss, as one 
Deputy discussed, the terms of the 
letter that wc got. I thought it was a 
mistake to do it. I shouíd say that 
perhaps I brought all this on myself by 
not making what is called a full state- 
ment. Sir, it was not out of any want 
of respect to the Dáil that I did not do 
so, but it was for one cer^iin purpose, 
and that was to disappoint sensation- 
mongers; and if there was less sensation 
mongering about this, there would 
be a great deal more stability in the 
State. The first great crisis that we 
are faced with every sensation-monger 
in the eountry has his eye on the Dáil, 
and is saying: How are they going 
to get out of this fix? ,> 

Mr. JOHNSON: Who published the 
Stop Press? 

The PRESIDENT : Well, I can go 
into this matter if the Deputy wishes? 

j Mr. JOHNSON: I do not want to. 
j You are suggesting that we are sensa- 
• tion-mongers? 

The PRESIDENT: No ; not with re- 
gard to you. I never said so. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Was it not the 
Minister who introduced the question 
yesterday, and not we? 

The PRESIDENT : Precisely. And 
if we had not introduced it we would 
have been asked for it. You cannot 
have it both ways. 

Mr. JOHNSON : Who are the sensa- 
tion-mongers? 

The PRESIDENT: I do not think the 
matter needs any great explanation. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I must ask the 
President to withdraw that statement. 
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The PRESIDENT : S< 'usalion- | be iired out? That is not the way in 

mongers? 1 will not. whieh these things are done. If such a 

case arises, the othcr mcmbers, as far as 

Mr. JOHNSON: I ask the Prcsidcnt I have ever known, have always stood 

to withdraw the statemcnt that we up to it, and havc helped any*member 

have entered into this matter because we who had any iníirmity such as that in 

are fond of sensations, that we are the administration of his Department. 

sensation-mongers. . In this particuiar instance th< 

i Ministcr for Industry and Commcrce 

The PRESIDENT : I havc not statcd i did all that he could to cffeet the pur- 

that. 1 said I did not, make a full pose he had in mind before he left the 

statement because I wanted to disap- Executive Council, and we are charged 

point sensation-mongers. 1 did not in- now with not disclosing cvcry single 

clude the Deputy or his Party in that. item that passcd thcre, not portraying 

I do not think I included a singlc mcin- bel'ore the Dáil and the countiy every 

ber of the Dail in it. Thc case was infirmity, cverv possiblc criticism, every 

made, and I say with regard to that, complaint. If they had them all, what 

matter that there was no necessity for would thcv do with them? Would they 

a sensation. We have met difficull corapose them herc? 

situations. This is not the first that The real cause of complaint in this 
we have met, and I am positively cer- _ case is, we have had a difficulty, a crisis, 

tain it will not be tlie last. A Deputy and we have come out of it all right, 

said that tffe were sitting on a volcano. and in such a way that vou will see the 

Since I camc into public life I havc becn National Loan going up again to- 

sitting on one, and it has not gonc off morrow, and thc public confidence will 

yet, though it has hnrned me a little be restored. Deputies express occasion- 

now and then. A full discussion allv, with regard to documcnts like this, 

and a full thra-shing out of, say, amazement at thc idea that any servant 

charges on the one hand and denials on 0 f the State could writc such a docu- 

the other would give n<j satisfaction to me nt. I have got strange documents in 

the Dáil. Somebody criticises the action m y timc, and I have not shown them to 

that is to be taken in this matter. I members of the Executive Council. I 

think that point has already hccn dealt do not know where some of them came 

with sufficiently. If you like I will from, and I have not discovered any 

devclop it more fully, but I do not think machine which would put the other 

that there is any nccessity for doing so members of the Executive Council in 

The facts are tliat I have had the ex- posscssion of all the facts that come be- 

perience of being in four Cabinets. 1 forc me in a day or a week, or at any 

do not know that anybody lias had a time. If there should be a dispute, say, 

greater expericncc than that in this in six months’ timc, bctwcen two mcm- 

count.ry, and in every one of them bers of the Executive Council, is it to be 

there havc been storiny sccnes at the case that I am to be charged with 

times. Deput,y Figgis will be delighted neglecting my duty, because I had not 

to hear that. I do not know tliat I was an instrument for recording every item 

ever in one in which there were fewer that should be put before every 

Ihan the present Cahinet, and I hope Minister? One has to exercise common 

that, that will not disappoint. the judgment in these matters. It should 

Deputy. be remembered that if the Executive 

With regard to collective responsibil- Council has shown good govemmental 

ity, if there are infirmities in the case form up to this, that there are weak- 

of one member of the Executive Coun- j nesses, remarkable weaknesses, in 

cil—of which there are seven membei’s— ! governments of one sort or another, and 

or in his Department, each one of the their strength is shown when they can 

seven loyally accepts his portion of that get over those weaknesses and improve 

particular burden. He may not know generally the govemment machine. 

it; he may never hear of it. Perhaps When Deputy Baxter comes in his own 

when the damage is done he hears of it. i time to take our places on the Benches 

I suppose the erring member is then to [ here, and adopts that merry and bright 
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[The President.] 

attitude he adopted this evening, I am 
certain he will benefit by our experience 
as much as a man can possibly in the 
circurastances. Deputy Cooper raised 
three objections. The first was, was it 
desirable to have an inquiry. I cer- 
tainly say it is. There ís a marked 
difference of opinion between two men, 
each of whom I am positively certain 
brings to bear on the matter at issue an 
honest and convinced opinion on the sub- 
ject. It is obvious that some solution of 
that difference ought to be found, and 
an inquiry is the only method I know of 
by which you can get it. The second 
question is, when is it to be held. I say 
immediatcly. What exactly “ immedi- 
ately ’’ interprets at the moment I can- 
not say, but I shall certainly say it will 
be without delay—at the earliest pos- 
sible momcnt. I havc got as far as thc 
third question. If you admit an in- 
quirv is necessary- 

Major COOPER : The third point is 
as to what is to be the composition of 
the inquiry. Would it be by the Execu- 
tive Council or by a Committee ap- 
pointed ad hoc? 

The PRESIDENT: The details have 
not yct been discussed, I have to con- 
sult with thc Minister for Industry and 
Commerce. and if the Deputy knew him 
as well as I do, he would know that it 
is not easy to get your own way with 
him. I think that is all I have to say 


| on the subject. I should regret very 
much if Deputy Johnson would think I 
included him in that statement about 
sensation-mongers. I think there has 
been too much sensation with regard to 
this matter. We took the action we did 
in presenting the document here in 
order not alone to let those officers, but 
every servant of the State, know what 
responsibility must be shouldered whcn 
names are put to documents like that, 
a very serious responsibility. We 
| placed the rest of the story before the 
Dáil in the way in which we did in 
order to convince the Dáil, if it were 
necessary, that they are the masters. 
I do not >think it is fair to say to us 
that we have dealt with this matter as 
if our Party wcre the Dáil. Our Party 
is not the Dáil, and we have often told 
them so, and they have often told us 
so themselves. I do not know where 
Deputy Figgis got his information 
from. I wouíd like him to tell me the 
namc of the Deputy of the Party who 
gave him the information, but I suppose 
he will not. 

Mr. DARRELL PIGGIS: The fact 
that a Party meeting was held is all the 
information I haVe, and it is reported in 
the Press this morning. 

The PRESIDENT: Very good. I 
make you a present of that. 

The Dáil adjourned at 10 o’clock 
until 3 o’clock to-morrow. 
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DÉARDAOIN, 13adh JMÁRTA, 1924. 
( Thursday, 13 th March, 1924.) 


Do chuaidh an Ccann Comhairlc i 
gceannas ar a 3 a elog. 


GEISTEANNA—QUESTIONS. 

ORAL ANSWERS. 

ATHY FARMERS’ UNION RESOLU- 
TION. 

Mr. JOHN CONLAN asked thc Min- 
ister for Home Affairs if he has re- 
ceived a resolution from Athy Farmers , 
Union pofhting out (1) that no claim 
for compensation for malicious injury 
from the district has been heard sincc 
1921, (2) stating that County Oourt 
Judge Drumgoole’s duties will not per- 
mit him to deal with such cases for a 
considerable time, and (3) asking for 
the appointment of a deputy County 
Court Judge, and whether, in vicw of 
these repi’esentations, he will aceede 
the requeat for the appointment of a 
deputy. 

MINISTER for HOME AFFAIRS 
(Mr. O’Higgins) : I have received the 
resolution referred to and I have been 
in consultation with the Minister for 
Finance on the subject. It is nnder- 
stood that Judge Drumgoole will 
shortly be able to deal with the claims 
which are not particularly numerous 
and will probably not take long to dis- 
pose of. In the circumstances it is not 
considered that there is any necessity 
for the appointment of a deputy 
County Court Judge. 

Mr. CONLAN: Arising out of that 
answer, is the Minister aware that the 
professional gentlemen in Co. Kildare 
received an intimation lately from 
County Court Judge Drumgoole thac 
his other duties will not allow him to 
take up the hearing of compensation 
claims in May, as announccd, and that 
it will probably be November before he 
is ablc to take up those claims? I can 


give the Ministcr information on this 
matter. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I think the Deputy 
had better put down a separate ques- 
t.ion, or give me or send me thc infor- 
mation at his disposal. 

NAAS MOTOR OWNER’S 
ACCOUNT. 

AODH 0 CÚLACHÁIN asked the 
Minister for Home Affairs if he is 
aware that a sum of £28 12s. 0d. is 
due to Mr. P. F. Grehan, of 7 South 
Main Street, Naas, for motors supplied 
to the late Volunteer Police and certi- 
ficd correct by Mr. Seán McKenna, 
formerly Brigade Police Officer, Naas 
District; furthcr, that Mr. Grehan was 
promised payment as far back as the 
24th June, 1923, and whether the 
Minister will order paymcnt of this 
overdue account as soon as possible. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: Payment in re- 
spect of this claim will be made in the 
course of a few days. 

MOYARTA (CO. CLARE) OLD AGE 
PENSION. 

PADRAIG 0 hOGAIN (An Clár) 

askcd the Minister for Local Govern- 
nient if he will statc why an old age 
pension is being withheld by his De- 
partment from Mr. Andrew Moloney 
Moyarta, Carrigaholt, Co. Clare. 

MINISTER for LOCAL GOVERN- 
MENT (Mr. Burke) : This pension was 
disallowed owing to insufficient evi- 
dence as to the age of applicant who 
if he is 70 years of age, and can sub- 
mit reasonably conclusive evidence tc 
such effect, shouhl make a fresh claina 
to the Pension Officer. 

Mr. HOGAN: Is the Minister awarc 
that Moloney has got certificates from 
the local parish priest taken from thc 
parish rcgistcr, showing the appli- 
cant’s age to be over 70 f 

Mr. BURKE: The only evidencc thal 
the claimant submitted was a certi 
ficate of baptism of the 30t.h April 
1853, of Tim Moloney, son of Tin: 
0’Dwyer and Mary Moloney. Hc 
maintains that that certificate relatejc 
to his baptism. He further stated h< 
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[Mr. Burke.j 

eouui not rnake out why he was called 
Tim in the parish register, his name 
being Andrew OT)wyer-Moloney. 

Mr. HOGAN: Is the Minister aware 
that the parish priest stated he is cer- 
tain that the person to whom this 
cntry refers is the person who is mak- 
ing the claim? 

Mr. DARBELL PIGGIS: Is it Tim 

or Andy? 

Mr. HOGAN: It is not a bit funny 
to the applicant. 

Mr. BURKE: The evidence sub- 
mitted has not been sufíicicnt to prove 
that Tim OT)wyer-Moloney is Andrew 
Moloney. 

EXTENSION OF TELEPHONE TO 
MAYO. 

Mr. M. NALLY asked the Postmaster- 
General if he is aware that the Mayo 
County Council, all the Urban and 
Rural District Councils, the Good 
Covernment and Merchants' Associa- 
tions, and the Cumann na nGaedheal 
Executives of the County have passed 
resolutions rcquesting the Postal Au- 
thorities to extend the Telephone Sys- 
tem to Mayo, and what steps, if any, 
are being taken to provide this much- 
needed service. 

POSTMASTER - GENERAL (Mr. 
Walsh) : I have reeeived copies of re- 
solutions passed by various public 
bodies in County Mayo asking for an 
extension of telephones to that County, 
and the mattcr is under consideration. 
To connect towns in Mayo with the 
trunk telephone system, it would be 
necessary to erect new trunk lines for 
long distances at a capital expenditure 
of several thousand pounds, with a cor- 
respondingly large annual cost for 
maintenance. Whethcr it will bc pos- 
sible to undertake this expenditure will 
depend upon the amount of local sup- 
port forthcoming, and tlie revenue esti- 
mated to arise from the opening of Ex- 
changes at the towns concerncd. 

Major COOPER: Arising out of that 
answer, will the Minister state what is 
the difference between the Good 
Government Association and the 


Cumann na nGaedheal Exccutive; and 
whethcr thcy are two separate bodies 
or one body? 

NEWBRIDGE DEPENDENTS’ AL- 
LOWANCE. 

AODH 0 CÚLACHAIN asked the 
Minister íor Defenco if he can state the 
reason why Mrs. Brophy, of Thomas 
Street, Newbridgc, Co. ILildare, has not 
received dependents , allowance for the 
last- íifteen weeks in respcct of her hus- 
band, Volunteer Joseph Brophy, Army 
No. 32528, Gough Barracks, Curragh 
Camp, and whether instructions will be 
given to have arrears of allowance paid 
to Mi\s. Brophy at onee. 

MINISTER for DEFENCE (General 
Mulcahy) : Mrs. Bropl^s allowance 
was suspended owing to its having been 
Í reported that. her husband was an ab- 
j sentee. It is regretted thaf his return 
to duty was not duly reeorded, and that 
as a eonsequence the issue of the allow- 
anee was not duly resumed. Arrears 
of the allowance have now been paid. 

COMMANDEERED BICYCLE 
(TEMPLEGLANTINE). 

Mr. T. MURPHY (for Pádraig Mac 
Fhlannchadha) asked the Minister for 
Defence whether his Department will 
cause the return of, or pay compen- 
sation for, a bicycle commandeered by 
a party of soldicrs commanded by 
Captain Mortell, from John Aheron, 
of Templcglantine, County Limericfc, 
on the 3rd October, 1922. 

General MULCAHY : The case rc- 
ferred to is under investigation, and 1 
am awaiting a reply to a communica- 
tion addrcsscd to Mr. Aheron\s solicitor 
on the 4th instant. 

PAYMENT OF MILITARY 
STOREMAN. 

TOMÁS MAC EOIN asked the Minis- 
ter for Defence if he will state why 
Volunteer James Browne, No. 26962, 
who was employed as Storeman in the 
Command Supply Stores, Limerick 
Command, and was not transferred 
therefrom until some time between Sep- 
tember 5th and October 8th, 1923, has 
been denied additional pay as storeman 
for any period after July 29th, and if 
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he will state why no reply has been 
made to a letter on the subject, dated 
17th January, 1924. 

Oeneral MULCAHY: Private Browne 
was not granted additional pay after 
the 29th July, 1923, beeause subsequent 
to that date hc did not. pcrforin the 
dutics of Storeman. A rcply was not 
sent to the letter of the 17th January 
last, as the necessary enquirics were 
not completed. 

Mr. JOHNSON: [ would ask thc 
Minister if he will himself read the 
letter to whieh the answer has now 
l>een submitted, and satisfv himself 
that the answer he has now given to 
me is a satisfactory answer to the 
letter? 

General MULCAHY: I have read 
the lctter myself, and the outstandinj»* 
faet in the ease, from the point of view 
of anything practical, for Browne or 
anybody else, is that James Browne did 
not perform storeman’s duties after 
thc date mentioned, and our regula- 
tions are, that being the ease, that he 
cannot receive the additional pay. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Is it a fact that he 
was in custody until the end of August 
and in eustody on a eharge whieh was 
proved to be unfounded? 

General MULCAHY: I cannot say 
definitely what the dates are, but he 
was in custody for some time, and the 
charge was not. proved, but during the 
time he was in eustody he did not 
perform the duties of a store-keepor. 

Mr. DARRELL PIGGIS: That is a 
logical deduction. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Does the Minister 
recognise that not only was the eharge 
not proved, but that the magistrate 
who tried the case directed that special 
intimation should bc sent to the au- 
thorities saying that there was no case 
whatever against the defendant? 

General MULCAHY: I havc not 
gone into the matter as deeply as that, 
and I do not think any point will be 
served by actually doing it. 


DEPENDENT S ALLOWANCE 
(CELBRIDGE). 

AODH 0 CULACHAIN asked the 
Minister for Defence if he is aware 
that Mrs. M. A. Reilly, of Long Lane, 
Celbridge, Co. Rildare, has not re- 
eeivcd any dependent’s allowance in 
rcspect of her son, Private James 
Reilly, Army No. 82422, 21st Battalion, 
Military Barracks, Clones, although he 
was eontributing 35/- per wcek to the 
home before enlistment; further, whe- 
ther the Pension Offieer for the dis- 
triet has been asked for a report on 
the case, and whethcr enquiries will 
be made with a vicw to payment. 

General MULCAHY: Mrs. Reilly’s 
claim was disallowed after due inves- 
tigation by the Pensions Ofíicer of Oie 
district, on the grouud that the amount 
normally contributed by her son !•> 
his home over and above thc cost 
his own maintenance therein for a 
reasonable period prior to enlistment, 
was less than the minimiun required 
by the regulations, 12/- per week. 
Mrs. Reilly was notificd accordingly on 
the 19th December last. 

ARMY ACCOUNT (ENNISTYMON). 

PADRAIG 0 hOGAIN (An Clár) 

asked the Minister for Defence if he 
will expedite the payment of an ac- 
count due by the Army Authorities to 
Mr. P. J. Walsh, Church Strect, 
Ennistymon. 

General MULCAHY: There appears 
to bc only an account for 30/- in re- 
spect of cartage due to Mr. Walsh. It 
is being considered with a view to im- 
mediate settlement. 

CO. CLARE INTERNEES. 

PADRAIG 0 hOGAIN (An Clár) 

asked the Ministcr for Defence if it is 
proposed to retain in internment 
Mcssrs. Tom and Patrick Stáck and 
Dominic Shanahan, of Doughmorc, 
Doonbeg, and at prescnt in Tintown. 

General MULCAHY: Mr. Tom Stack 
was releascd on the 8th instant. It is 
intended to detain Messrs. Patric^ 
Stack and Dominic Shanahan for 'he 
present. 
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WRITTEN ANSWERS. 

PAYMENT OP WITNESSES’ 
EXPENSES. 

Major COOPER askcd thc Minister 
for Home Aft'airs whether the Gárda 
Síochána have powcr to withhold suins 
granted by District Justiccs to wit- 
nesses for cxpcnscs at thcir own dis- 
cretion, and whcther, if this be not the 
case, he will order thc payment of £1 
awarded by Mr. Cusscn, 1).J., to Mr. 
M. Scully, of 92 Middlc Abbey Strect, 
at Rathcoole Petty Sessions, on thc 
21st of December, 1923. 

Mr. O’HIQGINS: I anx informed 
that the award referred to was not 
made at all. The question, therefore, 
does not arise. 

DEPENDENT’S ALLOWANCE 
(DUBLIN). 

Major COOPER asked the Minister 
for Defcnce whether the dependent’s 
allowance payable to Mrs. Elizabeth 
Lynch, 35 Lower Buckingham Street, 
Dublin, rnother of Sergeant John 
Lynch, 37th Battalion Infantry, now 
stationed at Castleblayney, was stopped 
on the lOth November, 1923, without 
any reason being given, and whether 
he will state w r hy it was stopped, and 
whether payment will be resumed. 

Qeneral MULCAHY: The depen- 
dent’s allowance formerly paid to Mrs. 
Lynch in respect of her son, John, was 
stopped becausc she was already draw- 
ing an allowance in respect of her 
husband who was serving in the Army. 
Mrs. Lynch was informed to this effect 
on the 26th November last. The allow- 
ance in respect of her son will not be 
resumed. 

SOLDIER’S ARREARS OF PAY. 

Major COOPER asked the Minister 
for Defenee whether a claim has been 
received from Mr. W. Doherty, late 
No. 6627, Transport Corps, Donegal 
Command, for four months’ arrears of 
pay, and whether he can state when 
this claim will be settled. 

General MULCAHY: Mr. Doherty’s 
claim has been received and will be 
settled forthwith. 


OLD AGE PENSIONS BILL, 1924— 
COMMITTEE STAGE (RESUMED). 

Question proposed: That Section 5 
stand part of the Bill.” 

Mr. JOHNSON: On this question, I 
would again say that the new method 
of calculation will mean great hardship 
to many people who have been looking 
forward to the pension, and wlio will 
be deprived of it by the operation of 
this Section. It is not intended that 
the Section shall apply for those who 
beeaine, before the passing of the Act, 
entitled to receive a pension. I wonder 
does that mean that any person who 
was seventy years of age, and who was 
entitled, before the passing of the Act, 
under the terms and conditions of the 
law at the time, to claim a pension 
when he became seventy, will be ex- 
cluded from the operation of this Sec- 
tion? I think such persons will. I 
hope they will, because it will relieve a 
few people at any rate from the penal- 
ties imposed by the Minister in the Bill. 

The new method of calculation—the 
capital value of the property of the 
thrifty—imposing upon them a charge 
of 10 per cent. as income deemed to be 
derived from such property, as against 
the 5 per cent. which has hitherto been 
charged, is going to limit very consider- 
ably the number of people who have 
been looldng forward to receiving pen- 
sions from the State. I think one might 
say, by virtue of the fact that they have 
this litt.le property as a result, prob- 
ably, of t.hrifty ways, that they are de- 
eent. citizens, and should not be penal- 
ised therefor. I think the Minister, in 
the course of discussions on other 
amendments, rather deprecated the 
making of differences between one per- 
son and another who are pensioners. 
ITe is afraid that differentiation as be- 
tween, say, 75 and 74 years, would be 
difíicult and detrimental to the proper 
working of the Act. 

I put, it to him that the calculation 
of means on the new basis for new pen- 
sioners will be equally detrimental; 
There are, say, two brothers, or a 
brother ainl sist.cr, or more likely, two 
sisters, in a family, each of whom has a 
certain littlc property. One was 70 
years of age last year and came into 
her pension. The properties are equal 
in value. The other comes into her pen- 
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sion ncxt year. Her pension may be 
lost altogether, because of the different 
method of valuing the property. You 
are going to charge 5 per cent. against 
thc elder sister’s property, and you are 
going to charge 10 per cent. against 
the younger sister's property. Will 
that give the sense of equal justice that 
the Minister would like to see gene- 
rated? I think it will not. ln thís case 
it is penalisation becausc of youth. One 
^ear's difference in the date of birth 
may mean the differenee betwcen a 4/- 
a week pension and no pension at all. 
But it certainly will mcan a difference, 
and no good case is being made to re- 
duce the pension on account of the 
difference in the method of valuation. 
To charge the property owners in this 
case, as I have already stated, as if that 
property were terminable and as if 
once a certain number of years had 
passed the property rights vanished, 
and to apply that only to old age pen- 
sioners, is a diffcrentiation against the 
Old Age Pensioner and in favour of the 
property owner, who has been taught 
and encouraged by thc State to loolc 
upon that property as something that is 
evergreen and cver growing. Tn this 
case the Old Age Pensioners , property 
is to be treated as something dcclining 
in value and eaten away at the rate of 
10 per cent. per annum, and that, I say, 
is a differentiation in the attitudc of 
the State towards the poor pensioner 
as compared with the attitude of the 
State towards the rich non-pcnsioner. 

Mr. BLTTHE: I presume that De- 
puty Johnson is not moving the 
deletion of sub-section 2. It eould be 
deleted. I put it in becausc I thought 
it well not to make the change more 


í drastic than we couid help. People 
| who might be affected by this particu- 
íar sub-section will, shall we say, suffer 
a cut of one shilling; they may suffer a 
revúsion of means, and I do not desire 
that they should suffer in a third way. 
If there was any great desire for hav- 
ing this new method of calculating 
means applied to all pcnsioners, I would 
not put up any great resistance to it. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I take it the Minis- 
ter is not serious in urging that I am 
even suggesting for a moment that the 
remission of penalty, and the remission 
of punishment shouíd be deleted, and 
that the nevv punishment which is to 
be imposed upon the new pensioner is 
to be equally applicable to the old. 

Mr. BLYTHE : I was assuming the 
Deputy was not serious in talking about 
penalty or punishment at all, but I 
want to point out that his argu- 
ment would be quite pertinent if he 
had been moving the deletion of sub- 
section 2. 

Mr. ALTON: May I ask the Minister 
whethcr he has considered thc 
suggestion I made of determining the 
yearly value on a one-twelfth and not 
one-tenth basis of the capital valuc? 

Mr. BLYTHE: I promised the De- 
! puty that I would consider that point 
before Report Stage, but I have not 
had time since to give any attention to 
it. 

Question put: “ That Section 5 stand 
part of the Bill.” 

The Committee divided: Tá, 39; Níl, 
14. 
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Earnán de Blaghd. ! 

Séamus Breathnach. I 

Seoirse de Bhulbh. j 

Próinsias Bulfin. i 

Séamus de Búrca. ! 

Henry Coyle. 

Louis J. D’Alton. 

Máighréad Ní Choileáin Bean Uí 
Dhrisceóil. 

Patrick J. Egan. 

Osmond Grattan Esmonde. 

Henry J. Finlay. 

Desmond Fitzgerald. 

John Hennigan. 

Seosamh Mac Bhrighde. 

Domhnall Mac Cárthaigh. 

Pádraig Mac Fadáin. 

Seán Mac Garaidh. 

Pádraig Mac Giollagáin. 

Seán P. Mac Giobúin. 


Seán Buitléir. 

John J. Cole. 

Darrell Figgis. 

David Hall. 

Séamus Mac Cosgair. 
Tomás Mac Eoin. 
Risteárd Mac Fheorais. 


Eoin Mac Néill. 

Seoirse Mac Niocaill. 

Martin M. Nally. 

John T. Nolan. 

Criostóir O Broin. 

Seán 0 Bruadair. 

Aodh O Cinnéide. 

Próinsias O Cathail. 

Eoghan O Dochartaigh. 
Séamus N. O Dóláin. 

Peadar S. O Dubhghaill. 
Eamon S. O Dúgáin. 

Seán 0 Duinnín. 

Séamus O Leadáin. 

Pádraig O Máille. 

Seán M. O Súilleabháin. 
Caoimhghín O hUigín. 
Patrick W. Shaw. 

Liam Thrift. 

Pádraig O Dubhthaigh. 

Níl. 

Tomás O Conaill. 

Aodh O Cúlacháin. 

Eamon O Dubhghaill. 

Mícheál R. O hífearnáin. 
Domhnall O Muirgheasa. 
Tadhg P. O Murchadha. 

| Pádraig O hOgáin (An Clár) 


Motion doelarcd carried. 


Mr. JOHNSON: I bcg to move 
ainendment 38, which is to inscrt before 
Seetion 6 a new Seetion, as follows:— 

“ In ealeulating the means of a 
pcrson for the purpose of the Old 
Age Pensions Acts the annual value 
of sueh means shall be deemed to be 
less than the ascertained value by the 
sum of eight pounds or such lcss 
sum as in the opinion of the Local 
Pension Committee .represents a fair 
annual rent for the dwelling or lodg- 
ing accommodation occupied by thc 
person. ,, 

Cloarly the object of this amendment, 
or new Section, is to make a little re- 
compense to the person who has that 
littlo property and who is being de- 
prived of some of the value of that pro- 
pertv if he or she is over 70 years of 
age. I desire that at least the cost 
of shelter shall be allowed to them, and 
that by allowing 3/- a week, or £8 per 
year, the effect of the last Scction may 
be somewhat modified. 

This new Section will not apply to 
tlie great mass of pensioners, but it will 
apply to some of those who have been j 
counting upon the pensions to assist 
them in their old age, supplemental to 
the little property or savings, annuities, 


and the like, they may have. lt is a 
very small concession, and I hope the 
Minister will agree with it. 

Mr. BLYTHE: I am afraid it is not 
a verv small concession, because it 
j would apply not merely to those who 
! rent a dwelling, but to those who are 
maintaincd by relatives or friends, and 
those who own the places in which they 
dwell. It would simply mean that there 
was an additional allowance to means 
of £8 a year beyond what is contem- 
plated. I think that would be the effect 
of it. Therc is anothcr point in it too. 
It would be impossible for any Old Age 
Peusions Oommittce to determine the 
fair annual rent of a dwelling or of 
lodging accommodation. You would 
havc all 'sorts of practices carried on, 
and you would have a lot of twisting of 
facts, so as to gct the benefit of this 
particular amendment for everybody. 
I think it simply amounts to an in- 
crease in the means. Shelter is, of 
course, a very necessary thing for 
everybody. Food is a necessary item 
for everybody, and there is no reason 
why a certain calculation should be 
made in regard to shelter more than in 
rcspect of food, or any other of the 
necessaries of life. I do not think that 
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any particular case for this item can be 
made out. It would be just as easy to 
say that in calculating means we should 
exclude the cost of bread or tobacco, 
and that the pension should be given 
irrespective of these items. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE 

took thx* Chair. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Of course, the Minis- 
ter has forgotten that he has, as a mat- 
ter of fact, made an estimate of the 
other requirements, but he lumps them 
all togcther, and says that up to a cer- 
tain limit he will pay the pension, pro- 
vided the means do not exceed a cer- \ 
tain sum. That is, in effeet, valuing 
the absolute necessaries. Provided the 
income that is ascertained does not ex- 
eeed seven shillings a week, a pension 
of nine shillings may be paid. I take 
it, that in fixing scven shillings, there 
Avas some theory in the Minister’s mind 
which Avould probably be that seven 
shillings would bc sufficient to provide 
certain necessaries, presumably, a eer- 
tain proportion of the cost of existence, 
and he would be prepared to supple- 
mcnt that by nine shillings, so that 
there is an estimate being made. I am 
aslring that a sum up to three shillings 
a week should be allowed in respect of 
rent. The Minister said—and I am 
glad he said it, because it makes the 
decifeion clearer to those who have not 
been well a^vare of the cffiects of this 
Bill—that in estimating the cost of 
maintenance by friends, this proposal 
of mine, to leave out of account a sum 
not exceeding three shillings a wcek, 
would assist the friends. I want to 
draw attent.ion to the method that is to 
be applied, and is being applied, re- 
garding assessment of pensions. If a 
man or woman has taken into his house, 
or her house, to care, a father or mother 
who is aged, and is putting them into a 
decent room to sleep in and giving them 
the ordinary family food, or such of 
that food as they can take in old age, 
that is to be assessed. 

If it is going to be assessed at, say, 
12/- per week, then the pension is 
going to be cut down to 4/-. If it is 
assessed at anything more than 7/- per 
week, the pension is to be cut accord- 
ingly, and it is almost inevitable, prices 
remaining as they are, that, after the 1 


instructions that have been given t’or 
the purpose of balancing the budget, 
the pensions officer will estimate the 
cost of maintenance of the old man or 
old woman in a son J s or daughtu^s 
house as being worth more than 7/- 
per week. I want to relievc them at 
least of a cliargc of 3/- per Aveek for 
rent. But the Minister says “ No. ,> 
If the Pensions Officer estimates the 
value of the maintenance, including 
rent, food and any comforts that are 
providcd by the family, at more than 
7/- per week, then there will be a cut- 
ting ofc* the pension. That is, in íaet, 
being done. Revision of maintenance 
is in operation, and Ave are asked to 
pass this Bill, whieh will entail a 
wholcsale revision of the estimate of 
t.he value of maintenance. If tne 
Minister is stringent enough and t,he 
Pensions Officcr is generous enough in 
his interpretation of the Minister’s 
desires, I suppose the value of the 
maintenance will be raised consider- 
ably, and consequently the Treasury 
wilí be saved so much in pensions. I, 
at lcast, want to guard against cutting 
into the eost of shelter, so that only 
the food and clothing that may be 
provided by the son or daughter will 
be charged into the value of mainten- 
ance. 

It is not realised how great a change 
may be aceomplished by this Bill, and 
by the more rigid interpretation that 
is being givcn to the instructions to 
Pensions Officers regarding the value 
of maintenance. I am sorry that the 
Minister shows himself adamant in this 
matter. I had hoped that he would 
concede that the value of shelter for 
an old man or old woman might be 
reckoned at 3/- as a maximum even, 
and that tliat 3/- should not be 
charged against the claimant as in- 
come. To charge as income the shdtor 
that is given to an old man or an old 
woman in, perhaps, a crowded house, 
looks almost like inhumanity. But it 
is being chargcd as incomc, and the 
Minister refuses to makc clear that it 
shall not be so charged. I am only 
asking that a sum not exceeding 3/- 
shall bc crcdited to the pensioner and 
not so charged, and that the local Pen- 
sions Oommittees, which have certain 
powers and responsibilities, which are 
not takcn away by this Bill, may be 
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[Mr. Johnson.] 

able to reduce that i£ they think the 
value o£ thc shelter is not as great as 
£8 a year, or 3/- a weck. It is quite 
a simple proposition and would be a 
protcction for the pensioner. I woiJd 
ask the JDáil to support the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BLYTHE: Might I point out 
that this, like several other of the 
amendments, will not in any way affeet 
the poorest class of pensioncr. It will 
only affect those whose means are 7/- 
per woek. It- will not affcct at ajl the 
pensioner who has no mcans whatever 
to supplement. the pension, and those 
cases are really the pitiable eases In 
connection with* Old Age Pension ad- 

Tá. 

Seán Buitléii*. 

John J. Cole. 

Seán de Faoite. 

Darrell Figgis. 

David Hall. 

Connor Hogan. 

Tomás Mac Eoin. 

Séamus Mac Cosgair. 

Risteárd Mac Fheorais. 

Ailfrid O Broin. 


Earnán Altún. 

Earnán de Blaghd. 

Séamus Breathnach. 

Seoirse de Bhulbh. 

Próinsias Bulfin. 

Séamus de Búrca. 

Bryan R. Cooper. 

Henry Coyle. 

Louis J. IVAlton. 

Máighréad Ní Choileáin Bean Uí 
Dhrisceóil.. 

Patrick J. Egan. 

Osmond Grattan Esmonde. 

Henry J. Finlay. 

Desmond Fitzgerald. 

John Hennigan. 

Seosamh Mac a Bhrighde. 
Domhnall Mac Cárthaigh. 
Pádraig Mac Fadáin. 

Seán Mac Garaidh. 
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xninistration—those who are trying to 
eke out existence on the pension only. 
The case of the other pensioners is 
really not so bad at all, and it is those 
whose ease is not so bad who would 
benefit by this particular amendment. 
This amcndment would certainly lead 
to a charge of 3/- per week 
4 n’vlocli. being put on the Síate in a 
considerable number of ad- 
ditional cases, those being cases in 
which there is not so much need as in 
the others, to w r hich the amendment 
would not apply at all. 

Amendment put. 

The Committee divided: Tá, 20; 
Níl, 38. 


Tomás O Conaill. 

Aodh O Cúlacháin. 

Eamon O Dubhghaill. 

Seán O Duinnín. 

Mícheál O hlfeamáin. 
Domhnall O Muirgheasa. 

Tadhg O Murchadha. 

Pádraig O hOgáin (An Clár). 
Patrick K. Hogan (Luimneach). 
Nicholas Wall. 


Pádraig Mac Giollagáin. 
Eoin Mac Néill. 

Seoirse Mac Niocaill. 
Martin M. Nally. 

John T. Nolan. 

Mícheál O hAonghusa. 
Criostóir O Broin. 

Seán O Bruadair. 
Próinsias O Cathail. 

Aodh Ua Cinneidigh. 
Eoghan O Dochartaigh. 
Séamus N. O Dóláin. 
Peadar S. O Dubhghaill. 
Pádraig O Dubhthaigh. 
Eamon S. O Dúgáin. 
Séamus O Leadáin. 

Seám M. O Súilleabháin. 
Caoimhghín O hUigín. 
Liam Thrift. 


Amendment declared lost. 

Committce agreed to report progress. 


DÁIL RESUMES. 

Progress reportcd, the Committec 
1o meet again same evening. 

SUSPENSION OF STANDING 
ORDER. 

PUBLIC SAFETY (PUNISHMENT 
OF OFFENCES) BILL, 1924—FIFTH 
STAGE. 

Mr. O ’HIGGINS: It is proposed to ad- 


journ to-night until Tuesday next, and 
in view of that, I would like to ask that 
sometime before adjourning this even- 
ing, we would take the Fifth Stage of 
the Public Sa.fety Bill. I think there 
is a measure of agreement with regard 
to doing so. 

Mr. JOHNSON: May I say that this 
mattcr would require formal notice that 
the Standing Orders should be sus- 
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pended. It is a motion that will require 
to be assented to by a majority of the 
Dáil. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE : 

We would require 53 Deputies if there 
was any objection. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I now give notice 
that I am moving the suspension of 
Standing Order No. 88 in order to en- 
able the Fifth Stage of the Bill to be 
taken. 

Mr. BLTTHE : I beg to second. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE : 

Is there any objection to this course? 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: With or 
without objection, you will require 53 
Deputies. 

53 Deputies thereupon rose in their 
places. 

Earnán Altún. 

Earnán de Blaghd. 

Séamus Breathnach. 

Seoirse de Bhulbh. 

Próinsias Bulíin. 

John J. Cole. 

Bryan R. Cooper. 

Henry Coyle. 

Louis J. D’Alton. - t 

Máighréad Ní Choileáin Bean Uí j 
Dhrisceóil. 

Patrick J. Egan. 

Osmond Grattan Esmonde. 

Henry J. Finlay. 

Desmond Fitzgerald. 

John Hennigan. 

Connor Hogan.. 

Seosamh Mac Bhrighde. 

Domhnall Mac Cárthaigh. 

Maolmhuire Mac Eochadha. 

Pádraig Mac Fadáin. 

Seán Mac Garaidh. 

Pádraig Mac Giollagáin. 


Seán Buitléir. 

Darrell Figgis. 

David Hall. 

Tomás Mac Eoin. 
Risteárd Mac Fheorais. 
Ailfrid O Broin. 


AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE : 

Permission is granted to make the 
motioíi. 

Qucstion : “ That Standing Order 
No. 88 be suspcnded —put and agreed 
to. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I beg to movethat 
the Public Safety (Punishment of 
Oftenees) Bill do now pass. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Whilc I agreed to 
the suspension of the Standing Order 
for the purpose of allowing this Bill to 
be put to thc Dáil without notice, I am 
going to opposc the passing of it and I 
am going to ask thc Dáil to divide on it. 

Question put. 

The Dáil divided: Tá, 45; Níl, 12. 

Seán P. Mac Giobúin. 

Eoin Mac Néill. 

Seoirse Mac Niocaill. 

Liam Mag Aonghusa. 

Martin M. Nally. 

John T. Nolan. 

Mícheál O hAonghusa. 

Criostóir O Broin. 

Seán O Bruadair. 

Próinsias O Cathail. 

Aodh O Cinnéide. 

Eoghan O Dochartaigh. 

Séamus N. O Dóláin. 

Peadar S. O Dubhghaill. 

Pádraig O Dubhthaigh. 

Eamon S. O Dúgáin. 

Seán O Duinnín. 

Mícheál R. O hlfearnáin. 

Séamus O Leadáin. 

Pádraig K. O hOgáin (Luimneach). 
Seán M. O Súilleabháin. 

Caoimhghín O hUigín. 

Liam Thrift. 


Tomás 0 Conaill. 

Aodh O Cúlacháin. 

Eamon O Dubhghaill. 
Domhnall O Muirgheasa. 
Tadhg P. O Murchadha. 
Pádraig O hOgáin (An Clár). 


Motion declared 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE : 

The Bill is now passed and will be 
sent to the Seanad. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: May I mention 
a matter of procedure, to which I want 
to call attention. I have been asked 


carried. 

by the mcmbers of our Party hcre to 
suggest to the Ministcr that Tuesday 
is rather au carly day in the week for 
the Dáil to meet, and we hope he will 
see his way to adjourn until Wednes- 
day next. A certain amount of laxity 
seems to have crept in, and a long rest 
may be good for Parliament. 
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Mr. JOHNSON : 1 think it is well to 
note that the l)eputy, speahing on be- 
half of the Farlners , Party, says that. 
thc long rest would be good for the 
farmers. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN : No, I did not say 
for the farmers; I said for the Ilouse. 

Mr. O’HIGOINS: On consideration, 
I realise it might be difficult for 
Deputy ITeífernan to catch an early 
train 'on Tuesday morning. We will 
adjourn until Wednesday. 

DAIL IN COMMITTEE. 

OLD AGE PENSIONS BILL, 1924.— 
THIRD STAGE (RESUMED). 

Mr. THOMAS O CONNELL: I beg 

to move the following new Section:— 
Before Section 6 to insert a new Sec- 
tion as follows:— 

In ealeulating the annual value of 
the means of a person for the pur- 
pose of the Old Age Pensions Acts, 
in any case in which the Pension 
Authorities are satisfied that the per- 
son is paying a rent exceeding three 
shillings weeldy for dwelling accom- 
modat.ion, that such accommodation 
is not better or more ample than is 
reasonably suited to the person’s 
necds, and that, such rent is not. 
having regard to the opportunities 
of securing housing accommodation 
in the district, unnecessarily high, a 
deduction shall be made of a sum 
cqual to fifty-two times the amount 
by which the rent so paid exceeds 
three shillings weekly. 

This amendment would affeet certam 
old people who cannot gct suitable 
housing accommodation except at com- 
paratively excessive rates. There are 
cases, undoubtedly, of old peoplc who 
live in Dublin and other cities, and in 
some provincial towns also, who have 
to pay sums of 4/-, 5/- and 6/- a week 
for suitable rooms or lodgings, and 
this makes the pension very much loss 
valuable than it otherwise would be. 
The object of the new Section is to 
assume that the sum of 3/- would be a 
reasonablc rent for old age pensioners 
to pay, and if they are compellcd 
through the shortage of housing accom- 
modation to pay a higher sum than 
3/-, the excess sum over 3/- should be 
deducted when calculating the means 
for the purposes of pension. The pro- 


posal does not mean that tlie old age 
pcnsioner shall be able to choose quar- 
tcrs whieh wouíd be better than is 
snited to his particular case and that 
hc should then be free to have an e\- 
cess over 3/- deducted, because it 
leaves to the discretion oí* tJ*e Pension 
Officer in the case to say whether he 
is satisfied that the j)erson is paying 
a rent exceeding 3/- weekly, and when 
such accommodation is not better or 
, rnore ample than is rcasonably suited 
I to the person’s needs, and that mcli 
j ivnt is not, having regard to the op- 
i portunities of securing luusing accom- 
j modation in the district, unneeessarily 
! nigh.'* Tn other words, it leaves it to 
the Pension Officer to say that, in all 
the circumstanees, this particular »»id 
age pensioner was not ablc to get suit- 
able rooms unless he paid this exv.ra 
sum. I think that, undcr the circum- 
stances, it, is reasonable that this de- 
duction should be allowcd to meet the 
special circumstances of these old agc 
pcnsioners who suffcr throuívh the 
scarcity of housing rccommodation. 
Thcrcfore, I movc this new Sub-section 

Mr. BLYTHE : This is another 
amendment designed to give certain 
benefits and additional advantages to 
the old age pensioner who has means, 
and will not benefit the old age pen- 
sioner who has no means. I think 
therc is no casc for it.. It would 
lead again to abuse, to eharging 
rent wherc no rent is charged now, 
and to inanoeuvres of that sort which 
it is not, desirable to introduce. And iil 
any case it is one of the amendments 
designed to increase the eomparative 
advantages of the pensioner who has 
means over the one who has no mcans. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Does thc Minister 
want to persuade the House that if a 
person is in receipt of an assistanee 
from his or her fricnds that that assis- 
tance is not to be valued? When he 
spealcs of this amendment being applic- 
able only to those who have means, does 
he mean to inform the House he has no 
intention of assessing the assistance 
which son or daughter provides for a 
father or mothcr as means, provided 
they are only given as gifts and that 
there is no formal contractual obliga- 
tion? The Ministcr is speaking in re- 
gard to this matter in a way which I 
eannot quite connect up with the 
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method which is lieinR adopted of as- 
sessing value ot* the maintenance which 
people give to their aged parents. 

Mr. ALTON: I have eonsideml 
this amendment earefully, and it seems 
to have a good deal in it and to be a 
reasonablc elaim. lt is an attcnipt, I 
think, to rclieve a certain elass of pen- 
sioners suffcring from an “accidental 
disability, owing to the part of the 
country in which they are living. 1 do 
not see that it benefits thc richer or 
better off pensioners rathcr than the 
poorer. It is an attempt to put the 
pensioners more or less on an cquality 
as regards the benefit they should de- 
rive undcr this Aet. I certainly, unless 
I find vsome better reasons than the 
Ministcr has given, will support this 
amcndment. 

Major COOPER : I think there is a 
little morc in the amendment than the 
Ministcr realises, and that it deserves 
a little fuller consideration than he has 
given it. It seems to me to be a prae- 
tical attempt to take into consideration 
the circumstances of those old age pen- 
sioners who are living in places where 
the cost of living is high. Nobody ean 
dispute that an old age pensioner liv- 
ing in a village in the West of Ireland, 
with a rent of perhaps only a shilling a 
week, and where turf can be got eom- 
paratively cheaply, is much bctter off 
than an old age pensioner living ín 
Dublin, where rents are high, and 
where coal has to be bought. The ac- 
ceptance of the principlc embodied in 
the amendment, possibly in somc al- 
tered form, would, in my opinion, be to 
the Minister’s bonefit and to the benefit 
of the Treasury, and at the same time it 
would help to meet such hard cases as I 
have mentioned. I havc supportcd the 
Minister in his reduction, but I want 
to make that reduction as little crush- 
ing as ppssible to those who happen 
to be living in places ^where their ex- 
penses^ are high. I think the amend- 
ment is a step towards meeting cases 
of that kind, and of making things 
easier for people who have to pay high 
rent. With high rent there goes high 
expenses. Therefore, I propose to sup- 
port the amendment, if Deputy O’Con- 
nell presses it to a division. 

Mr. BLTTHE : The principle of a flat 
pension is really fundamental to thc 
whole. administration of the Old Age 


. Pensions Act. We have not varying 
I pcnxions for different di.stricts, and I 
I do not see how a national scheme could 
be worked with varying rates of pen- 
sions for differcnt districts. We simply 
have to work on a flat ratc basis, and 
I do not see how we could depart from 
that without causing cndless trouble 
and eausing additional discontent and 
agitation, and without also being in- 
volved in a grcat increase of expense. 
As regards the placing of the old agc 
pensioners on an equality the amcnd- 
ment does not do that. This will be a 
beuefit only to those who have privatc 
means oí 7s. a wcek apart from thcir 
pension. It will do nothing at all for 
the old age pensioner, whether in Dub- 
lin or Connemara, who is trying to live 
on his old age pension only. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Will thc Minister 
say what he is referring to when he 
speaks of “ private means ”? Does he 
say that the intention in the future is, 
that no assessment will be made on the 
pensioner ot* the value of the mainten- 
ance to sueh peiivSÍoner which is granted 
by the son or daughter to that pen- 
sioner ? 

, Mr. BLYTHE : It is not proposed to 
make any changes in that respect in 
the law. Whatever benefits or privi- 
leges are enjoyed by the pensioner will 
be taken into account in the future as 
heretofore. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Will the Minister say 
whcther it is a fact or not that thc 
privileges that I have mcntioned are, 
as a matter of fact, assessed and valued 
and will in future, as in the past, be 
counted as income? 

Mr. BLYTHE : If a son or a daughter 
maintains a pensioner it is a privilege 
or benefit enjoyed. 

Mr. JOHNSON: That is the point. 
Wc have it clear now. 

Mr. BLYTHE: It has always bccn 
clear. 

Mr. JOHNSON : Yes, in the law, but 
it is a fact that there has been a great 
deal of lcniency in the administration 
of thc law. If I keep my father or 
mother, or if any Deputy in the Dáil 
who has a father or mother pension- 
able does so, and we say that “ for the 
purpose of obtaining a pension we are 
not going to keep you, we are going to 
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[Mr. Johnson.] 

put you out on the roadsidc,” thcn they 
can go. and claim the pension and will 
be entitled to it. But if we say “ No. 
Hard as it may be,and difficult as it may 
be, for us to keep the old man or woman, 
we arc not going to put them out on the 
roadside or send them to the work- 
house, ’’ and if we do stint ourselves to 
provide maintcnancc for such persons 
that znaintenancc is to be valued at any- 
thing over 7s. a week. The amount of 
the pcnsion will thereby be reduced, 
and the instructions that have been 
given to the Minister’s officers are that 
the administration in this respect shall 
be tightened up and there is to be a 
general re-valuation of this privilege. 
What does that mean? It means that 
there is going to be a very considerable 
penalty imposed upon pensioners or 
upon the people who are keeping their 
parents. The suggestion here is that 
in the valuation of that privilege which 
is called shelter, that an allowance 
should be made in cases where they are 
living in cities, where rents are high 
and whcre one room may be worth 
more than 3s. a week. Surely that is 
the very smallest thing that could be 
asked. The last amendment meant the 
same thing, but it meant that the 3s. a 

Eamán Altún. 

Seán Buitléir. 

John Conlan. 

Bryan R. Cooper. 

Darrell Figgis. 

David Hall. 

Connor Hogan. 

Séamus Mac Cosgair. 

Maolmhuire Mac Eochadha. 

Tomás Mac Eoin. 

Risteárd Mac Fheorais. 


Earnán de Blaghd. 

Seoirse de Bhulbh. 

Próinsias Bulfin. 

Henry Coyle. 

Louis J. D’Alton. 

Máighréad Ní Choileáin Bean Ui 
Dhrisceóil. 

Patricfc J. Egan. 

Henry J. Finlay. 

Desmond Fitzgerald. 

John Hennigan. 

Seosamh Mac J a Bhrighde. 

Pádraig Mac Fadáin. 

Seán P. Mac Giobúin. 

Pádraig Mac Giollagáin. 

Seoirse Mac Niocaill. 


week should not be charged at all, that 
the shelter of the pensioner which is 
the privilege of living in the son’s 
house or living in the daughter’s house, 
shall not be charged up to the rate of 
3s. a week. The Dáil decided against 
that amendment. Now, we are asking 
for a much less generous consideration; 
we are asking now that the Dáil should 
say tliat the 3s. a week should be the 
maximum, and that anything which is 
neeessarily paid, because of the short- 
age of housing accommodation, should 
be excluded from the calculation of 
means. Privileges that are granted to 
pensioners! Privileges, forsooth! The 
maintenance which the father or the 
mother receivcs from the son or daugh- 
ter is to be valued. If the rent of the 
house in which the family lives is high, 
we arc asking that anything over 3s. a 
week, which may be assessed, is the 
valuo of that privilege called shelter 
and shall not be counted. 

That is the slightest possible relaxa- 
tion of tlie Minister’s attitude that 
could bc asked, aiul I ask the Dáil to 
support it. 

Amendment put. 

The Committee divided: Tá, 22; Níl, 
30. 


Ailfrid O Broin. 

Tomás O Conaill. 

Aodh O Cúlacháin. 

Seán O Duinnín. 

Mícheál R. O hlfeamáin. 
Domhnall O Muirgheasa. 

Tadhg O Murchadha. 

Pádraig O hOgáin (An Clár). 
Patrick K. Hogan (Luimneach). 
Nicholas Wall. 

Eamon O Dubhghaill. 


Liam Mag Aonghusa. 
Martin M. Nally. 

John T. Nolan. 

Criostóir O Broin. 

Seán O Bruadair. 

Eoghan O Dochartaigh. 
Séamus N. O Dóláin. 
Peadar S. O Dubhghaill. 
Pádraig O Dubhthaigh. 
Eamon S. O Dúgáin. 
Séamus 0 Leadáin. 
Fionán O Loingsigh. 

Seán M. O Súilleabháin. 
Caoimhghín O hUigín. 
Domhnall Mac Cárthaigh. 


Amendment declared lost. 
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SECTION 6. 

(.1) If and whenever any person, 
within five years before or at any 
time after he becomes cntitlcd to re- 
ceive an old age pension and eithcr 
before or after the passing of this 
Act, assigns any property or ineome, 
such property or income shall be 
taken into account in calculating for 
the purposc of the 01 d Agc Pcnsions 
Act, or Section 1 of the Act of 1920, 
the means of that person, unless it 
shall appear that the assignment was 
a conveyanee or transfcr by opera- 
tion of law or was a eonveyanee or 
transfer on a bona fide salc for valu- 
ablc consideration in moncy or 
money\s worth amounting to not less 
than four-fifths of the valuc of the 
property or income, or the estate or 
interest therein, which was the sub- 
ject of the sale. 

(2) The yearly value of any 
property or income which is by vir- 
tue of this Scction to be taken into 
account in calculating the means of 
anv person shall be calculated in the 
like manner as the yearly value of 
property or incomc of a similar na- 
ture in the actual possession of or 
actual receipt by such person is re- 
^quired to be ealculated, save that 
such value shall be calculated as of 
the date on which such pei’son as- 
signed such property or income. 

(3) Where any person, by means of 
an assignment to which this Section 
applies, assigns any property or in- 
come for valuable consideration in 
money or mone^^s worth amounting 
to less than four-fifths of the value of 
the property or income, or the estate 
or interest therein, which is the sub- 
ject of the transaction, such valuablc 
consideration, if or so far as it is in 
the possession of the person at the 
time he becomes entitled to receive 
an old age pension, shall not be takcn 
into account in calculating the means 
of that person for the purpose of the 
Old Age Pensions Acts or Section 1 
of the Act of 1920. 

(4) Sub-section (3) of Section 4 of 
the Act of 1908 shall not apply to 
any assignment to which this scction 
applies. 

(5) This Section shall not apply to 
the calculation of the means of any 
Vol. 6. 


person who became, before the pas- 
sing of this Act, entitled to rcceive 
an old age pcnsion. 

(6) In this Scction thc word “ as- 
sign includes any form of convey- 
ance, transfer, or other transaction 
by which a person parts with the 
ownership or possession of any pro- 
perty or disentitles himself to receivc 
any income, and the word “ assign- 
ment and other cognate words 
shall bc construed accordingly. 

Mr. COLOHAN: I move amcndment 
20 :— 

i “ In Sub-scction (1), line 56, page 
3, to delctc the word ‘ five J and to 
substitute the word ‘ three. , *’ 

Section 6 is designed to prevent per- 
! sons qualifying themselves for the pen- 
' sion by making over their property to 
thcir children or others. There is a 
similar provision for death duties, 

! which arc lcvied on gifts made prior to 
| death, but in thc case of death duties 
| the period is three years not five. The 
I amcndment brings the Section into line 
! with thc practice in regard to death 
| dutics. A similar point to the one I am 
| maldng now, was made by the Minister 
| for Finance in opposing Deputy John- 
' son's amendment to Section 1. I hope 
j the Minister will be consistent and ac- 
1 cept this amendment. Some modifica- 
tion is called for, because the Bill, as it 
stands, will affect assignments made 
baek to 1919. The Bill with the amend- 
ment will affect assignments onlv after 
1921. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: I would like to 
support l)eputy Colohan in this amcnd- 
ment. I do not. know if the Minister 
is conversant with the state of affairs 
j that exists in country districts with 
regard to the disposal of property, or 
the passing over of property, before 
reaching the limit for the old age 
pension. It is a fact that in those dis- 
tricts owners of small farms very often 
keep the farms on their hands and 
maintain their children as unpaid 
workers for a great number of years. 
Therefore, when the old persons 
get close to the age on which they are 
due to receive the old age pension, it 
is not unreasonable that they should 
have the right to make over the pro- 
pcrty to those children who have been 
working for them as unpaid labourers 
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for a great number of years. As a 
matter of fact, if they are not allowed 
to do so, what actually would happen 
is that the old person would have to 
retain the little property and maintain 
the children instead of the children ob- 
taining the property and maintaining 
the old people, until they reach thc 
age limit. On that account I would 
ask the Minister seriously to consider 
this amendment, and if possible to 
accept it. 

Mr. BLYTHE: I would be prepared 
to accept the amendment. 

Amendment agreed to. 

Mr. JOSEPH McBRIDE : On behalf 
of Deputy Sears, I move amendnient 
21 

In linc 7, page 4 to add at the end 
of sub-section (1) the words: “ or 
that the property comprised in the 
assignment consists only of a farm 
of land the poor law valuation 
whereof (including the buildings 
thereon) does not exceed £10, to- 
gether with or without the stock and 
chattels thereon. 

I hope the Minister will aecept this 
amendment also. Ten pounds valua- 
tion is an uneconomic valuation. I 
think the Minister will concede that it 
has been accepted by every Govern- 
ment that has had anything to do with 
lands heretofore in Ireland. It is gen- 
erally admitted that it would not be 
fair to ask the holdcr of such a farm 
to contribute to the support of a per- 
son entitled to the old age pension. 
The income of those farmers is a very 
small one, and it would be really an 
injustice to ask the holder of a farm 
to contribute to the support of an old 
age pensioner. As a matter of fact, it 
ought to be the other way about. It 
is in order to prevent a very evident 
injustice that this amendment is sug- 
gested. | 

Mr. O OONNELL: I strongly support 
the amendment. Speaking on the 
Second Beading, I called attention to 
this matter, and I held then, and I hold 
now, that the occupiers of these small 
uneconomic holdings are certainly in 
no better position than—and it is doubt- 
ful if they are in as good a position as— 


the ordinary labourer. I think it would 
be most unfair if these 
5 o'clocJc. little holdings which pass 
on to the son, should con- 
tinue to be counted as property for thc 
old man who has reached the age of 
seventy. As Deputy Hcflfernan pointed 
out, speaking on the last amendment, 
the children on these little holdings 
give unpaid service for a number o\\ 
years. In view of the circumstances 
of the country, the number of these 
small holdings, and thc social problem 
which is involved—for there is a social 
problem involved—therc is a strong case 
for the aeceptance of this amendmcnt. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN : I would like to 
support this amendmcnt also. Practi- 
cally thc same arguments which I used 
in support of the last amcndment will 
apply to this. I do not know if those 
arguments had any influence on the 
Minister when he considered the aceept- 
ancc of the last amendment, but, as 
Deputy O’Connell says, there is a social 
problem involved in this matter and it 
is only right that the Minister should 
considor thc social problcm. I think 
thc problcm is vory obvious. It is a 
case of the probabilitv of the children 
of these small holders getting married. 
This clause might have the cflfect of 
prcvcnting these children from acquir- 
ing the littlc lioldings in time and there- 
by gctting marricd if they wish to do 
so. I strongly support this amendment. 

Mr. BLYTHE : I am prepared to ac- 
cept the amcndment. The particular 
type of abuse that the clause as a whole 
was designed to meet is only a scrious 
abuse whcn holdings of a substantial 
size and value arc involvcd. I there- 
fore accept the amendment. 

Amendment agreed to. 

Mr. McBRIDE (on behalf of Mr. 
McGoldrick): I move amendment No. 
22 :— 

“ To add at the end of sub-section 
(1), page 4, line 7, the words “ or 
was a conveyance or transfer of an 
agricultural holding or part thereof 
made by the owner or tenant thereof 
to his son or grandson who has at- 
tained the fulí age of thirty years 
provided that the íocal Pension Com- 
mittee is of opinion that said last- 
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mentioned conveyance or transfer 
was made bona fide by way of family 
settlement or as an advancement to 
and by way of provision for life of 
said son or grandson. ,> 

I hope the Minister will accept this 
amendment also. I.might remind him 
that the object of the Old Age Pensions 
Act was not to grant a pension to a 
•person merely becaúse he 'had attained 
the age of seventy years. It was not 
exactíy for that the Old Age Pension 
was granted but because the claimant 
had lived a long and strenuous life and 
had given of his or her bcst to the coun- 
try. Along the seaboard—along the 
Wcst Coast of Ireland—there are a 
great number of very small holders hav- 
ing flve or six in their families. Thc 
majority of those have to emigrate and 
one generally remains at home to keep 
things going. 

He not only keeps things going, but 
during his whole time up to the 30 
years of age that this is supposed to 
apply to, he has been working not only 
for his father and mother, but for the 
brothers and sisters to help to pay 
their way, as the general rule is, to 
Amcrica. The transfer is a transfer 
in good faith. It is in order to allow 
the son to get marricd, and, therefore, 
to do his duty to his country, that the 
transfer has been made. There has 
been full value for the consideration. 
It is not exactly fair that the old man 
should be mulcted at the end of his 
days, or that the Minister should aid 
in compulsorily migrating the other 
man, because the old man must either 
keep his farm or get the pension. ^For 
that reason I would ask the Minister 
to agree to this amendment. 

Mr. DARRELL FIOOIS: I would 
like to support this amendment, and 
to say that in my own judgment—and 
I have some local knowledge of a cer- 
tain part of the West—in regard to 
the circumstances of these cases that 
the amendment is intended to relieve, 
it is almost too high, and if the dato 
could be fixed at a period earlier than 
30 years, the purpose that Deputy 
McBride has in mind could be better 
achieved. What the Minister has said 
in speaking on amendment 21 would 
apply equally in regard to this, that 
the ahuses that the seqtion is intended 


to prevent will not apply in the areas 
that the amendment will benefit. The 
one flaw in the amendment seems to 
me the full age of 30 years. I think, 
at lcast in that part of the country 
that I know, the West of Mayo, which 
would be known also to Deputy 
McBride, if the son has not a prospect 
of coming in to take up the little hold- 
ing, whieh because it is so uneconomic, 
cannot be called a holding at all, that 
son, long before the age of 30, would 
be off to Ameriea. That is the only 
flaw I sec in it. I would like to see 
that age brought down to 25 years, or, 
at least, to 28 years. Ilowever, so 
much as is in the amendment is to the 
good, and I would urge the Minister 
to consider wliethcr the age of 30 
might not be made even lower still. 

Mr. BLYTHE: I could not accept 
the amendment as it stands, because it 
would excmpt from the provisions of 
the scction holdings which ought not 
be exempted from it. T would under- 
take to consider, between this and the 
Report Stage, whether anything could 
• be devised to meet the purpose of the 
I amendment without completely de- 
! stroying the section. I thinlc if tliis 
! amendment were to be adopted, it 
would be just as well to eliminate the 
section. I will undertake to consider, 
between this and the Report Stage, 
whether any form eould be devised 
that would, in a substantial way, meet 
the Deput^^s purpose without actutílly 
nullifying the clausc. I do not know 
whether thc Deputy would be inclined 
to let the matter stand over until the 
next stage. 

Mr. McBRIDE: With that assurance 
I withdraw the amendment. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Mr. J. MURPHY: I beg to move:— 
To add at the end of the sub sec- 
tion (2) the words: “ or as of the 
date upon which the calculation is 
made by the pension officer, whieh- 
ever value is the less. ,, 

The idea of the amendment is to re- 
move the hardship that exists in the 
section as it stands in connection with 
the age of givirig up farms. The point 
I wish to make in connection with the 
matter is, i£ a farm were assigned in 
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1920, a«very mueh higher value woulcl 
be given if the section as it. stands were 
passed than would be paid if the as- 
signnient was made at a later date. The 
purpose of the arnendmcnt is to put in 
a safeguard by providing alternative 
dates. That is to say, where the date 
of the assigmnent, or the date, by the 
calculation by the pcmsion offieer. gives , 
the lower value, Ihc* lower value should 
]>e calculated. I think the amendment 
is a reasonable onc» and spcaks for it- 
self. Thore is little need to stress it. 

T ask the Minister to aeccpt it, and 1 
ask the Dáil to su])port it. 

Mr. JOHNSON : L think it is very im- 
portant to the farmcrs, particularly 
those who ean spealc for congested dis- 
tricts, that this amendment should be 
aeccpted and passed by the Dáil. I say 
passed by the Dáil, whcther it is ac- 
eepted by the Minister or not. “ The 
yearly value of any property to be 
taken into aecount by virtue of the 
section in calculating the means of any 
person shall bc calculated in like man- 
ner as the yearly value of property or 
income of a similar naturc in the actual 
possession of or actual receipt by such 
person is required to bc calculated.” 
The Minister has told ns how it is cal- 
culated in another eonnection. He told 
us that the value of the house would 
be calculated according to the current 
value, and the income derivable would 
be taken into account; but now, follow- 
ing up that. portion of the sub-section 
w T hich I have read. it comes to this— 
“ save that such value shall be calcu- 
lated as of the date on which such per- 
son assigned sueh property or income. ,, 
If the assignment took place when 
everybody t.hought that the millenium 
with regard to prices of agrieultural 
products had arrived, the value would 
be high, whereas ,if calculated to-day, 
the value would be very much lower. 
It is reasonable, I think, to say that the 
value of the property assigned must 
have some regard to the income which 
is to be derived from it, especially when 
it is taken into aceount that you are 
going to reckon the income as being 10 
per cent. of the value. If the value as 
in 1920 is taken as a basis of calcula- 
tion, and you have 10 per cent. of that 
value, and compare that with the five 


per cent. of present day values, which 
would be the position if this section 
were not passed into law, I think it will 
be scen that there is something acting 
very much against the pcnsioner. í 
would like the Minister to express his 
views upon this before asking the Dáil 
t o deeidc not to accept the amendment. 

Mr. HEPPERNAN: I am sure that 
we, on the Farmers > Benches, are 
greatly obliged to Deputy Murphy and 
Deputy Johnson for having inserted 
this amendment on the Paper. I can 
sec now—I am sorry I did not see it 
before—that this amendment is one 
which would have a great effect on the 
small farming community. and I thinlc 
it. is very rcasonable to ask the Minis- 
tcr to aceept it. It would be quite un- 
reasonable to calculate the value of 
land assigned five ycars ago, taking 
into consideration the extremely high 
values w T hich then prevailed in regard 
to land as compared with the present 
■dav lo\v values, and taking into con- 
sideration also the fact that under this 
Bill the ineans are to be taken as one- 
tenth, which, I maintain, is altogether 
| excessive. I think it is very reasonable 
to ask the Minister to aecept the 
amendment, and I strongly support the 
Labour deputies in putting it forward. 

Mr. BLYTHE: I think that Deputy 
Murphy’s argument is robbed of some 
of its point by the fact that a previous 
amendment has been accepted making 
the period three years instead of five, 
so that we would not go back to the 
prices of 1919, but at most to the prices 
of 1921. However, I see there is a great 
deal to be said in favour of the De- 
putv 's point of view. If we were deal- 
ing only with agricultural holdings I 
would have no hesitation in accepting 
it, but we might, for instance, be deal- 
ing with house property, and losses 
might have to be disallowed for houses 
going into dilapidation and disrepair. 
There is another point about the amend- 
ment I would like to refer to. I would 
not like to take the date at which the 
calculation is made by the Pension 
Officer. On the whole, however, I am 
inclined to accept the amendment as it 
stands. I will put forward a further 
amendment if I think it is necessary. 

Amendment put and agreed to. 
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Question: That Section 6, as 

amendcd, stand part of the Bill ”—put 
and agreed to. 

SEOTION 7. 

(1) It shall be a statutory condi- 
tion for— 

(a) the receipt by any person be- 

fore the second appointed 
day of an old age pension 
which shall eommenee to ac- 
crue on or after thc íirst 
appointed day, and 

(b) the receipt by any person on or 

after the sccond appointed 
day of any old age pension, 
that the person must satisfy tlie pen- 
sion authorities that his means as cal- 
culated under thc Old Age Pensions 
Acts do not excced thirtv-nine 
pounds five shiUings. 

(2) Paragraph (3) of Seetion 2 of í 

the Aet of 1908, as amended bv sub- I 
section (1) of Scction 2 of thc Act o£ | 
1919, shall eease to have effeet in re- 
spect of any old age pension to whieh , 
t-his Section for the time being ap- ; 
plies. | 

Mr. JOHNSON: I move:— j 

Beforc Section 7 to insert a new i 
Section as follows:— ! 

In tlie application of Seetion 1 of 
the Blind Persons Act, 1920, to any 
person, the words “ so blind as to be 
unable to perform any work for 
which evesight is essential. M sliall be 
construed witli reference to the op- 
portunities of that person for obtain- 
ing \vork suited to his training and 
ability, and if sueh opportunities are 
not reasonably availablc the person 
shall be deemed to have satisfied the 
condition prescribed by the Section, 
notwithstanding that he may not be 
absolutely deprived of sight* 

This amendment deals rather with 
the definition of blindness. Section 1 
of the Blind Persons Act says that the 
provisions of the Old Age Pensions Act 
shall be applicable in the case of blind 
persons when they have arrived at the 
age of fifty years instead of seventy. 
There has been some difficulty in regard 
to the administration of the Blind 
Persons Act in this country in respect 
of blindness. In effect, the Act has 


been applied as though the person must 
bc absolutcly stone blind. That was 
not the intcntion of thc Act when it 
was going tlirougli thc British House 
of Commons; it was not the intention 
of the framcrs or thosc who supported 
and ]>romotcd it, and tliat will bc sccn 
froni the rcports of tlic diseussions. It 
was not tlu* intention of thc (h>niinis- 
sion of Inquiry, on thc Report of which 
j the Bill was passcd. and it is not the 
i wav the Act is l>eing administcred in 
| Great Britain. 

j Tlie opportuuitics for work liavc to 
i be takcn into acconnt. Tlu* person who 
j has been trainccl to a ccrtain ldnd of 
I work, thougli not absolutolv blind, 
miglit be relieved in some way if rcsid- 
j ing in a town wlicre opportunitics for 
' tliat kind of work were provided. But 
if no oppoytunitics liavc bocn provided 
for that ldnd of work, tlicn thc person 
is in thc position of stone blindness in 
so far as ineome is coneerncd, and un- 
fortunately thc provisions of that Aet 
liave not lieen applicd in lrelaml, 
though legally thcy should havc becn. 
Consequcntly, thc opportunities for 
oarning livclihoods by blind pcrsons 
through training are not availablc. The 
amcndment would ask that thc defini- 
tion shall be construcd with referenee 
i to thc opportunities of. the porson for 
obtaining work suitcd to his training 
and ability. Surcly, whcn the Aet pro- 
vides for eertain tliings it has a riglit 
to assume that thc opportunities are 
available ? 

When we havc refused or ncglected 
to provide thc opportunities wc ought 
not to evadc thc responsibility which 
| that negleet involves. Thc principle 
eoncerned, we liave already argued, is 
j not very great. Therc has becn harsh- 
I ncss in administration in rcspecl of 
! thc blind and their applications for 
1 pensions. This amendment would make 
| it more difficult to be as harsh as the 
I administration has been, because it 
would more clearly define what lias 
been intended by the Blind Persons 
Act, and I hope the Minisíer will sec 
his wav to aceept the amcndment. 

Mr. HEWAT: Deputy Johnson, in 
moving this amendment, I think. re- 
ferred to the fact that it is more 
directed towards the Blind Persmis 
Act than to this particular Acf. iq 
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other words, it is the admínistration of think, in the Counties of Kerry and 


the Blind Persons Act that is aífecred 
by this amendment. One would wish 
that this could be dealt with by ad- 
ministration, or in a manner other 
than by bringing in what seems to me 
to be a dangerous amcndment, that the 
administration of the Aet as it stands 
would do away with any grievance 
such as Deputy Johnson outlined. Ac- 
cording to the amendment, as it stands 
here, it seems to me it would create a 
very great amount of difficulty, be- 
cause there is no definition of what | 
Deputy Johnson means by a person 
not totally blind. That may be 
stretched to a very considerable ex- 
tent, so that a person with a very fair 
use of their sight might get benefit. 

I do not say that Deputy Johnson 
means that, but we all know that over 
herc we have a particular aptitude for 
searching out any little weakness in 
an Act of Parliament and taking the 
benefit of it to ourselves. The accep- 
tance of this amendment might lead 
to a very large increase in the scope 
of pprsons aftected by the Old Age 
Pensions Act. I think what Deputy 
Johnson wants, might, without this 
amendment be aehieved in connection 
with tíhe administration of the Old Age . 
Pensions Act. None of us feel that the ' 
right of throwing out the claims in the 
case of blind persons should be too. 
closely exercised. There are various, 
and very different kinds of blind 1 
people. There are people born blind, 
people who become accidentally blind, 
and people blind from infirmities. In 
the case of persons born blind, I cer- 
tainly would like to see the State—if 
there was need for it—trying to make 
those people self-supporting. Of course 
if blindness comes on later in life, it 
becomes more diffícult to deal with it 
in that way. It seems to me that the 
whole range of Old Age Pensions would 
be very much affected by the amend- 
ment as it standá at present in Deputy 
Johnson’s name. 

Mr. BL7THE: I think it has to be 
borne in mind that, short as the time 
the Blind Persons Act has been in 
operation, there has been a great deal 
of 1 abuse in connection with it. I 


Mayo there was one person m every 
430 or so of the population getting the 
Blind Pension. That is to say there 
were that many people over 50 years of 
age having means of less than £26 lOs. 
a year, and supposed to be so blind as 
to be unable to perform any work for 
which eyesight is essential. In other 
counties, I mentioned in particular the 
Co. Monaghan, there was only one per- 
son in every 4,000 getting this pension. 
Certain steps have to be taken to deal 
with that abuse. A Medical Inspector, 
who has special knowledge in matters 
of eyesight, has been sent around to 
examine pensioners and applicants and 
the matter is being remedied, but I have 
no doubt at all that if we were to 
widen the Act in the way that Deputy 
Johnson would suggest that such 
abuses would be very likely indeed to 
grow up, and it would be in fact almost 
impossible to check or prevent them. 
We would then have one person of a 
particular occupation deemed to be 
blind and another person whose eye- 
sight was worse deemed to be not blind. 
We would have a person in the County 
Mayo deemed to be blind, and a person 
in Dublin whose eyesight was much 
worse deemcd to be not blind. We 
would have all sorts of diffículties like 
that, and you would have nothing but 
discontent and dissatisfaction arising 
from that. I would be surprised to 
learn that the Act is so administered 
that a person has to be stone blind be- 
fore receiving the pension. I certainly 
think that should not be so, and I would 
be prepared to undcrtake and see that 
the law, as it exists, was not so rigidly 
adhered to and that all that should be 
required to qualify persons for a blind 
pension would be that they should be so 
blind as to be unable to perform work 
for which eyesight is essential. I think 
it is reasonable, in all the cireum- 
stances, that people should be required 
to make an effort and to adapt them- 
selves to take up some sort of wprk to 
which they have not been accustomed 
in order to assist in earning their sup- 
port. 

Mr. JOHNSON: The answer to the 
Minister’s main objection is contained 
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in the next proposal, Amendment 25, 
which authorises the Minister to ap- 
point a competent practitioner skilled 
in eye diseases and tests of that kind. 
If it is a fact that oases have bccn 
passed for pension where the blindness 
was not of such a defective nature as 
to warrant a pension under thc Blind 
Persons Act, it was probablv the fault 
of the local practitioners through their 
sympathies. If that is the fault, which 
I do not admit for a momcnt, or if it is 
a fact rather that people have obtaincd 
pensions who are not entitled to them 
under the Blind Persons Act, the next 
amendment gives thc central authority 
the right specifieally which it already 
has, but has not exereiscd, except in 
these few instances to which the 
Minister refers as to appointing a real 
authority on eyesight. That is the 
answer, I think, to the onlv objection of 
validity which the Minister has made. 
If it is a fact that ten times the num- 
bcr of people arc obtaining pensions 
under thc Blind Persons Act per 
thousand in Kerry than in Monaghan, 
then that either means that the people 
in Kcrry are ten times more immoral 
or that there has been ten times more 
stringency imposed in Monaghan, or 
that the people in Monaghan are so 
prosperous as to be able to return a 
Ministcr for Finance to the Dáil and to 
removc them out of the region of the 
Old Age Pensions law. I do not know 
whether the Minister Avants to suggest 
that Kerry is particularly immoral in 
this matter. 

I imagine that the facts are that the 


blind persons were not accepted in 
America. There may have been too 
much leniency, and there may have been 
a desire to rob the British Treasury. 
Thc ehickens are coming home to roost 
now. When people were encouraged to 
do these things in the past they werc 
smiled at and lauded, and we ought to 
be prepared to pay for it, not they. 
I am sorry the Minister has not given 
anv encouragement for the acceptance 
of this amendment, but it is important, 
and thc blind people have pleaded and 
urged that better provision should be 
made for them in this country. They 
have urged and pleaded that the second 
part of the Blind Persons Act should 
have been put into operation, but it has 
not been put into operation, and this 
proposed ncw Section will at least pre- 
vent a too harsh administration of the 
Act, and will, as I submit, lead to the 
application and thc intentions of the 
original Bill regarding the state of 
blindness. I asscrt on thc authority of 
those who have been elosely associated 
wfith this matter that stone blindness is, 
in fact, bcing the test that is used, 
wdiereas the whole tenour of the Act and 
of the report of the commission on which 
the Act was based, defincd blindness in 
various terms, and showed that the íit- 
ness for earning a livelihood ought to be 
taken into account. That is not being 
done at present, and I would ask the 
Dáil to aceept this amendment. 

Amendment put. 

Í The Dáil divided: Tá, 14; Níl, 39. 
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Old Agc Vcnsions Jlill. 1924— 


Seán Buitléir. 

John J. Cole. 

Connor Hogan. 

Tomás Mac Eoin. 
Séamus Mac Cosgair. 
Histeárd Mac Fheorais. 
Tomás O Conaill. 


Eavnán de Blaghd. 

Séamus Breathnach. 

Seoirse de Bhulbh. 

Próinsias Bulfin. 

Séamus de Búrca. 

Heflry Coyle. 

Louis J. D’Alton. 

Máighréad Ní Choileáin Uí Dhris- 
ceóil. 

Patriclc J. Egan. 

Osmond Grattan Esmonde. 

Desmond Fitzgerald. 

John Hennigan. 

Seosamh Mac ’a Bhrighde. 

Domhnall Mac Cárthaigh. 

Pádraig Mac Fadáin. 

Seán Mac Garaidh. 

Pádraig Mac Giollagáin. 

Eoin Mac Neill. 

Seoirse Mac Niocaill. 

Amendment 


DAIL ETREANN. 


Aodh O Cúlacháin. 

Eamon O Dubhghaill. 

Míeheál O hTfeamáin. 

| Domhnall O Muirgheasa. 

Tadhg* O Murchadha. 

| Pádraig O hOgáin (An Clár). 

I John Conlan. 

Níl. 

Martin M. Nally. 

John T. Nolan. 

Criostóir O Broin. 

Seán O Bruadair. 

Próinsias O Cathail. 

Eoghan O Dochartaigh. 
Séamus N. O Dóláin. 

Peadar S. O Dubhghaill. 
Pádraig O Dubhthaigh. 

Eamon S. O Dúgáin. 

Séamus O Leadáin. 

Seán M. O Súilleabháin. 
Caoimhghín O hUigín. 

Liam Thrift. 

William Hewat. 

Liam T. Mac Cosgair. 

Seán P. Mac Giobúin. 

Liam Mag Aonghusa.- 
Peadar O hAodha. 

Fionán O Loingsigh. 

deelared lost. 


Mr. JOHNSON : I beg to niove:— 
Before Section 7 to insert a new 
Section as follows :— 

Before determining any question 
as to whether a person is qualified by 
reason of blindness to receive an old 
age pension under Section 1 of the 
Blind Persons Act, 1920, the central 
pension authority may require the 
person to submit himself, at some 
place within the county in which hc 
resides for examination by a regis- 
tered medical practitioner possessing 
competent knowledge of diseases of 
the eye and appointed for the pur- 
pose by the local pension eommittee 
with the approval of the central pen- 
sion authority. 

The Dáil has not yet agreed to insist 
upon a provision of the Blind Persons 
Act being administered in such a way 
as to make it more lenient for the blind 
pérson, but I want to urge upon the 
Minister for Local Government, who is 
not present, and who might well be pre- 
sent, to consider in the framing of laws 
which he will have the administration 
of, the necessity for reviewing the 
method of applyinf this Blind Persons 
Act. The object of the amendment is 
to allow the Minister to require that the 
person should submit himself to exami- 


nation by a registered medical practi- 
tioner possessing a competent know- 
ledge of diseases of thc eye, and ap- 
pointed for the purpose. If such a 
person is appointed it will be within 
the power of the administrative au- 
thority to have thc person examined by 
Sueh competent specialist. That would 
removc the possibility of the charge 
whieh the Minister made as to the ease 
with which persons had been able to 
obtain pensions under this Act. I will 
call the Ministcr’s attention to a resolu- 
tion passed by the Kilkenny County 
Council, whieh I am sure the various 
members for that constituency have 
had a part in. If they have not actu- 
ally been participants in the promotion 
of the resolution, I am sure they have 
assented to it. It deals with this mea- 
sure, and particularly with the admin- 
istration of the Blind Persons Act. THe 
resolution was passed on the 25th Feb- 
ruary, Senator de Loughry being in the 
Chair, in the temporary absence of De- 
puty Gibbons, who, I am sure, also as- 
sents to it, and will not oppose the 
County Council, of which he is Vice- 
Chairman. After dealing with two 
other portions of the Bill, which I will 
not refer to, the resolution comes to 
No. 3:—“ The Blind Persons Act to be 
administered more broadly, there being 
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for the past two years extreme difíi- 
culty for anyonc not stone-blind to get 
a pension.” I have only had that put 
into my hand since I spokc on the last 
amendment, but it confirms the infor- 
mation I havc had from other plaees 
that, as a matter of fact, for the last 
two years there has been a verv striet 
administration of the Blind Persons 
Act, and that in fact none but stone- 
blind pcrsons have been able to obtain 
a pension. I am moving this amend- 
meut because I want to press upon the J 
Ministrv that they should revert at 
least to the position prior to 1922 in 
regard to this portion of the Act. 
Through the acceptance of this amend- 
ment the Ministry are protected against 
malingering, or against any possibilitv 
that the person applying for thc pen- 
sion is deceiving the authorities in re- 
gard to his blindness. I believe that 
there will be some day, at any rate. a 
more generous interpretation of this 
Act by the Minister responsible, and I 
want to give powers specifically to the 
more generous interpreters of the Aet 
even in future. 

I would like it to be understood that 
this new Section will enable the Minis- 
ter to safeguard himself against malin- 
gering, which he alleges as having been 
common, and the cause of the extreme 
stringency in the administration of the 
Blind Persons , Act. I am anxious that 
the administration should be sueh as to 
allow persons who are blind, but not 
stone-blind—yct incapable of earning 
a livelihood liecause of the absence of 
sight—to obtain a pension, and that 
there should be no interprctation of the 
law which assumes that only stone- 
blindness is referred to. The accep- 
tance of the amendment will protect 
the Minister against malingering. 

Mr. BLYTHE: Step^have been taken | 
to have cases of malingering or preten- 
ded blindness dealt with. A Medical 
Inspector of the Local Government De- 
partment is, for the present at any rate, 
giving his time entirely to dealing with 
blind pensioners and applicants for 
blind pensions. It is felt that that In- 
pector will be able to deal with new* 
cases. Where an applicant’s claim is 
disputed he can appeal to the Local 
Govemment Department, and before the 


appeal is deeided he will be seen by this 
particular Inspector. 

! Mr. JOHNSON: Is hc a sp.*cialist? 

Mr. BLYTHE : Hc is. Hc has had 
special traininií. Ii it were found that 
thc use oí' one Inspeetor was eausing 
delav in any particular area it would be 
])Ossible for the Loeal Government De- 
parlment to obtain some speeial man 
loeally rcsident in the area—and I cer- 
tainlv would raiso no objection from tlie 
financial ]>oint oi view—to act. I thiiilc 
the matter has reallv been met sufíi- 
eientlv for some munths past. 
Ainendment put and <leclared lost. 

Mr. MORRISSEY: On bchalf of 
Deputv Hall, I formallv move the fol- 
lowing amendment :— 
r, o'ciocJ:. In sub-scetion (1). line 
44, to delete the words 
thirty-nine potfnds five shillings ’ 7 
aml to substitute therefor tlie words 
•* forty-two pounds.’* 

| Mr. BLYTHE: I do not see any 
i rcason for aceepting this amendment. 
j It would only add a certain number of 
i ls. pensioners. 

! Mr. JOHNSON: I think this ameiid- 
ment is preliminary to one coming on 
later in reference to the first Schedule. It 
will add, of course, to the number of ls. 

| pensioners, but it is desirablc that there 
j should be an amendment of the Schedule 
j so that the administration of the Act 
j shall not be quite so harsh. If it is not 
j amcnded now r it will have to l)e amended 
on the Report Stage. assuming that we 
are able to persuade the Dáil that the 
amendment on the first Sehedule is desir- 
able. I would suggest to Deputy 
Morrissev that he should w r ithdraw r the 
amcndment with a view to resuming it 
on the Report Stage. 

Mr. GIBBONS: I have been told that 
Deputy Johnson, in my absence, men- 
tioned my name in respect of some 
matter arising out of this discussion. I 
understand that he presumed that I 
w r as in favour of a eertain resolution. 

I may say that I have not been well 
recently and have not attended meet- 
ings of that body, and I cannot accept 
responsibility for things which I know 
nothing at all about. 
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AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE : 

That arose on the last amendment. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Question: “ That Seetion 7 stand 
part of the Bill ”■—put and agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT: I move to report 
progress. 

Mr. JOHNSON: On that motion, I 
will satisfy Deputy Gibbons. It was 
not in order for me to reply to him 
when the question was asked. It would 
be in order to reply to him now, but, 
as he is not here, it is useless for me 
to speak to the air. 

Agreed to report progress. 

DÁIL RESUMES. 

Progress reported. 

The PRESIDENT: As it, is intended 
that we should not sit to-inorrow, and 
as there is some business which we 
should get through to-night, I move * 
that the Dáil sits beyond 8.30 if neees- 
sary. 

Agreed. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Does that mean that 
we are to eontinue right on? I thought 
that the President was linking up with 
that motion a motion for adjournment 
now. 

The PRESIDENT : Very well. I 
agree to an adjournment for an hour. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I suggest that it 
would be desirable. I think we will be 
prepared to sit as long as neccssary. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: The objeet in mov- 
ing for an extension of timc was to 
enable the Committee Stage of the 
Juries , Bill to be coneluded this 
evening. 

The Dáil adjourned at 6.10 and re- 
sumed at 7 o^cloch, the Ceann Com- 
hairle in the chair. 

DÁIL IN COMMITTEE. 

OLD AGE PENSIONS BILL, 1924— 

THIRD STAGE—(RESUMED). 

Mr. JOHNSON: In the absence of 
Deputy McGoldrick, I have pleasure 
in moving the following amendment 
which stands in hi/s name:— 
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Before Section 8 to insert a new 
Seetion as follows:— 

“ In determining the age of a 
claimant or pensioner under the Old 
Age Pensions Acts, 1908 to 1924, or 
the Aet of 1920, a local Pension Com- 
mittee or the Central Pension Author- 
ity shall be free to act on the best 
evidence reasonably available in the 
matter and to decide the question of 
age on the cvidcnce submitted. ,, 

I am quite certain that Deputy 
Mefíoldrick had the best of reasons 
for putting down this amendment, and 
I am equally certain that he consulted 
with membcrs of the party with whom 
he is associated, and that, he concoeted 
this amendment as a result, of their 
eombincd wisdom. That being the 
ease, I have no doubt that the Minister 
is prepared, at least, to eonsider 
favourably this amcndment, though he 
may want to make some verbal altera- 
tions. The local Pensions Committee 
and the Central Pension Authorit,y, as 
the case may be, are supposed to act 
upon the best evidence available, and 
this amendment is to makc them free 
to do so. I presume that means that 
thc Pension Authority is the Minister 
for Local fíovernment, and in deciding 
upon the evidence they shall not be 
bound by the Minister for Finance. I 
take it that that is the real meaning 
of this amendment—that the Pension 
Authority shall be free, meaning* 
thereby free from the Minister for 
Finance. While I am not pretending 
to be interpreting Deputy Mcfíold- 
rick ? s purpose as clearly as he would, 
I think that is probably the purpose 
of the amendment. I will assume that 
all those who supported him in fram- 
ing thc amendment will give it support 
verbally as well as in the division list 
if neeevssary. 

Major BRYAN COOPER: On a point 
of order^ has Deputy Johnson Deputy 
Mcfíoldric^s authority to move 'the 
amendment? 

Mr. JOHNSON: I am moving it in 
my own name. 

Major BRYAN OOOPER: We have 
not had notice that it would be moyed 
by Deputy Johnson, > 
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Mr. JOHNSON: Unless An Ceann 
Comhairle rules me out, he is entitled 
to accept an amendment in Committee 
without notice. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Yes, an 
amendment may be moved in Commít- 
tee without notice, and when it is an 
amendment of which notice has been 
given, the case is all the stronger. 

Mr. BLYTHE : I am not disposed to 
accept this amendment. I do not know 
what exact purpose Deputy McGold- 
rick had in mind in proposing it, but I 
am not sure that it would achievc any 
purpose. The Central Authority does 
take cognisance of all sources of in- 
formation available, and is free to do 
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so. The insertion of the amendment, 
therefore, would achieve nothing. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : I had in- 

tended to ask Deputy Mc(íoldrick, if 
he were prcsent, what he meant by the 
arnendment. We have frequently 
heard statements from the Minister for 
Loeal Government that any reasonable 
evidenec would be accepted, so that 
the amendment does not add anything 
to the existing law. I think we 'will 
take the amendment as not being 
moved. 

Agreed. 

Question: “ That Section 8 stand 
part of the Bill,” put, and agreed to. 


FIRST SCHEDULE. 


Future Rate of Pension. 


MEANS OF CLAIMANT OR PENSIONER. 

Where the yearlj r means of the claimant or pensioner as 
under the Okl Age Pensions Acts do not exceed 
exceed £18 5 0 but do not exceed 

,, £20 17 6 ,, ,, ,, ,, 

£23 10 0 „ „ „ 

„ £26 2 6 „ „ „ „ 

£28 15 0 „ „ „ 

„ £31 7 6 „ „ „ „ 

„ £34 0 0 ,, „ „ „ 

„ £36 12 6 ,, ,, „ „ 

£39 5 0 . 


calculated 

RATE OF PENSION 
PER W EEK. 

£18 5 

0 

9s. 

£20 17 

6 

8s. 

£23 10 

0 

7s. 

£26 2 

6 

6s. 

£28 15 

0 

5s. 

£31 7 

6 

4s. 

£34 0 

0 

3s. 

£36 12 

6 

2s. 

£39 5 

0 

1 s. 



No pension. 


Mr. O CONNELL: I 


movo to delete the body of the 
therefor as follows:— 


table and to substitute 
s. d. 


Where the vearly means of the claimant or pensioner as calculated 
under tlie Old Age Pensions Acts do not exoeed £20 17 6 
exceed £20 17 6 but do not exceed £26 5 0 

£26 5 0 „ „ „ £31 10 0 

„ £31 10 0 „ „ „ „ £36 15 0 

„ £36 15 0 „ „ „ „ £42 0 0 

£42 0 0 . 


10 0 
8 0 
6 0 
4 0 
2 0 

No pension. 


This amendment needs no argument 
from me because it is quite obviously 
and clearly a half-way house. It 
assumes that there Will be a reduction, 
but that the reduction will not be as 
great as that suggested in the Bill. 
The object of it is somewhat like that 
of the other amendments that have 
been moved, that the blow which this 
reduction will cause should be as light 
as possible. Everything that has been 
stated against the cut in the old agc 
pensions is an argument why this am- 
endment should be accepted, and I do 
not propose to repeat those arguments. 


Mr. BLYTHE : I could not accept the 
amendment. It would not lead to any 
definite object desired. I need not re- 
peat the arguments used. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I think a little more 
is required to be said in favour. of this 
amendment. It has not been possible 
to make any aggregate estimate of the 
saving to be effected by the amendment, 
but no more has it been possible to 
make any aggregate estimate. of the 
saving to be effected by the Bill. The 
Minister hopes to save to the Treasury 
£500,000. In other words, he hopes to 
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[Mr. Johnson.] 

dcprive the Old Age Pensioners of 
£500,000. This amendment, so far as 
one can make an estimate without the 
data, would probably mean a saving of 
£130,000. That is not £130,000 as con- 
trasted with £500,000. It is £130,000 as 
eontrasted with £250,000 or £300,000. 
The other £200,000, presumably, is to be 
saved in any case by rigid administra- 
tion. What we are discussing is the 
differencc between £130,000 and 
£250,000. The effcct of the ainendment 
would be to maintain the maximum 
pension at its present lcvel, 10/-. He 
applies it only to those who havc means 
not over 8/- a wcek, instead of those 
who have means up to 10/- a week, as 
at present, as against 10/- in the Bill. 
It graduates at 2/- steps instead of 1/- 
steps. I would suggest there is, per- 
haps, good reason for crying halt, even 
if only in a half-hearted way, regarding 
this contemplated reduction, and that 
we should not go quite so far as the 
Iíouse, or the majority of the House, 
has been prepared to go, thereby carry- 
ing the decision of the ITouse, in view 


Séamus Mac Cosgair. 
Tomás Mac Eoin. 
Tomás de Nógla. 
Ailfrid O Broin. 
Tomás O Conaill. 
Aodh O Cúlacháin. 


Tá. 


of the apparent growing feeling in the 
country, and certainly in the city 
against this policy. One canhot tell 
what the main issues in the elections of 
yesterday were, but I have very little 
doubt that pensions played a consider- 
able part. One would like that the 
voice of the * country should be heard 
in a matter of this kind. Perhaps, the 
necessit.y for endeavouring to secure an 
opiuion, or shall I say a decision on the 
‘deíinite proposition and the expense the 
President feared might be involved in 
taking a referendum, might be avoided 
even by the acceptance of this amend- 
ment. I think it is clear that the coun- 
try does not dcsire that this Bill should 
pass in its present form. I do not 
think the country would desire it to be 
passed in any form, but as a via media, 
the amendment would save the neces- 
sity for a rcfcrendum, and save the 
Governmcnt from defeat at the next 
election. 

Amendment put. 

The Committec divided: Tá, 11; Níl, 
38. 


Eamon O Dubhghaill. 
Domhnall O Muirgheasa. 
Tadhg O Murchadha. 
Pádraig O hOgáin. 

Liam O Daimhín. 


Eamon Altún. 

Earnán de Blaghd. 

Séamus Breathnach. 

Seoirse de Bhulbh. 

Próinsias Bulfin. 

Bryan R. Cooper. 

Henry Coyle. 

Máighréad Ní Choileáin Bean Uí 
Dhrisceóil. 

Patrick J. Egan. 

Henry J. Finlay. 

John Hennigan. 

Connor Hogan. 

Domhnall Mac Cárthaigh. 

Liam T. Mac Cosgair. 

Pádraig Mac Giollagáin. 
Maolmhuire Mac Eochadha. 
PádVaig Mac Fadáin. 

Seán P. Mac Giobúin. 

Eoin Mac Néill. 


Níl. 

Seoirse Mac Niocaill. 
Liam Mag Aonghusa. 
Martin M. Nally. 

John T. Nolan. 

Peadar O hAodha. 
Criostóir O Broin. 

Seán O Bruadair. 
Próinsias O Cathail. 
Aodh Ua Cinneidigh. 
Eoghan O Dochartaigh. 
Séamus N. O Dóláin. 
Peadar S. O Dubhghaill. 
Pádraig O Dubhthaigh. 
Seán O Duinnín. 

Séamus O Leadáin. 
Fionán O Loingsigh. 
Pádraig O Máille. 

Seán M. O Súilleabháin. 
Caoimhghín O hUigín. 


Amendment declared lost. 
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Mr. DAVIN: I move:—To delete the body of the table and to substitute 

therefor as follows:— 


Where the vearly means 

of the, claimant 

or 

pensioner as 

calculated 

s. 

d. 

umler tlie Old Age 

Pensioiis Acts 

do not exceed 

£15 12 

6 

10 

O 

exceed £15 12 6 but 

do not exeeed 

£20 17 

6 

s 

0 

n 

£20 17 6 „ 

)) 


£26 2 

6 

6 

0 


£26 2 6,, 

)) 

)) 

£31 7 

6 

4 

0 

j j 

£31 7 6,, 

>) 

13 11 

£36 12 

6 

2 

0 

,, 

£36 12 6 „ 

>) 


£39 5 

0 

1 

0 

>) 

£39 5 0 ... 





No pension. 


This amendment is put forward as a 
final attempt to endeavour to make the 
best of what we beiieve to be a very 
bad job. Thc effeet of the amendment 
is to maintain the lOs. a weelc pension 
for those who have no private means, 
or only means not over 6s. a week, 
while mamtaining the maximum total 
ine.ome at 16s. weekly, as fixed by the 
Biil. The total savings effeeted by the 
amendment, so far as the available in- 
formation gocs, is estimated to be 
£220,000 per year. I hope that the 
Minister will see his way to accept this 
amendmcnt. 

Mr. BLYTHE: I regret that I eould 
not aceept the amendment, and I point 
out, further, that even thc acceptance 
of the amendrnent in regard to the 
people over 80 years of age, which I 
announeed the other night, will cost, 
for the first year, well ovcr six figures. 
I cannot give the exact amount yet 
because, having accepted the amend- 
ment movcd by Deputy Daiy. I intend 
to accept it in full and to go a little 
furthcr than the exact wording he pro- 
posed would carry. But that particu- 
lar amcndment, leaving out the pcrsons 
over 80 years will, in the first year, cost 
a good deal over £100,000, and it would 
be impossiblc, in vicw of that, to acc^pt. 
any further amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I think the state- 
ment of the Minister shows how neces- 
sary it was for him to aecept that 
amendment. The fact that there are so 
many people of that age who would be 
penalised to the extent of £100,000 by 
the Bill, as originally introduced, shows 
the importance of having the amend- 
ment accepted, and that the people over 
80 at least should be allowed to die 
with the scnse that they had not been 
starved to death. I think it is neces- 
sary to draw attention to the effect 
of this amendment of Deputy Davin, 
and to amplify it. As he says, the total 


income as fixcd by the Bill will bc 
maintained. The amendment would 
leave it that the pcrson whose means 
wcre 6s. per week would still have the 
10s. per week pension as distinct froni 
thc 9s. per week of the. Bill. The 
Ministcr, in the earlier stages of to- 
day’s dis(‘iission. rather suggested that 
tliat is the coutemplation of the state 
o£ the old agc pensioner who was en- 
titled to full pension, so that he shouid 
be entirely dependent on thc pension, 
that he should l>e a person with no 
means, without even privileges pro- 
vided by his family, and he seeins to 
assume that it. is possible for people to 
live on the pension of 9s. a week. 

Apparently he will agree that a pen- 
sion of 9s. a weelc may accompany an 
income in the form of privileges, house 
room, and food, provided that the house 
room and food does not exceed 7s. a 
week in value, as valued by the Pen- 
sions Officer. Hc has told us that his 
eontemplátion was that the pensions 
were not intended to supplemcnt pri- 
vate incomc, and included in the term 
il privato income ” arc privileges j>ro- 
vided by sons and daughters of the 
aged. I am asking the Dáil to agree with 
me that in the year 1924 no person can 
live deccntly in this country on a pen- 
sion of 9s. a week, and it, is a verv gravc 
question whether any livelihood pro- 
. vided by a son or a daugliter of a pcn- 
sioner could be estimated by tlie pen- 
sion officer as being valued at, less than 
7s. a weck in the city of Dublin wher(i 
] rents are as they are, or in Cork, 
Limerick, Watcríord, or any other 
towns. 

We are, therefore, asked to believe 
that the pension is only to be given to 
those who have neither house room, nor 
food, nor clothing, provided by their 
friends or relatives; that it is in fact for 
the utterly distressed and for the utter- 
ly distressed alone and that it is an al- 
ternative to the poor law relief. Is that 
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the intention of the Minister? Is it his 
intention in framing this Bill and pre- 
senting it to the Dáil and persuading 
the Dáil to pass it, that the pension is 
to be considered as an alternative to 
poor law relief ? Or is it liis intention 
that they should supplement the 
pension by poor relief? Is it the 
intention of thc Oovernmcnt, which is 
presenting this Bill, that its influence 
with the Minister in the Department of 
Loeal Governmcnt shall be such as 
to impress upon the local authori- 
ties that the receipt of an old 
age pension must not disqualify the re- 
cipient from recciving poor relief? It 
would be well if the Dáil kncw thc 
position of thc Governmcnt in this 
matter, because the pcnsioner cannot 
live on thc 9s. which is to be provided. 
It must bc supplomented in some way. 
Is it to be by outdoor rclicf? Or is it 
to bc suppleniented by the provision 
that is mado by the friends and 
relativcs of the pensioners? If thc 
latter, is it. to be prcsumed that that 
supplcment must bc of such a quality as 
jiot to be worth more than 7s. a week? 

The amendment will not go very far 
in placing the pcnsioner, in vicw of the 
Ministér’s statcmcnt to-day, in a state 
of comfort. But at. least it will, in the 
case of persons who have no property 
whatever and no privileges whatever, 
save them one shilling per week. The 
other stages are based upon the seale 
at present availablc as against the 
«teps of one shilling in the Bill, but the 
main effect would be to assist those 
people whom the Minister has inti- 
mated as being the class that. he is 
thinking of when he is talking of old 
age pensioners—that is, those who 
have no means or privileges. Surelv 
the Dáil is not going to say that these 
people should be deprived of the shil- 
ling. I am quite eertain that it is not 
generally realised that the Minister is 
iiow accomplishing a revaluation of 
the instincts of the son and daughter, 
the friendliness, and the duty to 
parents, and is going to value these in 
such a way as will deprive the pen- 
sioners of the State bounty. You are 
not only going to penalise the pen- 
sioners, but you are penalising the 
sons and daughters of the pensioners 
who are tiying to do their duty under 


very great difficulties of unemploy- 
ment, bad times and low wages, and 
yet are trying to keep their parents. 
Because they are trying to keep their 
parents, you are going to penalise the 
parent and the son, or the pareut anu 
the daughter, by cutting those pen- 
sions, because, accompanying the eut- 
ting of the pensions, you arc revaluing 
j the perquisites which are provided by 
j the sons and daughters for the father 
I and mother. 

' Thc effect of it all is going to be to 
j deprive these people, mainly the poor, 

I of eomforts as well as necessaries. I 
ask the Dáil to agree with Dcputy 
Davin that at. least this should be re- 
tained for the pensioncrs. If we ean- 
not. do better, let us at least try to 
j retain this little comfort for them in 
I the few days they havc to live. The 
I eost to the Exchequer is, no doubt, a 
j very important matter indeed to the 
| Ministry, but let us try to think of 
Ihe cost to the pensioner for once, and 
bcar in mind that though you may be 
relieving the Treasury and that 
though you may be relieving the 
finances of the State, you are going to 
imposc it upon, in very many cases, the 
State in another form. You are going 
to impose it upon thc poor law, upon 
the local authorities and, if not upon 
the loeal authorities, you are imposing 
it upon the poorest of the people who 
are trying to keep their parents ín 
something like comfort. I ask thc 

Dáil to aceept this amendmcnt. 

Mr. BLYTHE : I regret that I cannot 
accept the amendmcnt. I regret that 
we have to introduce this measure at 
all. I think I need hardly go over the 
argumcnts that have been used here 
time aft.er time. The whole business of 
interfering with the old age pensioners 
is a very painfnl business, and one 
which we do not like. But we have a 
duty to the old age pensioners in com- 
mon with the rest of the country. There 
is no doubt at all if we were to fail to 
take steps, painful as they may be, 
which. will put this country straight 
financially, we would have a condition 
of affairs that would mean that vre 
might give nominally 10/- a week to 
the pensioners, and in rcaíity give them 
less real value than they would now 
get for 9/-. 
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The idea of sticking rigidly to a 10/- 
maximum and not facing the other fac- 
tors of the situation is not really con- 
sidering thc interests of the pensioners 
•in the long run. We are best consider- 
ing their interests by trying to put this 
eountry straight financially. If we fail 
to do that, any particular kindness or 
tenderness that we might show to pen- 
sioners will not prove to be' a kindness 
or a tenderness to them in a few ycars 
time. The burden that has been east 
on the country by the events of the last 
couple of years makes it neeessary to 
effect the saving that will be effected 
by this Bill. 

Mr. A. BYRNE: Will the Minister 
tell us whcther there is any use whatso- 
ever in the minorit,y of thc Dáil asking 
him to consider any amendment? As 
far as I can see, he has given the one 
rcply to practically cvcry amendmcnt 
that has bcen put down on thc Bill. I 
think it would bc just as well that. hc 
would inform the Dáil and the Opposi- 
tion now that, as a result of his having 
a majority that will be able to carry 
this Bill, he will not budge an inch, 
and will rcfusc to accept any amend- 
mcnt, and the Bill must go through as 
it is printed. Ile has given the same 
reply to every amendmcnt. and it scems 
to me thcre is no use in moving any 
further amendments to the Bill. I 
thought he would have accepted this 
particular amendment, becausc it is a 
reasonable one; yet the rcply he has 
given to it is thc same as the rcply he 
gave to previous amendments that have 
been rejected. I think some considera- 
tion ought to be given to the arguments 
of the minority, and whcn they make a 
good case it should receive the careful 
attention of the Government, and there 
should be no effort on the part of the 
Govemment to inflict punishment, be- 
cause this is punishing not alone the 
pensioners, but the sons and daughters 
of pensioners, who are doing their ut- 
most to keep their aged parents from 


entering the workhouse. The alterna- 
tive to the amendments that are pro- 
posed is the workhouse. It appears 
nobody but a pauper is going to get the 
pension in future. 

Mr. BLYTHE: I am afraid Deputy 
Byrne has not been as constant in his 
attendance or as careful in his atten- 
tion to the business as he might have 
been, or hc would bc aware that several 
amendments have been accepted. 

Mr. A. BYRNE: Amendments of no 
importancc. 

Mr. BLYTHE: On the last occasion 
when the Bill was under considcration 
here I acceptcd an amendmcnt which 
will, during thc first ycar the Act is in 
operation, cost thc Exchequer over 
£ 100 , 000 . 

Mr. DAVIN: 1 am forced to say an- 
other word or two in regard to this 
amendment. on aceount of thc argu- 
mcnts that wc are hearing so often in 
the Dáil, that the economy that is being 
effected in this. as in many other in- 
stanccs, is as a result of the burden 
cast on the nation by othcr people. 
Now, although I must agree that thc 
Minister is brutally blunt and quitc 
frank and honcst in many cases in thc 
statemcnts that he makcs, I regret I 
eannot accept that argument. In the 
course of next week we will have a sup- 
plementary estimate coming bcforc us 
making provision for salaries at the 
rate of £1,500 a year, a sum which in- 
dicates no reduction on the salaries 
that were previously paid for similar 
work. If you are going to penalise one 
section of thc community, 
8 o’clocle. and if thc rcason is thc al- 
leged reduction in the cost 
of living, then I think that those 
people whom you are asking us to vote 
£1,500 a year salaries to, should suffer 
in the same way as you are asking the 
old age pensioners to suffer. 

Amendment put. 
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The Committee divided: Tá, 20; Níl, 38. 


Tá 

Pádraig F. Baxter. 

John Conlan. 

Henry Coyle. 

Seán de Faoite. 

Darrell Figgis. 

Connor Hogan. 

Séamus Mac Cosgair. 

Tomás Mac Eoin. 

Tomás de Nógla. 

Ailfrid O Broin. 

Níl 

Earnán Altún. 

Earnán de Blaghd. 

Séamus Breathnach. 

Seoirse de Bhulbh. 

Próinsias Bulfin. 

Bryan R. Cooper. 

Maighréad Ní Choileáin Bean Uí 
Dhrisceóil. 

Patrick J. Egan. 

Osmond Grattan Esmonde. 

Henry J. Finlay. 

Desmond Fitzgerald. 

John Hennigan. 

Domhnall Mac Cárthaigh. 

Liam T. Mac Cosgair. 

Pádraig Mac Fadáin. 

Seán Mac Garaidh. 

Pádraig Mac Giollagáin. 

Seán P. Mac Giobúin. 

Eoin Mac Néill. 

Amendment 

SCHEDULES. 

The lst and 2nd Sehednles were pnt, 
and carried. 

TITLE. 

Qnestion: “ Thar the title of the Bill 
be: ‘ An Act to amend the Old Age 
Pensions Acts. 19I>8 to 1919. and the 
Blind Persons Act. 1920, in respect of 

COMMITTEE O 
JURIES (AMENDMENT) BILL, 

Chnn criche aon Achta a rithfar 
sa tSiosón so chtm leasvi do dheanamh 
ar an dlí a bhaineas le coistí dháréag 
agus ar an mcid den Acht Timpeal 
Toghaclián, 1923, a bhaineas leis an 
ní sin go bhfuil sc oiriúnach a udaní: 

(1) (j o n-íocfar amach as airgead 
a. sholáthróidh an tOireachtas na 
cionta so a leanas dc sna costaisí fé 
n-a raghaidh Comhairle gach Con- 
tae agus-Bhuirge maidir le clání 
fén Acht san: 

(a) ceathrú den méid a íocfidh 
an Chomhairle leis an Oifigeaeh 
Clárathaehta, mar gheall ar 


Tomás O Conaill. 

Aodh O Cúlacháin. 

Liam O Daimhín. 

Eamon O Dubhghaill. 

Seán O Duinnín. 

Seán O Laidhin. 

Domhnall O Muirgheasa. 

Tadhg O Murchadha. 

Pádraig O hOgáin (An Cláv). 

Patrick K. Hogan. 

Seoirse Mac Niocaill. 

Liam Mag Aonghusa. 

Martin M. Nalíy. 

John T. Nolan. 

Peadar O hAodha. 

Criostóir O Broin. 

Scán O Bruadair. 

Próinsias O Cathail. 

Aoclh Ua Cinneidigh. 

Eoghan O Dochartaigh. 

Séamus N. O Dóláin. 

Peadar S. O Dubhghaill. 

Pádraig O Dubhthaigh. 

Séamus O Leadáin. 

Fionán O Loingsigh. 

Pádraig O Máille. 

Seán M. O Súilleabháin. 

Caoimhghín O hUigín. 

Liam Thrift. 

deelared lost. 

the rate at which pensions are payable 
thereunder .and also in certain other 
respeets J M —put and agreed to. 

DAIL RESUMES. 

Bill reported with amendments. 
Fourth stage ordered for Thursday, 
20th March. 

V FINANCE. 

1924.—MONEY RESOLUTION. 

That for the purpose of any Act of 
the present Scssion to amend the law 
relating to juries and in connection 
therewith to amend the Eleetoral 
Act, 1923, it is cxpedient to 
authorise: 

(1) The payment out of moncys 
provided by the Oireaehtas of the 
following proportions of the expenses 
incurred by the Council of every 
County and County Borough in con- 
nection with registration under such 
Act: 

(a) one-fourth of the amount 
paid by the Council to the Regis- 
tration Officcr in respect of duties 
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dhualgaisí a có-líonadh, i gcás 
Contae riaracháin, ag Rúnaí 
Chomhairle na Contae, no ag 
Clcireach Chomhairlc aon Bhaile- 
cheanntair sa chontac agus i geás 
Contae-Bhuirge, ag Rúnaí no ag 
Cléireach na Contac-Bhuirge; 

(b) trian aíi méid *a íocíidh an 
Ohomhairle lcis an Oiíigcach 
Clárathachta mar gheall ar 
dhualgaisí a chó-lion Rát-Bhai- 
litheoirí; 

(c) lcath gach costais clárath- 
achta cilc a íocíidh an Chomhairle. 

(2) (to 11 -íoci‘ar amach as airgead 
a sholáthróidh an tOireachtas, trí 
sheachtú de chostas na elódóireachta 
a theastóidh chun erícheanna clárath- 
achta fén Acht san. 

Mr. BLYTHE: Thc purpose of the 
particular provisions sct out in this Re- 
soiution is to ensure that thc proportion 
•of charges as between the Central Autho- 
rity and the Local Authorities shall re- 
main as it has been heretofore. This 
partieuiar Bill will cffcct savings in con- 
nection with the Jurors' Lists by joining 
thcm with the Elcctors 7 Lists, and it is 
proposed under this Bill to ensure that 
the full propoi-tion. of the savings 
effected will come to the Government, 
aiiid that they will not be merely savings 
to the Local Authorities. In the past 
the Central Authority paid half of the 
total charges oi' the registcr, while the 
Local Authorities paid the whole of the 
■charges in connection with the Jurors’ 
Lists. As the register now consists of 
Local Government Elcctors and Parlia- 
mentary Electors, the cost of preparing 
the lists has been divided. It is estima- 
ted in thc oase of the Seeretary of 
a County Council or of a Clcrk to an 
Urban District Council, that about half 
the work in connectiou with the Jurors' 
Lists and about halí the work in con- 
nection with the Eleetors’ Lists, 
will fall on each respcctively. In 
the past the Governmcnt paid for 
half the work in connection with the 
Electors , Lists, and paid nothing in 
eonnection with the Jurors 7 Lists. It is 
proposed, therefore, in future that we 
will pay one-quarter of the charge in 
connection with the combined lists. In 
conncction with the work of the rate col- 
lectors, if is estimated tha+ abont one- 
Vol. 6. 


performed, iii the ease of an ad- 
ministrative ('ounty, by the KSecre- 
1ary of the Council of the County 
or tlie Clcrk of thc Council of any 
ITrban District in thc County, and 
in thc case of a County Borough 
l)y the Secretary or Clcrlc of the 
County Borough; 

(b) one-third of the amount paid 
)>y the Couneil to the Rcgistration 
Officer in respect of duties per- 
1‘onncd by Rate Collectors; 

(e) one-half of all other regis- 
tration cxpenses paid by the 
Council. 

(2) The payinent out of moneys 
provided by the Oireaehtas of three- 
sevenths of the cost, of printing re- 
quired for registration purposes 
under such Act. 

third of the work that falls on the rate 
eolleetor is in coimection with the 
ffurors’ Lists and two-thirds in connec- 
tion with the Electors’ Lists. It is pro- 
posed to continue paying one-half of the 
eharge of preparing the Electors’ Lists, 
that is, one-third of the whole amount. 
In regard to C., it simply continues to 
pay one-lialf of thc cxpcnscs of regis- 
tration. In regard to paragraph 2, the 
adding of the Jurors’ column to the 
Electors’ Lists will increase the cost of 
the printing. It is estimated that the 
adding of the Jurors’ column will cost 
one-scvcnth. Thc cost of printing the 
Elcctors’ List is six-sevenths, and the 
Government will pay tlie lialf of that, 
which is three-sevenths. The intention 
of the Resolution is to prescribe that 
the proportion as between the Central 
Authority and the Local Authority 
shall continuc unchanged. I move the 
resolution. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I want to raise 
again the question touched upon yester- 
day in regard to this motion. The 
eHect oL passing* this motion, in its 
present form, is to limit very greatly 
the powei*s of thc Commit.tec of the 
T)áil in discussing the Bill itself. I 
think it is certainly not necessary, and 
I doubt whether it is expedient, that 
the form of financial resolutions shall 
be such that the Dáii in Committee ú; 
precluded from altering the proportion, 
as in this case. of the moneys which 
may be paid by the Central Fu^d or 
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by State Funds and by the local 
authorities, respeetively. I am not 
very much coneerned with the merits 
of this particular resolution, but I am 
concerned with the limitations that arc 
imposed upon the Díiil, and incident- 
ally upon the Seanad, but they can 
look after themselves. ’ I think the 
effect ot* bringing íorward financial 
resolutions in such a form as this will 
mean that we shall have to be vcry 
particular in discussing such resolu- 
tions, and probably it will mean a 
double (bmmittee Stage in Moncy 
Bills. It will mean that we shall havc 
to propose amendments to the Resolu- 
tion, so that the judgment of the Housc 
will be found and decidcd before we 
tie our hands. Now, I think that thesc 
financial Resolutions ought to be vague 
rather than definito, and when we art» 
asked to confine ourselves in a Resolu- 
tion and limit our considerations to the 
Bill itself, it is a warning to us that 
we shall havc to be very much more 
careful in our examination of the 
financial Resolutions, and it will, un- 
doubtedly, lead to a Oommittee Stage 
discussion on thc Resolutions and pro- 
bably to a sccond Committce Stage dis- 
eussion when we come to the Bill it- 
self. I think it is unfortunate that 
that course should be adopted. We 
had a warning, through the diseussion 
Ihat took place last week in the 
Seanad, and 1 am sorrv that that warn- 
ing has not- been taken, and that the 
new Resolution is of this limiting kind. 

I am not going to oppose the i'esolu- 
tion, but 1 protest against this mcthod 
of eonfining the activities and con- 
siderations by the (bmmittee to the 
terms of the Bill itself when we eome 
to thc I >il 1. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: Deputy 
Johnson has, in another way, put the 
same point that I had desircd to put 
before the Minister for Finance. I am 
not discussing the propriety of whether 
Financial Resolutions are or are not re- 
quired under the Artielc. The Article 
says merely this, that moncy shall not 
be appmpriatcd by vote, resolution or 
law unless the purpose o f the appropria- 
tion has in the same Session bcen re- 
commended by a Message. That does 
not roquiro that therc should be any 
detailed setting forth of the purport 
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and purpose of thc Resolution. The 
Minister will correct me if I am wrong, 
and you yourself, Sir, will perhaps cor- 
rect me if I am wrong; both yourself 
and the Minister havc had an oppor- 
tunity of reading more of these Resolu- 
tions in the souree of their inspiration 
than I have had, but those that I havc 
read and those I have had access to 
have always been in gencral and vague 
terms sueh as would not preclude de- 
tailed discussion and amendment in 
Oommittee. I do not recommend that 
that is thc bctter course to adopt. It 
has bccn the practice hitherto for the 
Dáil to meet hcrc and find a Financial 
Resolution on the Orders of the Day 
without having had thc terms of that 
Resolution indicated to Deputies or cir- 
culatcd with the time required for thc 
circulation of a Bill. If it sliould bc- 
come the practicc that a Financial Rc- 
solution was to go into such detail as 
1o antici|)ate many of th<' matters that 
would normally arise in Oommittee, not 
only would we havc a Committee Stagc 
twice, but what would be involved 
would be, that Deputies would lcgiti- 
mately re(piirc that the Financial Re- 
solutioii sliould be circulated in such 
time iu advanee to them that they 
would have an opportunity of putting 
forward tln» same jimendments as they 
did pi*opos(í to put forward on the Bill 
itself in Committee. I tliink it would 
l)e in conformitv with thc appropriatc 
use of these Financial Resolutions, if 
they were put in general and vaguc 
terms, so that the Dáil would not bc re- 
stricted in its discussion of the Bill by 
the terms of the Resolution formu- 
lated. Like I)eputy Johnson, I will not 
discuss the case from the point of view 
of the Seanad. They are very well able 
to look after their own interost. But, 
from the point of víoav of the Dáil, it 
does mean in this case that certain 
amendments that miglit be desirable, 
and that should be within the power of 
this TIousc of the Begislature to bring 
forward and discuss in Committee, 
after thc passing of this Resolution 
would be rulcd by you, Sir, as out of 
order. That, I think, is undesirable. 

Mr. BLYTHE: I do not, want to go 
into the discussion of the general mat- 
ter on this particular Resolution, if it 
can be avoided. I would not accept 
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the th(»ory that the Resolution should 
always be vaguc and not definite. 1 
think that there are occasions, and 
especialiy if large sums were involved, 
where it would be most desirable to 
have the Resolution extrcmely deíinite. 
I am not saying that this is a case in 
which the resolution ought to be de- 
finite. It might well have been vague, 
but I think that there is no harm in 
having it definite in this particular 
case, seeing that its definiteness simply 
takes the form óf prcscribing that the 
proportions as betwcen the National 
Exchequer and the local authorities 
shall remain as heretofore. It would 
be impossible to go on with the matter 
if the Rcsolution in its presont form 
were not acceptablc to the Dáil, 
because we would require to have a 
fresh niessage. I simply say that in 
this ease the definiteness of the Resoru- 
tion is not objectionable. While trc- 
quently, perhaps generally, thesc Reso- 
lutions should be vague, I thiiilv tliere 
must arise, from time to time, occasions 
on whicli the Money Resolution ought 
to b(‘ absolutely deíinite, because Iho 
Constitution eertainly eontemplat(»s 
that proposals for expenditure shall 
originate with tlie Exeeutive. 1 tliink 
tliat thcre arc very good reasons for 
that provision, and that idea in the 
Constitution and the carrying out of it, 
might involve an extremely deíinite 
Resolution. 

Mr. JOHNSON : Might I ask whether, 
if we pass a Iicsolution that it is ex- 
pedicnt to authorise payment out of 
moneys in ccrtain proportions, wc are 
íree to alter the proportions so long as 
the proportions of the total sum tn be 
paid out of the money provided by the 
Oireaehtas is not increascd? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Yes, 
that has been my view. It should be 
stated, in the beginning, that most of 
thc Money Resoluíions have been 
couchcd in general terms—I do not likc 
the word “ vague.’ 5 * I did not contem- 
plate that thc matter would arise this 
evening, and I have not by mc exact 
copies of the Moncy Resolutions. De- 
puties who were in the last Dáil, how- 
ever, will recollect that the Money 
Resolution in connection with the Dam- 
age to Property Bill was simply a Reso- 
hition to authorise the payment from 
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moneys provided by the Oireaehtas of 
awards made or deerees granted under 
any Act of the present Session, and so 
on. That was a general matter. It 
was not general enough, howev(»r, to 
cover everything. Kor example. it was 
held by me to exclude moneys to be 
paid by the Minister for Finane(* as a 
result of an agreement made between 
him and the Railway Companies, on 
the ground that that would not be 
money paid on a decree given by a 
Court. That. was a general Resolution. 
In the ease of the Army Pensions Bill— 
I am speaking merely from recolleetion 
—we had a considerabie diseussion on 
the Money Resolution, which was re- 
strictcd in one part and general in 
anothcr. That is to say, it provided 
for the payment of pensions to mom- 
bers of the Irish Volunteers and the 
Citizen Army of 1916, who had received 
wounds. I think 1 warned Deputies, 
in the eourse of the discussion on the 
Resolution, that the word “ woumls ’’ 
was clear and d(»finite, and in the Com- 
mittee Stage certain amendments en- 
deavouring to extend “ wounds ” to 
illness ” were ruled out. 

' On the other haiul, the same Money 
Resolution provided for pensions to the 
dcpendents of deceased members of the 
Irish Volunteers and Citizen Army. Thc 
word “ deceased 99 was held to allow 
amendments of any kind to be moved 
in (Jorumittee—to allow the payment of 
pcnsions to the dependents of persons 
who died eithei* from wounds received 
on active service, or by hung(»r-strike 
in prison, or in any otlier wav, on ac- 
count of the word “ deceased ” having 
been uscd. In the case of the Ministera 
Bill—although I am least clear about 
it—thc Money Resolution was mcrely 
to pay the expenses of any Act of the 
present session in connection with the 
Minist(»rs and Secrctaries Bill. ln the 
case of the ITousing Bill, the Resolu- 
tion símply prescribed a sum not ex- 
ceeding £300,000, and, in eífect, the re- 
striction was to £300,000. The point 
that Deputy Johnson has just raiscd 
arose very clearly on that Bill. The 
sum in the Resolution was £300,000, and 
we wcre restricted to that. It would 
not have been possible in Committee to 
move an amendment so as to make the 
expenditure on the Housing Bill greatcr 
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than £300,000, but it would have been 
possible in Committec to move an 
amendment to devote the £300,000 in 
a different way irom the way pro- 
posod in the Bill, but not to exeeed 
that sum. I think, however, it 
is right to say that, as a gcncral rule, 
the Money Resolutions have been 
eouehed in gcneral terms. I think I 
liave disposed, by the examplc o£ the 
Mousing Rill, of the point Deputy John- 
son raiscd, execpt that in this particu- 
lar case it would be possiblc to move 
iin amendment whieh would not exceed 
the total sum contemplated by this 
Money Resolution. The mathematical 
problem oi* discovering liow one would 
juggle witli the fractions would, I am 
afraid, be out oí* my powcr to deal 
with. The real restriction is that I 
think it would be iinpossible to alter the 
fractions. 

Mr. JOHNSON : Tliat is my difficulty. 
No sum is montioned. We avo restric- 
ted if we pass this Rosolution to one- 
fourth of the amount paid by the Coun- 
eil. We cannot say one-third and we 
cannot say onc-íifth, no matter what 
our views may be as to the relative lia- 
bility that should be imposcd on the 
two bodies. After consideration of the 
Bill itself, we shall not be allowed to 
alter the proportion. 

AN OEANN COMHAIRLE : Plxcept 
by making the State expenditure 
smaller. 

Mr. JOHNSON: That is the point I 
am raising. It seems to me that if we 
agree it is expedient to autliorise the 
payment out of moneys in the following 
proportions: — One-fourth and one- 
third, we are binding ourselves to these 
proportions, inasmuch as we are not 
stating any sum. We have not fixed 
any maximum. It seems to me that we 
are trying to legislate in the terms of 
the Resolution. It is a wrong method, 

T suggest, and whatcver may happen to 
this Resolution, the local bodies will 
perhaps have something to say on it. I 
think it is a very bad precedent. 

Mr. DARRELL PIGGIS: I accept 
vour correction, Sir, that the word 
“ vague ” should not be used. The 
word should really be “ general. M 
Passing from that, I only want to 


underscore the sentence used by Deputy 
Johnson, that the Money Resolution 
and the Bill to follow adjust certain 
moncys that are going to be given in a 
certain proportion. That proportion is 
exactly the legislative proposal. It is 
not the financial proposal. It is a legis- 
lative proposal liercafter to bc con- 
sidered in Committee. Being the legis- 
lative proposal, the entirc sum is the 
fiuancial proposal. The proportions in 
which that cntirc sum will be distribu- 
ted is the legislative * proposal, and, 
tliereforc, is a proper matter for Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. BLYTHE : I do not think the 
Deputy understarids the proposal. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL: The Reso- 
lution does not propose to distribute 
the appropriation amongst these sevc- 
ral heads in certain proportions. What 
it does propose is to appropriate out of 
public funds such a sum as shall be 
equal to onc-fourth under one head of 
a certain expenditure, and to one-third 
under another head, and so on. Thei’e 
are really three eontributions to threc 
several expenses or headings. I suggest 
that, in that sense, they arc general, as 
the amount of the expenses is not 
known. They arc definitc, as an ap- 
propriation must be, to some extent, 
definite, in proposing to appropriate 
from public funds so much towards one 
heading of expensc aud so much to- 
wards another, whatevcr the expendi- 
ture may amount to, and that is really 
within the terms of Article 37. Of 
coui’se, the object of the Resolution be- 
fore the Committee Stage is that the 
Dáil may exercise of itself alone ap- 
propriating authority. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : It is a 

question not so much, I think, of the 
Constitution, but of the expediency or 
fitness of a certain form of Resolution. 
Would the Attorney-f»eneral hold that 
“ one-fourth ” in this case means a 
sum not exceeding one-fourth? 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : Yes. I 
would suggest, respectfully, that you 
could not take from heading (b) and 
enlarge heading (a), and so on with 
heading (c). These are three separate 
appropriations, and in each case a sum 
not exceeding so much towards that 
particular class of expenditure. 



2089 Jaries ( Amendment ) Bill } 1924— 13Makc 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : It would 
be impossible to íigure it out even if 
one could const.itutionally increase (a) 
and decrease (b). On the Committee 
Stage of the Bill, if this Resolution 
werc passed, it would be possible to 
make one-íourth one-fifth, onc-third 
one-fourth, but not to makc (a) one- 
third and (b) half. Does this Resolu- 
tion arise out of any other statutory 
requirements? 

Mr. BLYTHE : It is simply continu- 
ing the substanee of the present ar- 
rangement, which is statutory. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: That is 
to say, in this case would it be con- 
vcnient for the Minister for Finance 
to framc a Resolution in any other 
way? That is what I mcan. Money 
Resolutions have been framed in a 
general way, and when I received this 
Money Resolution I assumcd that it 
would not be convenient to frame it in 
any more general way than this. 

Mr. BLYTHE : I do not think wc I 
could, and get the substance of the Re- 
solution in, which is to maintain the 
present relative positions. Otherwise, 
we would be failing to make a definite 
proposal to the Dáií with regard to ex- 
penditure. 

Mr. JOHNSON : The unfortunatc 
part of that argument is that it is left 
to be an indefinite sum. The desire to 
be dcfinite is only made to a very very 
slight degree, inasmuch as it is one- 
fourth of an indefinite sum, so that 
there is nothing gained by going to this 
extent in the way of definiteness. It is 
indefinite because it is a proportion of 
an amount that is not known and can- 
not be known. While I am not very 
confident about it, it seems to me that 
we would not be entitled under the Bill 
in Committee to alteí these proportions, 
even to reduce this sum that is to be 
paid out of moneys provided by the 
Oireachtas. Of course, that means that 
the whole discussion upon the imposi- 
tion of rates or payment for registra- 
tion would have to take place upon 
this Resolution rather than upon the 
Bill. As far as I am concerned, I am 
not going to press the point any further 
on this motion, but I would urge 
strongly that the practice of proposing 
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such a Resolution as this in gencral 
tcrms should not be continucd, or, shall 
I say, repeatcd, so that we shall not be 
under the obligation of having long 
Committee Stagcs and many amend- 
ments proposed to a Financial Resolu- 
tion. 

The PRESIDENT: It would be open 
to reduce thc amount, but one should 
question what it is leading to. This 
is, as Dcputy Johnson says, an inde- 
finite sum, but it is a definite liability. 
Any indefiniteness thei*e is indefinite- 
ness which is the outcome ot* not having 
a definite census at hand, and onc can 
only get that definitencss when a 
census is made. If there is a large 
jury list in one area and thereis a huge 
traet out of that into another, the 
changes would effect the cost in cach 
district, though the ultimate effect 
would not be large unless the people 
were to elear out of the country. There 
is there a particular, definite loss so far 
as we are concerned. You have a little 
latitude wit.h regard to its extension. 
If you extend the Jurors’ Lnst from its 
present form, say from 21 to 16, you 
would have a bigger liability than that 
eontemplatcd. I think the Resolution 
is water-tight, and foolproof. 

Mr. JOHNSON : If that is the case, I 
am a fool. The point raised by the 
President would be valid on the Com- 
mittee Stage, but I suggest that it is 
not valid on this motion. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: The Prcsi- 
dent’s remarks are a definite answer, 
and perhaps the correct answer in de- 
fence of the legislative proposals of the 
Bill, but that is subject matter for Com- 
mittee. It is, therefore, not correct in 
regard to a defínite proposition which 
merely leaves open for discussion in 
Committee further legislative sugges- 
tions put forward by the Minister for 
Home Affairs, and now being permit- 
ted, according to the Constitution, by 
the Minister for Finance. 

Resolution put and agreed to. 

DÁIL RESUMES. 

Resolution reported. 

Mr. BLYTHE : I beg to move that the 
Dáil agree writh the Committee in this 
resolution. 

Question put and agreed to. 
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DÁIL IN COMMITTEE. 
JURIES AMENDMENT BILL, 1924. 

SRCTION T. 

(3) All the provisions of the Klee- 
toral Aet, 1923, in relation to claims 
to be entered in the register and in 
relation to ohjeetions to the eleetors 
lists shall (save as otherwise pro- 
vid(»d by this Aet) apply to the mat- 
ters re({ uired by this Aet to be in- 
eluded in the registcr and in thc 
eleetoi*s lists respectively in likc 
mamier as those provisions apply to 
the matters required by the Eleetoral 
Aet, 1923, to be includcd in the regis- 
ter and eleetors lists respectivcly. 

(5) This seetion shali not apply to 
a university constituencv or to the 
ropistration oflficcr, register of elec- 
tors, or electors lists for such con- 
stituency. 

Mr. DUGGAN : 1 beg to movc the 
following amcndmcnt:— 

1. In sub-seetion (3), line 26, to 
deleto the words and in relation 
to 99 and to insert a coinma in lieu 
thereof, and in linc 27 to insert after 
the word " lists the words “ and 
correctiou of the elcctors lists . 99 
The objoct of the amendment is to re- 
move any possiblo doubt as to the re- 
turning ofíieer's power to ehange the 
marking in the Jurors , columns if he 
is satisfied that tliose markings are 
wrong. Under the Section as it stands 
it may be argued that there was no 
power to mark A. B. as liable to jury 
service or to mark A. B. as not liable 
to such scrvice. This givcs him power 
to alter the marking once it is made. 

Amendment put and agreed to. 

Mr. JOHNSON; 1 beg to movc the 
following amendment:— 

il To delete sub-section (5) and to 
substitute in licu thereof as fol- 
lows:— 

i( (5) This Section shall apply to 
electors for a University constituency 
subject to the modification that the 
registration oflficer, register of elec- 
tors and electors , lists shall be those 
relating to the constituencies in 
which such persons would have been 
registered if they had not chosen to 
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be registered for a University consti- 

tuency. ,> 

This amendment is put forward with 
the desire to be quitc sure that Uni- 
versity electors will not be able to get 
out of their liability to jury service by 
allowing themsclves to bc placed on a 
University register and not to be on any 
Lo(*al Oovernment register. I put it for- 
ward because I want to have the Mini- 
ster\s views as to whether thcre is any 
risk of Univcrsity electors evading that 
responsibility. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: There is no such 
risk. The Deputy, in forming that con- 
clusion or that suspicion, scems to over- 
look Ihe existence of a Loeal fíovcrn- 
ment elector as distinct from a Parlia- 
inentary voter. A juror may bc defined 
roughly as a Local flovertiment voter 
whose prcmises havc a suffieicntly high 
valuation. To have prcmises of such 
value rated in one’s name in a county 
is what makes a person a juror. Take 
this case as an cxamplc. A University 
elector has prcmises rated in his own 
naine in the eity of Dublin. IIis narne 
appcars as a Local flovcrnment elector 
in the city of Dublin clectorate, and he 
will bc markcd in this list as a juror for 
the eity unless cxemptcd for sornc other 
reason. If he is not a Loeal flovcrn- 
rnent voter he cannot possibly be a 
juror at all bccause hc has not the 
neccssary ratcable qualifications. Thc 
jioint raiscd by the Deputy is alrcady 
covercd by the Bill, and until we alter 
thc law as regards thc qualifieations for 
jury scrvicc and thesc qualifications are 
not altcred by thc Bill, the wholc law 
on the subject. may be summcd up by 
saying that in eaeh county each person 
with the neccssary amount of land or 
property ratcd in his name should be 
returned as a juror. The provision of 
thc Bill cffccts this adequately without 
thc amendmcnt which stands in the 
Deputy\s name. The oflficial who makes 
up the jury book in eaeh county has be- 
fore him a complete list of each Local 
Govcrnment elector in the connty. He 
takes out all the occupied premises 
with the necessary valuation, and 
whether they happen to be University 
electors or not makes no difference 
whatever. The point which the Deputy 
raises has been looked into very care- 
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fully, and I can give him an offícial as- 
suranee that University electors under 
this Bill or thc existing law do not 
eseape liability for jury serviec. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Will the Ministcr 
give us the samc assurance that if the 
Univcrsity eleetor escapes being put 
upon the Local Government register he 
may thereby escape jury service. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: Ile will. 

Mr. ALTON : I do not want l)eputy 
Johnson to spread the seandal that 
Universit,y elcctors wish to escape jury 
scrvice more than any other citizens. 1 
have had such siunmonses. T confess 
that I have pleaded exemption on very 
good grounds, but we are willing to do 
our duty as citizens, in fact more 
willing than electors of many other 
coustituencies. L would likc Deputy 
Johnson to fling his thunder-bolts at 
some other section of the cornmunity. 

Mr. JOHNSON : 1 gather that the 
effect ol* this Section will be that thc 
conditions of being required to serve 
on a jury will be that the intended 
jurors will be on the register of 
electors. The bargain may be struck 
that it is chcaply bought to lose the 
vote in exehangc for losing the lia- 
bility for jury servicc. Oncc you let 
that go abroad 'you will give an induce- 
ment to those people who do not want 
to get on to the jury list to avoid being 
placed upon thc 0100407^’ list. After 
all, the chancc of voting in the South 
Dublin election once a year is not so 
ardently desired by people who are 
liable to be called to serve on juries. I 
think they would reckon that they 
would be getting off cheaply if they 
could get an exemption írom jury ser- 
vice at the cost of losing their right 
to vote. That is a consideration I 
wanted sorne assurance on. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Univer- 
sity electors would have no right to 
vote in South Dublin. 

Mr. JOHNSON : If he is resident in 
South Dublin he may be voting in the 
local elections. I spoke of South Dub- 
lin because South Dublin is topical, and 
I suppose the result of to-day has 
rather affected one’s view of those 
things. The local government electors 
and the Parliamentary electors are to 
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be on oiuí list. I think you will find, 
as a result of this Act, that there will 
be a desire—shall I say, a conspiracy? 
—to get away frorn the responsibility 
of jury service at the pricc of being de- 
prived of their votes. 

Amendment put and declared lost. 

Question: 4 ‘ That Sections 1 and 2 
stand part of the Bill,” put and agreed 
to. 

SECTLON 3. 

(]) Every woman to whom this 
Section applies who is qualificd and 
liablo to s(»rve as a juror in any ad- 
ministrative eounty or county 
liorough shall be entitled, if she so 
dosires, to be exempted from serving 
as such juror, and shall be entitled, 
if she so desires, to be entered in the 
register of electors for the registra- 
tion area comprising such administra- 
tive county or coimty borough as ex- 
empt frorn serving as a juror. 

(2) This Scction applies to unmar- 
ried women and to widows, and also 
to married women whose liusbands 
are qualifíed and liable to scrve as 
jurors in the samc administrative 
count.y or county borougli as that in 
which such women are themselves so 
qualified and liable. 

Mr. JOHNSON: 1 beg to move:— 

In sub-section (1) to delete the 
word “ woman ” in line 1 and to 
suhstitute therefor thc word “ per- 
son ” and to dclete the word “ she ” 
in lincs 3 and 5 and to substitute 
therefor in each case thc word “ he. ” 

The amendment is to alter the word 
“ woman ” to “ pcrson.” It is pro- 
posed in response to what I might, call 
the spirit of the age, which dcsires to 
sec equal rights and equal responsibili- 
fies in matters of citizenship for men 
and woinen, and that we shall not ask 
womcn to exempt themselves unless we 
ask men to exempt themselves on the 
samc terms. The Seetion provides for 
certain women being exempted 'from 
serving as jurors. I am asking the 
Seetion to be altered to read that every 
person to whom this Section applies 
who is qualified and liable to serve as a 
juror in any administrative county or 
county borough, shall be entitlcd, if he 
so desire—and “hc” includes ”she”— 
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to 1)(‘ óxempted from servin«* as sueh I 
juror, and shall be enlitled, if he so de- 
sires, to be entcred on the Rejrister of 
Eleetors as exenipt from serving as a 
juror. It is a olaiin for the equality of 
the sexes, and is inserted with a desire 
to fulfil Artiele 3 oi* the Constitution. 
Wo have laid it down froni the bogin- 
ning that we shall treat men and 
women equally in maDers of eitizen- 
ship. Artiele of the (\)iistitu- 
tion says that every person, with- 
out distinetion of sex, fulfilling 
eertain eonditions, shall (‘iijoy the 
privilcges and be subjeet to the obli- 
gations of such eitizenship. Therc 
is a distinot bond there that there 
shall be equal obligations, equal rights 
and responsibilities, and so far as 
eitizenship goes, I do not think 
we should make a distinetion be- 
tween woman as woman and man as 
man. If we later eonu* to say that a 
woman of a eertain elass, with eertain 
responsibilities, should be exempted, 
!;hat is one thing. Men have similar 
responsibilities. They should be 
exempted too. I do not think we 
should exempt thcm because of thcir 
sex. Thereforo I movc this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: There is a per- 
fectly honest difference of opinion on 
this matter, but I am very well satisfied 
that a majority opinion in the eountry 
would favour my view rather than that 
put forward by I)eputy Johnson. The 
eífect of tbe amcndmcnt is to limit 
exemption on request. The Deputy 
knows that under Ihe exist- 
9 o’cloclc. ing law this liabilit-y is, in 
fact, evaded, and evaded 
with the full consent and full approval 
of nine persons out of ten. He thinks 
that is wrong. Ile puts forward ab- 
stract principles about the equality of 
the sexes. 1 admire Deputy Johnson 
on abstract principles. I admirc him 
more in thc afternoon than in the cven- 
ing, but no matter what abstract prin- 
ciples may be enunciated, there remains 
the fact that the woman juror has not 
been an outstandmg success, and that 
this abstraet principle has broken 
down in practice. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Has the woman 
voter been an outstanding suecess? 

Mr. O'HIGGINS: I would not likc to 


pronounee au opinion on it in public. 
The proposal that we are putting for- 
ward is that any woman who has a 
taste for that servicc, any woman who 
wants to serve on juries, is perfectly 
free to do so, but we do set out to re- 
cognise the liberty, thc fact that there 
are a great many women who abhor 
that service, and we do not propose to 
drag unwilling women into jury boxes: 
in response to the claims of a certain 
number of thcir advanced sisters—a 
sniall number. I know that there are a 
ccrtain number of women who are in- 
dignant at this proposal, who resent it 
almost as a slight on the sex, and who 
would expect the Oovernment to under- 
take the very unpleasant task, and what 
I am sure would be a very difficult task t 
of rigidly enforcing the responsibility 
of jury service on thousands, and per- 
haps tens of thousands, of women wlio 
simply loathe the idea of that service. 
1 am not prepared to do that, and I 
tliink it is better that the law should 
be moulded in accordance with facts in 
recognition of the fact that this service 
is extrcmely unpopular with women 
generally. It is better to have it that 
way than simply to have the law 
openly evaded and fiouted as it is at 
thc moment. The advanced ladies resent 
this feature of the Bill. It is opcn to 
the advanced ladies to convert their 
less advanced sisters, but I am not pre- 
pared to undertake, in addition to other 
strenuous duties and responsibilities r 
the duty of seeing that the existing Iaw 
with regard to jury service is enforced. 
I, therefore, suggest to the good sense 
of Deputies that it needs to be amended, 
and 1 put this forward as a practicaí 
aniendment in accordance with facts 
which are well known to all of us. 

ATTORNE Y-GENER AL : Speaking 
not from any doctrinaire point of view, 
whether in thc one direction or the 
other, I may say that, during the con- 
sideration of the Courts Bill, I received 
a number of reprcsentations and a cer- 
tain number of deputations from, 
amongst others, what the Minister for 
Home Affairs would call, I suppose, 
advanced ladies—that is to say, socie- 
ties of women who are interested in 
political affairs and think about these 
things perhaps more than their sisters. 
And on this subject I was surprised 
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that they did put forward this, as I 
thought, moderate proposition. As a 
matter of .practical aífairs, we all know 
that in the conduct of the courts a 
great deal of delay and annoyance is 
caused by the innumerable applications 
on the part of women to be dispcnsed 
from service on juries. Wc know that 
there are a great number who are sím- 
ply frightencd out of their lives at the 
idea of going on juries in a civil or, 
still worse, in a criminal matter, and as 
a matter of saving publie time it has 
been thought dcsirable that there 
should be some provision to ease that 
situation unt-il what the Minister ealls 
the advanced ladies have brought thc 
rearguard up to their standard of edu- 
cation in public affairs, and have im- 
bued them with a desire to take part 
in the duties of eitizenship. T discussed 
this matter with two oi' three of these 
deputations, and T understood from 
them that they would be willing, for 
the present, at any ratc, to have a pro- 
vision by which only women who ap- 
plied to be put on jury lists should be 
put on theni. That does not appeal to 
me, because I think that it would not 
get the average woman. It is better 
that- you should have as jurors average 
peoplc, with special exemptions of 
people, who, by reason of their 
temperament, their timidity, ought, 
as a merc matter of praetical busi- 
ness, to be exempted from this 
pai*ticular duty in thc present state of 
education and conduct of* affairs. This 
Seetion as it stands is a nearcr ap- 
proach to the transition stage when one 
anticipates all womcn will faee this par- 
t.icular oi’deal with equanimity, and I 
submit that this Section as it stands will 
ease the business of the courts by allow- 
ing women to apply at the proper op- 
portunity for exemption in the particu- 
lar cases mentioncd in the Section. It 
would relicve the courts from having 
cases for trial held up, and having ex- 
hibitions of nerves and what, I suppose, 
the Minister might call temperament, 
which are a disturbing factor in the 
Courts of Justice. For this reason 1 
support the Section as it stands. 

Mr. WOLFE: I should like to say 
a word or two in support of the action 
of the Minister in resisting this amend- 
ment. I think it is a futile thing to 
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think that because women have the 
votc they can evcr be put, in all cases,. 
on equal terms with men. It has never 
becn suggested that they should be 
askcd to serve in the Army. .1 do not 
think our Minister for Defence has 
issued instructions for recruiting 
amongst the ladies, and hitherto they 
have not becn asked to serve in the 
Navy, although a few of them have 
served surrcptit.iously, and I do not 
think it has been a great success. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Will the Deputy 
say who is responsible for depriving 
them oi* Ihe right of serving in our 
Navy? 

A DEPUTY : The Minister for De- 
fence. 

Mr. WOLFE: l do not think they 
have ever asked for that, l>ut l think 
that serving on juries is one of these 
things that might be ranked amongst 
th(* things that wornen might be 
exempted from, just as t.hey have been 
exempted, and have not been asked to 
servc hitherto in the Army or the Navy. 
I have always been a very strong sup- 
porter of womcn having votes, though 
I lived in an atmosphere that was hos- 
tilc to that. 1 do not think it has ever 
been sufficiently demonstratcd that the 
majority of womcn were ever in 
favour of possessing thc vote. We 
know a grcat number of them are, and 
have made themseives heard, but thcre 
has never been a referendum taken on 
the subject in these Islands, and we 
have never known whcther the major- 
ity of them wanted to bc on the same 
terms as men or not. That rcmains a 
matter of doubt, and I thinlc there is 
no doubt that a very large number of 
the women look forward to serving on 
juries witli the utmost drcad, and a 
vcry large number of them are quite 
unfitted for it. Those who are fitted 
for it have the right and can insist on 
serving, and no doubt in many cases 
they can bc extrcmelv useful, but to 
insist that every woman, because she 
has a vote—in many cases against her 
will—should be compelled to servc on 
juries is, I think, an outrageous thing. 
If we knew for certain that the major- 
ity of women had asked for those privi- 
leges they have got, then we would 
have every right to insist that in every-- 
thing they should do as men do. But 
they never were asked. That being so ? 
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1 think wc havc no right whatcver to 
insist on evcry woman having to serve 
on a jury, which is repugnant 
and odious to a very large nurnber of 
thcm, and in many cases, as the Attor 
ney-Oeneral has mcntioned, they are 
quite hopeless when they come to serve 
on juries. Therefore, I give my 
strongest support to the Minister in re- 
sisting* this amcndment. 

Mr. JOHNSON : Unfoiiunately for 
the l)eputy\s argument, and even that 
of the Attorney-(ieneral, the Sec- 
tion does not accomplish the end 
that he seeks, and may I say 
that this serviee is odious to men. The 
very fact that eertain exemptions are 
made—a certain lial)ility is imposed 
even in this Section on women to serve 
on juries—is because there is a belief 
that the men aro just as antipathetic to 
service on juries. 1 want to disabuse 
the Dáil of the notion that 1 am put- 
ting forward this amendment in 
response to any demand froin what was 
called the advanced women. I may bc 
ealled an anti-feminist in this matter. 
1 am seeking to impose on them an obli- 
gation, and not to relieve them of a lia- 
bility. Tf they have demanded rights 
as they have, 1 say certain responsibili- 
ti(‘s have to follow those rights, 
and th(‘*y had better rcfusc to go 
on the votcrs list if they are not 
to serve as jurors. Let me point 
out that this Section applies to 
unmaiTÍcd women, and to widows, 
and also to married women whose hus- 
bands are qualified and liable t.o scrve 
as jurors in the same administrative 
eounty or county borough as that in 
which such women are themselves so 
qualified and liable. If a married 
woman’s husband is not qualified 
and liable to serve as a juror, 
then she is obliged to serve as a juror, 
and she may not clairn exemption, so 
that the very Section itsclf is going to 
impose on women an obligation to 
servc as jurors, provided thcy are 
women whose husbands have found a 
way of avoiding liability. Therefore 
the argumcnts of thc Attorncy-Gencral, 
the Minister, and Deputy Woulfe fail 
whcn applied to women's repugnance 
to serving on juries. You are by this 
very Section imposing on women an 
tobligation to servc on jurics, but you 


are imposing it on them rather as a 
punishment because their husbands 
have evaded liability for ser’vice. The 
sins of the husbands shall be visited on 
the wives. When thc Scction itsclf em- 
bodies such a principle how can you 
come and defend the Scction on the 
grounds that. you must not imposc on 
women a liability to serve because it 
is repugnant to them ? Let me also point 
out the weakness of the case again. You 
are talking about thc advanced women; 
take any hundred women who may be 
lialile to serve as jurors, and ten of 
them probably are actively interested in 
political affairs. Those persons will 
tak(‘ advantage of the exemption which 
is provided for them in this Bill. They 
may be the kind of persons who ought 
to scrvc on thc jury bccause of their ac- 
tive interest in public affairs. But. they 
elaim exemption, and other people who 
are not. interestcd, who take no interest 
in public affairs, and read only the pic- 
ture papers and the fashion plates do 
not claim exemption. But because they 
do not claim exemption, the least cap- 
able women for scrving on juries are, 
by the very acceptance of this Seetion, 
going to be obliged to serve. I say 
that is a complete inconsistency, and 
cannot be justificd by the arguments 
adduced by the Attorney-General, the 
Minister, and Deputy Woulfc, as you 
are imposing on a section of womcn an 
absolute obligation to serve, notwith- 
standing your feeling that you should 
not impose such an obligation, that it 
1 is ropugnant, and you do that because 
tbeir husbands have failcd in their dut.y. 
You irnpose it upon the wives, bnt then 
you invite the active citizens who are 
just as likely t.o desire to evade jury 
service as any active men becausc of 
thcir activitv and their knowlodge of 
and interest in public affairs, to applv 
for exeiription. But the othcr women 
who are domestic and are not troubled 
about public affairs will find their 
names on the jury list, because they did 
not apply for exemption. Is that the 
intention of the Minister? 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : I have had 
experience of a good many mixed 
juries, and from my obscrvation I can 
say that the fashion-plate variety of 
ladies seems to have secured exemption 
to date. As regands thc other observa- 
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tions oí* l)eputy Johnson rolating to the 
question of women whoso husbands are 
qualified and liable, the Section in that 
branch is drafted in order to prevent 
evasion. That is to say, the husband \ 
and wife, one of whom ought to give 
serviee, are not to be allowod to cscape. 
Formerly the man could escape by the 
wife being t.he rated occtipier. In 
future under this Section that will be- 
corac a matter for settlement doiiiestio- 
ally. 

Mr. JOHNSON: It is notorious, as 
the Attorney-General will recognisc 
with his groat, experience, that on suoh 
matters as this thero are very keen divi- 
sions of opinion in domestic circlos. 
Contrary to the usual practicc of the 
law in the past, I think we are not 
going to impose the obligation upou the 
man, but rather punish the woman for 
the man’s failure to fulíii his obliga- 
tions. I am not supporting that. atti- 
tude. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : Does the 
Doputy suggest thore will }>e no 
Nemesis for tho man? 

Amendment put and ncgatived. 

Mr. DUGGAN: I move:— 

In sub-section (1) to delete all from 
the words “ to be exempted 99 in linc 
4 to the word “ desiros 99 in line 5, 
and to add after the word “ juror 
in line 7 thé words “ and whilo so 
ontered shall be oxempted from so 
sorving. ,> 

l)cputy Johnson has spoken of the 
equality of the sexes. Tn t,hoory I quite 
agroe with cverything that he says, but 
wo all know that. in practice thoro is no 
equality of tho soxes, and th(u*e .never 
will be. We also know that the normal 
woman will havo no dosire oi* anxiotv 
to scrve on a jurv, and she never will 
servo on a jurv if slio can avoid it. 

Mr. JOHNSON : No\* the normal man. 

Mr. DUGQAN: Tlio normal man 
prepared to accept his responsibility in 
that, rcspect. 1 suggest from my owu 
expcrience, and I have a «íood deal ot; 
experience of jury matters, that tho 
jury box is not the place for the normal 
woman, and that the normal woman 
will never find her way into that box 
If she can help it. 

Amendment put and agreed to. 

Mr. JOHNSON : I beg to move:— 
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To dclet.e sub-section (2) and to 
substitutc in lieu theroof as fol- 
lows:— 

(2) This Soction appli(*s to womon 
‘Vho aro mothers of, or rosponsible 
t or tho domostic carc of a child or 
childron undor the ago of sixtcen 
yoars. 

This is an aiiH'mlment dcsigned to 
rcliovo froni responsihilities those 
poopl(‘ who miglit roasonably be ex- 
pccted to l)c roliovod and whom we 
sliould think of as being entitled to re- 
lief. Tliat is to say, the Section ontitled 
to bo rolieved of a liability shall he 
wornou who aro mothors of, or rospon- 
sible for, tho domestic caro of a child 
or ohildron undor thc ago of sixteen 
yoars. If tliis is oarriod, it will secure 
t.hat these peoplc who, it is urgcd, 
should bc allowed to look after their 
doniostic responsibilities should do so. 
But it. wHl not rolicvc tho. unmarried 
woman who has not this responsibility, 
and who is quito oapable of serving 
efficicntly as a juror. It will not relieve 
theso women simply liecause they desirc 
to bo relicvod. Tf Deputy Duggan’s 
contention is to be acceptod, why doos 
he not movo as one of the arnendments 
that no woman shall bo allowed to scrve 
on a jury? The Section, as it stands, 
as 1 have alrcady said, imposes upon 
woiiien tho obligation of serving on 
juries. But what elass of woman? 
Those women whoso husbands dosirc to 
be relicved of the obligation and securc 
excision from tho Jllrors , Lists and tho 
Eloct(>rs , Lists. Thon tho obligation is 
imposod upon tho wornan. You oannot 
consistontly say that womon should not 
bc allowod to sorvo on jurios, and put 
forward a proposition which imposcs on 
tliom tho liability to sorvo on juries, 
provido.d thoir hushands havo dono cor- 
tain tliings or failod to do eertain 
things. 1 want to cxcmpt from liability 
tho mothors of children, and thoso who 
havo thc oare of childrcn, and unless 
you are going absolutely to removc 
womcn from tho obligation aiul alter 
tho law with rospoot t.o women, then I 
can understand your argument. I t.ake 
it this is implied; thc woman that will 
want to serve on juries will be a par- 
ticular type of woman and you arc go- 
ing to put them upon the list. Are 
they going to make eflficient jurorsí 
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Will Deputy Duggan say that his ex- 
periencc is that that particular type oí* 
person is going to make an efficient 
juror? Is that particular type of 
woman going to conform to the 
theory of the jury system that the 
even citizen, the peers of the pri- 
soner or thc disputant shall decide the 
case? Vou are practically saying that 
the ncurotic wornen shall serve on 
juries becausc thcy may desire to serve 
on juries, and you are going to leave to 
that particular type of wornen the re- 
sponsibility for dceiding very grave 
issues. I say they are not the type of 
women that you should urge or even 
allow to serve on juries to the exclusion 
of normal women. I am asking, in this 
amcndment, that women who are 
mothcrs of children shall be excmpted, 
but so long as you are inviting women 
and making provision for women to 
servo on juries, I submit that it is not 
good policy to leave that serviee to 
those who specifically express their de- 
sire on the one hand, or who are negli- 
gent of their rights of exemption. You 
will, under the Section as it stands, im- 
pose upon ccrtain women the obligation. 
You will allow the kcen public woman 
who is capable and efficient and aware 
of her rights and public interests, but 
is not dcsirous of serving the public in- 
terest. She will elaim exemption and 
leave on the list the careless and those 
who specifically desire to serve. No, I 
say that is not fulfilling the intention of 
the jury system which provides for a 
case being tried by the average man. 
You arc selecting women, and that, I 
think, is not serving the intentions, and 
I ^uggest that the whole question should 
be reconsidcred. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I think the De- 
puty’s case broaks down when he re- 
members that thc positive act of seek- 
ing cxcmption is necessary in order to 
secure exemption, that the ordinary 
coursc is that womcn serve equally with 
men on juries. To meet the case of 
sensitive nervous women with a posi- 
tive reluctance and a distaste for this 
service, we are saying that the women 
who seek exemption, who talce the posi- 
tive step of seeking exemption, shall 
automatically secure that exemption. 
Now, the Deputy says we are making 


one class of women liable. We inserted 
the provision to meet the case of a man 
desiring to evade jury service, getting 
his property ratcd in his wife’s name, 
and we say that in a case of that kind 
that one or the other of the pair shall 
be liable for jury service, and that if 
thc man takes a stcp to get his pro- 
perty rated in the name of his wife 
with a view to securing exemption from 
jury service, that the net result of that 
wiil be to place liability upon the wife. 

1 rather think if that provision remains 
in the Bill, and the Bill becomes law, 
that there will be very few cases of men 
taking that particular step. 

Amendment put and ncgatived. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Amend- 
ment 6 in thc name of Deputy Johnson, 
falls with Amendment 3. 

Question: “ That Section 3, as amen- 
ded, stand part of the Bill ”—put and 
agreed to. 

Question: f ‘ That Sections 4 to 14, in- 
clusive, stand part of the Bill M —put 
and agreed to. 

Question: ‘ ‘ That the Schedule stand 
part ol 1 the Bill ”—put and agreed to. 

Question: “ That the title stand part 
of the Bill ”—put and agreed to. 

Fourth Stage ordered for Wednes- 
day, 19th March. 

ELECTRICITY UNDERTARINGS 

(CONTINUANCE OP CHARGES) 
BILL, 1924—REPORT STAGE. 

Question: “ That the Bill be received 
for final eonsideration —put and 
agreed to. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : When 
will the next stage of the Bill be taken? 

The PRESIDENT: Would there be 
any objection to taking the final stage 
now? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Can the 

President produce 53 Deputies for me? 

The PRESIDENT: I thought that 
was only in the case where there is an 
objeetion? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : In every 
case concerning the stage of a Bill that 
number would be required. 

Fifth Stage ordered for Wednesday, 
19th March. 

The Dáil adjourned at 9.40 p.nau un- 
til Wednesday at 3 p.m. 
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DÉ CÉADAOIN, 19adh MÁBTA, 1924. 
(' Wednesday, 19 th Maróh, 1924.) 


Do chuaidh an Ceann Comhairle i 
gceannas ar a 3 a clog. 


CEISTEANNA—QUESTIONS. 

ORAL ANSWERS. 

BMPLOYMENT SCHEMES FOR 
DEMOBILISED MEN. 

Mr. A. BYRNE askcd thc Minister 
for Industry and Conmiercc whether 
he received during thc last nine 
months any representations from thc 
Ministry of Dcfence as to the neees- 
sity for providing schcmes of employ- 
ment for demobilised mcn; if sueh rc- 
prcsentations wcre niade, what wcrc 
the dates and nature of such rcprcscn- 
tations, and what steps were taken by 
the Ministry of Industry and Com- 
meree to comply with such requisitions 
from the Ministry of Defence. 

MINISTER for HOME AFFAIRS 
<Mr. O’Higgins), replying: Tlie 
Ministry of Industry and Commcrce 
does not receive requisitions from the 
Ministry of Defence as to thc provi- 
sion of employment. The Exccutive 
Council has considered from time to 
time proposals for absorbing demobi- 
lised officers and men into employment, 
and the following measurcs have been 
adopted with that object— 

1. Preference is given to demobilised 
soldiers for temporary employ- 
ment in all Government Depart- 
ments, and for posts as messen- 
gers, # caretakers, park-keepers, 
and similar occupations. 

2. A percentage of appointments in 

the public service filled by com- 
petitive examination has been re- 
served for demobilised soldiers. 


3. Preference is given in the placing 
of Government contracts to firms 
employing demobilised soldiers. 

4. Appeals have been publishcd and 
havc been circulatcd to public 
bodies and private employcrs re- 
(piesting that demobiliscd men 
who lcft employmcnt t.o join thc 
Army be reinstated, and that prc- 
fcrcnec be given to demobilised 
mcn in filling new vacancics on 
their staffs. 

5. It is a condition of the large 
grants that arc being made avail- 
able for road work that prefcr- 
encc bc given to demobilised mcn. 
The same condition will apply to 
any other works carried ouc- with 
public funds. 

A Resettlement Section has boen 
established in the Ministry of Industry 
and Commerce whic.h. in conjunction 
with the Ministry of Defcnce, lias tho 
special duty of cndcavouving to securc 
cmployment for dcmobiliscd officcrs 
and men. Through the agcncy of this 
Sect.ion, cmplovment has been í'ound 
for ovcr 2,000 men since demobilisa- 
tion began. 

Mr. A. BYRNE: I would like to ask 
the Minister whethcr hc is aware that a 
large number of employers in the City 
of Dublin, including some public 
boards, have refused to rcinstate de- 
mobbed men who left their employment 
to answer the call t.o arms some time 
ago; and will he take some steps to make 
a special appeal to these employers to 
have these men taken back to their em- 
ployment? 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I am not person- 
ally aware of thesc matters. I will 
bring the faet that the Deputy has 
stated that it is so, to the attention of 
the Ministry of Industry and Commerce. 

STATISTICS RELATING TO DUBLIN 
UNEMPLOYED. 

Mr. A. BYRNE asked the Minister 
for Industry and Commerce if he will 
state what was the number of persons 
registered as unemployed in the Dublin 
Labour Exchange during the first weeks 
of March, 1921, 1922, 1923 and 1924 re- 
spectively; what is the present amount 
paid weekly as unemployment benefít 
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through the Dubiin Employment Ex- 
ehange; what emergency mcasures have 
been taken by the Ministiy of Industry 
and Commerce to provide work for the 
mnemployed pcrsons in Dublin Employ- 
ment Exchange area, and for men who 
have recently been demobilised, or are 
about to be demobilised, from the 

National Army. 

Mr. 0 ’HIGGINS, replying: The 
figuros asked for are as follows :— 

March, 1921. 12,174 

„ 1922 . 13,039 

„ 1923 . 10,486 

„ 1924 . 11,066 

The ligures include men, womcn, boys 
and girls. The amount paid in benefit 
through the Dublin Excbange íor the 
week onded 14th March, 1924, was 
£5,300, and the averagc amount paid in 
each of the seven weeks ending on 14th 
March was £5,200. The steps taken or 
to be taken for thc rclief of unemploy- 
ment generally were explaincd by the 
President in his statement in the Dáil 
on the 14th Decembcr Iast. Particulars 
of thc spccial steps taken in rcspect of 
demobilised men havc been given in the 
answcr to the previous qucstion by the 
Deputy. As the I)eputy was informed 
in reply to his questions on 14th Novem- 
ber and llth December, the City of 
Dublin shares in the general arrange- 
ments made for the rclicf of unemploy- 
ment. 

ENNIS UNEMPLOYMENT CLAIM. 

PADRAIG O hOGAIN asked the 
Minister for Industrv and Commerce if 
he will state why a clairn for Unem- 
ployment Insurance Benefit in rcspect 
of Joseph Moroney, Cornmarket, En- 
nis, has becn rejected by his Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS, replying: Joseph 
Moroney, Cornmarket, Ennis, lodged a 
claim for Unemployment Insurance 
Beneíit at Ennis on the 22nd January, 
1924. As he had no previous account 
with the Unemployment Insurancc 
Fund, and as no contributions had been 
paid on his behalf at any time, his claim 
was disallowed under Section 7 (1) (i) 
and 8 (4) of the Unemployment Insur- 
ance Act, 1920. It was, however, ascer- 


tained that hc had been in employment 
that was insurable, and steps are being 
taken to recover from his then em- 
ployer the contributions that should 
have bcen paid to him. It is open to 
Mr. Moroney to take civil proceedings 
against the employer under Section 24 
of thc Unemployment Insurance Act, 
1920. 

Mr. HOGAN: If the contributions 
are recovered, will the applicant be en- 
titled to unemployment benefit then? 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: Personally, I am 
not quite surc; I should imagine that if 
the contributions from thc cmployer 
arc rccovercd, and if the contributions 
on behalf of thc workman are paid, 
that that would sct thc matter right. 

ATHLONE WOOLLEN MILLS EM- 
PLOYEES. 

SEAN O LAIDHIN askcd the Min- 
ister for Industry and Commerce 
whcther he is awarc that employees 
of thc Athlone Woollcn Mills, who 
only work every altcrnative week. 
havc been rcfuscd uncmployment 
beneíit at the local Labour Ex- 
changc, and, further, whether he is 
aware tliat workers obtaining one day’s 
work in any week have also bcen re- 
fused benefit at tliis Exehatige, and if 
he will state generally the position of 
such pcrsons under the Act. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS, replying: Eor some 
time a soction of the employees engaged 
at thc Athlonc Woollen Mills have been 
working on short-time arrangements by 
which they are employed five days out 
of each fortnight. These workers 
thercfore arc unemploycd for periods 
of scven days continuously, separated 
by less than one wcc.k ’s employment. 
They thercforc satisfy the rule that 
u two periods of unemployment of not 
less tlian six days separated by an in- 
terval of 7iot morc than six weeks are 
treated as a continuous pcriod of unem- 
plo.ymcnt. ,, The Athlone Woollen MiU 
workers who are affectcd by the short- 
time working arrangements generally 
have qualificd for the receipt of benefit 
during their spells of unemp loyment 
and they have been paid accordingly. 
In one case a worfcer^s continuity of 
unemployment was broken by his work- 
ing during the “ off ” period *»ud he- 
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was thereíorií not qualified for benelit 
in respeet of that period. 

Mr. LY0NS: Does the Minister say 
that one of these employees who re- 
eeived onc day ? s work in a week is 
therefore to be deprived of the benefitf 

Mr. O’HIOGINS: I did not quifce 
eateh thc question, and I am afraid 1 
am not very expert in these matters. | 
lf the l)eputy would put down another 
question on the matter I would under- 
take to have it answered. I 

ILLEGAL FISHING OFF IRISH 
COAST. 

PADRAIG Mac FADAIN ask( <1 tho ' 
Minister for Fisheries if he will stat.e 
when it is proposed to take proeeedinj/s 
against trawlers found illegally fishin»? 
off t.he coast. 

SEAN de FAOITE asked the Min- 
ister for Fisheries ií* he will state if a 
trawler, S.S. Urie F.D., No. 163, was 
found illegally fishing in the prohibited 
area off the Nort.h Tirconaill eoastline: 
whether sueh matter was reported to 
his Department in Septembtu* last; if it 
is intonded to institute a prosecution 
on this and similar reports from same 
area, and whether he will state the 
cause of delay in bringing these eases 
before the Court. 

MINISTER FOR FISHERIES (Mr. 
Lynch) : These two qucstions hang to- 
gether, the only difference being that 
one is a general question and the othcr 
refers to a particular case. I, there- 
fore, propose to answer them both to- 
gether. 

The steam trawler Urie F.D., 163, was 
reported by local fishermen to have 
been fishing illegally in the vicinit.y of 
the North Tirconaill coast on Tuesday, 
lOth July last. 

A prima facie case having been estab- 
lished, the papers w r erc scnt. to the 
Chief State Solicitor on the 19th Aug. 
with a view to a prosecution. 

So far as I am concerned, the same 
action will be taken on similar reports 
from any area ; provided that the evid- 
ence forthcoming is suScient to give 
a reasonable expectation of securing 
a convietion. 

I am given to undcrstand that the 
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delay in bringing the case of the Urie- 
and other similar cases before the Court 
is due to the fact that certain legal 
questions arising out of the Constitu- 
tion of Saorstát Eireann have not yet 
been settled. 

Major COOPER: Arising out. o! that 
answer, I would like to ask is the 
Ministcr aware that unless cases of 
this kind are brought speedily, t.hey 
are no deterrent, and in view of the 
faet. t.hat he stat.ed more than two 
months ago that a number of cases of 
this kind were pending, will be try to 
cxpedite matters? 

Mr. LYNCH: T am quite aware of 
the fact that it is futile unless thev 
are brought bcfore the courts. I have 
done everything in my power to urge 
on the At.torney-General in the matter. 

Mr. JOHNSON : Can the Minisver 
tell us what. is the obstacle against the 
Attorney-í!eneral earrying out tho 
Minister’s wishes as the Minister ap- 
pointed by the Dáil? 

Mr. LYNCH: The Attorncy-Gencral 
has informed me, as I have stated at 
the end of my rcply, that t.hcre are 
certain legal questions arising under 
the Constitution that. havc not. yet 
been settled, and these are preventa- 
tives. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: Is the 

Minister prepared to state what these 
difficulties are? 

Mr. LYNCH: No, sir. 

• Mr. CORISH: In vígw of the dis- 
satisfaction that prevails in regard to 
this matter y wíil the Minister under- 
take to expedite the subject that has 
been raised by Deputy Cooper? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: The 

Minister has answered that question 
alrcady. 

Major COOPER: If legislation is 
needed, will the Minister bring it in, 
failing action by the Attorney-Gen- 
eral? 

Mr. LYNCH: If legislation is needed, 

yes. 

Mr. CORISH: Is the Minister aware 
that the Fishery Laws are being in- 
fringed in every part of Ireland? 
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Mr. DARRELL FIQGIS: Ai •e we to 

infer from the Minister's answer that 
while the Attorney-(íeneral eonsiders 
this Constitutional diffieulty remains. 

. that no cascs of this klnd can be 
brought in Northern waters? 

Mr. LYNCH: I would iike to ask 
the advice of thc Attorney-General be- 
fore answering that question. 

JUDICIAL TENANTS UNDER LAND 
ACT (POSITION OP). 

Mr. CONNOR HOGAN (for Míeheál 
0 hlfeamáin) asked the Ministcr for 
Agrieulture whether he has considered 
the position under the Land Act of 
those judicial tenants who hold under 
landlords, who have themselvcs pur- 
ehased under prcvious Acts; whether 
those tenants are excluded froin the 
benefits of the Act by Section 24 (2) 
fa); if they are preventí'd from hav- 
ing a judicial rent fixed on the ex- 
piration of the existing statutory term 
by Section 64 of the Land Act, 1923, 
and if they are now deprived of the 
fixity of tenure granted by the Land 
Act of 1881, and if they are exposed 
to eviction on notice to quit, and, if 
so, whether this position was contem- 
plated on the passing of the Act, and, 
if not, whethcr steps will be takcn to 
remedy such an injusticc by means of 
legislation. 

MINISTER for AGRICULTURE 

(Mr. Hogan) : This question has arisen 
in a recent case which came before the 
Judicial Commissioncr in Oourt this # 
week and is awaiting decision, and # 
meanwhile, having regard to the fact 
tliat the matter is sub-judice, I prcfer 
to defer the answer to the question. 

APPOINTMENT OP RATE COLLEC- 
TORS IN TIRCONAILL. 

Mr. CONNOR HOGAN (for Seán de 
Faoite) asked the Minister for Local 
Government if he will consider, in the 
interests of economy and the present 
unsatisfactory condition of the 
county's finances, the advisability and 
cxpediency of deferring sanction to the 
recent appointments of rate collectors 
by the Tirconaill County Council till 
such period as the proposed Local 
Oovernment Bill become law. 


MINISTER for LOCAL GOVERN- 
MENT (Mr. Burke) : Temporary ar- 
rangemcnts for the collection of out- 
standing ratcs in Tirconaill must be 
made, but I do not propose to agree to 
any new permanent appointments of 
Rate Collectors at present. 

Mr. MORRISSEY: Will the Minister 
say when it is intended to introduce 
this proposed Local Government Bill? 

Mr. BURKE: I could not state 
definitely. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Will the Minister 
slatc approximately? 

Mr. BURKE: I would say sometime 
before Easter. 

REMODELLING OP SYSTEM OP 
REEPING LOCAL ACCOUNTS AND 
RECORDS. 

Mr. D. J. GOREY (for Mícheál 0 
hlfeamáin) askcd the Minister lor 
Loeal Government whether he has 
given consideration to the necessity for 
a remodelling of the system of keeping 
the aeeounts and records of the Local 
Boards, and whether, in view of the 
fact that the present system is statívd 
to be antiquated, hc will introduce a 
system oí account kecping which will 
enablc returns to be published which 
will have the eífect of showing as a com- 
parative statement the several items of 
expenditure on the several different 
services, and the several amounts of 
rates colleeted from the different 
classes ot’ taxpayers, IJnions, etc., from 
year to year, so that the increases or 
decreases may be clearly slrown to the 
ratepayers. 

Mr. BURKE: 1 am in accord with the 
Deputy as to the necessity for publicity 
of full explanatory information of the 
nature mentioncd in the question. Ow- 
ing to the extensive destruction of re- 
cords which has taken place in recent 
years difficulties exist in some cases in 
compiling reliable comparative figures. 
For due consideration of estimates local 
authorities should have available all 
this essential information and steps are 
being taken to ensure that it may be 
accessible to ratepayers. . 



2113 Questions. 19 March, 1924. Oral Answers. 2114 


THE HORSEPOOL, CLONES. 

PÁDRAIO 0 DUBHTHAIOH askoci 
the Ministcr for Local Government if 
he is aware that the Horsepool, New- . 
townbutler Road, Clones, was con- • 
demned by the Medical Ofíicer of 
Health over two years ago, and thac 
nothing has becn done to -do away with 
the nuisance, though diphtheria and 
other diseases attributed to the abo/e 
cause are rampant in the district. 

Mr. BURKE : This matter was re- 
ported by the Medical Officer of Health 
to the Clones Urban and Rural District 
Councils in 1922, but remedial action 
has been delayed owing to a dispute as 
to the amount to be contributed by the 
two Councils, as the pool is situate on 
the actual boundary line between the 
districts. I am informed that there are 
no infectious diseases rampant in the 
neighbourhood. A mild epidemic of in- 
fluenza is reported, which can in no 
way be attributed to the cause men- 
tioned. 

DEMOBILISED OFFICERS AND 
MEN. 

SEÁN 0 LAIDHIN asked the Minis- 
ter for Defcnce if he will state the num- 
ber of offieers and men demobilised 
from the Army from lst August, 1923, 
to the 12th March, 1924, and, further, 
if he wiil state the number of these 
demobilised officers and men who are 
at present employed in the service of 
die Government. 

MINISTER for DEFENCE (General 
Mulcahy) : The number of officers and 
men demobilised during the period 
mentioned werc 1,890 and 27,225 re- 
spectively. The number of these who 
are at present employed in Government 
service is approximately 86 and 282 
respectively. 

Mr. LYONS: Is the Minister in a 
position to say when it is likely that 
there will be some move made to secure 
employment for these unemployed 
men? The number of demobbed men 
employed is not at all commensurate 
with the number that are walking idly 
about the streets. I ask the Minister to 
try to get something done for these 
men, and to see that they are not al- 
lowed to starve. 

Vol. 6. 


General MULCAHY: Therc is a sec- 
tion of the Department of Industry and 
Commerce dealing with that matter. 

POLITICAL PRISONERS IN 
CUSTODY. 

SEÁN 0 LAIDHIN asked the Minis- 
ter for Defence if he will state the num- 
ber of untried political prisoners 
detained at present in custody, and 
also the number of tried prisoners al- 
ready undergoing sentences. 

General MULCAHY: The number of 
political prisoners who have not been 
tried is 658, and the number who liave 
becn sentenced by military tribunals 
and who are still in custody is 317. 

Mr. LYONS: Can thc Minister say if 
many of these prisoners at the present 
time are in hospital, and that owing to 
the state of their health, especially in 
Ilarc Park Camp, there is gravc danger 
of these prisoners dying, and when is it 
likely that these prisoners who have 
not been tricd will be released? 

General MULCAHY: If the Deputy 
wants up-to-date information pcrhaps 
he would put down a question. I rel’er 
him to the answer in reply to a similar 
question given some weeks ago to one 
of the Deputies. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Is the Minister mak- 
ing any difference or distinction 
between untried military prisoners and 
political prisoners? If I heard him 
aright the total number is 975. Are we 
to take it that that is the total number 
in charge of the military as intemees, 
or does it only include prisoners who 
are untried—are they civilian prisoners 
or prisoners subject to military law? 

General MULCAHY : Civilians, as 
distinct from prisoners who are subject 
, to military service, yes. 

PRIVATE RESIDENCES COM- 
MANDEERED. 

Mr. WILSON (for Mícheál 0 hlfear- 
náin) asked the Minister for Defence 
if there are any now, and, if so, how 
many, private residences commandeered 
by the Military Authorities and occu- 
pied at the time of seizure, still with- 
held from the occupiers; if it is 

x 3 
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proposed to restore the expelled occu- 
piers to the possession of their propert> 
at an early date. 

Oeneral MULCAHY : Thirty-five pri- 
vate residences are still occupied by 
troops. It is not known whether thej r 
were all occupied at time of seizure. 
It is hoped that at least half of thesc 
will be evacuated by the end of this 
month. Special eircumstances of the 
localities may render necessary the con- 
tinued occupation of others for some 
time longer but any representations 
from former occupiers shewing grave 
hardship will get sympathetic con- 
sideration. 

CO. CLARE MAN’S ARREST AND 
TRIAL. 

PADRAIG 0 hOGAIN (An Clár) 

asked the Minister for Defence if he is 
aware of the arrest of Denis Leyden, 
O’Callaghan’s Mills, Co. Clare, on July 
7th, 1923, and of his trial before a 
Military Court on July 7tli, 1923, and if 
he will statc what notice was given to 
the relatives of Leyden as to the date 
of the trial, so that lcgal assistance 
might be secured for him; further, 
whether sentence has yct bcen promiil- 
gated, and, if not, why Leyden is stiU 
detained in custody. 

General MULCAHY : Mr. Leyden 
was arrested on the 7th July, 1923. 
His case was investigated by a Com- 
mittee of Officers, but the investigation 
did not result in the imposition of a 
sentence. He is interned for consi- 
derations of public safety. 

Mr. P. HOGAN : Will the Minister 
state how it was that no account was 
sent to his people, his parents or rela- 
tives, as to the failure of the military 
force to find him guilty of any offence? 

General MULCAHY : lt has not been 
the practice to send any such notifica- 
tion. 

Mr. HOGAN: Notwithstanding that 
he has been tried and not found 
guiltyt 

DOONBEG (CLARE) INTERNEE. 

PADRAIG 0 hOGÁIN (An Clár) 

asked the Minister for Defence if it is 


. proposed to continue in internment 
j Dominich Shanahan, of Doughmore, 

Doonbeg, Co. Clare. 

General MULCAHY: It is intended 

to detain Mr. Shanahan for the pre- 
sent. 

SEIZURE OF A GUN. 

PADRAIG 0 hOGAIN (An Olár) 

asked the Minister for Defence if an 
applieation has beon received from 
Mícheál 0 Catháin, Oide Scoile, Cora 
Bhaill, Cill Chaoi, Co. an Chláir, in 
respect of a gun belonging to him 
seized by the military and still in their 
custody, and if he will expedite the 
return. 

General MULCAHY: An application 

has beon reeeived from Mícheál 0 
Catháin, who has been requested to 
furnish a statement describing the gun, 
thc original reccipt obtained by him 
whon he surrenderod it, and a police 
permit to possess the gun now. On 
I receipt of these documonts the applica- 
tion will receive due attention. 

COMMANDEERED BICYCLE 
(CLARE). 

PADRAIG 9 hOGÁIN (An Clár) 

asked the Minister for Defence if he 
will expedite the returu of a bicycíe 
belonging to Mr. Thomas Cullinan, 
Newmarket-on-Fergus, Co. Clarc, 
officially commandeered by the I.R.A. 
on September 27th, 1921, and in re- 
spect of which a receipt is held by Mr. 
Cullinan from the Battalion O/C 
I.R.A. 

General MULCAHY: Enquiries are 
being made rcgarding Mr. Cullinan’s 
bicycle and the result will be com- 
municated to the Deputy as soon aT 
possible. 

BICYCLES COMMANDEERED (Oo. 
GALWAY.) 

Mr. DAVIN (for Tomás 0 Conaill) 

asked the Minister for Defence whether 
he is aware that bicyeles were seized by 
the Military from the following persons 
living in or near Ballinasloe, in the 
months of September and October, 1922, 
namely:—Michael Callary, Frank 
Hynes, Peter Doolcy, Patrick Kelly, 
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Timothy Churchill, Peter Mulry, James 
Naughton, Thomas Griffin, Patrick 
Flynn, that all these are working men 
who used their bicycles to get to and 
from their work ; whether repeated ap- 
plications have been made for thc re- 
turn of these bicycles or for compen- 
sation for same, and if he will take im- 
mediate steps to have these claims 
finally settled. 

General MULCAHY : Clairns have 
been received from Messrs. Dooley and 
Churchill. They are under investiga- 
tion and it is hoped to effect their 
settlement at an early date. 

I regret that there is no trace at Head- 
quarters of the reeeipt of claims from 
the other pcrsons and shall therefore be 
glad if they will furnish particulars to 
the Chief Claims Officer, Portobello 
Barracks. 

ANNASCAUL OUTPOST PATALITY. 

AODH 0 CÚLACHÁIN asked the 
Minister for Defence if he is aware that 
Corporal John Cribben, Army No. 3144, 
Annascaul Outpost, who was shot dead 
on active service about twelve months 
ago, was the sole support of his aged 
father in Rathangan, Co. Kildare, and 
whether he will favourably consider the 
granting of a pension or gratuity in 
this case. 

General MULCAHY : It appears that 
Mr. Cribben was to some extent de- 
pendent on his deceased son. The 
necessary procedure in connection with 
the claim for gratuity is now practi- 
cally completed, and the case will be 
settled at an early date. 

EXECUTION OF DECREES. 

TOMÁS MAC EOIN asked the Minis- 
ter for Home Affairs if he will state the 
number of decrees issued to under- 
sheriffs for execution and the number 
executed between the passing of the 
Enforcement of Law (Occasional 
Powers) Act, 1923, and its expiry, and 
between the expiry of that Act and the 
present time. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: It has not been 
found possible to obtain the requisite 
information in respect of every county, 
as a number of under-sheriffs recently 
appointed found that their predecesaors 


had not kept adequate records. The 
~£ures in respect of eighteen counties 
and four county boroughs show that 
from lst March, 1923, to 31st August, 
1923, 7,152 decrees were issued to 
under-sheriffs, and 5,026 executed. The 
corresponding figures for the same 
shrievalty areas for the period lst Sep- 
tember, 1923, to 15th instant, are 7,089 
and 4,664 respectively. 

I should warn the Deputy that these 
figures are valueless for the purpose of 
estimating the effectiveness of the En- 
forcement of Law Act. 

WRITTEN ANSWERS. 

BLIND PENSION WITHHELD 
(CO. CLARE). 

PADRAIG 0 hOGAIN (An Clár) 

asked the Minister for Local Govern- 
ment if he will state why a blind pen- 
sion is being withheld from Mrs. Shan- 
non, Quilty, Co. Clare. 

Mr. BURKE: The claimant was re- 
fused a pension under the Blind Per- 
sons Aet on the ground of insuffieient 
evidence that she fulfilled thc statu- 
! t.ory condition of blindness. 

KILADYSART O.A.P. CLAIM. 

PADRAIG 0 hOGAIN (An Clar) 

asked the Minister for Local Govcrn- 
ment why an old age pension in re- 
spect of Nora Meaney, Kiladysart, Co. 
Clare, has been withheld by his De- 
partment. 

Mr. BUREE: Miss Meaney was re- 
fused a pension under the Old Age 
Pensions Aet on the ground of in- 
sufficient evidence that she had at- 
tained the age of 70 years. 

O.A.P. CLAIM DISALLOWED. 

PADRAIG 0 hOGÁIN (An Clár) 

asked the Minister for Local Govern- 
ment if he will say why his Depart- 
ment has disallowed a claim for an 
old age pension in rcspect of Martin 
Forde, Wingfield, Kilfenora. 

Mr. BURKE: The claimant was re- 
fused a pension under the Old Age 
Pensions Act on the ground of in- 
sufficient evidence that he had at- 
tained the age of 70 years. 
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DEPENDENTS’ ALLOWANCE 
(MULLINGAR). 

Mr. P. W. SHAW asked the Minister 
for Defence if he will expedite pay- 
ment of dependents > allowance to Mrs. 
C. Braiden, 2 MacCurtain Street, Mul- 
lingar, whose claim was stated to be 
under consideration some months ago. 

General MULCAHY: A cheque has 
now bcen sent to Mrs. Braiden in re- 
spcet of the arrears due to her. 

RELEASE OP INTERNEE. 

Mr. SHAW asked the Minister for 
Defence if it is possiblc to rclease 
Owen McDonnell, No. 2318, Hut 35, 
A line, Harepark, Curragh. 

General MULCAHY : Alr. McDonncll 
was scntenccd l>y a Military Tribunal 
on the 25th January, 1923, to two years ; 
hard labour. This sentence is sub- 
ject to review on application lioiusr 
made by the prisoner to the Board o( 
Commissioners established under th< 
Indemnity Act, 1923. 

HILDARE UNEMPLOYMENT BENE- 
PIT CLAIM. 

AODH 0 CULACHAIN asked the 
Minister for Industry and Commerce 
if lie can state the reason l'or the delay 
in paying Unemployment Benefit to 
Peter Dempsey, Serial Card No. 645, 
Rildare Officc, atul late of the National 
Army, and, further, if he is a\var<* that 
this man had his card stampcd up to 
date when he joined the Army. 

Mr. O HIGGINS (replying for Minis- 
ter for Industry and Commerce) : Peter 
Derrtpsey, Rathangan, IT.I. Book No. 
Kildare/645 claimed bencfit at, Kildare 
on the 4th January, 1924. Referencc 
to his aecount with tho Unomploymcnt 
Insuranoo fund showed that no contri- 
butions had been paid on his*behalf at 
any time and the claimant was, thcre- 
forc, not entitlcd to crcdit of contribu- 
tions in respect. of his army service un- 
dcr Section 7 of the Unemploymcnt 
Insurance Act, 1923. It was, however, 
ascertained that previous to his army 
service Mr. Dempsey had been engaged 
in insurable employment for a period of 
14 weeks ended April, 1922, about I 


which timc he joined the Army, and 
that contributions had not been paid on 
his behalf in respect of that einploy- 
ment. Etfective action was taken to 
secure payment of the contributions due 
in this connection and the arrears were 
duly collccted and payment made to 
Mr. Dempsey in respeet thereof on the 
7th inst. No further beneíit would ap- 
pear to bo payable to Mr. Dempsey. 

BALLYHAUNIS MOTOR COM- 
MANDEERED. 

TOMÁS 0 CONAILL asked the Min 
istcr for Defence wliether he has re- 
eeived a elaim for compensation from 
Mr. John Moran, oi' Lavallyroe, Bally- 
haunis, on account of a motor car soized 
by National Troops under tho command 
o£ Captain Madden, at Loftus Garage, 
Cloonfad, on July 23rd, 1922, and, if so, 
whether any decision has yet been 
takcn with regard to this claim and, if 
not, whether he will see that the matter 
is expcditcd. 

Genéral MULCAHY : Mr. MaddciUs 
claim has been received and is under 
investigation. It is hoped to reaeli a 
deeision at an early date. 

I GALWAY C OMPENSATION CLAIM. 

TOMAS 0 CONAILL asked the 
Minister for Defence if he has re- 
ceiv(*d repeated elaims for eompensa- 
tion from Jamcs Naught.on, of High 
Street, Galway, on account of a Ford 
car which was cornmandeered and !*e- 
tained by the military (a) from Decem- 
ber 21st, 1921, to January 27th, 1922, 
and (b) from July 29th, 1922, to 
Oetober 5th, 1922; whether he is aware 
that on its return in January, 1922, 
the owner had to expend a consider- 
able sum in repairs, and tbat it was 
returned in Oetober, 1922, in a broken 
and ruinous eondition, and whether he 
will see that this long outstanding 
elaim is immediately settled. 

General MULCAHY : Claims have 

been rcceived from Mr. Naughton. The 
claim for the first period arose prior 
to the inception of the late Provisional 
Government. The gencral question as 
to how claims of the kind are to be 
treated has yet to receive considera- 
tion. Pending a general decision, it is 
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regretted that the particular elaim in 
question cannot be given attention. 

The claim in respect of the second 
period is being considered, and it is 
hoped to effeet its settlement at an 
early date. 

DUNMANWAY CLAIM. 

TADHO 0 MUBCHADHÁ asked the 
Minister for Defenee if he will state 
when a claim for £23 due to George A. 
Bryan, Dunmanway, in r(»spect of 1h(í 
taking over of part of his housc as a 
Red Oross Station from Oetober lst, 
1922, to December 19th, 1922, will be 
settled. 

General MULCAHY : An account 
rendered by Mr. Bryan for use of 
premises by troops has already bcen 
settled, but as there appears to bc a 
doubt as to whether it included the 
claim now made, further enquiries are 
being inade 1o establisn 1h(‘ facts. 

A DINGLE INTERNEE. 

TADHG 0 MURCHADHA asked the 
Minister for Dcfenee whether he will 
recommend tho release of Seán Ken- 
nedy, of Dingle, Oo. Kerry, at prescnt 
interned. 

General MULCAHY: Mr. Kcnncdy is 
being released forthwith. 

RILMACOW CLAIM FOR PRO- 
FICIENCY PAY. 

DOMHNALL 0 MUIRGHEASA 

asked the Minister for Defence if he 
will state why a elaim inade by James 
O’Neill, No. 19781, ICilmaeow, Water- 
foi’d, for proficiency pay from the 6th 
August, 1922, to the Ist April, 1923, 
was refused; whether during that 
period he worked at his trade as a car- 
penter in the Engineering Corps. 

General MULCAHY: James O’Neill 
appears to have worked at his trade 
during the period stated. The arrears 
of pay due to him will be paid forth- 
with. 

PRIVATE NOTICE QUESTIONS. 

APPOINTMENT OF HARBOUR CON- 
STABLES (DUBLIN). 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS asked the 


Minister for Industry and Commerce if 
he is aware that a meeting of the Quay 
Committee of the Dublin Port and 
Docks Board, held at Westmoreland 
Street, on Thursday, the 13th instant, 
recommended seven men for appoint- 
ment as Harbour Constablcs, six of 
whom are in receipt of pensions under 
the Treaty; if he is aware that no pub- 
lic advertisements were made in the 
Press to enable demobilised soldiers of 
the National Army to apply for such 
positions; if he will say if any appli- 
cation was madc to the Soldiers > Re- 
settlement Department respecting these 
appointments and, if not, if he will 
make representations to the Ilarbour 
Board for consideration of the claims 
of demobilised and retired soldiers of 
the National Army? 

Mr. 0 ’HIGGINS, rcplying: The 
Ministry of lii(lustry and ("ommerce 
has no official infonnation as to the 
first part of this question, but it is a 
íaet that no application was made to 
the Re-settlenient Seetion of the 
Ministry respecting vacancies in the 
employment of the Dublin Port and 
Docks Board. Arrangements are being 
mad(‘ to discuss with the Dublin Port 
and Doeks Board the filling of 
vacancies by ex-members of the 
National Army. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: Arising 

out of that. answer, perhaps the Minis- 
ter may not be able to answer the 
question that I am about to put to him; 
in that ease would he reply to it to- 
morrow? It is in regai'd to a number 
of appointments on whieh the Quay 
Committee of the Port and Doeks 
Board have made representation. The 
appointment eomes on for ratificatioli 
to-morrow before the Dublin Port and 
Doeks Board. Will he make repre- 
sentation that in connection with these 
appointments, demobilised and retired 
members of the National Army would 
receive equal consideration with those 
others who are to be proposed for the 
appointment of Harbour Constables? 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I will inquire whe- 
ther the last sentence of the reply 
covers the appointments to be made to- 
morrow. That sentence states: 

Arrangements are being made to 
discuss with the Dublin Port and 
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Docks Board the íilling of vacancies by 
ex-members of the National Arinjr.” 
The Deputy wants to know whether 
that is general or whether it has re- 
ference to particular appointments. I 
will inquire and let the Deputy know 
to-morrow. 

* Mr. HEWAT; Does the Minister con- 
sider that this question of the appoint- 
ment by thc Dublin Port and Docks 
Board comes under thc purview of thc 
Minister for Home Affairs? 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I was answering 
on behalf of the Minister for Industry 
and Commerce. 

Mr. HEWAT : I think the Minister 
for Home Affairs misunderstood the 
trend of my question. It was not a 
question of his Department. My view 
is that. the Port, and Docks Board are 
able to rnanage their own business, and 
I really think t.hat in tlie rnatter of their 
appointments coming before the Dáil in 
this way they should get a reasonable 
notice before these mat-ters are brought 
up. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: The ability of the 
Port and Docks P>oard to do their own 
business is not in question. There is a 
branch of Ihe Ministry of Industry and 
Commerce specifically functioning, and 
its work is to attend to the question of 
the re-settlement in civilian life of de- 
mobilised soldiers. I take it that it is 
from that angle t.hat the Deput.y puis 
his question. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : The forr. 
of the question is “ if the Minister will 
make representations to the Port and 
Docks Board for consideration of the 
claims of demobilised and retired 
soldiers of the National Army. ,, So 
that the question of control by the 
Minister does not arise on the question 
allowed on the paper. 

Mr. HEWAT: This is the first time 
I heard the question. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: It is the first time 
I heard it, too. 

MILITAR7 ACTIVITIES IN DUBLIN. 

Mr. JOHNSON asked the Minister 


for Home Affairs if he had any state- 
ment to make to the Dáil respecting the 
military activities in Dublin during the 
morning and the previous night. 

Mr. 0 ’HIGGINS : If it meets the 
Deputy, and generally would be the 
wish of the Dáil, I will make a state- 
ment on this matter at 7 o'clocfc this 
evcning and General Miilcahy will also 
make a statement. 

Major BRYAN COOPER: Will it. be 

permissible to debate the statement 
when it is being made? Will it be pos- 
sible to discuss it? 

Mr. DARRELL PIGGIS: Before the 
Minister answers that question may I 
suggest tliat he make a statement on a 
motion for the adjournment of the Dáil, 
in order that tlic Dáil may be able to 
debate the position if required? 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: Yes, I think that 
would be suitable. 

Mr. JOHNSON : I was, as a matter of 
fact, suggesting to move the adjourn- 
ment of the Dáil to enable the matter' 
to be discusscd. If it is taken now that 
notice wili be given to move the ad- 
journment at that hour, I think that 
t-hat would ineet the end in view and 
the Minister can make his statement 
then. 

Mr. 0 ’HIGGINS : I will move the ad- 
journment at 7 p.m. and will make a 
statement then. 

ELECTION OF MEMBER FOR 
SOUTH DUBLIN. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: I have 
to report to the Dáil that Mr. James 
O’Mara has been elected to fill the 
vacancy for the constituency of Dublin 
City, South. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

, Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: I was going 
J to ask a question with regard to the 
taking of the business for to-day. Item 
7 in the Orders of the Day has been 
postponed from two previous sittings. 

I do not know whether it is to be an 
agreed convention that snpplementary 
estiroates or estimates are to be taken 
at the end of the Orders of the Day. 
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I see no reason, seeing that they are 
the most important business that the 
Dáil can undertake, and sceing further 
that they have already been postponed 
from two previous sittings, why Order 
7 in the Orders of the Day for this 
sitting has not become Order No. 1. I 
would like to ask why the Minister for 
Home Affairs, who has charge of the 
business for to-day, could not see whe- 
ther it would be possible to take Order 
No. 7 to-day, or whether it is intended 
to postpone it? 

Mr. O’HIOQINS: The item which 
appears as No. 7 in the Orders of the 
Day has been postponed because of the 
absence of the President through ill- 
ness. It is proposed to postpone it to- 
day also. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGOIS: I would 
like to ask, Avhen it is taken later on, 
when it suits the President, whether 
the item would not corne on eartier in 
the Orders of the Day. 

Mr. O’HIOOINS: The Dcputy’s 
wishes in the matter will be remem- 
bered. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: I am very 
much obliged. I expected that. 

ELECTRICITY UNDERTARINO 

(OONTINUANCE OF CHARGES) 
BILL, 1924.—FIFTH STAGE. 

Mr. O’HIOGINS: I move that this 
Bill do now pass. 

Question —“ That the Electricity 
Undertaking (Continuance of Charges) 
Bill, 1924, do now pass ”—put and 
agreed to. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
(TEMPORARY PROVISIONS) 
(AMENDMENT) BILL, 1924.— 
COMMITTEE STAGE. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Before 
we go into Committee on this Bill, I 
would like to indicate that thc pro- 
cedure adopted has been that a Bill 
was introduced, and read a second 
time, containing provisions for the 
amendment of Section 6 of the Local 
Government (Temporary Provisions) 
Act. Now in Committee, it is pro- 
posed to amend Section 13 and Section 
16. 
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1 consider that these amendments are 
outside the scope of the Bill which was 
read a second time, and that they are 
therefore out of order. 

MINISTER for LOCAL GOVBRN- 
MENT (Mr. Burke) : I beg to move 
that the Dáil go into Committee to con- 
sider the Third Stage of the Local 
Government (Temporary Provisions) 
(Amendment) Bill. I am aware of the 
facts, as stated by you, A Chinn Chom- 
hairle, but I think it is only a very tech- 
nical matter, as the same Bill is being 
amended, and the amendment that 1 
have put down to thc title of the Bill, 
covers both these amendments, al- 
though these are perhaps outside the 
scope of the Bill as read a second time. 
I would ask Deputies, seeing that we 
have comc to that point, to be a little 
liberal in eonstruing the matter, be- 
cause with their consent we would be 
| able to take these two amendments on 
the Third Stage. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: If the 

amendments are out of order, Deputies 
cannot take them. This is much more 
than a technical point, as t.he Minister 
would discover if he brought in the Bill 
himself and somebody else brought in 
the amendments. It is a very impor- 
tant point. We had, for example, the 
Damage to Property Act, which con- 
tained a partieular date after which no 
person could receive compensation 
under the Act, but in response to pres- 
sure from various quarters, the Presi- 
dent, when Minister for Financt\ 
brought in an amending Bill extending 
the date. I think very grave objection 
would have been taken if, in Committee 
on the Bill to amend the date, various 
other amendments had been introduced. 
That would clearly have been outside 
the scope of the Bill as read a second 
time. The procedure adopted in refer- 
ence to these amendments is wholly 
wrong, but as there is a certain amount 
of urgency we may be able to arrive at 
some settlement of it. The pro- 
cedure adopted is clearly wrong. If 
the Minister for Local Govemment 
were bringing in a Bill to amend 
the Electoral Act, for example, in re- 
gard to the machinery for eonducting 
elections in University constituencies, 
I am sure he would make a good point 
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[An Ceann Comhairle.] 
of order against an amendment which 
was of much greater scope than any- 
thing conceming the maehinery of, and 
elections for, University eonstituencies. 
That is the real issue, and it is a quite 
important one. 

Mr. BURKE: Would it be possible to 
take an amendment without prejudice? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : IE there 
is no objectiont 

Mr. JOHNSON : I think it would be 
far better that the Minister should 
bring in a uew Hill ií* he wants these 
two new Sections embodied. I bclieve 
it is very desirable that we should keep 
something like order in these matters 
and learn that the passing of Acts of 
Parliament are serious matters. I 
object to taking these new Sections on 
this Bill. It was passed on the Seeond 
Reading on the assurances of the 
Minister that it was quíte a formality, 
and we accepted that. As a matter of 
fact, as far as I am com'erned, I did 
not even go to the trouble of looking 
to see what the effeet et' the Hill was. 
That is a confession I make which I 
ought not, to make. I certainly did 
not. take an interest in the two new 
Sections, becausc I do not think it is 
reasonable that new Sections, in such 
circumstances, should b»? introdueed on 
Committee, and l would suggest to tlie 
Minister tliat it! these tvvo new Scctions 
are important he had better bring in 
another Local ííovernment (Temporary 
Provisions) (Amendmont) Bill, and 
oall it Number 2. 

Mr. BURKE: I am in full agreement 
with l)eputy Johnson in prineiple. I 
think it is only right that we should be 
very deliberate in these matters, and 
accordingly I shall introduce a second 
Hill later on. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Does the Minister 
mean that he will withdraw this Hill 
and r(‘-introduce it afresh, or introdmu» 
an entirely new Hill? 

Mr. BURKE: The intention is to 
withdraw this Bill and to introduce a 
new Bill. 

Mr. WILSON : Can the Minister say 
when introducing this new Bill- 


AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: The 

Deputy is going away now on another 
point. He can makc his speech on the 
Second Reading of the new Bill. 
Would it convenience the Minister if I 
ask the Dail to allow hím to t.ake a 
First Reading of his new Bill now? 

Mr. BURKE : Yes. 

1 Question—“ That leave be given ro 

introducc a Bill to amend the Local 
Oovernment (Temporary Provisions) 

, Act ”—put and agreed to. 

Ordered for Second Reading Friday, 
21st March. 1924. 

Mr. WILSON : What 1 desired to ask 
the Minister was if h(‘ would agree í.o 
delete Section 14 of the principal Act. 

Mr. BURKE: I will not. 

JURIES (AMENDMENT) BILL, 
1924—REPORT STAGE. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I beg to move as an 
amendm(‘iit to delete Section 4. The 
Section reads:— 

I ** In addition to tlic j)ersons now 
dis(|ualiticd for serviug on juries, any 
I person wlio is not. registered as a Dáil 
or Local Oovernment elector shall be 
al)solutely disqualified from serving 
on any jury, inquest, or inquiry what- 
I soever, and the names of sueh per- 
* sons sluill not be inserted in any 
jurors l)ooks or jurors lists . 99 

Apart from the very sweeping char- 
acter of this Section which, by the way, 
shows that any person who is not regis- 
tered as an elcetor shall be absolutely 
disqualified frorn serving on any jury, 
inquest, or inquiry whatsoever, I think 
the words of the Section hardly convey 
what the Ministcr mcant or what he 
says it meant. But apart from that I 
submit it is very uirvise to put this 
temptation in the way of citizens to get 
themselves written off the electors > list 
and thereby to get themselves written 
off the jurors’ list. The Minister him- 
self has said certain things appropriate 
to the situation when he referred to the 
unwillingness of electors to cast their 
votes. Fifty per cent. or more of the 
electors in one constituency quite re- 
I cently thought so little of their votes 
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that they refused to record them. 
Probably the same experience will be 
repeated to-day. Now if fifty per cent. 
of the eleetors arc so careless about the 
rights of the franchise it is quitc 
arguable that a very large proportion 
of these eareless electors are also liable 
to jury service and if they ean, by 
getting their narnes ofi* the. register of 
electors, also get their names oft* the 
jurors > list, as I said at an earlier stage, 
it is a very good bargain. Many people 
care nothing about thc right to vote. 
They might fight for the right to vote 
but when they get it they do not eare 
whether they are on the list, or not, and 
if they are on the list, they do not ex- 
ercise their right to vote. Now we are 
asked to say that if a careless person 
disregards his right to vote and ean 
find a way of getting his name struek 
off the electors , list lie will, by that fact 
also, be cut oft* the jurors’ list. I am 
surprised that the Minister should bring 
forward such a proposition. I would 
rather think the view of the Minister 
would be that if a person is not eareful 
enough, or at least is not filled witli 
suflicient sense of eivic duty to exercise 
the votc, and to look after the securing 
of his vote, he w^ould bo punished by 
being compellcd to serve on juries ; but 
w^e are about here rewarding a man by 
eliminating him from the responsibility 
of serving on a jury if he also can find 
a way of getting his name oft* the elec- 
tors' list. If this Section is allowed t > 
remain it seems to me that the neees- 
sai*y corollary should be that there 
should be a penalty imposed upon the 
officials responsible for putting names 
upon the register of qualified persons. 
We have not imposed such a penalty. I 
think that T)eputy McCarthy w r ould be 
able to inform the Minister responsible 
that it is quite an easy thing to gct 
one^s name struck off the register and 
I am not prepared to agree that the 
mere failure to find the place upoti the 
electors , register should not merely dis- 
qualify—because that is hardly the word 
to use in the circumstances—but exeuse 
a person from serving as a juror. One 
is amused to read this word “ dis- 
qualification ” as though it were 
an honour to be sought, Per- 
haps it ought to be, but in faet 
it is not. People do * not fall out 
with eaeh other in order to be allowed 


to be put upon a jury. But we tell the 
country that it is a disqualification that 
we impose on them unless they get their 
names put upon the register. It is 
rather topsy-turvey, and I submit it 
ought not to be hcre in this Bill, and 
thereforc 1 move the delction of this 
Section. 

Mr. GOOD: I have pleasure in 
seconding that amendment. I agree 
with Deput\ Johnson that 
I 4 o'cloclc. one of the duties tlie Dáil 
should urge upon citizens 
to diseharge is that of serving on 
juries, and that it ought to make diffi- 
I cult the task of those who would like 
to gct rid of that duty. This Section 
also, in my opinion, creates a state of 
affairs, in connection with thc list of 
voters or of persons who should be on 
the register, that is uot very desira’ob'. 
As Deputies are aware at the morhent 
that duty is very largely east on the 
rate-eollector t.o the loeal authority. 
The rate-colleetor, in disehargc of that 
! duty, applies to the householcíer or his 
í representative for the names of the per- 
| sons in the house w r ho are entitled to bt* 
j oii the register. We can all imagine 
! that if the absenee of names from the 
1 register releases people from the duty 
of attending as jurors, the register in 
future will be of a very limited and 
vcry unsatisfaetory eharacter. That, to 
my mind, would be a very undesirable 
state of affairs, to say nothing at all of 
| the condition that rnight be brought 
about by the efforts of some to g( t otf 
that list who should be on ?t; so that, 
looking at the matter from all points of 
view, it should be the objeet of the 
llouse to delete sueh a clause as this, 
and on the other harnl, to encourage alí 
pcrsons w r ho should be on the jurors , 
list, and should serve as jurors, U\ dis- 
chargc the duty at tacliing to eiti : *n- 
ship. 

Major BRYAN COOPER: I do not 

quite follow Deputy Good in his objec- 
tion. So far as I can see, the proposal 
in the Bill insists that jurors shall onl/ 
consist of those who have sufficient pub- 
lic spirit to wish to exercise the fran- 
chise. The Deputy says that it is a very 
j undesirable state of affairs, but I can- 
i not see that that is the case. I am not 
í wholly convinced by Deputy Johnson^s 
1 argument. On a previous occasion in 
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[Major Bryan Cooper.] 
connection with the Punishment of Of- 
fences Bill, Deputy Johnson was some- 
what sarcastic in conneetion with a 
speech made by Deputy Wolfe, 
beeause he said that the clause the 
Deputy was supporting was not 
supported by thc argument he brought 
forward to support it. I venture to think 
that Deputy Johnson is hoist to-day on 
his own petard. His argument is a dif- 
ferentiation between those who are on 
tho register and those who do not exer- 
cise the vote. There I am not in agree- 
ment with him, but this is not the pro- 
posal before us. If the Deputy said 
that everybody who is on the register 
and who does not vote should be liable 
to serve as a juror, and that such people 
should be the only people liable to 
juror's service, and that those who did 
not record their votés should be com- 
pelleí to come into Court and discharge 
their duties as jurors, that I say would 
be a very desirable proposal, but it is 
not the proposal before us, which is a 
proposal to extend the disqualification 
from serving on juries to people who 
are disqualified by not being registered 
as a Dáil or Local Government elector. 
They are not a large nurnber. 

Mr. JOHNSON : They will be. 

Major COOPER: Ií the Revising 
Barrister has a certain diseretion and 
it is known that there is a widespread 
endcavour to avoid jury service, the 
Revising Barrister has a perfect right 
to dispose of them and say tliat they 
must be put on the list. It is like the 
constitutional obligation that cxisted 
long ago in England on the part of the 
constituencies to their representatives. 
There was a constitutional obligation 
on the constituencies to support their 
representatives, but it was found that 
they could not be enforced because 
there were always people ambitious to 
sit in Parliament, and they said: “ If 
you return us we will not make you 
pay.” There is always a way out, 
and if it is once found that the jury 
is shrinking the Revising Barrister will 
naturally consider objections more 
carefully, and he will insist in com- 
pelling people to have the franchise, 
whether they want it or whether they 
do not. I think the point is a minor 
point. 


Mr. JOHNSON : I think it is a major 
point. 

Major COOPER: It is a point of 
principle, and if it is a point of prin- 
ciple you ought to take it much fur- 
ther, and the Deputy ought to have 
made his amendment one that might 
punish everybody. who did not exercise 
thc franchise. That is my view. As a 
point of principle and as a corollary 
to that principle he might have 
brought in that amendment. 

I Mr. JOHNSON: What about the 
* title of the Bill? 

Major COOPER : The Deputy could 
have put down an amendment to the 
title. You can always aménd a title. 
Having regard to the fact that he 
brought in a far-reaching measure deal- 
1 ing with railways, I do not see why he 
eould not bring in a great Pranchise 
Bill dealing with this matter. If he will 
give me that undertaking I will sup- 
port hirn. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: When thrce such 
wise mcn as Deputy Johnson, Deputy 
Good and Deputy Oooper find them- 
selves at variance on a question, it is 
olear that t-here is niuch to be said on 
both sides. I have been listening to 
the discussion. I confess that I can- 
not see or quite grasp the point raised 
by Deputy Johnson that it is really 
possible for an individual who is pro- 
i perly qualified to escape jury service. 
j If the Deputy will follow me to the 
extent of reading Section 1, Sub-sec- 
tion 2, he will see— 

It shall be the duty of the regis- 
tration officer to include and identify 
in the prescribed manner in the 
electors lists to be prepared by him 
pursuant to the Electoral Act, 1923, 
the names of all persons in each 
registration unit in his registration 
area appearing to be qualified and 
liable to serve as specijil jurors or 
general jurors or to be disqualified 
or exempted from so serving.” 

A juror at present must be a rated 
occupier of premises of a certain valua- 
tion. The Deputy will agree that that 
is a fair description of the present 
qualification fpr jury service. Rated 
oecupiers of premises can scarcely 
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escape getting theír names on the 
register. It will be the duty of the 
registration officer to mark those liablc 
for jury service. Ile will work from 
the valuation list, and he will mark 
rated occupiers as qualified to vote 
and iiable to jury service. That sums 
up the situation, as wc see it depart- 
mentally, and we are not satisfied that 
it will be possible for any individual 
qualified for jury service to escape the 
duty of jury servíce. 1 explained, 
speaking at an earlier stage of the Bill, 
that this Section is inserted as a pre- 
caution to cover a typc of case whieh 
is not known to us to exist, namely, 
the case of a person who is qualifíed 
to be a juror but is not qualified to 
be either a Dáil voter, a Seanad votrr. 
or a Local Government voter. If 
Deputy Johnson or any other Deputv 
knows of any such type of case, I shaÍ! 
be glad to hear it. The fact is that 
unless there were a list of 100 or si 
cases in each eountv they would not 
be worth T ,he trouble of making special 
provision for. The scheme set out in 
the Bill is that the jurors list is rnade 
out from the electoral list, which 
should contain, and docs contain, so 
far as we know, tlie name of everv 
potential juror. 

Mr. JOHNSON: You mean u ought 
to." 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: Ought to. 

Mr. GOOD: But does not. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I think between the 
Parliamentary Register and the Local 
Government Rcgister it will be found 
that on one or other of these lists there 
is the name of every potential juror. 
The only eff'ect of this Section is to 
make it quite clear to the Registration 
Officer that he is under no obligation to 
embark on a roving inquiry outside the 
electoral list in search of any case 
which may possibly exist but which if 
found to exist would not repay the 
trouble of thc search. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Would the Minister 
divert his remarks to any jury, inquest 
or inquiry whatsoever? A propertv 
qualification does not apply to jurors 
on inquests. 

Mr. O’HIOOINS: I think if the Attor- 


ney-General was hcre he would prob- 
ably explain that the words following 
on jury must be interpreted as ejusdem 
generis and thereíore containing the 
same qualifieations and disqualifíca- 
tions. An inquest there does not mean 
necessarily and does not mean in fact 
the ordinary Coroner’s inquest, but 
there are sueh inquiries as sheriff’s in- 
quiries and so on which people with the 
jury qualification are called upon to act 
assessing damages and performing 
functions of that kind. 

The weight of tlie argument seems to 
be with the electoral lists, that, neither 
thc Parliamentary list nor Ihe Local 
Government list is cast iron aiul that 
therefore it is not proper to t,ake the 
jury list from one or other or both of 
thesc eleetoral lists. There liave been 
eriticisms of the register, but, in ad- 
ministration you must follow thc maxim 
of taking that thing to be done which 
j ought to be done. You cannot legislate 
on the basis that in fact certain things 
which ought to be done properly ought 
to be done fully and so on are not being 
carried out in that way. Theoretically 
the list of Parliamcntary electors and 
the list of Local Governmcnt electors 
should exhaust the possibilities of per- 
sons liable for service on juries. The 
Deputies, even those whose arguments 
tend the other way, will agree with me 
that in the abstract and theoretically 
the name of every person liable to serve 
on a jury should appear on one or other 
or both of these lists as a Dail voter, a 
Seanad voter or Loeal Government 
voter. If that is granted then the case 
for the Bill, and in particular the case 
for this particular Section, is estab- 
lished. 

Mr. GOOD: I do not quite follow 
wliat the object, of this clause is. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : The 

Deputy can only make one speech. He 
can ask the Minister a question. 

Mr. GOOD: I would like to know 
what the object is of introducing a 
elause of this character which gives 
additional opportunities to those who 
are anxious to evade service. It 
is well known among rated occu- 
piers that in order to evade jury 
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servicc property is fated in many cases 
in the names of wives. Under this Bill, 
he will answer me that wives are liable 
to s(*rve, l)ut wives ean *»vt oft' serviee 
on juries much more easily than the 
persons who ouftht to be the rated occu- 
piers. If there was a desire in a great 
many cases to avoid servicc why should 
the Government come in and assist 
these people by giving them an oppor- 
tunity for furthor disqualifieation? 

Mr. 0 ’HIGGINS : We do not regard 
the Section as assisting anyone to 
escape jury scrvice. The object of the 
Section, as I have explained, is to cover 
a particular type of ease, which*is not 
known to us to exist in fact. We liave 
not heard of any such case. That is the 
case of a person qualified to bc a juror 
but not cjualified to be eitlier a Dáil 
elector, a Seanad elcctor or a Local 
Government elector. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Are you arguing í'o v 
deletion? 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: No. 

Amendment put and declared losf 

Motion made —“ That the Bill be iv 
ceived for final consideration. ,, 

Mr. MORRISSEY : May [ eall your 
attention, A Chinn Chomhairle, to the 
fact that you liave not a llouse. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: The 

Deputies present have been counted 
and there is a House. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: Trinity 
College saved the situation. 

Mr. JOHNSON: On the motion that 
the Bill be received for final consi- 
deration, 1 just want to say tliat I am 
afraid the mixing up of these two 
lists, while it may be convenient and 
may be economical, is bringing into re- 
lationship two entirely diffcrent fune- 
tions, which I think ought to be kept 
apart. I leave to a later stage, per- 
haps, an enlargement of that point. 

Question put and agreed to. 

Pifth Stage ordered for Tuesday, 
25th March. 


, DÁIL IN OOMMITTEE. 

SUMMER TIME BILL.—THIRD 
STAGE. 

i Motion made and question put— 

That Seetion 1 stand part of the 
Hill. ” 

Agreed. 

Motion made—“ Tliat Section 2 
j stand part of the Bill. M 

Mr. 0 ’HIGGINS: I would Jike to 
, state, on Section 2, the result of tho 
| International Confercnee which caused 
j us to postpone the further considera- 
| tion of the Bill. Thc Conference ívas 
I hcld between reprcsentatives of the 
British, French, Dutch and Belgiau 
Governmejits to consider the fixing of 
conimon dates for the beginning and 
, ending of Suinmer Time. It is under- 
| stood the Conference has recommended 
that Snmmer Time for th(* present year 
should commence on the night of 
Marcli 29th and end on the first Satur- 
day in October. The representative of 
the Brltish Government found he could 
not agi-ee to the commencing date, as 
Jegislation would be required before 
j any alterntioii in the present date 
i could be made in Great Britain, and 
J it would have been impossible to pass 
| any legislation for the purpose in the 
1 time which remained. The same posi- 
; tion exists here. It. is necessary to give 
| due notice to railway and steamship 
j companies, so that tbeir time tableá 
may be prepared and any changes in 
them madc. Furthermore, serious diffi- 
culties would be caused these com- 
panies by any difference between the 
Saorstát and Northern Ireland in the 
dates between which Summer Time 
operates. As regards future years, the 
Gonference recommended that Summer 
Time should come into force on the 
first Saturday in April and end on tho 
first Saturday in October. The pro- 
! posals of the Conference have not so 
i far been given definite effeet to in any 
of the countries concerned, and it 
would be premature to make any 
changes in the ending date by legisla- 
tion until it is clear if a common date 
will be adopted by the other countries. 
lf such a eommon date be adopted, 
other than that fixed in the Bill for 
the termination of Summer Time, the 
Government will consider whether an 
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amcnding Bill should introdueed ! 
later on. That is, in substanee, the 
net result of the International Con- , 
ferenec that was held, and. as a result. 
there is no factor whieh eauses us to | 
make any alteration in the tiines íixed 
under Section 2 of this Bill. 

Question put and agreed to. 

Sections 3 and 4 put and agreed to. 

Title put and agreed to. 

# DÁIL RESUMES. 

Bill rcported without amendment. 

Fourth stage ordered for Tuesdav. 

WIRELESS BROADCASTING— 

THIRD INTERIM REPORT OF 
SPECIAL COMMITTEE. 

PADRAIC O MÁILLE: Bhí an ( heist 
seo os comhair an Choiste o cuireadh 
an tuarasgabhail dcireannach isteach. 
Tugadh a lán fiadhnaise agus cuireadh 
isteach a lán Htreacha. Níl na nidhthe 
seo réidh go fóill agus, mar gheall ar | 
sin, b’e ar d-tuairim go mbtfearr gan j 
an tuarasgalíhail a chur isteaeh indiú. j 
Thiocfadh linn an tuarasgabhail a chur ' 
os comhair na Dála indiú acht 
shaoileamar go m-b’fcarr e a leigint 
siar go dti go mbeidh na fiadhnaise 
réidh. 

The report is as follows:— 

AN TREAS TUARASGABHAIL IN- 
TERIM ÓN gCóISTE SPEISIALTA 
ATÁ AO BREITHNIÚ NA TUARAS- 
OABHALA AR FHÓIRLEATHA NEA- 
SHRANOACH. 

(Third Interim Report of the Special 
Committee to consider the Wireless 
Broadcasting Report.) 

1. The Special Committee took into 
consideration (1) an Order of the Dáil 
made the 31st January,1924: That the 
Committee continue its deliberations 
and present a final Report not later 
than 14th March; and (2) a Resolution 
of the Dáil, adopted the 27th Febru- 
ary, 1924, as f ollows:— 

“ That the evidence and documents 

submitted to the Special Committee 

on Wireless Broadcasting at any 


stage of their proceedings be printed 
and circulated except such Depart- 
mental Minutes as in the opinion of 
the Committee are not necessary to 
be pub]ished. ,, 

2 The Special Committee reports 
that it is not yet in a position to circu- 
late the evidence and documents in its. 
possession, and is dcsirous of giving 
further eonsideration to its Final Re- 
port. 

3. The Committee accordingly asks 
that thc time available for the work in 
hands be extended to 28th March, 1924. 

A liuge mass of evidence was taken 
before the Committec, and/a numlier 
ot! statements dealing with that evid- 
ence liave been handed in. It was 
found that it is not possible to have all 
the evidenee printed and the state- 
ments bearing on it. líefore the dat( k 
mentioned—14th Marcli. Tt would 
have been possible for us to present our 
final report to-day, but seeing that the 
evidenee was not ready the Committee 
thought the best course would be to 
withhold their report until we are abl( 
to give to the Dáil the full mass of evid- 
ence on whicli tlie report was based, and 
also the statements bearing on that 
evidence. 

Wc hope to have this Report and the 
evidence printed and circulated before 
the 28th March. I think it is advisable 
that the time be exlended so that a 
complete statement of the position can 
be submitted to the Dáil. For that 
reason í propose tliat this Report be 
now adopted and that the Committce 
be given until tlie 28tli March next to 
complete its findings and have tlie evid- 
enee circulatcd. 

Mr. HEWAT : Are we to take it that 
there will be no furtlier dcvelopment in 
connection with broadcasting and that 
the delay is merely a qucstion of having 
the work already in hands compiled? 

PADRAIC 0 MAILLE: That is so. 
Thcre will be no further developments. 
When the Deputy sees the volume that 
will be issued he will not bc surprised 
at the delay. 

Question; u That the Report be 
adopted ”—put and agreed to. 
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TEMPORARY ACCOMMODATION OF THE OIREACHTAS. 
REPORT OF JOINT COMMITTEE. 

Mr. HUGHES: I beg to move the ad- has already been circulated amongst 
optiofi of the following report, which | Deputies:— 


1. Is (1) le rún do rith Dáil Eireann 
24 Eanair. 1924, agus (2) le rún do 
rith Seanad Eireann, 25 Eanair, 1924. 
do bunuíodh an Cho-Choiste a ccapadh 
,'hun eúrsaí Arus Sealadach don 
Oireachtas do bhreithniú. Sidiad mar 
Jeanas na Rúin sin fé seach:— 


<1) Rún Dháil Eireann:— 

* ‘ DE BHRI gur gá gan a thuille 
moille féachaint chun árus eeart 
do sholáthar don Oireachtas: 

Ar an abhar san beartuítear 
agus táthar á bheartú leis seo:— 

(1) Oo gceaptar Coiste a bheidh 
co-dhéanta de chúigoar ball, a 
ainmneoidh an Coiste Roghna- 
thóireachta, chun fiosrú do 
•dhéanamh agus tuairisc do thabh- 
airt uatha i dtaobh an áruis 
shealadaigh a bheidh ag an 
Oireachtas go dtí go bhfaghfar 
buan-árus do. 

(2) Go n-iarrtar ar Sheanad 
Eireann a cho-oiread ball den 
tSeanad do cheapa chun fónamh 
ar an gCoiste sin agus go gcuirtear 
Teachtaireacht dá réir sin go dtí 
Seanad Eircann. 

(3) Go dtugaidh an Coistc 
tuairisc uatha fé cheann sé seacht- 
mhaine ó dháta a gcéad chruin- 
nithe. ,> 

(2) Rún Sheanad Eireann:— 

“ Go ngéillidh an Seanad don 
ní atá i dtcachtaireacht Dháil 
Eireann: * (1) Go gceaptar Coiste 
a bheidh co-dhéanta de chúigear 
ball, a ainmneoidh an Coiste 
Roghnathóireachta, chun fiosrú do 
díhéanamh agus tuairisc do thabh- 
airt uatha i dtaobh an áruis sheala- 
daigh a bheidh ag an Oireachtas 
.go dtí go bhfaghfar buan-árus do; 
(2) Go n-iarrtar ar Sheanad 
Eireann a cho-oiread ball den 
tSeanad do cheapa cbun fónamh 
ar an gCoiste sm agus go gcuir- 


1. The Joint Committee appointed to 
consider thc qucstion of the Temporary 
Accommodation of the Oireachtas was 
set up (1) by resolution of Dáil 
Eireann passcd on 24th January, 1924, 
and (2) by resolution of Seanad 
Eireann passcd on 25th January, 1924. 
These resolutions are respectively as 
follows:— 

(1) Resolution of Dáil Eireann:— 

“ WIIEREAS it is necessary to 
take immediate steps for the pro- 
vision of adequate accommodation 
for the Oireachtas: 

Be it therefore and it is herebv 
resolved:— 

(1) That a Committee eonsist- 
ing of five members to be nomi- 
nated by the Committee of Selec- 
tion be appointed to enquire and 
report as to the temporary accom- 
modation of the Oireachtas pend- 
ing its permanent housing. 


(2) That Seanad Eireann bc re- 
quested to appoint an equal num- 
be?’ of Members of the Seanad to 
serve on such Committce, and that 
a mcssage be sent to Seanad 
Eireann accordingly. 

(3) That the Committee report 
not later than six weeks from the 
date of its first meeting.” 

(2) Resolution of Seanad Eireann:- 
“ That the Seanad accede to the 
message of Dáil Eireann: ‘ (1) 
That a Committee consisting of five 
members to be nominated by the 
Committee of Selection be ap- 
pointed to enquire and report as 
to the temporary accommodation 
of the Oireachtas pending its per- 
manent housing; (2) That Seanad 
Eireann be requested to appoint 
an equal number of Members of 
the Seanad to serve on such Com- 
mittee, and that a message be sent 
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tear Teachtaireacht dá réir sin go 
dtí Seanad Eireann; (3) Go 
dtuagaidh an Coiste tuairisc uathu 
fé cheann sé seachtmhaine 6 dháta 
a gcéad chruinnuithe; ’ agus go 
n-iarrtar ar an gCoistc Roghna- 
thóireachta ainmneacha cúigear 
ball den tSeanad do rogha, le 
leaga fé bhráid an tSeanaid. ,, 

2. Ar thuairisciú do sna Coistí 
Roghnathóireachta sa dá Thigh do réir 
na nithe a cuireadh ortha fé seach agus 
atá sna Rúin sin, do ceapadh iad so 
leanas le hOrduithe ón Dáil agus ón 
Seanad fé scach chun gníomhú ar an 
gCó-Choiste:— 

An Tiarna Lannaibhidh, Aindrias 
Mac Séamais, Seán 0 Fcarghaill, 
Siobhán Bean an Phaoraigh agus 
Mícheál O Deagha; agus 
Peadar O hAodha, Liarn Mag 
Aonghusa, Brian Cúipéir, Tomás 
de Nógla, agus Donneha O 
Guaire. 

3. Tháinig an Có-Choiste le chéile 
cúig uaire ó bunuíodh é. Do scriiduigh 
sé an tslí atá le fáil dTigh Laighean 
agus san Ospidéal Rioga i gCill 
Mhaighneann. Do bhreithnigh sé na 
hargóintí i bhfabhar agus i gcoinnibh 
roinnt ionad eile sa chathair do ghlaca. 
Chuaidh sé i gcomhairle fé dhó le buíon 
toscairí o Chumann Ríoga Bhaile Atha 
Cliath. Bhí lucht an Chó-Choiste ar 
aon intinn sna comhairlí ar a dtánadar. 

4. Sidiad mar leanas na comhairlí ar j 
a dtáinig an Có-Choiste:— 

(i.) Gurb iad amháin atá oiriiinach 
mar ionaid, agus ina bhfuil an mini- 
mum riachtanach de shlí istigh, agus 
atá ar fáil fé láthair no is féidir a chur 
ar fáil chun a sealbhuithe laistigh 
d'aimsir réasúnta agus gan costas as 
cuimse ná: Tigh Laighean, antOspidéal 
Ríoga i gCill Mhaighneann, agus na 
príomh-fhoirgintí agus na foirgintí eile 
atá i gcearnóg Chlós Uachtarach Chais- 
leán Bhaile Atha Cliath. Bheadh slí 
níos fairsinge agus níos caothúla san 
Ospidéal Ríoga agus i gCaisleán Bhaile 
Atha Chliath ná mar a bheadh i dTigh 
Laighean. Ach mar gheall ar a 
dheacracht do lucht gnótha agus do 
lucht gairme na Cathrach dul amach 
chun an Ospidéil Ríoga ní fhéadfadh 


to Seanad Eireann according]y; 
(3) That the Committee report not 
later than six weeks from the date 
of its first meeting ; 9 and that the 
Committee of Selection be re- 
quested to select the narnes of five 
members of the Seanad to be sub- 
mitted to the Seanad. ,, 


2. The Committee of Selection in 
both Houses having reported in accord- 
ance with the reference to them re- 
spectively contained in these resolu- 
tions, the following were by respectivc 
Orders of thc Dáil and the Seanad 
appointed to act on the Joint Com* 
mittee:— 

Senators Lord Glenavy, Jameson, 
O’Farrell, Mrs. Wyse-Power, 
and O’Dea; and 

Deputies Hughes, Magennis, 
Cooper, Nagle, and Gorey. 


a 3. The joint Committee met five times 
since its inception. It made an inspec- 
tion of the aecommodation available in 
Leinster House and in the Royal Hos- 
pital, Rilmainham. It took into con- 
sideration the arguments for and 
against thc adoption of a number of 
other sites in the city. It consulted on 
two occasions with a deputation from 
the Royal Dublin Society. The Joint 
Committee reaclied unaniinous agree- 
ment in its findings. 

4. The following are the findings of 
the Joint Committee:— 

(i.) That the only suitable sites, pro- 
viding the necessary minimum of hous- 
ing accommodation and at present 
available or capable of being made 
available for occupation within a 
reasonable time, and without prohibi- 
tive expenditure are: The Leinster 
House, the Royal Hospital, Eilmain- 
ham, and the main and other buildings 
in the square of the Upper Yard of 
Dublin Castle. Of these the Royal Hos- 
pital and Dublin Castle would supply 
housing accommodation of a more 
ample and convenient character than 
would Leinster House. The Joint Com- 
mittee cannot, however, recommend the 
selection of the Royal Hospital owing 
to the existing diffieulties of access by 
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an Co-Choiste a mhola go ndéanfí rogha | 
den ionad san. Rud eile is deimhin leis 
an gCó-Choiste, sara mbeadh sé 
réasúnta oiriúnach chun a shealbhuithe, 
nár mhór £70,000 ar a luíod do 
chaitheamh leis an obair a bhainfadh 
)e dul isteach ann agus le hatharuithc 
tigh-chreatlaigh, agus níor bh’fhéidir 
na hatharuithe sin do dhéanamh 
laistigh de thréiinhse ba lu ná bliain 
agus is dócha nár mhór bliain go leith 
ehuige. Faid a beifí ag feitheamh mar 
sin do caithfí fanúint i dTigh Laighean 
agus dul fé n-a thuille costais nár bheag 
le rá chun an áit a dhéanamh oiriúnach 
do riachtanaisí an Oireachtais a 
bheadh ag dul i méid i geaitheamh 
na tréimhse sin. Ní raibh os a chomhair 
ag an gCó-Choiste an t-abhar as a 
bhíéadfí a mheas cadí an tréimhse a 
chaithíidh imeacht sara mbeidh an 
buan-árus soláthruithe, ach ní gnó 
prait ieiúil, dar leis an gCoiste, suim chó 
mór le £70,000 do chaitheamh agus 
moill ehó fada do dhéanamh chun árus 
ná beadh ach sealadach do sholáthar, 
go mór mór o thárla go bhfuil an 
tOspidéal suidhte chó neachaothúil sin. 

(ii.) Ar an dtaobh eile den scéal 
áfach tá suidheamh an Chaisleáin go 
han-oiriúnach agus maran láithreach 
bonn, is go luath, d’fhéadfí dul isteach 
ann, agus ní bheadh an caitheamh ró- 
mhór. Ach nior bhfoláir don Chó- 
Choiste cuimhneamh go bhfuil sé 
ceaptha do sria Cúirteanna Bhreithiún- 
tais ehcana féin agus gur cuireadh iad 
isteach ann tar éis airgead do chaith- 
eamh lc hatharuithe agus le feistiú ba 
ghá agus, maran féidid áit oriúnach eile 
atá ar fáil do sholáthar dóibh, ní féidir 
don Chó-Choiste a mhola go ndéanfí 
rogha den Chaisleán. 

(iii.) Dc bharr an dá áit sin do dhúna 
amach, nil fágtha ach Tigh Laighean. 

Is ró-léir don Chó-Choiste a nea- 
mbúntáistí agus a nea-dhóthanaí atá 
sé íiú amháin mar árus sealadach ach 
is dó leo gur féidir luíodu maith a 
dhéanamh ar na nithe sin má tógtar 
na coda den bhfoirgint atá ar 
seilbh fós ag Cumann Ríoga Bhaile 
Atha Cliath, lasmuich de sna coda 
san a bhaineann leis an Saotharlann 
Radium. Ar na coda a tógfí amlaidh 
bheadh dhá sheomra fhairsinge órnái- 
dithe ar an gcéad úrlár agus dhá 
sheomra chó-réire ar an dara húrlár, 
seomraí ina mbeadh slí go leor i gcóir 


the business and professional life of the 
City. Further the Joint Committee is 
satisfied that before it could be made 
reasonably fit for occupation an expen- 
diture of not less than £70,000 would 
be required to defray the cost of migra- 
tion and of struetural alterations, which 
latter could not be carried out within 
a period of less than a year and pro- 
bably of a year and a half. During this 
waiting period the oceupation of Leins- 
ter House would have to be continued 
and further expense of a substantial 
amount incurred in making it suitable 
for the increasing needs of the Oireach- 
tas during the interval. The Joint 
Committce had not. the materials before 
it upon which to form an estimate of 
the period that must elapse before the 
permanent accommodation is provided, 
but the cxpenditurc of such a large sum 
as £70,000, with the consequent delay 
to be incurred for the purpose merely 
o£ temporary accommodation, did not 
commend itsclf as a business proposi- 
tion, more especially in view of the in- 
convenience of situation. 

(ii.) The Castle upon the other hand 
is exccllently situated and capable of 
early if not immediate occupation, 
while the expenditure would be com- 
paratively small. But the Joint Com- 
niitt.ee was confronted by thc fact that 
it has already been allotted to the 
Courts of Justice and oecupied by them 
after expenditure upon necessary alter- 
ations and equipment, and unless some 
other suitable and available location for 
the Courts can be obtained, the Joint 
Committee cannot recommend the 
seleetion of thc Castle. 

(iii.) In the result, by the process of 
exclusion Leinster House alone re- 
mains. The Joint Committce fully 
realises its disadvantages and in- 
adequacy even as a temporary provi- 
sion, but is of opinion that these can 
be materially modified if the portions of 
the building still in the possession of 
the Royal Dublin Society, save those 
devoted to the Radium Laboratory, 
were taken over. The portions thus ac- 
quired would include two decorated 
aad spaeious rooms on the first floor 
and two corresponding rooms on the 
socond floor which would afford suit- 
aMe accommodation for the sittings of 
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suidheanna an tSeanaid, J na bhfnil slí 
chó eumhang acu fe láthair, agus i gcóir 
na gCoistí a dheighleálann le Billí 
Príobháideaeha. Mar fhreagra ar 
iarratas ón gCó*Choiste tháinig buíon 
láidir toscairí o Chumann Bíoga Bhaile 
Atha Cliath go dtí ceann de sna 
cruinnithe, agus ba dheas uatha é, agus 
do chuireadar in úil ga dian gurb é a 
dtuairim, tar éis triail na bliana atá 
caithte, gur chuaidh sé go mór chun 
dochair agus chun eeataí don Ohumann 
an tOireachtas do bheith i seilbh agus 
dá leantí den tseilbh sin agus dá 
leathanuítí í gur mhór an chontabhairf. 
do shéan an Chumainn é mara 
gcuireadh sé deire leis an gCumann. 
D’aontuigh an Có-Choiste go hiomlán 
leo nuair adubhradar gur éirigh roinnt 
céadta ball as an gCumann de bharr 
an ní sin ach is dó leo gurb iad 
riachtanaisí an ISaorstáit is mó le rá 
agus is ceart a bheith ar tosach, go 
mór mór ós deimhin leo gur fcidir an 1 
cheataí agus an chailliúint airgid a 
bhain don Chumann cheana agus a 
bhainfidh dóibh fós do luíodú go mór 
tré árus sealadach do sholáthar dóibh 
in áit éigin eile agus cúiteamh airgid 
a thabhairt dóibh. Na hoibreacha 
móra gnótha agus ceárdais atá ar siúl 
.acu, le hoiread creidiúna dhóibh féin 
agus le hoircad sochair don tír, is ag 
Droichcad na Dothra bhíd sin, san áit 
ina mbíd na Taisbeántaisí acu, aeh is 
chun aoibhnis chuideachtanais do 
sna ^ baill agus chun taisbeántaisí 
colaíocbta agus ceoil is mó a 
húsáidtí Tigh Laighean. Tháinig 
na Toscairí go dtí cruinniú eile 
den Chó-Choiste agus i dtéanta luighe 
ar na hagóidí a bhí curtha in úil 
cheana acu do shineadar isteach ráiteas 
ar a gcúis agus, ar a iarraidh sin dóibh, 
do chuir an Chó-Olioiste an ráiteas san 
le . n-a dtuarasgabháil mar fho-scrí- 
bhinn. Sé tuairim an Chó-Choiste gur 
chóir gurb é gnó an Rialtais slí go 
leor do sholáthar i bhfoirgint éigin 
oiriúnach in aice le Tigh Laighean mar 
sheomrai léitheoireachta agus mar 
leabharlann iasachtach thiomchuir do 
bhaill Chumann Ríoga Bhaile Atha 
Cliath amháin no neachtar acu oiread 
airgid do sholáthar dóibh agus is gá 
chun a chur ar a gcumas árus seala- 
dach mar sin do sholáthar dóibh féin. 
Níor dhearmhad an Có-Choiste go 
Vol. 6. 


the Seanad, which is so inadequately 
housed at present, and for the Com- 
mittees dealing with Private Bills. A 
very influential deputation from the 
Royal Dublin Society, in courteous re- 
sponse to a request of the Joint Com- 
mittee, attended one of the meetings 
and were emphatic in the expression of 
their belief as the result of their experi- 
ence of the last twelve months that the 
occupation by the Oireachtas had 
already caused serious loss and incon- 
venience to the Society and that the 
prolongation and extension of this oc- 
cupation would bc a dangerous menace 
to its welfare and possibly to its exist- 
ence. The Joint Committee quite 
accepted their assurance that it has 
already been responsible for thc resig- 
nation of some hundreds of its mem- 
bers, but it regards the needs of the 
Free State as of prior and paramount 
importance, especially as it is satisfied 
that the inconvenience and financial 
loss to which already the Soeiety has 
been and will in the future be subject 
can be materially mitigated by the pro- 
vision of temporary accommodation 
elsewhere and by pecuniary compensa- 
tion. Its great busincss and industrial 
activities in which it has engaged with 
so much credit to itsclf and advantage 
to the country are mainly controlled 
and earried on at Ballsbridge where its 
Shows are also held, whereas Leinster 
IIousc has been mainly used for cater- 
ing to what may be described as the 
social amenities of its members and for 
the holding of scientific and musical 
demonstrations. The Deputation at- 
tended a further meeting of the Com- 
mittee and in addition to emphasising 
their previous objections handed in a 
detailed statement of their case which 
at their request the Joint Committee 
has inserted as an appendix to its re- 
port. Thc Joint Committee is of opinion 
that it should be the business of the 
Government to find ample provision in 
some suitable building in the vicinity 
of Leinster House for reading rooms 
and a lending and circulating library 
for the exclusive use of the mcmbers 
of the Royal Dublin Society, or as an 
alternative that they should be supplied 
with the necessary funds to enable 
them to provide for themselves this 
temporary accommodation. The Joint 
Committee has not forgotten that the 

Y. 3. 
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dtiocfidh as nách mór iomlán Tighe 
Laighean a bheith tógtha snas ag an 
Oireachtas, fiú amháin go ceann 
tamaill, go gcaithfar tuillc airgid a 
chaitheamh agus tuille maith mór, leis, 
i dteanta cúitimh do Chumann Ríoga 
Bhaile Atha Cliath, ach bíodh go 
mbeadh an costas iomlán geairid don 
mhéid a bhainfadh leis an Ospidéai 
Ríoga do chur in oiriúint bheadh an 
méid seo le rá fós i bhfabhar do rogha 
dhéanamh de Thigh Laighean, sé sin, 
nár ghá don Oireachtas aistriú as an 
áit ina bhfuil sé, agus bíodh go mbeadh 
an scéal cothrom eatorra maidir le 
nithe eile, tá Tigh Laighean i gceartlár 
na cathrach agus tugann san búntáise 
dho ar an áit eile. Rud eile: tá na 
Teachtaí agus na Seanadóirí tagtha 
ina thaithí agus le corp taithí tá sé ( 
gan bheith ró-dheacair dóibh cur suas 
le pé nea-chaothúlacht a bhaineann 
leis. Dá bhrí sin molann an Có-Choiste 
iomlán Tighe Laighean d'fháil agus do 
chimeád, ach amháin na coda atá 
luaidhte cheana, bíodh go bhfuil a 
fhios acu nách réiteach thar barr ar 
an bhfaidhb san ach réiteach atá do- 
sheachanta agus an scéal mar atá sé. 
San am gcéanna tá súil ag an gCó- 
Choiste, ar mhaithe leis an gCumann, 
go scarfar le seilbh Tighe Laighean 
chó luath agus is féidir é gan dochar 
do riaehtanaisí an Oireachtais. 

(iv.) Mar bhuille scuir, ba mhaith 
leis an gCó-Choiste luighe ar an méid 
seo: o bhí ortha claoi go dian leis na , 
tearmaí scóipe, le cúrsaí áruis sheala- ; 
daigh amháin, níl aon bhaint ag na 
nithe atá ráite acu i dtaobh na n-ionad 
ndefriúil le cúrsaí buan-árus do 
sholáthar agus ní ceart leigint do sna 
nithe sin éinne do chlaona chun aon 
taoibh sna cúrsaí sin. 

5. Tuairiscíonn an Ohó-Choiste dá 
réir sin. 

(Sighnithe), 


occupation practically of the whole of 
Leinster 'Ilouse, even for a temporarv 
period, will involve substantial further 
outlay in addition to compensation to 
the Royal Dublin Society, but even if 
the total cost approximated to that in- 
volved in the adaptation of the RoyaI 
Hospital there would still remain in 
favour of the selection of Leinster 
| House the fact that it involves no 
change in the existing location of the 
Oireachtas, and even if other considera- 
tions as between the two were evenly 
balanccd. the situation of Leinster 
Ilouse, in the heart of the City, weighs 
down the scales in its favour. Further, 
the Deputies and Senators have got 
used to it, and familiarity has even bred 
some measure of toleration for its in- 
convenient surroundings. The Joint 
Committee therefore recommends the 
acquisition and retention of the whole 
of Leinster House with thc exception of 
the portion already mentioned, con- 
scious that it is not an ideal solution 
but one that is inevitable under exist- 
ing conditions. At the same time the 
Joint Committee hopes that in the in- 
terests of the Society the occupation of 
Leinster House will be terminated at 
the earliest date, consistent with the 
needs of the Oireachtas. 

(iv.) In eonelusion, the Joint Com- 
mittee wishes to emphasise that as it 
was strictly confined by the terms of 
reference, to the question of temporary 
accommodation solely, thc considera- 
tions it has urged in regard to the 
different sites have no bearing upon 
the question of permanent accommo- 
dation and should not be allowed to 
prejudice it in any respect. 

5. The Joint Committee reports ac- 
cordingly. 


12adh Márta, 1024. 


GLENAVY, Cathaoirleach. 

LIAM MAG AONGHUSA. 

PEADAR 0 hAODHA. 

TOMAS DE NÓGLA. 

BRYAN COOPER. 

DONNCHA O GUAIRE. 

JOHN T. O ’FARRELL. 

ANDREW JAMESON. 

MiICHAEL O’DEA. 

SIOBHÁN BEAN AN PHAORAIGIt 
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APPENDIX ABOVE REPERRED TO. 

ROYAL DUBLIN SOCIETY. 

OCCUPATION OF LEINSTER HOUSE BY DÁIL EIREANN. 


The Royal Dublin Society was estab- 
lished in the year 1731 for the promo- 
tion of Husbandry and other useful Arts 
and Sciences. 

It is the oldest body of its kind in 
Europe. 

The Museums, Botanic Gardens, Na- 
tional Library and Art School were 
founded far back in the eighteenth cen- 
tury by the Society, and through the 
watchful care of the Society, with its 
intimate knowledge of local require- 
ments had been brought to a high state 
of efficiency. This work was carried on 
by the Society with funds derived from 
members , subscriptions and donations, 
together with a surplus balance of suc- 
cessful Agricultural Shows held on the 
Lawn and Lands around Leinster 
House. 

In addition, Grants were made by the 
Treasury of from £5,000 to £10,000 an- 
nually to be expended in like manner. 

For many ypars prior to 1877 the 
Government had been urged to increase 
these Grants to enable the Society to ex- 
tend the usefulness of the institutions 
named. This, however, the Government 
declined to do, unless on the condition 
that the whole expenditure should be 
administered by a Department directly 
responsible to Parliament. 

The terms under which the Society 
would consent to this change were 
agreed upon, and the Dublin Science 
and Art Museum Act of August, 1877, 
ensued. This Act transferred the lands 
and baildings of the Royal Dublin So- 
ciety to the Govemment. It also trans- 
ferred the collections of the Society with 
certain exceptions. 

# Both transfers were made fór the pur- 
pose of the Act which purposes are by 
the Act declared to be :—To promote the 
study of Science, Art, and Literature 
in Ireltod; to erect a Science and Art 
Museutíl; to establish a National 
Library; and to maintain the Royal 
Dublin Society iíi the exercise of its 
functiotis, 

• The SíwJióty had expended £48,600 on 
the real part of the property to be trans- 


ferred irrespective of the Collections, 
and in 1877 it was estimated that its 
value at the time of the passing of the 
Act had increased to £75,000. 

Of the £48,600, £47,700 had been ex- 
pended by the Society out of its own 
funds on the purchase of Leinster 
House (£20,000), and the necessary ad- 
ditions and alterations from 1815 to 
1877. 

The consideration given to the Society 
in 1877 for the land and collections 
named was a sum of £10,000, and, in the 
words of the Act of Parliament: “ Such 
other considerations as may be agreed 
upon or would accrue to the Society.” 
What these “other considerations ” 

' were to be had already been settled in 
k various interviews which took place be- 
tween the then Chief Secretary for Ire- 
land, the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
representatives of the Society. 

Briefly the principal ones were :— 

(a) Occupancy of Leinster House 
free of Rent, Rates and Taxes, and 
that a free and liberal consideration 
shall be accorded to the wants of the 
Society in this direction. 

(b) The Society to be allowed to con- 
tinue to hold its Agricultural Shows, 
etc., on the Lawn and Lands around 
the House. 

In order to effect the Agreement 
come to the Societ^’s Representatives 
met in conference, Lord Sandon, repre- 
senting the Educational Department, 
the Right Hon. W. H. Smith, M.P., the 
Treasury, and Sir Michael Hicks-Beach, 
Bart., the Irish Government. The 
Society’s delegates submitted that 
£75,000 was the estimated value of the 
Society’s property proposed to be sur- 
rendered and claimed for the Society 
full compensation therefor; after which 
the Government submitted an outline 
of its proposal, which, with some modi- 
’fications, was that subsequently agreed 
to, the grounds put forward by the Gov- 
ernment being that all that was pro- 
poséd was for the advancement and 
public advantage of Ireland, which 
should be encouraged by the Society 
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and repeated assurances were through- 
out given by the Government represen- 
tatives to the Societj^'s delegates that 
the agreement which should be come to 
with the Society would, at all times, be 
construed and carried out in the most 
generous and liberal way towards the 
Society, that Government had no 
other desire or intention; upon the faith 
of which and in order that Ireland i 
should not lose the great benefits so 
promised to be conferred on it by the 
proposed Act, the proposals were ac- 
ceded to by the Societ^^s delegates. 
Throughout these negotiations the 
Society was not represented by either a 
Parliamentary Agent, Counsel or Soli- 
citor, which demonstrates the Societ^'s 
desire to carry out in the spirit of what 
was best for Ireland rather than de- | 
manding its legal rights. 

Consequent on the transference of a 
portion of the Society ’s work and staff 
to the Government, the Society con- 
sented to receive temporarily an incon- 
venient amount of accommodation in 
Leinster House pending the erection of 
new buildings for the Scienee and Art 
Department contemplated by the Act. 
Relief was partly given in this direction 
on the completion of the Museum, etc., 
and further accommodation was pro- 
mised whcn the erection of Government 
Administrative buildings in the vicinity 
were completed. An additional room 
was granted to the Society by the De- 
partment in 1921. 

The Chief Secretary for Ireland in 
1877, when the Act dealing with this 
subject was before Parliament was in- 
formed by the Council of the Socicty 
in response to his enquiry that “ the 
accommodation which the Society will 
require in Leinster House depends on 
the functions which it shall in future 
perform. It is accordingly impossible 
to state the exact amount of accommo- 
dation which would suflRce; but the 
Council are of opinion that it would be 
advisable to reserve for the use of the 
Society the whole of Leinster House. ,> 

The spirit undoubtedly prevailing 
and since acted up to was to treat the 
Society with a liberality which its work 
and traditions deserved, especially as 
it had been freed from the control of a 
Govemment Department and as a vol- 


untary imstitution unaided I»y State 
subsidies should be given that oppor- 
tunity of carrying on its valuable work 
with greater energy, and that increased 
facilities for that work would be re- 
quired by the time the Library and 
Museum Buildings, then in course of 
construction, were completed. 

In 1880 it was found advisable by the 
Government to recommend the discon- 
tinuance of the holding of the Society’s 
Shows around the House as provided 
for in (b). The Government offered 
an alternative site in Phoenix Park, 
together with a grant of £20,000. 

yitimately it was agreed in consider- 
ation of the payment to thc Society by 
the Government of £25,000 the Society 
should discontinue holding the Shows in 
Kildare Street, and with the grant the 
Soeiety purchased a portion of the pre- 
sent Ballsbridge site and removed cer- 
tain Halls from the vicinity of the 
House and re-erectcd same at Balls- 
bridge. One Hall was purchased from 
the Society by the Governmcnt for 
£1,000 and continues to be an annexe 
to the present Museum (Textile Ex- 
hibit). 

In 1897 the present Lecture Theatre 
and Laboratories were erected and fur- 
nished at a cost of approximately 
£15,000, towards which the Govemment 
contributed £5,000. This building re- 
placed a previous Lecture Theatre 
which had become totally inadequate 
for the growing demands of Members 
and the Public interested in the 
Societ^'s Scicntific and Educational 
work. 

At the time the Aet of 1877 was 
passed the future of the Socicty was un- 
certain. Many anticipated that the 
loss of Govemment support would 
cause the Soeiety to dwindle into insig- 
nificancc, but the Council, recognising 
to the full the great asset it still re- 
tained in its headquarters, Leinster 
House, and the privileges accorded o? 
occupying it frec of Rent, Rates and 
Taxes, a very vital financial considera- 
tion, worked with an enthusiasm to pro- 
vide an institution which would be re- 
cognised as worthy of support in the 
educational life of Ireland. The recon- 
struction of its governing body provid- 
ing for three sections, each with its re- 
cognised duties and responsibilities, has 
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resulted in the Society becoming even 
stronger. Its work to-day is unequalled 
by any other similar body and referred 
to throughout the world as a striking 
illustration of the country’s practica- 
bility by the voluntary active service 
of the members of the Society’s Council 
and Committees which is the means of 
producing such excellent results in the 
many spheres of its activities. 

This has been possible by Leinster 
House being the “ hub ” within and 
around which the Soeiety has enhanced 
its reputation and Members have 
flocfced to its support. 

When the late General Michael Col- 
lins, after inspecting the House among 
several others, expressed a desire to 
hold the first Provisional Government 
Assembly in the Lecture Theatre his 
wish was most readily complied with 
by the Society as a National necessity. 
General Collins generously acknow- 
ledged the offer and expressed the hope 
to the Societ^’s Director that the great 
inconvenience caused to the Society 
would not exceed eight months. 
Nearly two years have now elapsed, 
and the present decentralisation is 
seriously affecting and jeopardising 
the work of the Society, apart from it 
incurring additional expenses (at pre- 
sent approximately £500) by the rent- 
ing of Theatres, etc., and increased tem- 
pqjrary staff réndered necessary in con- 
tinuing the Societ^’s usual operations. 

The Society’s work and functions are 
now scattered between most unsatisfac- 
tory rooms in Molesworth Street (pro- 
vided by the Office of Works), Leinster 
House, Royal College of Surgeons, 
Theatre Royal and Ballsbridge. 

• Upwards of 650 old Members (repre- 
senting an income of £1,400 a year) 
have resigned on account of the re- 
stricted privileges % now available in 


* Mr. DARRELL PIOOIS: I beg to 

second the adoption of the Report. 

Blr. OOOD: Will we have an oppor- 
tmpty of discussing this Report at a 
later periodt 

AN OEANN OOMHAIRLE : The mo- 

tion' for its adoption has been made. A 
discussion can take place now, or if the 
Dáil desires, éonsideration of the Re- 
port may be adjourijed. 


Leinster House, and this wastage must 
continue unless the serious problem, 
from the Society’s standpoint, is 
quickly solved. 

The Councii therefore ask that the 
Theatre and various rooms occupied by 
the Government be returned to the 
Society by not later than the end of the 
present year. 

It is the considered opinion of the 
Council that if the present occupaney 
of Leinster House continues, the Society 
must necessarily become disintegrated. 
Members will not consent to the inde- 
finite curtailment of their privileges, 
and the separate administration of the 
several branches of the Societ^’s work 
must inevitably destroy the bond 
which has hitherto held the Society 
together and enabled it to do what it 
has done. 

The Council crave that the Govem- 
ment will grant the Society the earliest 
relief from its present unfortunate 
position. It is not a mere private ad- 
vantage for the Members of the Society 
which they now ask but those reason- 
able facilities on purely publie 
grounds, and with the desire to promote 
the welfare of Ireland which has been 
the one actuating impulse of the Society 
during the nearly two centuries of its 
existence. 

Dated the 6th March, 1924. 

Signed: RATHDONNELL, 

President. 

W. E. ADENEY, 

DENIS B. PACK-BERES- 
FORD, 

Hon. Secs. 

EDWARD BOHANE, 
Director. 

Leinster House, 

Dublin. 


Mr. OOOD : The report has only just 
reached us, and in view of the serious- 
ness of the situation I think it would be 
desirable that a little time would be 
allowéd for consideration of the matter. 
I would favour the postponement of the 
rnatter in order to permit Deputies to 
Cive their views upon it at a later date 
when they would have had time to con- 
sider it. 

AN OEANN COMHAIRLE: Deputy 
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[An Ceann Comhairle.] 

Hughes has moved its adoption, but 
perhaps he might be agreeable to nam- 
ing a day upon which the Report could 
be considered, so as to give Deputies an 
opportunity of expressing their views 
upon the matter? 

Mr. HUGHES: I am quite agreeable 
to follow that course. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: It would, I 
think, be advisable to postpone the con- 
sideration of the Report. The matter 
has been hanging for a long while. As 
the question of accommodation for the 
Oireachtas is one of urgency, I urge the 
postponement would be to a definite 
date. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : I would 
not think of postponing the matter 
without fixing a definite date. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: Perhaps 
Friday next would be convenient? 

Proíessor THRIFT: This day week 
would be more suitable, as wc ought to 
have a little time to consider the Report 
and analyse it. 

Ordered: “ That the Report be con- 
sidered on Wednesday, March 26th.” 

SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATES. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Is it the 

intention to proceed with the con- 
sideration of the Supplementary Esti- 
mates indicated in the Order Paper? 

MINISTER for EXTERNAL AF- 
FAIRS (Mr. Fitzgerald): I think the 
intention is to have them postponed. 

Mr. JOHNSON : That was the ar- 
rangement. 

STANDING ORDERS RELATING TO 
PRIVATE BUSINESS. 

Ifr. P. DOYLE: I beg to move:— 
That it be referred to the Joint 
Oommittee appointed under Oyder 7 
of the Standing Orders of the Dáil 
and Seanad relative to Private Busi- 
ness to report on the following pro- 
posed amendment of the said Stand- 
ing Orders, viz., in Order 40, line 9, 
after the word “ nniversity ” to in- 


sert the words “ or an Associate of 
the Royal College of Science, 
Ireland . 9 9 

The existing Standing Orders de- 
barred those who were only Aasociates 
of the College of Science from availing 
oí advantages, such as signing Bills for 
prospective schemes in the Saorstát. 
Consequently, many young students are 
forced to go eisewhere for employment, 
because the Standing Order makes them 
ineligible for engineering appointments 
under the Government of the Saorstát. 

I notc that the British Govemment have 
recognised the Associates of the College, 
and I understand that similar recogni- 
tion is given in the Indian Officc and in 
the Colonies gencrally. I note that 
Deputy Cooper has tabled an amend- 
ment, and if the idea is to make the 
necessary change suggested in my mo- 
tion, I have no objection to it. 

Mr. HUGHES: I beg to second. 

Major COOPER : I have put down 
the following amendment on behalf of 
the Committee:— 

To delete all words after the word 
“ that in line 1, and to substitute 
in lieu thereof the words “ Order 
No. 40 of the Standing Orders for Pri- 
vate Business be referred to the Joint 
Committee on Private Business to be 
reconsidered, and that the Joint Com- 
mittee be requested to report auy 
amendments therein which may be de- 
sirable.” 

Deputy Doyle’s motion appeared on 
the Order Paper when the Joint Com- 
mittee dealing with Private Bill pro- 
cedure was sitting. We took the motion 
into consideration, and we considered it 
I would be very desirable that if Standing • 
Order Number 40 were to be récon- 
sidered it should not be merely a specific 
instruction to us to cqnsider it in respect 
of one amendment only, but we should 
be entitled to reconsider the whoíe 
Standing Order, and make such recom- 
mendation as we thought desirable. I 
would remind Deputy Doyle what the 
purpose of Standing Order 40 is. ^he 
promotion of a Private Bill lays it with- 
in the power of the promoters to compel, 
private individuals, corporations, ánd 
local authorities to go to a considerable 
amóunt of expense, and, therefore, it is 
necessary to insert a saféguard m that 
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no Private Bill shall be promoted by j 
what may be described as men of straw. 

It is necessary that they should be men 
oí some standing and responsibility, and 
Standing Ordcr 40 provides that their 
plans and specifications and estimates 
shall be drawn up by a competent per- 
son, and the definition of that competent 
person is set out in the Order. All the 
qualifications set out there are recog- 
nised technical qualifications. The 
Associateship of the College of Science 
is also a recognised qualification. I do 
not want to give Deputv Doyle any 
pledge. In the first plaee, I could not 
pledge the Committee, and in the second 
place I do not want to pledge that we 
will accept and mclude the College of 
Science. We have had representations 
from it already on the subject, and they 
were carefully eonsidered, and the 
general view was that these people ought 
to belong to a trade union organisation. 
Certainly that was the Labour view. It 
is quite possible t.hat a man might have 
his mere college experience, and might 
not have any practical work. Our main 
interest. is to get the highest possible 
technical qualifications. In the interests 
of the public as a whole, who are liable 
to be put to very great expense by Pri- 
vate Bill legislation, we are obliged to 
get the highest qualifications possible. 
Therefore I would urge the Dáil to 
adopt the amendment, and to let the 
Joint Committee go into the whole 
Standing Orders. The Committee can 
then consider and make whatever recom- 
mendations they think fit. It would 
then be open to Deputy Dovle to move 
that our recommendations be not 
adopted. 

I think a morc satisfactory result will 
be achieved by letting us r^consider the 
whole Standing Order, and formulating 
not only our recommendations but our 
reasons for the recommendations. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: I second 

the amendment. 

Professor THRIFT: On general 
grounds I approve of this amendment. 

I do not. think it is a proper thing to 
modify Standing Orders submitted to 
us by a Committee without first tak- 
ing the view of the Standing Orders 
Committee. I would not like to have 
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it thought for a moment that 1 agree 
with what Deputy Cooper has said as to 
university qualifications not being 
really satisfactory qualificatiou. I 
sincerely hope that thc Committee will 
not adopt the alternative course which 
he has suggested. I think there is too 
great, a tendency to belittle university 
qualiíieation. However, in supporting 
the motion, I wish to take this oppor- 
tunity of expressing my disagreement 
with Deputy Cooper on that point. 

Major COOPER: May I remind 
Deputy Thrift that Deputy Magennis 
is a member of thc Committcc. 

Mr. HEWAT: I take it the amend- 
ment is before the Dáil at the present 
time. It seems to me that the amend- 
ment has good sense. If you want 
alter a Standing Order it ought to go 
back to the Committee for reconsidera- 
tion. But I am sorry to see that 
Deputy Cooper has joined the ranks 
of the Tradc Unionists. I am afraid 
that is a retrograde step for him. His 
plea that the professions should copy 
! the trade unions is, 1 am afraid. 

! rather a retrograde step, too, becdUse 
j the professions leave it open herc to 
pass your examinat.ion and become a 
member of the organisation, taking out 
your (inalifications. whereas I think 
trade unions are working as elose 
boroughs. I am afraid you will not 
gct into a trade union by competitive 
examination. I only wish to express 
my sorrow at Deputy Cooper’s re- 
fercnce to professional men in trade 
unions. 

Major COOPER: I do not know if I 
am in order in replying- 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: No. 

Major COOPER: We have vvo 
trades unionists on the Committee and 
i one of them is a K.C. 

Mr. P. DOYLE: May I point ouc 
that the motion says to refev it to a 
Committee. The amendment is similar 
in one sense, and I accept it. 

Amendment put and agreed to. 

Motion, as ameifded, put and agreed 
to. 
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PRIVATE BUSINESS. 

P0LICY 0F MINISTER FOR LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT. 

Motion by Deputy Risteard Mac 
Fheorais: 

“ That the Dáil disapproves of the 
policy of the Minister for Local 
Government so far as it has been 
made known through the general ac- 
tivities of his Ministry. ,, (Debate 
resumed). 

Mr. DARRELL FIGOIS: On a point 
of order, can a question like that be 
taken if the Minister for Local Govern- 
ment is not present in the Iíouse ? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: I think 
that is not a point of order. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I take it to be a 
point of etiquette on the part of the 
Minister. Probably the Minister was 
not aware, as I was not awarc, and did 
not expect, that this question would 
come on at so early an hour. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : I think 
the Minister is in the Seanad dealing 
with another Bill. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGOIS: In that case 
what Deputy Johnson has very rightly 
referred to as a point of etiquette 
would lie with the Dáil not to consider 
this business while the Minister is en- 
gaged in business elsewhere. 

Mr. O’HIOGINS: I have asked that 
steps be taken to see whether the Min- 
ister whose administration is under re- 
view will be available. 

Mr. JOHNSON: On a point of pro- 
cedure perhaps, rather than of order, 

I would like to say I feel a little doubt- 
ful about pursuing this subject at the 
moment if the Minister coíicerned is 
not available, and the President who 
has been doing his duty in this House 
is unable to be present because of ill- 
ness. I feel that anything I have to say 
will be in a sense talking to the air or 
to the Reporters, and inasmuch as some- 
thing I have to say can only be 
answered by the President himself, and 
not by the Minister for Local Govern- 
ment, unless he has made himself aware 
of the assurances and the promises 
made by the Presidgnt, that the pur- 
suance of this motion at this stage is i 


I perhaps not fitting—I will use that 
word. 1 do not want to move the ad- 
journment of the debate again, because 
it has been hanging fire too long. I 
íeel it is unfortunate that we shouíd be 
discussing this matter which certainly 
is of some importance expressing the 
feelings on this side, without the pre- 
sence of the Minister responsible, but 
if the House desircs I shall go ahead. 

Mr. O’HIOOINS: The absence of 
the Ministcr for Local Government is a 
very material factor, I take it, but I 
think that the Prcsident-'s name should 
scarccly be coupled with the rnattcr. 
The Ministcr for Local Government is 
responsible undcr the Constitution ex- 
clusivoly to the Dáil, and thc motion in 
Deputy Corish’s name must therefore 
be held only to concern the Minister 
for Local Government. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I have no need to 
be reminded of the position of the Min- 
ister for Local Government or the posi- 
tion of the President in this matter, and 
I shall try to keep the thing in. the 
bounds of’ordcr. The motion reads:— 
That the Dáil disapproves of the poliey 
of the Minister for Local Government 
so far as it has been made known 
through the gencral activities of his 
Ministry. As I read that motion the 
policy of the Ministry of Local Gov- 
ernment so far as made known through 
the activities of the Minister will in- 
clude sins of omission as well as com- 
mission, and if the Minister has powers 
which may be exercised, and if he de- 
clines to exereise these powers then I 
take it that it is part of the policy of 
thc'Minister to decline to exercise cer- 
tain powers. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: I do not 

want to intérrupt the Deputy, but he 
can hardly call that activities. If that 
were so the motion should read: “ so 
far as it is known through the general 
activities or inactivities of his Minis- 
try. M 

Mr. JOHNSON: If the activities of 
the Department are so taken up with 
certain sections of its work that it 
has not a sufficient staff to take up 
other sections, then the activities of the 
Department act as exclusive of the 
other powers which it might exercise 
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but does not. Deputy Lyons, in the 
course of his speech, very adroitly at- 
tacked the Minister, but tried to keep 
on the right side of him by excusing 
him and saying that the blame rested 
upon his predecessor; that the Minister 
was not responsible for the amalgama- 
tion schemes, but that he was more or 
less bound to carry them through, 
though possibly he disapproved of 
them. Unfortunately we are in the 
position of not knowing what the views 
of the Minister are regarding amalga- 
mation schemes and their extension, 
and regarding quite a nuinber of the 
activities or powers and responsibilities 
of his department. We would feel very 
relieved, some of us, if we knew, for in- 
stance, that the Bill which is being pre- 
sented to the Dáil, known as the Hous- 
ing Bill, had or had not his approval. 
Presumably the housing policy is a 
policy of the Department of Local 
Government, but we have not heard 
from the Minister for Local Govern- 
ment whether thc present Housing Bill 
contains his policy in regard to housing 
or whether he approves or disapproves 
of it, or whether it is ample and satis- 
fies the present requirements, or 
whether he is dissatisfied with it and 
prefers to leave the responsibility for 
it on other Ministers. Similarly, in re- 
gard to Old Age Pensions, while the 
Bill that is at present before the Dáil 
may be said to be mainly a financial 
Bill, the administration of the present 
law is under the Department of the 
Minister for Local Government. We 
can only surmise that it is on his au- 
thority that the more rigorous enforce- 
ment of the Old Age Pensions , Act is 
being carried out. I think it would be 
well if the Minister would present to 
the Dáil the text of the instructions 
wliich he has given to the Pens'ions Of- 
ficers regarding the valuation of means 
and perquisites, so that we could find 
put what is his interpretation of the 
Íaw in this matter. 

AN LEAS-GHEANN COMHAIBLE 

at this stage, took the Chair. 

Mr. JOHNSON : Presumably the cir- 
culars have been sent out from the Min- 
ister’s Department informing the Pen- 
sions Officers that they must follow a 
certain course when valuing claims for 
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pensions, and it is important that the 
Dáil should know what is his policy in 
regard to the administration of the Old 
Age Pensions Act. Does he approve. 
and is it with his instruetions, or rather 
are his offieers acting under instruc- 
tions of other people when they apply 
the new methods of valuation to the 
means of recipients or applicants for 
old age pensions? We have not been 
informed of what the Minister’s views 
are upon these matters except by oc- 
easional questions, and we have not had 
the advantage of his advice, approval or 
eritieism of the Pensions Bill whieh is. 
now before the Dáil and which his De- 
partment will have to administer. In 
the course of the discussion Deputy 
McGoldrick dissented from certain pro- 
positions that, I think, were madc by 
Deputy Corish regarding the powers of 
local authorities and the exercise of 
these powers without interference. 
Deputy McGoldrick suggested that it 
would not bc sound policy and that it 
would not be good for the people con- 
cerned to allow' local authorities full 
sway in matters, say, of fixing wages, 
because the local authorities, he sug- 
gested, were more reactionary in sucb 
a matter than the Government. There* 
may be something in his contention in 
regard to some loeal authorities, per- 
haps in regard to the authority which 
governs Tirconaill, but Deputy McGold- 
rick forgot when he was making these 
remarks in defence of the Ministry at 
the expense of the County Councils that 
the Ministry itself had, as a matter of 
fact, given instructions and made it 
practically mandatory that these local 
authorities should make reductions of 
wages, and presumably from the tone 
of their communications the greater the 
reduction the more approval the local 
authority would receive from the Local 
Government Department. I call atten- 
tion to the cireular issued in November 
last by the Ministry of Local Govern- 
ment which, I think, has not been re- 
called. That circular quoted from a 
statement made by the Minister for* 
Finance, and specifícally called atten- 
tion to certain paragraphs in that 
statement to the effect that ** the Go- 
vernment could not consent to allow 
the economic interests of the countrjr 
to be conducted in a manner that 
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'would i’aise or kecp prices or wages 
above the normal level at which they 
should fairly stand at the present 
time. ,> I 

Presumably ,the Minister for Local 
Government was to be the judge of how 
they should stand, and as to what was 
fair in the matter. He goes further in 
the eircular and says that the existing ] 
rates of wages must be reduced, and in- j 
structs the eouncils in the first place to 
insist upon ‘ ‘ a reduction of the present 
high wages paid to road workers. ,, That 
is a direct instruction, or shall I say an 
incitement to the county councils to do i 
the thing which Deputy McGoldrick ' 
•suggests that they would be too much 
inclined to do of their own volition, and 
that it was better to leave a matter of 
that kind in the hands of the central 
authority in Dublin, because the central 
authority would put a check upon the 
niggardliness of the local council. I 
want to draw attention on this point to 
a matter which has arisen within the 
last week, and again following the in- 
citement issued from the Ministry of 
Local Government. In North Tip- 1 
perary the county council íinds itself in 
this position, that a eertain sum of 
money had been alloeated out. of the 
road grant to this county council. They 
had been informed that it was intended 
that this was to be special money set 
aside for the reconstruction of roads, 
and designed to relieve unemployment, 
and, of course, it was not to be allowcd 
to reduce in any way the estimate to be 
placed upon the councils for ordinary 
road maintenance or ordinary road 
work. But I read that there was to be 
a reduction of the local estimates in 
virtue of thc fact that the county coun- 
cil is receiving money from this grant, 
and that part of the grant is actually 
being expended in machinery, £2,400 out 
of a grant of £23,000. That machinery, 
«of course, was not intended to relieve un- 
employment in this country, inasmuch 
as it was to be purchased in Scotland. 
’The rates of wages have been reduced 
considerably in that county, and having 
got the wages reduced, then they propose 
to relieve the rates of some of the burden 
which otherwise would have been placed 
upon them, and because of the grant 
from the Central Fund the local rates 
^re to be relieved, and the total amount 


to be spent on the roads is actually to be 
to that extent reduced. I wonder has 
that the approval of the Minister for 
Local Government? Has he accepted 
the decision of the North Tipperary 
County Council in that matter, and what 
will he say when they retort—“ You 
prompted us/' or “ You tempted us to 
do this thing, and now you can have no- 
thing to say in the way of a reprimand. ? ' 
In this eireular the Minister for Local 
Government says that all new works not 
urgently required should be rejected or 
postponed until a substantial improve- 
numt is effcctcd in the eon- 
dition of existing works. That is 
going entirely in the opposite 
direction from public policy, such as has 
been found to be desirablc within the 
last twenty years. When trade is bad, 
when employment is scarce, and unem- 
ployed men are lining the roads waiting 
for a job, the local councils are told they 
must cut down expenditure, they must 
not undertake any new works until em- 
ployment becomes plentiful and labour 
is scarce. Is that the considered policy 
of the Minister for Local Government? 
Deputy Egan, in the course of his speech 
on this matter, said many curious 
things. One thing he said was that we 
had objected to National Army men, on 
demobilisation, being given employment. 
That is entirely wrong. Never has any 
objection of the kind been made from 
these Benches. We have objected to the 
dismissal of men ordinarily employed on 
road work to make way for National 
Army men. 

While on this point let me say that 
there is a good deal of cant spoken about 
this question of employing National 
Army men. Nine-tenths of them, before 
1hey were National Army men were 
labourers, or shall I say nine-tenths of 
the labourers before they were National 
Army men workcd with their l'ellow- 
labourers, and were members of the same 
organisations. There has been no con- 
fiict of interest and no conflict of 
opinion regarding their rights to go back 
into civil life and to take up civil work 
when demobilised. I would ask the 
Dáil to bear in mind that many of these 
men who have spent a year or two years 
in the Army were unemployed before 
they went in, and those who did not go 
in have been unemployed very much 
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since. If it comes to a ease of giving i 
preference to those who have greatest j 
need, the men who were not. in the 
National Army have just as much right 
to the preference as those who were, but 
we claim that whether they were in the 
Army or not, if they were willing to 
work they ought to have a fair chance 
■of earning a livelihood, and earning a 
livelihood at a reasonabíy decent rate of 
pay, a living wage. l)eputy Egan chal- 
lenged us to say what was a living wage. 
He had íailed to find out w T hat was a 
living wage. I suggcst to Deputy Egan 
that he will not dissent from this as a 
definition of a living wage: “ A sum 
suííicient to provide a man and his wife 
and an average family with nutritious 
food, sufficient clothing, and decent 
housing accommodation, and to pay for 
the education and amcnities that the 
modern community expects good citizens 
to enjoy, and to provide a reserve fund 
for sickness and old age. 5 ’ Will Deputy 
Egan accept that as a definition of a 
living wage? 

Mr. EGAN: Will the Deputy put a 
figure on that? 

Mr. JOHNSON: I ask Deputy Egan 
if he is going to accept a certain propo- 
sition as defining a living wage. 

Mr. EGAN: Yes, but I want you to 
put a figure on it. 

Mr. JOHNSON: When Deputy Egan 
accepts the proposition and can per- 
suade his colleagues and impress upon 
the Government the necessity of recog- 
nising and accepting that as a definition 
I wrill ask him to say whether he con- 
siders that a man ought to have a living 
wage, and whether a living wage is due 
to the men who are prepared to w r ork 
for a livelihood. You can fix your 
figure once you find out the costs of 
these things which are requisite and 
necessary to provide a decent liveli- 
hood. And when we speak of a living 
wage we have in view a livelihood in 
decency for a man and a family. If 
we have a conception of a living wage 
which we can convert into cash once 
it is accepted that conversion can be 
found round the table. But let us have 
an understanding as to what we are 
driving at in the beginning. I defy the 
Minister for Local Govemment to pro- 
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vidc that livin^ out of thc wages which 
he is insisting on as a maximum to be 
paid by the Eocal Councils. 

The conditions of the grant were, I 
think, Deputy Egan said, 

5 o’cloch. that existing ratcs of wages 
must be reduced. Quite 
right, Those wcrc the coiulitions of 
the grant. 

Mr. EGAN : On a point of personal 
cxplanation, I do not think I said that. 

I said that the existing rate of wages 
should not be more than v r as paid for 
work in the district. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Whether Deputy 
Egan said u r hat I have cpioted or not, 
as a matter of faet those are the instruc- 
tions of the Minister, that existing rates 
, of w r ages paid by local Councils must 
| be rcduced. I have a note in inverted 
comrnas as if it werc stated by Deputy 
Egan “ that existing rates of wages 
must be reduced. ” Deputy Egan ad- 
mitsí, having said that the wages on 
these road works should not exceed 
| the agricultural wages in the district. 
j I want to know whcther Deputy Egan 
and the Minister for Local Govcrnment 
stand over that statemcnt. Does the 
Minister maintain the position of the 
circular dated 27th November, saying 
i that existing rates of w^ages must be 
j redueed in regard to road w ork? Does 
I he further maintain the position of cir- 
cular R. 35 dated 27th November, that 
the Cóuncil in the first place should 
insist upon a reduction in the present 
high w r ages paid to road workers? 
Or does he take the position that was 
quite definitely laid dow r n, beforc, I 
think, he became Minister for Local 
Government, that in this work of re- 
construction on the roads the rates of 
wages to be fixed were to show a differ- 
ence in favour of the road labourers of 
6d. a day, as against the agreed rate 
for agricultural labour in tlm district? 
This matter was under discussion in the 
presence of a representative of the Min- 
ister’s Department, a representative of 
the Ministry of Industry and Com- 
merce, and a representative of the Min- 
istry of Finance, with the President in 
the Chair. Bepresentatives of the 
Trade Union Congress Executive were 
present, and it was very clearly stated 
that the intention in regard to this 
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road work was that it was not to be 
considered as relief work, or treated as 
relief work, and that it was not in- 
tended to aífect the ordinary rates of 
pay for ordinary road workers. It was 
specially designed to meet the case of 
unemploycd men who were not or- 
dinarily employed on the roads, and the 
rate of pay to be fixed was to be soine- 
thing less than the ordinary rate cur- 
rent in the district for road mainten- 
ance. It was to be abovc the local ag- 
ricultural wages. At a second inter- 
view the sum stated was 6d. per day 
differential in favour of road workers. 

There is not the slightest doubt about 
that statement. That was the state- 
ment made in the presence of these of- 
ficials of Departments, the President in 
the Chair. But the Department for 
which the Local Government Minister 
is responsible shortly aftcrwards sent 
out a circular letter in contradiction of 
every point of that. assurance given by 
the President to that deputation. In- 
structions were given that the ordinary 
rate of wages must be cut, and that 
agricultural rates of wages in the dis- 
trict must determine the rates of wages 
for road labour under these new 
schemes. But, mark you, even that 
proposition was not adhered to by the 
Minister in every place. Where the 
agricultural rate was higher than he 
thought desirable, he fixed a rate for 
road labour at less than the agricul- 
tural rate. I want to know whether 
the Minister has taken a line of his own 
on this matter and, if so, will he divulge 
that line to the Dáil. 

I agree that the President had no 
right to take this matter out of his 
hands and that he had the right to go 
on his own course if he dissented from 
the line taken by the President. But 
the Dáil has a right to know what the 
policy of the Minister for Local Govern- 
ment is on such a matter as this. Is he 
being instructed by the Executive 
Council in regard to these financial 
questions? If so, why does he allow the 
Executive Council to break its definite 
promise? He knows, through his offi- 
tíals, what the assurance given to that 
Trade Union Congress Executive depu- 
tation was. I say that they have de- 
parted from a very specific undertak- 


ing and the Minister is responsible for 
that departure. He has treated this. 
whole question of road work as relief 
work, and as supplemental to Poor Law 
activities. I say that is not the way to 
deal with a problcm of this kind, and 
that we have a right to know, in so 
many words, what the policy of the De- 
partment is. If it is as I have outlined, 
then it deserves the condemnation of 
the Dáil. 

We also want to know something of 
the iivtcntions of the Minister rcgarding 
the abolition or supersession of local 
governing bodies. So far as one can 
see from the activities, it is the policy 
of the Minister to dissolve publiclv 
elected, loeal administrative bodies and 
to supersedc them by a bureaucrat sent 
from headquarters. In this matter wo 
only know of the happenings after 
tliey have taken plaee and we hear 
whispers of intentions that are to be 
embodied in Bills. So far as we are 
able to understand the Minister from 
his policy, he has no faith in local ad- 
ministration; he has no faith in popular 
election. He belicves that the local 
councils that were .eleeted four years 
ago, at the instigation of the party to 
which he belongs, are quite incom- 
petent, that the membcrs of these coun- 
cils, which he helped to elect, are not 
worthy of any further confidence; that, 
as a matter of |act, because by the 
machinery that exists, such councils 
could possibly be re-eíected, then the 
machinery must be scrapped. 

That seems to be the state of mind 
of the Minister: that beeause he and 
his party which put in local councils 
of a particular colour and of a par- 
ticular quality—because in the putting 
in of tBese councils they made mis- 
takes and chose the wrong men, or 
cho.se men who are incompetent for 
their work—then the whole system of 
local administration should be scrapped 
and local bodies should be deprived of 
their authority and their power. That, 
I say, is a fair deductiori from the 
activities of the,Department, so far as 
they have been made known and so 
far as one can divine from the whis- 
pers that have been allowed to perco- 
late through the doors of Merrion 
Street. I think the Dáil ought to be 
informed what the Minister’s view on 
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this matter is. We ajso ought to be 
told whether he is satisfied that such 
abuses as he thought had occurred 
under local administration have been 
entirely eliminated by Commissioner 
administration. Does he think that 
Commissioner administration is so 
much more competent—and not only 
more competent, but so much less 
liable to corruption—that it should be 
extended and that local bodies should 
be scrapped and localities deprived of 
their right to administer their own 
affairs? 

This view, so far as we can gather 
from the Minister, that Local Govem- 
ment is a failure, that we are to central- 
ise administration, that voters in local 
matters are not to be trusted, is surely 
not what was expected of an Irish Par- 
liament and an Irish Government. It 
was not intended we should proceed to 
destroy the very foundations of popular 
government by removing the powers 
from local authorities over their own 
affairs. I think before the Minister 
goes very far with his present policy he 
should let the Dáil know what his mind 
is on this matter. I think, too, that we 
should hear from him whether he desires 
or intends to put into operation some of 
those measures which are laws, and 
which have not been operating within 
the last three or four years? He is very 
prolific in giving orders to local authori- 
ties, what not to do. Will he give them 
some instructions what to do, to exercise 
powei*s which they possess, and which, 
in fact, obligc thcm to put into opera- 
tion? Will fee, for instance, instruct the 
local authoíities to put into operation 
the Blind Persons Act, of which 
we have bccn hearing something 
about during the last two or 
three weeks? Will he instruct 
the local authorities that they are to put 
Section 2 of that Act into operation? 
That Section requires County Councils 
to make provision to the satisfaction of 
the Minister for the welfare of the blind 
in their districts? Have they carried 
out that order to the satisfaction of the 
Minister, because, as a matter of fact, 
nothing has been done. Is that what 
gives satisfaction to the Minister? 

Then we want to know what 
is his policy in regard to the medical 
treatment of school children? This is 


one of the mandatory Acts >vhich im- 
poses upon couuty and borough coun- 
cils the obligation to make provision 
for medical inspection, and, wdiere 
necessary, treatment of school chil- 
dren. If the Council fails to carry 
out the duties in this respect tlie 
Minister may appoint paid persons to 
do the work. What of the Minister’s 
policy with regard to the medical 
treatment of school children? Has he 
given a single word of instruetions to 
the local authorities in this matter 
which affects in the main the children 
of the workers and which, if put into 
operation, would save many troubles 
in later life? The cheapest possible 
form of medieal provision and pro- 
bably the very best investment that 
could be made would be this medical 
treatment of children. I suggest to the 
1 Minister that that is an Act which he 
ought to be very glad to see made 
operative. There are organisations of 
which he knows the existenee that 
I would be very glad to eo-operate, and 
' I suggest that hc is in duty bound to 
make the Act operative and see that 
it is administered faithfully, and made 
as widespread as possible. I wish to 
say the same with regard to the Act 
for the feeding of necessitous school 
i children. This is not compulsory. It 
is quite an optional Act. 

The Minister has failed, as I submit, 
to enforce, or, shall I say, to suggest 
to the local authorities, especiallv 
urban authorities, the wisdom and 
, urgency of this Act, and the need for 
I it to bc put into operation. It may 
! be said that the local councils have not 
been anxious to put this Aet into 
operation. True, and perhaps it is un* 
fortunate. But has the Minister made 
any attempt to impress upon the coun- 
1 cils the necessity for putting this Act 
into operation? I would 1ike to know 
also whether the Minister has satisfied 
himself that the policy of amalgama- 
tion of the Unions is working out well, 
and whether he intends to persist in, 
and to extend that policy? The late 
Ministcr for Local Government spoke 
of the Bill which legalises amajgama- 
tion as being primarily and mainly in- 
tended for the purpose of legalising the 
existing schemes and to enable the 
schemes which had been very far ad- 
vanced to be made operative. I would 
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like to know from the Minister for 
Local Government whether he intends 
to persist in this amalgamation 
scheme; whether he has been satisfied 
that the carrying out of these schemes 
ha% been done with due regard to the 
humanities; whether he is satisfied that 
the closing of the District Ilospitals 
has not done any hardship to the sick 
poor. I have had cornplaints about the 
inhumanity that has accompanied the 
closing of many of these local hos- 
pitals, and while it may be true that. 
centralisation of the main workhouse 
is justifiable and desirable, it is not 
just and it is not desirable that the 
local hospitals should be closed. 

I would ask the Minister to give the 
Dáil some indication of his policy on 
these matters, and not to leave the Dáil 
in silence and in ignorance regarding 
the working of this, almost the most 
important part of the Government, in- 
asmuch as it touches the lives of thc 
people.at so many points. I would ask 
the Minister to take the Dáil into his 
confidence in regard to thesc questions 
which have been raised in this discus- 
sion and not to leavc us to ferret it out 
by question and by an odd word of 
criticism here and there on the esti- 
mates. That is not the way to conduct 
the business of the Department, and 
more especially the Department whose 
Minister is directly responsible to the 
Dáil. 

MINISTER for LOCAL GOVERN- 
MENT (Mr. Burke) : Before plunging 
in medias res f I would like to deal very 
briefly with a few incidental matters 
that were raised in the course of this 
discussion. Judging by the general 
tenour of that discussion it would ap- 
pear that by an extension of the doc- 
trine of original sin I had become 
responsible for the acts of all my pre- 
decessors in this Department whether 
under the old or present regime. I am 
charged with a responsibility for high 
salaries and emoluments to county Sec- 
retaries, for the inefficiency of Assistant 
County Surveyors, for the clumsiness 
of the machinery by which the Agri- 
, cultural Grant is conveyed to the local 
authority and for the breaking down 
of the machinery for the colleetion of 
rátes. 

I think it is very unfair to 


. charge me with the responsibility for 
! all these matters. Most of them can 
only be remedied by legislation, and in 
the short period during which I have 
been in office it would be impossible to 
bring in legislation dealing with all 
thcse matters. I may say with regard to 
County Secretaries that I am in total 
disagreement with their present high 
salaries, and in any appointments I 
have made already, and in any appoint- 
ments I shall make in the future, I will 
see to it that the salaries are very much 
rcduced, even though the work of the 
County Secretaries in the future will 
be much heavier than in the past. 

Witb regard to Assistant County Sur- 
veyors, in the Local Government Bill 
that I am now bringing forward, I in- 
tend to make these wholetime officers, 
and I hope by so doing to do away with 
much of the dissatisfaction that at pre- 
sont attachos to that position. With 
regard to thc Agricultural Grant I will 
deal with that matter later on. It is 
a prctty big question. I do not see 
that Deputy Corish has any reason to 
complain about my policy with regard 
to thc collecting of rates seeing that I 
have through the very drastic Bill now 
before the Seanad given increased 
powers to the rate collectors and sub- 
sherift's for executing decrees. 

With regard to the policy of amalga- 
mation, like Deputy Corish, I was only 
an ordinary member of the‘Party that 
first of all adopted that policy; but I 
may say I am in thorough agreement 
with the poliey of amalgamation, if for 
no other reason than that it has re- 
sulted in a saving of 20 per cent. all 
round. I know that as yet we cannot 
say it is operating with complete satis- 
faction, but when we take into con- 
sideration the vcry difficult period 
through which we have passed, and that 
in very few cases has the schenm beent 
put into complete operation, I think it 
is too early for us to form any opinion 
as to its merits. 

Deputy Johnson has taken me to task 
for my policy with regard to local 
bodies. I may say I am very reluctant 
at any time to get rid of local authori- 
ties, and it is only when very great 
pressure is brought to bear on me that 
I agree to hold an inquiry, and, if neces* 
sary, to get rid of those bodies and J>nt 
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in Commissioners. I am by no means 
of thc opinion that the Commission 
system is the ideal system, or that 
eventually it would be any freer from 
corruption than the ordinary system. 
It is only a temporary expedient, and 
an expedient that perhaps would not 
have to be resorted to only for the ex- 
ceptional conditions through which we 
are living. 

With regard to the housing policy, I 
am in thorough agreement with the Pre- 
sident in his housing scheme. The Bill 
was introduced by the President because 
he has a particular interest in the 
matter, and he had this Housing Bill 
already drawn up before I became 
Minister for Local Govemment. I be- 
lieve, under the circumstances, it is as 
good a Bill as could be introduced. A 
complaint has been made about the 
North Tipperary County Council, and 
I am very glad to be blamed for the ac- 
tions of county councils, and for not 
taking them to task. As a general rule, 
the blame is all the other way. When 
that grant was being issued, or before 
it was issued, instruct.ions were sent to 
various local authorities to the effect 
that the money supplied in the grant was 
not to be considered as an abatement of 
the ordinary estimate for road mainten- ( 
ance under the various county councils. j 
If the local authorities have so con- ! 
sidered it, they have done it. against my 
instructions. 

Deputy Johnson has waxed eloquent 
on the subject of the living wage. He 
has done so without any advertence to , 
the ,present situation, and I consider I 
that is the main featurc of all the criti- 


thcy would have treated this matter in 
vacuo as they did, and they would nov 
have left me at times under a great diffi- 
cult.y to find out whether they intended 
their speeches to apply to Utopia or 
some particular age of the millcnnium; 
whether their spceches were made with 
the purpose of showing what this 
(jovernment could do if it had the best 
of all possible citizens and the best of all 
possible worlds, living under ideal con- 
ditions, or whether they were intended 
to apply exclusively to Saorstát Eireann 
in the third month of this year of Our 
Lord, 1924. lt is about time that De- 
puties on the opposite benches began to 
realise that we are not yet living in a 
normal period. 

Mr. DAVIN: We know it wcll. 

Mr. BURKE : A short time ago wc 
were living in times as nearly as pos- 
sible the exact opposito to normal. This 
nation has just emerged from a life and 
death struggle of a kind well calculated 
to test the strength and endurance of a 
political organism far more powerful 
and consolidated than what we have. 
The infant statc of which we are the 
present curators only escaped, as if by 
a miracle, from being strangled at its 
birth, and those who stood sponsor for 
it had to withstand a challenge which, 
in fury and intensity, has seldom been 
equalled. It was a challenge of an 
armed minority consisting of two sec- 
tions, one seeking the polit-ical objec- 
tive of a paper Republic and the other 
the social objective usually associated 
with triumph, the most extreme shade 
of the red flag. 


cism of my Department, to which I have 
listened here during the last week. In 
fact, before Christmas there was another 
grand offensive launched against me 
which I had not an opportunity of re- 
plying to. On the whole, I have not 
been very much impressed by the state- 
ments of the various Deputies on the 
opposite Benches. If I were impressed 
by anything, it was by the wisdom and 
fche forethought of those ancient Irish 
scribes who always prefaced their books 
with an accurate description of the time 
and place at which, and the purpose for 
which, they wrote. If the Deputies 
opposite had taken a leaf out of the book 
of those ancient scribes I do not think 


Mr. JOHNSON: What. about the 
third that we have nowf 

Mr. BURKE : Both of them were try- 
ing to lead to anarchy and chaos, and 
treading the road to a condition of 
affairs in which revolution, having com- 
pleted its circle of civil war, anarchy, 
pestilence and famine, would eventually 
have been stamped out by the interven- 
tion of one or other of the powers of 
Western Europe that would never, 
under any circumstances, have permit- 
ted this country to be set up as a wes- 
tern outpost of Bolshevik terrorism m 
Europe. 

We have saved Ireland from *liat, we - 
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have saved her from the worst conse- 
quences of that challenge, we have 
saved her from anarchy, we have saved 
her from the intervention of a 
hostile army, and we have saved her 
from famine. But we have not saved 
her, and we eould not save her, no 
power on earth could save her, from a 
great deal of want and suifering, the 
inevitable conscquences of the reckless 
defiance of political and economic laws 
of which during the last eighteen 
months we were the witnesses and the 
victims. We may let that pass now, if 
tlie undemobilised soldiers of the Dub- 
lin Corporation will let it pass. There 
is nothing to be gained at this stage by 
saying ‘‘ I told you so.” Our object 
now and our business is to try and get 
back to normal eonditions, and to try 
by every means in our power to alle- 
viate the want and the suffering that 
liave followed as a consequence of this 
rash rebellion. 

With this object in view, as it prin- 
<cipally concerns my Department, the 
first thing I have to do is to look to our 
resources, the resources that we ean call 
upon by taxation, whether local or na- 
tional, to relieve the distress that pre- 
vails, and to endeavour to get back to 
normal conditions. In ]ooking at our 
resources we should endeavour to bcar 
in mind that thc resources of Ireland 
will not partake of the quality of St. 
Brigid's cloak, with which, I am sure, 
Deputy Colohan is familiar, and which 
we are informed, increased in compass 
with the owner's ambition. The re- 
resources Óf Ireland are not of that par- 
ticular kind. Let us see what are the 
resources that I can call upon in the 
shape of rates and taxes to relieve the 
unemployment and the distress whieh 
constitute a great part of the work of 
my Department. In looking to our tax- 
able resources, I do not intend to include 
the profits derived out of trading 
amongst ourselves, for although they do 
in a certain way constitute negative 
wealth, still they create nothing, and 
add nothing to our national resources. 
Neither are they in the true sense of the 
word taxable, for they ultimately throw 
back taxes on one or other of our wealth- 
producing resources. 

Without going too deeply into that 


very vexed and difficult question, the 
1 final incidence of taxation, it is no exag- 
geration to state that in a country 
where the great portion of wealth is 
derived from the soil, taxation from 
whatevcr source immediately derived, 
must ultimately terminate in the soil. 
Ireland is not a great mineral producing 
country; she is not a great manufactur- 
ing country. Only fifteqn per cent. 
of our ^exports consist of manu- 
factured goods. She is not a 
great commercial country, she is 
not in the position of (íreat Bri- 
tain, a great portion of whose wealth is 
derived from her carrying trade. Agri- 
culture is really the rock upon which the 
Saorstát is founded. Seventy-five per 
cent. of the wealth’ produced in this 
country consists of agricultural goods, 
and for a long time agriculture will have 
to be regarded as our main source of 
raising taxes. 

We have another potential wealth- 
yielding asset which does not always 
get the credit it deserves, namely, the 
fact that Ireland is, or rather was, 

I under normal conditions, an attractive 
i place to live in. This constitutes a 
! potcntial source of wealth in two ways 
—one transient and the other perma- 
nent. First of all, to encourage tour- 
ists is a good sourcc of wealth to all 
European countries, and the principal 
source of revenue to some, and should 
certainly be a great source of wealth 
to Ireland, with its world-scattered 
race, naturally interested in Irish his- 
tory, topography, and social institu- 
tions, if encouraged as it has been dis- 
couraged during the last few years. 

It is also responsible for the fact 
that a great deal of foreign wealth 
flows into this country every year. 
At the present time there must be over 
£150,000,000 on deposit in the banks 
of the Saorstát. There are no figures 
available as to the exact amount, but 
on a rough ealculation it must work 
out at about that. A great deal of 
the intercst earned on that money is 
derived from forcign countries. You 
have also to bear in mind the fact that 
there are a great number of people 
living in this country, a great portion 
of whose income is derived directly 
from foreign investments. 

In taking stock, then, of our taxable 
resources, we may leave aside mineral 
wealth, wealth derived from m an ufac- 
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tures and wealth derived from a 
carrying trade. We have a few great 
industries likc the brcwing industry, 
but they arc very badly handicapped 
at present by their overhead charges. 
and thc fact is that they cannot stand 
any higher taxation, and if relief does 
not come very soon it is pretty certain 
that a great many of them will go 
under. Neither need we take into con- 
sideration our carrying trade. It is 
practically non-existent. Let us see, 
then, how far we ean call upon the 
other two sources of wealth that I 
have mentioned — agriculture and 
wealth derived from foreign sources. 
With regard to agriculture, its index 
figure, as the Alinister for Agriculture 
informed us some time ago, stands at 
40. The index figure for the agricul- 
tural labourer stands at bctween (>0 
and 80, and the index figure for the 
cost of living at 80. It was 80 then, 
but it is something higher now. The 
index figurc for rates stands at be- 
tween 150 and 200. Tn othcr words, 
everything sincc the war has gone up 
in proportion to, and at the exponsc 
of, agriculture. 

I know that Deputy Johnson depre- 
eates taking agriculture as the stan- 
dard for the regulation of wages, but 
agriculture being the basic industry of 
the country, and having to depend on 
the foreign market, and therefore 
being exposed unprotected to foreign 
competition, must be taken as the stan- 
dard by which all economic valucs in 
the Saorstát are measured if we are not 
to be driven headlong into bankruptcy. 
I think some time ago we heard here 
that we will have to change our atti- 
tude with regard to the importance of 
this great industry. At a critical period 
in the industrial history of England, 
when an Act of Parliament made the 
woollen industry the staple industry of 
the country, and so that this source of 
the natipn’s wealth might be kept con- 
stantly in mind, woolsacks were placed 
in the House of Lords on which the 
Judges sat. To this day the seat of the 
Lord Chancellor is a woolsack. Some 
ceremony equally striking would be 
amply justified here to stir up our 
people to a realisation of the import- 
ance of agriculture. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Perhaps some bread 
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and cheese or potatoes might be pro- 
vided here. 

Mr. BURKE: If sacks were placed 
in the seats occupied by Farmer Depu- 
ties it might serve that purpose. At 
all cvents, agriculture is not a paying 
business at the present moment. How, 
thcn, is it going to provide money for 
the relicf of uncmployment or profits 
or taxes for any purpoself The farmer 
is not inaking any profit, but his farm 
is thcre as seeurity. We can go to him 
and say, “ I want £50 from you in the 
shapc of rates or taxes for the relief of 
distress or the relief of unemployment. 
We know you are not making any 
money, but your farm is worth £2,000. 
You can .pay the money out . of 
your capital, and if you have no capital 
you can mortgage thc farm and get the 
money out. of the bank. If you do not 
do that we will gct the money by selling 
your farm or your live stock.” That 
is thc principle on which a ccrtain pro- 
portion of the rates and taxes are being 
raised at the present time. That is the 
principlc on which any further taxation 
for thc relief of distress or unemploy- 
ment would also have to be raised. I 
am quite prepared to admit that at a 
critical timc like the present we should 
bc prepared to travel ccrtain lengths 
along that path, but how far is it ex- 
pedient, how far is it just or equitable 
to tread along that path, particularly 
in view of the fact that in a great many 
cascs the pcople who are going to be re- 
licved at the expense of the farmer have 
becn but recently engaged in an in- 
veteratc conspiracy to paralyse and to 
smash by strikes his industry, and to 
paralyse that industry which is now 
the only thing' that stands between 
them and starvation. Would I be jus- 
tified in dragging this money out of the 
farmers’ pockets and creating a situa- 
tion throughout the rest of Ireland simi- 
lar to that which exists? 

Mr. OORISH: On a point of order, I 
think we should have some information 
from the Minister as to where the con- 
spiracy exists. The Minister says that 
recently there was a conspiracy on be- 
half of the men who are^now unem- 
ployed to smash the agricultural m- 
dustry. That is a very serious state- 
ment. . Q 
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Mr„ WILSON : What about the , 
creameries? 

Mr. BUBKE: I was referring to the 
situation in Waterford and in East Tip- 
perary. 

Mr. COSISH: I do not think by any 
stretch of imagination the Minister can 
say that that was a conspiracj to smash 
the agricultural industrj r . 

Mr. BUBKE: That was the eífect of 
it. 

Mr. CORISH : It is not fair for a 
Minister to make an allegation of that 
kind without giving somc proof in sup- 
port of it. 

Mr. T. MURPHY: I thinlc too many 
of the Minister’s utterances are objec- 
tionable. 

Mr. BUREE : What I was askmg was 
would I be justified in dragging this 
money out of the farmers’ pockets to 
create a situation throughout the rest 
of Ireland similar to that which re- 
cently obtained here in the County 
Dublin, where the farmers, finding it 
impossible to pay their labourers 43s. 
a week, and the men not being allowed 
to accept less by their Unions, had to 
let the men off and go out of production 
themselves^ only to find that these very 
same were employed shortly after- 
wards at 52s. a week on the roads. This 
wage of 52s. ultimately comes out of the 
same poekets, the pocket.s of the rate- 
payers, who were unable previously to 
pay thcm 43s. I say I would not be jus- 
tified in taking up such a stand, and I 
say the least the farmer should have is 
the right to expect that these men 
working on the roads should not be 
given more wages, or at least, very 
little more, than what he is compelled 
to pay himself. The workers, judging 
by pre-war standards, are from 20 to 
40 per cent. better paid than is the 
farmer himself, and in addition, I say 
it is the duty of these men on a farm to 
work more industriously and more con- 
scientiously than if they were doing 
work that was yielding their employer 
a profit. 

With regard to the other sources I 
have spoken of, the wealth derived 
from foreign sources, you may leave 
óut the tourist, since he is not avail- 


able at the present rnoment, save to 
remarlc that increased taxation by in- 
creasing the cost of living and the 
cost of travelling, will not encourage 
the tourist. The same may be said 
with regard to those living in the 
country on foreign incomes. In fact, 
in their case, it has to a great extent 
occurred already. Thousands of 
wealthy people have left this country 
and no one has come to take their 
place, because, owing to the general 
turmoil and the absencc of social 
amenities, and of the high rates and 
taxcs, therc has been nothing to at- 
tract them. Uigh taxation, like strikes 
and industrial turmoil, has also the 
eífect of frightening away capital 
which inight otherwise be inclined to 
invest in Irish enterprise, and also of 
keeping money tied up idly in the 
banks which might otherwise be work- 
ing profitably. Idle money, like the 
idle man power, is of very little use, 
if not actually harmful. It may be 
said that the Devil makes work for 
idle money as well as for idle hands. 

It will thus be seen that our re- 
sources for relieving unemployment 
are very limited. With those limited 
resources we are preparcd to do our 
utmost to see that no onc in the 
Saorstát goes hungry this spring*. 
When you take into considcration the 
state of Europe, and the condition 
through whieh we have passed in Ire- 
land during the last few years, it will 
be admitted that this is a fairly con- 
siderable task. In any measures that 
we take for relief of this kind, those 
who will have first call on us are the 
demobilised soldiers of the National 
Army, the men who played a most 
dangerous and difficult part in saving 
our country from anarchy. In making 
still further demands on the already 
over-burdened taxpayér the least he 
has the right to expect, and that it 
is our duty to concede, is that he is 
going to get value for his money, and 
that the money is not going to be 
converted into an economic weapon to 
make his position even less tenable 
than it already is. That is the stan- 
dard from which I have to apprpach 
my duties as Minister for Local Gov- 
ernment. I may say that the policy 
of my Department is not so much my 
policy as a policy of necessity. A 
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great deal oí priticism has been di- 
rected as to the wages fixed under 
our road schemes. These wagcs were 
drafted by a Committee of experts 
from our various Departments—Agri- 
•culture, Industr.y and Commerce, and 
Local Government. In order to pre- 
vent- any further curiosity about the 
matter, I shall read for you the find- 
ings of that Committee:— 

“ The Committce understood that it 
was the intention of the Government to 
base the wages to be paid in rural areas 
roughly on something (say 3s.) above 
the rate paid to agricultural labourers. 
Memoranda from the Secretaries of 
the Ministry of Local Government and 
the Ministry of Industry and Com- 
merce are attached, which contain in- 
formation generally as to the principles 
on which the Committee was requested 
to recommend scales of wages to be 
paid in the various localities. 

“ In the first place, the Committee 
consider the possibility of fixing a flat 
rate to be paid for such work all over 
the country, whether in rural areas, 
urban areas or City Boroughs. After 
careful consideration, the Committec 
decided to recommend that it would 
not be practicable to have such a flat 
rate, and more particularly, that there 
would have to be a differential, cer- 
tainly as between the rates paid in the 
city boroughs and the rural areas, if not 
between the rates paid in urban areas 
and in rural areas. 

In considering the rural areas, the 
Committee recommend that the county 
should be taken as the unit, and rates 
iixed for the whole of each county. This 
decision was arrived at because the 
county is the unit for road schemes 
generally, and the wages paid to exist- 
ing road workers under the County 
Council schemes vary from county to 
county. It seemed, therefore, that less 
disturbance would be caused by taking 
the county unit when it had been de- 
cided to have varying rates in various 
districts. 

“ In addition to the broad principles 
of fixing the rates in rural areas at a 
few shillings above the agricultural la- 
bourers’ rate, the Committee bore in 
mind the amount of the dole, which 
varies from 15s. for a single man to 
23s. for a man with a wife and three 


children. Further, regard was had to 
the present pay of a soldier, as the bulk 
of the men employed on these road 
schemes would probably be demobilised 
men. 

‘ ‘ In fixing the exact numbcr of shil- 
lings to be added to the ascertained 
rate for agricultural labourers, the 
Committee decided that in rural areas 
the total rate should not exceed 30s. per 
week in any county unless there were 
very special and exceptional rcasons. 
The Committee had in mind the case of 
County Dublin, where, owing to spe- 
cial circumstances, there might be 
reasons for fixing a higher rate than 
30s. 

“ On the other hand, the Committee 
felt that wherc the agricultural rate 
was very low there might be reasons 
why more than 3s. should be added to 
the ascertained rates, as, in their 
opinion, too low a rate might. not be 
sufficient incentive to get anything like 
a proper output of work, and might ac- 
cordingly prove uneeonomic. Without 
framing definitely a downward limit, 
the Committce were agreed that a rate 
below ‘26s. would be too low. It should 
be added that, so far as the Committee 
could gather, rates so fixed would in 
practically every case be considerably 
lowcr than the rates actually paid^ at 
present by County Councils to existing 
road makers and could not, therefore, 
be held to prejudice any adjustment of 
wages desired by County Councils. On 
I the other hand, as it has been for a long 
time the praetice to pay road workers 
something more than agricultural 
íabourers, the Committee could not sce 
that payment of a rate a fcw shillings 
higher than the agricultural labourcrs’ 
rate would in any way disturb the agri-. 
cultural labourers , rate. 

(t As it was understood that the 
work on these schemes would be spread 
over a period of fiftcen months at least 
from about February or March, 1924, 
the Committee recommend that the 
rates at. present fixed should be subject 
to revision about November, 1924, when 
the whole position could be recon- 
sidered. 

“ The Committee further considered 
the possibility of arranging a system of 
payment by results, and deciaed to #e- 
commend that io those districts in 
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which it was practicable, systems of 
piecework should be instituted for all 
the road schemes. In this event the 
time rates would be largcly nominal 
rates on which the piecework ratcs 
could be based. On the general know- 
ledge which the Committee possessed, 
that in industries where pieeework pre- 
vailed, it was usual for pieecworkers on 
the average to earn one-third more than 
time-workers, it was felt that it would 
not be improper to anticipate that 
pieceworkers on the road schemes 
would earn about one-third more than 
time-workers. The Eoad Engineer of 
the Ministry of Local Government ex- 
plained to the Committee that in some 
counties, for various reasons, a piece- 
work system would be impracticable, 
but he agreed that in a great many dis- 
tricts it could be adopted with advan- 
tage. 

“ In the matter of the rates to be 
paid in Urban Districts, the Committee 
decided to recommend that the Urban 
Districts should be put into three 
grades as follows:—Class 1, 30s.; Class 
2, 35s.; Class 3, 40s. These amounts 
were detcrminecí on the principlc that 
the highest rate in any eounty was 
30s., and it was felt that in certain 
smaller towns this rate would be equit- 
able. In towns of larger size, 35s. 
and 40s. were chosen as intermediatc 
stages to the figure of 45s., which was 
fixed for Watcrford and Limerick, and 
50s. # for Dublin and Cork. In dcter- 
mining the grade in which any parti- 
cular town should be placed, regard 
was paid to the size and importance 
of the town and to the comparativc 
level of rates paid in the town. The 
Committee decided that as on general 
consideration the Urban Districts of 
Pembroke, Rathmincs, Blackroek, Dun 
Laoghaire, and Dalkey are practically 
part of the City of Dublin from a 
wages point of view, the Dublin City 
rates of 50s. should be allowed for 
these townships. 

“ Committee recommend that 
when the Loeal Authorities are being 
circularised on this subject the rates 
shown on the attached Schedule should 
oe regarded as maximum rates. It 
® honid . he P° inted out to the Local 
Authonties that the amount of the 


grant available for any district would 
not bc deereased if a rate lower than 
tho maximum were paid. It may be 
that in certain districts the men who 
will get the advantage of this money 
may be prepared to take a lower rate 
sprcad ovcr a longer time when they 
understand that the amount of the 
grant is fixed irrespective of the rate 
paid and that they would gct full 
advantage from the money available.” 

There has been a great deal of talk 
about the Agricultural Grant. I think 
Deputy Corish complained that we had 
deprived him of something like £52,000 
worth of grants. As a matter of fact, 
thc exact amount of money held up 
from Deputy Corish’s constituencv is 
£13,982. 

Mr. CORISH: I think it w r ould be* 
right to say that, since this Motion was 
put down, about £20,000 has gone to 
Wexford. 

Mr. BURKE: In order to clear up 
this question of Local Taxation Grants, 
I will rcad you a statement on the mat- 
ter. It is a very complicated matter, 
and it is very unfair to blame one par- 
ticular Department for delinquencies. 
There is a whole chain of circumstances 
in connection with payment of these 
Grants, and there is no particular 
reason for taking up one link of tho 
chain more than another. 

In the matter of Local Taxation 
Grants the position is briefly as follows: 

—On taldng over the con- 
6 o’cloch. trol of government, arrange- 
ments were made for the 
release of all grants withheld during 
the British administration. These 
amounted to about one and a half mil- 
lion pounds, and by September, 1922, 
this sum had been paid over to local 
authorities. In the distribution of the 
grants normally payable for the finan-. 
cial year ended March, 1923, difficulties 
arose in consequence of large amounts 
of land purchase annuities which were 
in arrear. For the purpose of meeting 
deficiencies in Land Purchase, there 
was established a Guarantee Fund 
under the Land Purchase Act of 1891. 
This Fund is fmanced primarily out of 
Local Taxation Grants, which consist 
of the Estate Duty Grant under the 
Probate Dutiea Aet, 1888, one half of 
whieh ís payable to Countjr, County 



2185 Policv of Ministet 19 March, 1924. for Local Government. 218(5 


Borough, and Urban Councils as road 
authorities, and one-half to County and 
County Borough Councils in respect of 
Poor Law expenditure to be applied in 
aid of the poor rate; the Agricultural 
Orant provided under the Local 
Oovernment (Ireland) Act, 1898; the 
Exchequer Contribution being a grant 
in aid of Labourers Acts Loans prior to 
1906 in respect of which instalments 
are still outstanding; and the Licence 
Duty Grant which is provided under 
the Local Government (Ireland) Aet, 
1898, as amended by the Local Govern- 
ment (Ireland) Act, 1902. The last 
named grant is payable to County and 
County Borough Councils in rcspect of 
Medical and Educational expenditure 
by County Boards of Ilealth to County 
Borough, Urban and Rural Councils in 
respect o£ Salaries of Sanitary Oflficers, 
to County and County Borough Coun- 
cils in rcspect of maintenance of luna- 
tic poor, to County and Urban Councils 
whose districts are aflfected by a charge 
in respect of guaranteed railway or 
harbour undertaldngs where the 
amount of the charge excceds a sum of 
sixpence in the pound. 

Land Purchase Annuities are fixed 
at amounts sufficient- to pay the eharges 
for interest and sinking fund arising 
from advances under the Land Purchase 
Acts, and when annuities are not paid 
punctually as they fall due half-yearly, 
charges fall on the Guarantee Fund to 
which Local Taxation Grants are 
hypothccated. 

The Estate Duty Grant forms the 
first item of the cash portion of the 
Guarantee Fund to meet deficiencies 
in the land purchase account. By 
the Irish Land Act, 1903, the AgricuÍ- 
tural Grant is added to and made ap- 
plicable to the purposes of the cash 
portion of the fund next after the Es- 
tate Duty Grant. TÉe Exchequer con- 
tribution is also liable for this purpose, 
while the Licence Duty Grant forms 
part of the contingent portion of the 
fund. The sums required for the Land 
Purchase Fund in the case of each 
county are withdrawn from the Guaran- 
tee Fund under certificates of the Land 
Commission. 

Under the Irish Land Act, 1909, local 
bodies are relieved of all liability in 


eonncction with the issue of stock for 
thc purposc of land purchase. 

In consequence of arrears of purchase 
annuities, the Estate Duty Grant for the 
financial years ended in March, 1922, 
and 1923, and the Agrieultural Grant 
for the half-year ended March, 1922, 

| wcre absorbed in the Guarantcc Fund. 

I The latter grant, and a proportion of 
the Estate Duty Grant for 1922-23, have 
been repaid to the Guarantee Fund out 
of arrears of annuitics which liave been 
recovered, and have reccntly been dis- 
tributed to local bodies. The only 
grants applicable to the period up to 
the 31 st March, 1923, that arc still ab- 
sorbed in thc Guarantee Fund are the 
Estate Duty Grant for 1921-22, and a 
portion of same grant for 1922-23, the 
total of whieli would arnount to about. 
£300,000. 

1 (írants to thc cxtent. of morc than 
half a million pounds havc recently 
been issued to local bodies. They con- 
sisted of £462,415 5s. 6d. in respect of 
Agricultural Grant for the half-year 
ended 31 st March, 1922, and an advance 
in respect of the half-year ended 30th 
Septcmber, 1923; £34,557 19s. 6d. in re- 
spect of instalment of Estate Duty 
Grant for 1922-23 ; and £36,153 12s. 5d. 
Exchcquer Contribution for the year 
ended 31st Mareh, 1922. 

The Agricultural Grant for the cur- 
rent half-year will normally fall to bc 
paid next month. The position will 
tlien be further reviewed. If, in the 
I meantime, there is continued improve- 
ment in the repayment of outstanding 
arrears of land purchasc annuities, the 
full benefit will be given to local 
bodies. 

In the course of the debate, it 
seemcd that an effort was made to 
placc me in the position of economis- 
ing solely at the expense of the poor 
and of the labouring class. Onc of the 
seetions of my department which came 
into being in December, 1921, is the 
Trade Department. The object of this 
Department is to make it possible for 
local authorities to purehase in the 
cheapest wholesale market, iustead of 
buying retail at very high prices. If 
the Dáil achieved nothing else in Local 
Government except thc setting up of 
this Trade Department, I think it would 
deserve well of the countrjr. We have 
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been attacked for setting up this De- 
partment from a diíferent angle to 
that of the Labour Party. I will just 
quote a few instances of economies 
effected by this Department. I take 
the figures at random from contracts 
made by various bodies in the middle 
of the year 1922, and our prices are 
given for the purposes of comparison 
—the priees of the Trade Department. 


Local 

Local 

Govern- 

Contract 

ment 

Price 

Dept. 

Calico, per yard 1/3 J 

Price. 

9d. 

Plannel, per yard 2/6 

1/8 

Cotton Sheeting, 


per yard ... 5/9 

l/5i 

Serge, per yard 17/11 

.10/6 

Shell Cocoa ... 24/- 

12/- 

Insole Leather, 

per lb. ... 1/2 

8d. 


I could continue quoting until 
Doomsday examples of the same kind. 
Those are our efforts at cconomy, and 
no one can say that those economies 
are being effected at the expense of 
the labouring classes'. I do not be- 
lieve I could do any mort* to effect 
economy, unless I toolc a lcaf out of 
the book of the Independent Labour 
Party and attended the various coun- 
cils divcsted of my raiment. 

Mr. HALL: I was not present dur- 
ing the whole of the debate to-day, and 
I do.not intend to detain the Dáil vcry 
long. The most burning question at the 
moment is the administration of the 
present Amalgamation Scheme. I have 
experience of this scheme since its 
inception, being one of those who ac- 
cepted it when it was first brought about. 
I did not accept it at that time as a 
means whereby better administration in 
the interests of the people would be 
brought about. I did not belicve it could 
be so. It was simply accepted by the 
people of Ireland and their representa- 
tives on the public boards to give those 
who administered in the name of Dáil 
Eireann at the time, a name in the 
country and a standing as people who 
were out for economy and to counter the 
arguments of those against them. 
County Meath, I think, was one of the 


first counties that adopted the amalga- 
mation scheme. All the District Hospi- 
tals were closed up; the destitute poor 
were taken distances of from thirty to 
fííty miles to a County Home in Trim; 
the seriously ill were taken similar dis- 
tances to the County Hospital in Navan 
and they were housed there for a consi- 
derable period under conditions that it 
was scarcely fair to expect the ordinary 
farmer to house a stall-fed beast in the 
winter season. They were placed under 
conditions that wcre most inhuman, and 
that would appeal to thc human heai*t 
of any individual, if there is any indi- 
vidual to-day in the Ministry of Local 
Government, or on the benches behind 
the Minister for Local Government, 
possessed of a human heart. 

Unfortunate beings were taken into a 
Home in Trim; they were left. in wards 
where therc were no window panes, no 
fires, or no heating accommodation of 
any kind. Thev were placed there in 
that position, and there they are to-day 
in thc very same position. AVho is ac- 
countable for their being in that. posi- 
tion? It is the Minister for Local 
Government. We can say that the late 
Minister has been accountable for a 
good deal of it, but I am in a position 
to state that the present Minister is 
equally accountable, for since he came 
into office as Minister for Local Govern- 
ment, appeal after appeal has been made 
by the County Boarcl of Health for sanc- 
tion for the expenditure of a sum of 
£7,000 to plaee this building in a proper 
and habitable condition. 

Despite those appeals and despite the 
appeals of other public bodies through- 
out the county, not one word has been 
heard about the sanction. Although 
the elected representatives of the 
people werc appealing to the Minister 
for Local Government, he failed to 
hcarken to the appeaí, while he re- 
ceived at the same time people who 
called themselves representatives of 
the ratepayers, and took thcir version 
of the situation. before the version of 
the eleeted representatives of the 
people. I think this is the negation 
oí democracy, and we hear a good deal 
from the Ministcrial Benches about de- 
inooracy. I think democracy is dead, 
so far as Ministers in this House are 
concerned and so far as thcs^ who sup- 
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port them are concerned. A system of 
home help was inaugurated under the 
amalgamation scheme throughout the 
length and breadth of the Twenty*six 
Counties. That system brought with it 
untold hardships that we have becn 
unable to rid ourselves of since its in- 
ception. In the past, under the old 
administration that many of us, if not 
all of us, fought bitterly against and 
tried to rid the country of, it was usual 
that the unfortunate poor would receive 
their allowance at lcast once a week. 

In some eounties, such as Westmeath, 
I understand from a statement made by 
some Deputy behind the Government 
party—I think it, was Deputy Egan or 
Deputy Shaw—it is administered once 
a fortnight. But I can say that as far 
as the County Meath is concemed, it is 
only administered once a month, and 
under the present system of amalgama- 
tion they are unable to administer it 
oftener. Increascd staffs have to be em- 
ployed. The relieving officers were 
abolished, and we were told we were to 
have economy; but the next thing was 
that two speeial officers were appointed 
with the title of Ilome Help Inspectors. 
Complaints werc made against them. 
They were not working satisfactori/y. 
The next thing is that the Department 
sends down an order to appoint a Super- 
intendent. And who is the Superinten- 
dent t-hat is appointed? The Vice-Chair- 
man of thc Board of Health. This is 
maladministration and corruption of the 
worst kind. Here is an appointmcnt of 
a Vice-Chairman of the Board of Ilealth 
and a member of thc Meath County 
Council to a position in the paid employ- 
ment of the Council, and sanctioned by 
the Minister for Local Goveniment. I 
think the Ministcr for Local Govem- 
ment ought to be ashamed of himself for 
having to admit such a thing as that. 
Under the Local Govemment Act that 
we are working under at present it is 
laid down that no member of a Board 
or Council ean accept any position of 
place or profit under the Board so long 
as he is a member of that Board. Here 
is a matter where the Vice-Chairman of 
the Meath County Board of Health, a 
privileged gentleman and presumably a 
man who was in the heart of the Minis- 
ter for Local Govemment, or some 
Minister before him, comes along and 


makes application, and through jobbery 
by the Board of Health he is appointed 
and he is sanctioned by the Minister. 

Mr. BURKE; You did not give us 
notiee of that fact when his name was 
sent forward. 

Mr. HALL: I think the matter has 
becn reported to the Minister for Local 
, Government. I think Mr. Mullany, 
j one of the eandidates, made a report of 
i that to tho Minister, but we heard no 
more about it. Mr. Mullany was the 
next highest candidate. This is how 
the Local Government is being admini- 
stered throughout the length and 
breadth of Ireland. Friends, bosom 
fricmds, people that the Ministry for 
Loeal Governmcnt believe are entitled 
to a position, get the position whcther 
they are entitled by Act of Parliament 
or not. 

Mr. BURRE : Do you suggest jobbery 
and corruption on the part of the Mini- 
I ster for Loeal Government? 

Mr. HALL: I do suggest it in this in- 
stance. It is corruption. 

Mr. BURKE: I think. Leas-Chinn 
Chomhairle, you should insist on the 
Deputy withdrawing that statement. 

Mr. HALL: If it is not exactly job- 
l)ery aiul corruption on the part of the 
Local Government, it certainly appears 
that way. I will certainly not accuse 
him of it now, and I withdraw. 

i AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

j Do you withdraw the accusation? • 

Mr. HALL: I do. When we come to 
look into the old Act of Parliament of 
1898 we find that elause in it that no 
member of a Couneil can take up any 
paid position or place of profit under 
that Council so long as hc is a member 
of it. 

Mr. BURKE : Does the Labour Party 
stand for that? 

Mr. HALL: I think they have been 
compelled to do so. A short timc ago 
I heard through the country that mem- 
bers of District Councils were being 
employed by County Councils in road 
work. Representation was made to the 
County Surveyors in different counties, 
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and 1 know in the County Meath that 
the present Chief of Transport or 
County Surveyor had represcntations 
made to him, and in aceordance with 
his sympathics for the workcrs hc came 
before the quartcrly meeting- of the 
Mcath County Council, and he pointed 
out under the clauses that I have just 
quoted in the Act of 1898 whcreby a 
member of the District Council was not 
cntitied cither to hold any position or 
placc of profit undcr thc County Coun- 
cil so long as hc was a membcr of the 
Rural District Council. This occurrcd 
at thc dictation of people of the rate- 
paying or farming class. Thcse unfor- 
tunate mcri wcre road workers bcfore 
they were cleeted to the Boards, thcy 
werc road worhers under the occupa- 
tion of Britain in this eountry, and 
when they wcre rcturned the old 
Local Govcrnment Board did not 
object to them. Thcy were allowcd to 
carry on. Dáil Eireann came aloiiR* and 
allovv r ed thcm to work on. Why? Be- 
cause at that. time these men wcre the 
most prominent in tlie country both in 
public. lifc and on the field of battlc, 
and they wcre the only people that 
were of any assistancc to the Dáil 
Eireann Ministry at that time. The 
fight was ovcr. The fight was won. 

Mr. GORET: In Meath is it it was 
won? 

Mr. HALL: The British were out of 
the country. The services of these men 
wer$ no longer required on public 
boards. If the late Minister would only 
jog his memory he would find that if 
these men were put off public Boards 
between 1920 and the signing of the 
Treaty you would not get one of those 
people who raise an objection to them 
now to come forward and accept a posi- 
tion on those Boards. The people who 
shout the loudest about these men be- 
ing on public Boards were the men who 
would not go on the public Boards then. 
To-day they are anxious for the posi- 
tion; once the fight is over they are 
anxious to get positions there, and the 
Minister for Local Government is go - 
ing to assist them. I did not hear the 
Minister speak of the abolition of the 
Rural Councils, and what his intentions 
in the matter are. It has been very 


widely broadcasted throughout the 
length and breadth of Ireland that it is 
the intention of the Minister for Local 
Government to abolish Rural Councils. 
We are told that democratic representa- 
tion of the people is to be again 
poisoned, and that the autocratic poison 
is to be administered to democracy to 
put an end to it. After many years' 
agitation in the British House of Par- 
liament that Act was passed establish- 
ing Distriet Councils and the people, 
both the ratepayers and the poor, have 
found that they have got better ad- 
ministration through the District Coun- 
cils than they had through the system 
that went before it. But now we are 
told that these District Councils are to 
bc abolished. The Minister for Local 
Government is going to put an end to 
them. They are incompetent; they are 
wasteful. They are of no practical use. 
They are to be wiped out as encum- 
branccs on thc nation. I say they are 
not encumbrances. They aro the elected 
representatives of the people until such 
time as the Minister for Local Govern- 
ment is prepared to have them re- 
placed at an election. I have been a 
member of a District Council since 1920 
and I know that District Council that I 
am a member of, and other Councíls 
throughout the length and breadth of 
Meath have appealed to the Minister 
for Local Government for an election. 
Labour is anxious to have an election. 
We are not a bit afraid of an election. 
Let the Minister for Local Government 
have an election. Why should he try 
to abolish the Rural Councils? 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

The Minister has not stated that he is 
abolishing District Couneils at all. 

Mr. HALL : I read in the Press 
whcre a rccent deputation relative to 
the matter called on him, and he said 
he wouid give their representations 
very favourable consideration. I take 
it, from that, that he is in thorough 
agreemcnt with vyhat has been re- 
peated to him. I would like to know 
what is the real meaning of the aboli- 
tion of the Rural Councils, or if it is 
the intention of the Minister to with- 
draw his promise to the people who 
interviewed him in his office? 

Mr. BUREE: It will be time enough 
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to discuss that when the Bill is before 
you. 

Mr. HÁLL: I think the rnotion bo- 
fore thc Dáil gives us room to ask for 
information now. I would like to have 
a statement on that matter. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

The Minister can make no further 
statement on this motion. 

Mr. HALL: Unless by privilege. The 
Minister has been referring to the 
housing question and he is satisfied 
with the President's Housing Bill. He 
has not told us of his own housing 
policy. I am sure that the housing 
question is a burning question in evcry 
rural district in Ireland. In Dun- 
shaughlin in 1913 they had a scheme 
for the erection of 28 houses, and for 
something like nine months the Dis- 
trict Council has been making rcpre- 
sentations to the Ministry relative to 
the erection of the houses. After a 
good deal of prcssure, and after depu- 
tations waiting on the Minister, he has 
agreed by letter to sanction the erec- 
tion of 12 out of the 28 houses. lle is 
giving the Distriet Council authority 
to raise a ]oan. We have not asked the 
Minister for any money in connection 
with the construction of the houses. 
He sanctions the erection of 12, and 
, thc position now is that there is no 
one in occupation of the remaining 
plots which have been elosed in for 
the last 13 years and are subject to 
the trespass of the stock of the 
wealthy land-owner who has property 
beside the plots. 

Mr. GOREY : Give it to him. 

Mr. HALL: The poor fellow might 
want it, probably. 

Mr. GOREY : Give him all you can. 

Mr. HALL : If the Minister is serious 
he ought to allow the public boards to 
complete the scheme that was begun 
under British rule. I do not see why 
he should take upon himself the autho- 
rity of holding up the District Coun- 
cils from completing the erection of 
these houses. Where does he get that 
authority from? The old British re- 
gime gave the District Councils autho- 
rity to purchase plots and to erect 
houses. Now the Minister for Local 
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Government in Dáil Eireann denies the 
right of thc Distriet Councils to erect 
the houses. I hope the Minister will 
ehange his mind in regard to the 
erection of houses at Dunshaughlin. 

I would like to know on what 
grounds the Minister has set out a wage 
of 30/- a week for road workers? The 
fairly well-thought-out speech of the 
Minister has not explained that matter 
very clearly. Why does the dictator 
again eonie into existence to instruct 
the representatives of the Meath Co. 

('ouncil and every other Co. Council in 
Ireland? Why not leave the adminis- 
tration of affairs in the hands of the 
elected representatives of the people? 
Why establish a dictatorship ? Why 
write to a Oounty Council and inform 
them that they must pay 28/-, 30/- or 
32/- a weck? Wherc does this autho- 
rity come from? It has never been 
known of before. It is unprecedented. 
In the old days under the British re- 
gime grants came from the British 
Ministry of Transport without any con- 
dition. The grants were handed to the 
people who were then administering 
local affairs, and these people never 
squandered one penny of it. They are 
the pcople whom Deputy Gorey and his 
party represent to-day. 

Is it because that in some of thc public 
boards there are Labour mcn, in some 
instances in the majority, that the 
Minister for Ijocal Government has seen 
fit to brand thesc men, because they are 
simply Labour men and representatives 
of thc ordinary worlcers, as a body of 
incompetents, squanderers, and misap-' 
propriators of the public funds? Is that 
the reason? I take it, it is. Why treat 
the County Councils as school children? 
They are the elccted representatives of 
the people, and they are the people who 
have been plaeed in the position that 
they have to administer local affairs of 
each particular county. He has made 
some mention in this Commiltee report 
that they anticipated that the Minister 
would be prepared to pay to the road 
workers a rate of 3s. a week over the 
rate paid to agricultural labourers. I 
do not think that the reading of that 
rcport has done very mueh good. It 
has not enlightened me, at all events, 
and I do not think it has enlightened 
many. It was a good way of filling np 
a Ministerial statement and endeavour- 
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ing to satisfy the craving minds of the 
hawks of economy outside. It has gone 
that far. But does the Minister for 
Local Government recognise that the 
road worker, no mattcr what class oí 
road worker he is, is only a casual 
worker receiving employmcnt íor four 
or five weeks, and then unemployed for 
five or six weeks, and perhaps after five 
or six months taken on again, and dis- 
missed again in a few weeks? Why put 
him on the same level as the agricul- 
tural worker? Ile is not a permanent 
employee. If you take the County 
Meath in the summer time you will find 
that all the men who are employed on 
the roads throughout the length and 
breadth of the county number only 98. 
In the busy season they are not em- 
ployed. It is only for four or five 
months that there are 500 men employed 
on the roads in Meath. What are they 
doing the rest of the year? 

Mr. CONLAN: Saving hay. 

Mr. HALL: I am sure the agricul- 
turists that he has boasted about do 
not call on them to save the harvest, 
because there is no harvest, there is no 
tillage. They do not require them to 
go out and stand in the ficld, aiul look 
at the cattle grazing, and admire the 
cattle, with their happy masters jing- 
ling coins in thcir pockets. These 
arguments and the well-prepared 
Speech that has boosted up the case 
of the farmers have not gone one inch 
further to allay the distress, the hard- 
ships and the privations of the un- 
fortunate road-workers, and the Minis- I 
ter can never say, and he would not 
be juslified in saying, and could not 
honestly say that to strike this rate 
of 30/- per week to give employment 
for men is going to relievc the farmers 
of their responsibility from giving em- 
ployment, because thc men working on 
the roads are men that never got em- 
ployment from the farmers. They are 
men who are idle for months and 
months without exeeption. The far- 
mers’ representatives must have been 
very happy listening to the Minister, 
but certainly the Labour Deputies had 
no cause to be thankful for what the 
Minister uttered about them. It has 
really no foundation and no substance. 


and it was unfair, and very unfair, to* 
allege that men getting employment on 
the roads were men that could get 
alternative employment on the land,. 
for there is no employment on the land 
of Ireland. The Minister, in his speech, 
and he must have been very serious 
about it, because the speech was well 
prepared, alleged that he was out to* 
proteet agricultural industry from 
eonspiracy. I would like to know from 
what conspiracy, and I would like to 
know who is it that is conspiring. 
Dors the Minister allege that we here 
on these benches are conspiring?- 

Mr. BURKE: I did nol make any 
j sueh allegation.. 

| Mr. HALL: Well, the rcason I wcnt 
ovcr that again is that whcn Deputv 
Corish raiscd the niatter the Minister 
did not withdraw the aceusation, and 
if there was a eonspiracy in Ihe Minis- 
ter’s mind he had in view that Labour 
was the conspirator in the matter. and 
we would like to have some wit.h- 
drawal oi' that. Labour is not. a con- 
spirator- 

Mr. BURKE : I did not say it was. 

Mr. HALL: Labour is not in sym- 
pathy with anybody that would cori- 
spire to destroy the agricultural 
interests in this country. He spoke ot'* 
Waterford and Tipperary, but he can- 
not accuse deputies on thcse benches 
of conspiring with anybody to ruin the 
agricultural interests, and I do not 
think he is in a position to say that the 
leaders outside this House have done 
so. Jlc alleged that the Trade Union 
leaders would not allow men to accept 
a wage lower than that paid in the 
County Dublin. I do not think that he 
ís weli acquainted with the fact when 
he makes a statement of that kind. 

Mr. BURKE: I did not say so. 

Mr. HALL: I took it that the Minis- 
ter did, that he stated that men in the 
County Dublin expect a wage that the 
farming community in the Countjr 
Dublin are unable to pay. It is the 
case that the men themselves decidect 
not to accept it. They directed their 
representative to accept nothing less. 

It is a false impression to draw t hat 
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the representatives of the Trade 
Unions throughout Ireland are the dic- 
tators of their members. They are not. 
The leaders are the servants of the 
members of tlil Unions, jnst as we are, 
and every other deputy in this House, 
are the servants of the people who send 
us to the House. This Dáil is not the 
master of the people. The members of 
the Dáil are the servants of the people, 
just as the Trade Union offlcials out- 
side this House are the servants of the 
Unions. 

Mr. SEAN LYONS : I would like to 
ask the Minister a question. Does he 
consider 30/- is a living wage? I want 
to know if a Council strikes a rate of 
35/- for the unemployed, and a rate for 
their own old employees of 40/-, will 
the Minister sanction that rate? 

Mr. BUBEE: If the rate is a reason- 
able rate I will be prepared to sanction 
it. 

Mr. LYONS: You will sanction a rate 
for the old employees over and above 
the rate to be paid under the grant? 

Mr. BUREE: Yes, if it is reasonable. 

• 

Mr. CORISH: 1 suggest, at the out- 
set, that the Minister for Loeal Govern- 
ment has not in any sense of the word 
tried to reply to the statements made 
by me in moving tliis motion. He has 
given us a lecture on economics which 
we get every day iu the woek from tho 
newspapers. The Minister for Local 
Government is an abler man than he 
gets credit for, because in his statement 
he has deliberately set out to get the 
farmers to ally themselves on hi$ side, 
with the definite object he appears to 
have in view of cutting down the wages 
of the workers in this country. There 
is no question whatever about it. Ac- 
cording to the circular that his Mini- 
stry has sent out to the various Coun- 
cils in thc Saorstát and the infercnce 
we can draw from it, that is the de- 
liberate intention of his Ministry. He 
has told us that a certain Committee 
has been set up inside his Ministry with 
the object of agreeing upon what wages 
should be paid for road work in the 
Saorstát, and he said his object was to 
get back to normal as quickly as pos- t 
sible. I could quite understand him | 


making that statement if he had the 
two-fold object in view of getting back 
to normal as far as wages were con- 
cerned, and at the same time asking the 
Exeeutive to do something by way of 
bringing back food priccs to what they 
were during the period when these 
wages would have been looked upon as 
living wages. In the course of his lec- 
ture on Economics he said in one breath 
“ there is no money in the coún- 
try,” and a few moments afterwards 
he said that money is lying idle in 
the bank. M Now, these two statements 
are in direct conílict. 

Mr. BUREE : I never said there was 
no money in the country. 

Mr. CORISH : I thought the Minister 
did, and I am sorry if I misquoted him, 
but that was the infercnce I drew from 
what- he said. At, any ratc, he spoke at 
length of the position that was created 
by the acccptance of the Treat.y in this 
j country. He spoke at length of the 
eivil war that raged hei*e for the past 
twelve months. It appears to me that 
the statement made by the Minister for 
Local Government is a sort of stock 
statenient that cvery Minister delivers 
from the (lovernment Benches on any 
oceasión when any criticism is levelled 
at any particular Department.. I can- 
not for the life of me understand why 
such statements should be made by a 
Minister in order to proteet himself 
against what is, to my mind, a just in- 
dictment made against him in connec- 
tion witli the poliey he is carrying out 
as Minister for Local Governmcnt in 
this country. I cannot for the life of 
me sce what relation there is, or ought 
to be, between the happenings of last 
year in this country and his activities 
or inactivities in conneetion with his 
Ministry. 

The Minister said that in the course 
of the dcliberations of this Committee 
they took into consideration that a cer- 
tain amount was being paid to the un- 
employed by way of dole. That, to my 
mind, but shows the basis upon which 
this Committee set out to deliberate, and 
I want to ask Deputies in this Dáil, who- 
profess to represent the people of the 
country, if this is a proper way to ap'- 
proach a matter of this kind. I ask 
Deputies to try and visualise and to try 
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and realis? the hardship inflicted on the 
working classes for the last five or six 
years in this country. The working 
classes have been called upon, in all the 
periods during which this country was 
engaged in fighting for its national 
existence, to makc sacrifices, and it has 
made the biggest percentage of sacrifices 
and that is what they get at the end of 
it all. 

We have been told by Deputy Egan, 
I think it was, that we object' to ex- 
National Army men being employed as 
road workers. We do not do anything 
of the kind. We have a greater respect 
for the National Army men than Deputy 
Egan and his partv, because we refuse 
to be parties to use them as a medium 
for cutting down wages in this country. 
In other words, we refuse to acquiesce 
in their being used as blacklegs, upon 
their feUow-workei*s, l>ecause that is 
what the Government is doing with 
them. I think it is verv bad treatment 
to mete out to men who wcnt through 
the country with their lives in their 
hands, and it is not a policy that one 
would expect from an Irish Government 
that says it is the voice of the people. 

I would like to know if they consider 
it is the voice of the people to ask work- 
ing men to keep their wives and families 
on 28s. a week. I had occasion to in- 
terview the Ministry on this very matter 
and I was told this was only relief work. 
I asked did thcy understand or realise 
that immediately it became known in the 
•different counties that the Govemment 
stipulated a certain wage, private cm- 
plo^^ers would use that very fact as a 
lever to cut down the wages of the 
workers, and I was told that they did 
not expect anything of the kind. I want 
to tell the Minister that just a week ago, 
last Monday, when the Wexford County 
Council agreed by one vote to accept 
the grant on the condition specified by 
the Minister of 28s. a week, not half 
an hour aftcrwards the wages of the 
nrdinary road workers were cut from 
40s. to 28s. If that is not a specimen 
of the action of the Government in help- 
ing the local councils and the local em- 
ployers to cut down the wages of the 
workers, I do not know what is. I was 
vcry glad to hear the answer of the 
Minister to Deputy Lyons, that he would 
not sanction a wage that was not a rea- 


sonablc one, and I think he would want 
to search his conscience for a long tiiue 
before he would be able to find that 28s. 
a week was a reasonable one. 

The Minister in the «course of his 
statement said that I blamed him for 
what his predocessor did. I want to 
get out of the Minister's mind at this 
stage the idea that I want to make any 
personal attack upon him. I do not. 
He is unfortunately in the position of 
Local Govcrnment Minister at the 
moment, and no one respeets liim 
personally more than I do, but I do not 
think that An Ceann Comhairle would 
allow me to say anything about his pre- 
decessor in connection with the motion 
I put on the paper. He says I accused 
him of being responsible for the break- 
down in the collection of rates. In that 
connection I want to say this: that I 
consider the Local Government Depart- 
ment did not pay sufficient attention to 
the question of the collection of rates 
in the various counties in Ireland. We 
have had the spectacle in the counties 
of rate-collectors doing their very best 
in order to get people to realise their 
responsibilities in that connection, and 
to pay their rates. We had the Minis- 
ter for Local Government sending out 
circulars pointing out to the Councils 
the necessity there was for doing so. 
These people were brought to the courts 
and decrees were obtained against 
them, but when that happened the Min- 
ister never madc any effort to bring 
pressure to bear on the Minister for 
Home Affairs to get these decrees exe- 
cuted, and that laxity of duty on the 
part of the Loeal Government Depart- 
ment is responsible to a great extent 
for the position the Councils find them- 
selves in to-day. So far as agricultural 
grants are concerned, I am not at all 
satisfied with the answer of the Minis- 
ter for Local Government. I made a 
statemcnt in that connection, and he 
said that I made a statement in the be- 
ginning of this debate that the Wex- 
ford County Council were owed 
£52,000. I repeat that statement. The 
Secretary of the Wexford County 
Council has gone very carefully into 
the matter, and in consequence of the 
communication he received from the 
Department he has come to the conclu- 
sion that we were owed £52,000, and 
since this motion was tabled for dis- 
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cussion the Wexford County Council 
has got something between £18,000 and 
£20,000. Perhaps if the motion had 
been put down sooner we might have 
got it sooner, but certainly the fact is 
as I state, and I do think in view of 
that fact that the withholding of these 
Grants from the various County Coun- 
cils in the Saorstát is responsible for 
these Councils being in debt. The 
Minister for Local Govornment is lack- 
ing in his duty unless he brings before 
the Executive the difficulties and the 
disadvantages in the way of not paying 
these Grants to the Councils when they 
should be paid. 

Now to come back to the question 
of low wages paid to the road workers 
under this Grant. I said the day I 
moved this motion that in my opinion 
the Minister has no right to stipulate 
the wages under this Grant, and he 
has not yet convinced me, and he did 
not dcal with the matter from any 
point of view to-day that would con- 
vince mc that he has that right. I 
suggest that he stretchcd his imagina- 
tion in accordance with his economic 
thought in this particular, and that the 
inference that anybody would draw 
from the particular section of the 
Transport Act would not enable him 
and would not. entitle him to fix wages. 
That has not been done by any of his 
predecessors, nor by the British when 
they were in this eountry, and it is a 
sorry day that an Irish Ministry 
that we set up should stoop so low as 
to take advantage of the situation of a 
particular class in order to deprive 
the worker of his just right when he 
does a just. day J s work. 

The first thing the Minister dealt 
with was the Housing Bill, and he 
stated that he was in entire agreement 
with the President as far as the Hous- 
ing Bill was concerned. Now, so far 
as I am concerned, and I have some 
experience of urban housing, I do not 
think this Bill is going to have any 
effect whatever upon the housing ques- 
tion. I may be wrong, but I think it 
is deliberately framed with the object 
of cutting down worfcers’ wages. I 
say that the private people in the 
Saorstát at the moment are not con- 
cemed from the same point of view of 
housing the people as a Govemment 
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should be, or as a local authority 
should be. If they come into it at all 
they vill come into it from a purely 
speculative point of view, and that is 
not the way the housing question ought 
to be approaehed at this particular 
juncture. The Minister has spoken 
about the warfare that has prevailed 
in this country for the past five or six 
years. He seemed to forget that that 
particular argument could be used in 
many different ways. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE took the 
chair. 

Mr. CORISH: The housing of the 
working classes has been neglected 
for tho period he had under survey 
for the reason that a state of chaos 
prevaile<l in this country. 

I suggest to the Minister that 
thc manner in which he approaches this 
question is not going to do anything 
cffective so far as the housing of the 
working classes is concerned. To my 
mind, it is absolutely essential that the 
local authorities should be taken into 
the confidence of the Ministry and given 
the advantages of this Bill, if there are 
any advantages in it, in order that the 
working classes should be properly 
housed. I placed a certain proposition 
before the President, and the Council 
of Munieipal Authorities placed the same 
proposition before him, whereby the 
house he proposed to build for £500 
could be let to a tenant at 8s. 6d. a 
week. That was tumed down. I do 
not know for what reason. I do think 
everybody will agree that if the housing 
of the working classes is to be tackled 
effectively by people with collective re- 
sponsibility, those who represent the 
people will have to tackle it, and not 
those who come into it for purely specu- 
lative purposes. 

I do not remember that the Minister 
said anything about the amalgamation 
of Unions other than what satisfied him 
was that there was a saving all over 
the country in Poor Law administration 
to the extent of 20 per cent. I want to 
ask the Dáil, and I want to ask the 
Minister, is that the way that the health 
of the people is to be measured? Will 
the effect upon the health of the people 
and the treatment meted out to the aged 
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and the irifirm be compensated for by a 
20 per cent. reduction in taxation? Will 
a 20 per cent. saving in administration 
justify a bad amalgamation scheme? I 
said at the beginning that I am entirely 
in íavour of amalgamation, but if we 
are going to have amalgamation, let us 
have amalgamation that will treat the 
poor properly. The amalgamation that 
was rushed through in 1920 was rushed 
through as a political expedient, and 
the people in the different counties were 
promised an enquiry as soon as the 
amalgamation was in force for twelve 
months. That promise has never been 
fulfilled. Several counties have made 
representation to the Minister in ques- 
tion, but a deaf ear has been tumed to 
them. I would ask the Minister to do 
somcthing to relieve the unfortunate 
poor, who have suffered so many hard- 
ships in connection with amalgamation 
schemes. 

I asked the Minister to say whcther 
it was his intention to abolish District 
Councils or not. In this connection I 
would like to say that the Minister’s 
apparent distrust of the various Coun- 
cils in Ireland is certainly savouring of 
very bad taste. I would ask hirn to re- 
member that the Councils which he 
does not trust now are thc same Coun- 
cils which his predccessor or his pre- 
decessors used in order to fight the 
British Government. They were good 
cnough in 1920 and 1921 to fight the 
British, but they were not good enough 
now to trust to regulate the wages of 
their employees. I would ask him not 
to be too harsh, and to wait until the 
Election comes along, and if these 
people do not voice the sentiments 
of the ordinary man in the street let the 
electors deal with them. As I said in 
the beginning, I do not think the Mini- 
ster made any effort to reply to the 
criticisms levelled at his Department. I 
do not know whether he deliberately 
refrained from that or not. As I already 
said, he gave us a lecture on economics. 
Other statements were made by dif- 
ferent speakers. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Are we 

going to conclude this debate now or 
take the statement of the 
7 o*clock. Minister for Home Affairs, 
as agreed upon? 


Mr. CORISH: I will fínish in about 
two minutes. 

Mr. O HIGGINS: I am agreeable to 
go on witli this matter if it meets with 
thc wishes of the Deputies. 

Mr. CORISH: I think it was men- 
tioned in the report of the deliberations 
of the Committee that 6d. per day in 
advance of the agricultural wages paid 
in any particular district should be the 
agrecd rate for road work. I do not 
know whether the Minister agreed 
with that or not, or whether it was De- 
puty Johnson stated it. So far as the 
rate for the County Wexford is con- 
cerned, the rate suggested by the Mini- 
ster for road work is 4s. 6d. a day, or 
less than the local wage, and that is 
certainly not in aecordance with the 
recommendations of his own Committee. 
It just shows the indiseriminate 
methods used by this Ministry in ap- 
proaching different subjects. I would 
ask the Minister to again review this 
whole situation so far as wages are con- 
cerned. I think I have proved by the 
reference I made to the action of the 
Wexford County Council tliat the ac-' 
tion taken by the Minister is being used 
by employers and other people to re- 
duce the standard of living of the 
people in the country. It is all very well 
to talk about. the state of chaos that 
has prevailed in this country for the 
past year or eighteen months, but it is 
reasonable to ask arc the workers and 
the poor always to suffer because of cer- 
tain actions in this country? I do not 
think it is fair to ask them to take all 
the hardships that are going, and I 
would appeal to the Minister to review 
the whole situation. 

Motion put and declared lost. 

THE ADJOURNMENT—ARMY 
POSITION. 

MINISTER for HOME AFFAIRS 

(Mr. O’Higgins): I move the adjoum- 
ment of the Dáil until 3 p.m. to-mor- 
row. This moming Deputy Johnson 
asked me a question, on private notice, 
as to certain military activities in the 
northern portion of the city last night, 
and I promised to make a statement oíi 
the adjournment. One eannot deal 
with last night’s incidents simply as 
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isolated incidents. For a proper un- 
derstanding of them and of the action 
that has been taken by the Executive 
Council as a rcsult of them, it is neecs- 
sary to bring the minds of Deputies 
back at least some days. I have here a 
time-table of events in connection with 
the troubles within the army. I find 
that on the 6th of March a doeument, 
purporting to be an ultimatum, and 
calHng itself an ultimatum, signed by 
Major-General Liam Tobin and Colonel 
Charles Dalton, was handed to the Pre- 
sident; that on Friday, the 7th, that 
document was considered by the Exe- 
cutive Council, and that an order was 
issued by the Executive Council for the 
arrest of Messrs. Tobin and Dalton. 
On that date also, Mr. Joseph McGrath, 
Minister for Industry and Commerce, 
tendered to the President his resig- 
nation. On Saturday several houses, 
including the house of Mr. McGrath, 
were visited by the military in search 
of wanted men—that would be on the 
Friday-Saturday night. On Saturday, 
8th ‘March, the Executive Council de- 
cided to place Eoin 0’Duffy in Execu- 
tive Command of the Army. On the 
íOth March that position became oper- 
ative, and General Eoin 0’Duffy was 
appointed Officer Commanding the De- 
Eence Forces of Saorstát Eireann. On 
Tuesday, llth March, the President 
read a statement, regarding the situ- 
ation, in the Dáil. He read the docu- 
ment which he had received, signed by 
the two oflicers. Mr. McGrath, on that 
date announced his resignation as # a 
Member of the Executive Council, said 
that he would make a statement to the 
Dáil, and made a charge that the situa- 
tion which had arisen in the Army was 
brought about by “ absolute muddling, 
mishandling and incompetence on the 
part of a particular Department of 
State.” The President named the fol- 
lowing day, after Question Time, to 
allow Mr. McGrath to state the reasons 
for his resignation. 

On the 12th March the President 
announced: “ The Govemment is satis- 
fied that the events which have hap- 
pened call for an inquiry, which the 
Govemment will cause to be held into 
the administration of the Army. The 
Government is prepared to consult 
with the Minister for Industry and 
Óommerce, in view of his statement, 


with rcgard to how this inquiry is to 
be carried out, M Deputy MteGrath ex- 
pressed himself satisfied with the Pre- 
sident's announcement, and did not 
propose to make any further statement 
until the inquiry takes place. On re- 
suming at 7.30 p.m., the President read 
a second document dated that day— 
namely, 12th March—received from 
Messrs. Tobin and Dalton. On the 
14th March General Eoin 0 'Duffy was 
appointed, in addition to his appoint- 
ment as Oeneral Officer Commanding 
the Forces, Inspector-General of the 
Defence Forces of Saorstát Eireajin. 
On the 15th of March the Cabinet con- 
sidered the personnel of the Commit- 
tee of Inquiry into the mutiny, and. 
subject to the consent of the persons 
selected, arrived at the following de- 
cision:— 

Professor Eoin Mac Neill, T.D., 
Minister for Education (Chair- 
man). 

Mr. Commissioner James Creed 
Meredith, K.C. 

; Mr. P. McGilligan, B.L., T.D. 

Notification of consent from these 
j persons reached the Government on the 
18th instant. On Tuesday, 18th March, 
the functions of the Inspector-Gencral 
of the Forces were approved by the 
Executive Council and gazetted. The 
terms of reference of the Committee of 
Inquiry were drafted and approved by 
the Executive Council. A copy of a 
letter written by the Minister for De- 
fence to the Members of the Council 
of Defence, setting out the attitude to 
be adopted towards the officers impli- 
cated in the mutiny, was read and ap- 
proved by the Executive Council. On 
the night of the 18th of March you 
had a raid on certain premises in Par- 
nell Square for wanted men, and the 
arrest of several officers. That is the 
time-table leading up to the situation 
which now confronts us. 

There is an item which does not ap- 
( pear on that time table and to which 
! I propose to refer. The following letter 
was sent by the President to Mr. 
McGrath on Monday evening last, 
17th instant:— 

“ I have been in consultation with 
the Minister for Defence and General 
0’Duffy on the matters which you 
raised with me this moming. I regret 
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that we had not arrived at this deci- 
sion beíore now :— 

(1) By Thursday, 20th March, at 
6 p.m., all arms and equipment re- 
moved from barracks to be retumed 
to the place or places from which 
they were taken: 

(2) Persons concemed in the re- 
moval of such material to surrender 
at the place from which such mate- 
rial was taken to the officer now in 
charge of such place; 

(3) On prcsenting, after such sur- 
render, parole to the officer in 
charge, such parole will be accepted, 
and the persons concerned allowed 
out under open arrest; 

(4) Absentees from duty shall 
surrender by 6 p.m. on Thursday. 
Their parole being presented will be 
accepted, and they also will be al- 
lowed out under open arrest. 
Thursday has been mentioned as a 

convenient date to give time. It is 
desirable, however, that no delay 
should be occasioned in giving effect 
to paragraphs (1), (2), (3), and (4). ,? 
That was the President’s letter to 
Mr. McGrath. 

Yesterday, the Minister for Defence, 
at a meeting of the Executive Council, 
presented the following document: It is 
headed, * * Copies to the Chief of Staff, 
Adjutant-General, Quartermaster-Gene- 
ral; memo. 18th March, 1924. 

The President has instmcted that 
all persons who left their posts, or un- 
lawfully took away military stores 
during the recent mutiny, be dealt 
with, from the point of view of ar- 
rest, on the lines indicated in the 
following paragraphs 1 to 5: 

(1) By Thursday, 20th instant, 
at 6 p.m., all arms and equipment 
removed from barracks to be re- 
turned to the place or places from 
which they were taken; 

(2) Persons concemed in the re- 
moval of such material to surrender 
at the place from which such mate- 
rial was taken to the officer now in 
charge of that place; 

(3) After such surrender, on pre- 
senting parole to the officer in 
charge, such parole will be accepted 
and the persons concemed allowed 
out under open arrest; 
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(4) Absentees from duty shall also 
surrender by 6 p.m. on Thursday> 
the 20th instant, and on their parole 
being presented it will be accepted. 
They also will be allowed out under 
open arrest. 

(5) Thursday is only mentioned 
as a convenient day to allow a cer- 
tain amount of time, but it is desir- 
able no delay should be occasioned 
in giving effect to the terms of para- 
graphs (1), (2), (3), and (4). Suit- 
able instractions should be wired 
immediately to all G.O.C. ’s, and by 
them to their officers concemed, to 
secure that effect is given to the 
t.erms of these instructions so far as 
they are eoncemed. 

(Signed) AIRE COSANTA. ,, 

It will be noted that this document 
from the Minister for Defence to the 
other members of the Council of De- 
fence is couched in terms identical to 
thosc used by thc President in his com- 
munication to Mr. McGrath of Mon- 
day evening last. There is a matter 
which I have mentioned and to which 
1 wish to refer again in some detail. 
That is the position of General Eoin 
0 'Duffy with regard to the Army. 
General Eoin 0’Duffy, as Deputies are 
aware, was appointed General Officer 
Commanding the Defence Forces. 
Speaking as one member of the Exe- 
cutivc Council, when that appoint- 
ment was made my conccption of it 
was—it. was a wrong conception—that 
the appointment placed General 
0’Duffy in snpreme executive autho- 
rity ovcr the Army and over every man 
in Army uniforra. 

T visualised it as placing him in'the 
same position with regard to the Army, 
as he recently occupied with regard to 
the Civic Guard. I visualised his rela- 
tions with the Minister for Defence 
and his responsihilities to the Minister 
for Defence for the Army, as the rela- 
tions which existed towards me with 
regard to the Civic Guard when Gene- 
ral 0’Duffy was Commissioner of that 
Force. That was wrong, and the fact 
that it was wrong transpired later, 
when it became clear that the Depart- 
ments of the Adjutant-General, the 
Quartermaster-General, and the Chief 
of Staff are regarded as Military De- 
partments of the Ministry of Defence, 
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and by a general routine order, of , 
which I have not at the moment got the 
exact number or date, but which I 
think was issued in December last, the 
functions of each one of these three 
officers were defined and their respon- 
sibility to the Minister was defined. 

General O’Duft^ beeame aware that 
there were limitations to his powers, 
and to his authority over the Army 
inasmuch as he had no authority over 
any of these three officers, and they 
had no responsibility to him. When j 
that fact was represented to the Exe- j 
cutive Council, we added to General í 
O’Duff^’s funetions as General Officer | 
Commanding the Forces the office and [ 
functions of Inspector-General. It is j 
better to state the functions and de- j 
finition of the Inspector-General 
clearly. 

The duties of Inspector-General of 
the Defence Forccs of Saorstát Eireann , 
are: “ To inspect the Defence Forces 
of Saorstát Eireann and the Adminis- « 
trative Offices of Defence (Chief of 
Staff’s, Adjutant-GeneraFs and the , 
Quartermaster-GeneraFs), the training, ; 
discipline, fitness and effieicncy of their , 
personnel of all ranks; the suitability, j 
condition, supply and maintenance of j 
their arms and equipment; the suita- 
bility and condition of tlicir barracks 
and other posts, and generally to re- 
view the organisation and administra- I 
tion of the Defence Forces of the Saor- * 
stát, and to report thereon to the Exe- 
cutive Council through the Minister for 
Defence, and to offer such suggestions 
in relation to organisation, instruction, 
personnel, equipment and administra- 
tion as may result from such inspection 
and review. He may make his inspec- 
tion or review in any particular case 
personally or by deputy appointed by 
him. The Inspector-General shall have 
free access to all such reports, files and 
other information in the possession of 
any department or office of the said 
Forces as he may think fit to require, 
and he shall be at liberty to enter 
opinions or observations on any report, 
file or minute. The Executive Councií 
shall provide such office staff and equip- 
ment as will be necessary for the work 
of the Jnspector-General. ■ 9 

That office and those functions were 
conferred on General 0 ’Duffy, not in 
substitution of v but in addition to, his , 
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functions as General Officer Command- 
ing the Forces. The Departments of 
Supply, as they might be called, back 
behind him, were not subject to or re- 
sponsible to him; but over this Depart- 
ment and in relation to this Depart- 
ment he had his powers and his func- 
tions as Inspector-General. With re- 
gard to the Army machine proper, he 
had eomplete executive control and 
authority. He stood, then, as it were, 
between the Ministry of Defence and its 
three main Military Departments and 
the Army proper. Over the Army 
proper he had his executive power and 
authority as General Officer Command- 
ing the Forces. Back behind him in the 
Supply Department—1 am not sure 
whether I am using that word quite 
accurately, as I am not very well versed 
in the technicality of Army matters— 
he had his powers of criticism and re- 
port, and his powers of Inspector- 
General. 

Now, General OT)uffy was anxious 
that he and everyone else should under- 
stand clearly what his real position 
was, what his real powers were, what 
his limitations were, so that there 
should be no unnecessary friction, no 
overlapping, no chance of any counter- 
manding of orders. On yesterday, at 
a meeting of the Executive Council, a 
memorandum from General 0’Duffy 
raising these matters was considered, 
and the powers of the General Officer 
Commanding the Forces of Saorstát 
Eireann were at that meeting fully dis- 
cussed, fully understood, and fully 
agreed upon. So that I may be fully 
accurate, let me say that it was also 
agreed that these would be drafted out 
and presented to General Eoin OT)uffy 
this morning for any final comment he 
might wish to make on them. It was 
agreed by all persons at the Executive 
Council meeting, and by General Eoin 
0’Duffy, what exactly his powers were. 
This is the draft. I have read the defi- 
nition of the functions of the Inspcctor- 
Gcneral. This is the draft of the func- 
tions attached to the office of the Gene- 
ral Officer Commanding thc Defence 
Forces of Saorstát Eireann:— 

Executive Military Command over 
all the Defence Forces of Saorstát 
Eireann, including all units, Corps v 
Services, and all ranks. He shaU be 
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responsible for (1) military policy 
as far as the immediate military 
situationis concerned; (2) the opera- 
tions necessary for national security 
and public safety; (3) distribution 
of the forces; and (4) military in- 
telligence in furtherance of the pur- 
poses aforesaid. 

I do not think it will be argued—al- 
though it was agreed that this draft in 
its final form would come up for final 
approval—that last night General Eoin 
0’Duffy was not the General Officer 
Commanding the Dcfence Forces of 
Saorstát Eireann having the powers set 
out in that document. Particular ac- 
tion was taken last night—military ac- 
tion. It was not taken after consulta- 
tion with General Eoin 0 ’Duffy, and it 
was not takcn after consultation with 
the Executive Council as a whole or 
any member thereof. It was taken on 
the responsibility of the Minister for 
Defence in consultation, I understand, I 
with the Adjutant-General. That ac- ■ 
tion was considered at a meeting of the 
Executive Council this morning. 

It was not long under discussion be- 
fore the view emerged very clearly 
that by the majority of the members 
of the Executive Council, the action 
that was taken was regarded as cut- 
ting across the obvious and necessary 
implication of the letter sent by the 
President to Mr. McGrath, on last 
Monday evening, and of the order of 
the Minister for Defence to the Chief 
of Staff, to the Adjutant-General, and 
the Quartermaster-General, dated the 
18th March, which on yesterday re- 
ceived a kind of post factum approval 
and cndorsement by the Executive 
Council. That was the position that 
emerged. The majority of the mem- 
bers attending this morning’s meeting 
held the view that the action taken 
last night cut across Government 
policy as embodied yesterday in the 
post factum approval and endorsement 
of this memo. from the Minister for 
Defence to his colleagues on the De- 
fence Council. When the Minister for 
Defence realised that thé Executive 
Council, or those of us who were ac- 
tive, were not prepared to endorse and 
were not prepared to stand over the 
military operatidns of last night, vhich 


; were entered on without consultation 
with the Government, which were en- 
tered on without consultation with the 
General Officer Commanding the De- 
fence Forces appointed by the Govern- 
ment, the Minister for Defence with- 
drew from the meeting, expressing his 
opinion that it would be better that 
the situation should be considered by 
ourselves, and that he would be avail- 
able if required. It was considered by 
ourselves and, in a personal way,. I 
regret that it falls to my lot to 
announce to the Dáil, and through the 
Dáil to the country, the very grave 
and important decision which was ar- 
rived at by the Executive Council, or 
I what was left of it. That decision was 
communicated to the President by Dr. 
MacNeill and the Minister for Finance> 
and regarding it the President has 
expressed approval. That meeting this 
morning decided to ask for the resig- 
nation forthwith of General Seán 
MeMahon, Lieut.-General Georóid 
0 ’Sullivan, and Lieut.-General Seán 
0 Murthuille, their resignation not from 
their Army ranks—lct it be understood 
that wc were not taking or purporting 
to take Army aetion—but from the ad- 
ministrative positions which they have 
held up to date. 

That meeting also decided—one was 
a decision which we considered we 
were entitled to come to ourselves: 
that is the decision regarding the three 
officers—to convey to the President its 
view that he ought to ask for the re- 
signation of the Minister for Defence. 
That was not an action which we were 
entitled to take, but it was something 
that we conveyed to the President.- 

Now, with regard to the resignations 
of the three officers, after the meeting 
I asked the Minister for Defence to 
come to see me. He came from Poito- 
bello to see me, and I communicated to 
him the deeision of the Executive 

Council with regard to the three 

officers, General Seán McMahon, 

Lieut.-Gen. O’Sullivan, and Lieut.-Gen. 
Seán 0’Murthuille. The Minister for 
Defence, thereupon, informed me that 
that would involve his resignation also, 
and that he would make a statement to 
the Dáil. I had not told the Minister 
for Defence, because I regarded it as 
something that perhaps I was not en- 
dtled to disclose in the circumstances, 
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that that meeting which he had left 
had decided to recommend to the Pre- 
sident that he should ask for the re- 
signation of the Minister for Defence. 
That was something which the Presi- 
dent would have to exercise an inde- 
pendent judgment about. I could not 
prejudice the result of the President’s 
independent judgment of the matter by 
making a disclosure to the Minister for 
Defence. I therefore simply accepted 
it that because of the action of the 
Executive Council in calling for the 
resignation of these three officers, the 
Minister for Defcnce would resign, 
quite apart from any decision that the 
President might or might not. come 
to on our message. 

It is a common thing nowadays to rail 
at secret diplomacy, to attribute to secret 
diplomacy most if not all of the ills 
which our present-day world is suffering 
from. Without pronouncing in any 
dogmatic way upon that view, I would 
like to suggest to the Dáil that in a cer- 
tain delicate 'complexity of circum- 
stances it is not always advisable, not 
always in the public interest, to drag 
everything out for mongers of gossip, 
every relevant circumstance, every 
charge and counter-charge, every allega- 
tion, true, or half true, or not true at 
all. It is factors like that which weighed 
with the Executive Council ever since 
this Army pot boiled over. The Minis- 
ter for Industry and Commerce was to 
make a statement here. From what we 
knew of what the Minister for Industry 
and Commerce was prepared to state 
here, and from our judgment of the 
situation, it would not be in the public 
interest that that statement should be 
made. As I said, speaking some time 
ago, charges and counter-charges would 
have been bandied about; statements 
would have been made and contradicted, 
statements which, whether they were 
true or false, or half true, could not 
have redounded to the credit of the 
State or the credit of the country as a 
whole. And time was spent, a long time 
was spent, in an endeavour to convince 
Deputy McGrath that such a statement 
ought not to be made, and an under- 
taking was given that an enquiry woul'd 
be set up into Army administration, 
and that he would get every opportunity 
of having such charges as he might care 
to formulate thoroughly sifted. I think 


there was some slight misunderstanding 
on the last occasion. When we spoke of 
a Cabinet Committee, a Cabinet enquiry, 
we did not necessarily mean that the 
Cabinet in person would enquire, but 
we meant that an inquiry would be con- 
stituted by the Cabinet, which would 
report to the Cabinet. I have named the 
personnel; I have read the Terms of 
Reference- 

Mr. JOHNSON: I do not think the 
Minister has read the Terms of Refer- 
ence. 

j Mr. O’HIGGINS: Excusc me. The 
Terms of Reference are very simple, 
very broad:—‘ ‘ To enquire into the 
faets and matters which have caused 
or lcd up to the indisciplined and 
mutinous or insubordinate conduct 
lately manifested in the Army.” Now, 
on that undertaking Deputy McGrath 
postponed, or abandoned—I do not 
know which—his intention of making 
his promised statement in the Dáil. He 
was prepared to accept it, that his 
charges should be enquired into, should 
be definitely formulated and enquired 
into by a Cabinet Committee, and the 
promised statement was not made. De- 
puty McGrath then interested himself 
in seeing that the situatioíi which had 
developed in the Army should be, as 
far as possible, righted. He, all along, 
was emphatic that the original docu- 
ment from these two officers need not 
be taken literally or tragically. He 
was emphatic on the point that these 
officers did not intend to challenge the 
basis of Parliamentary representation 
or the fabric of ordered, responsible 
Government, did not challenge the 
right of the people to decide their poli- 
tical issues, and a document was re- 
ceived, as I have stated, explicitly with- 
drawing and repudiating the original 
document, and signed by these two 
officers. It became then a question of 
deciding the action that should be 
taken with regard to those. who, in 
varying degrees, might be said to have 
. participated in a mutinous revoltj in 
| varying degrees: one must classify 
[ them. In a class apart, you have two 
men who signed the document which 
was presented to the President. You 
have, then, men who absconded with 
arms, men who absconded without arms 
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[Mr. O’Higgins.] 

and men who sent up resignations. I 
take it that the letter which the Presi- 
dent sent to Deputy McGrath on Mon- 
day last, after consultation with the 
Minister for Defence and General 
O’Duff^, was an attempt to clarify a 
somewhat obscure position. It was ac- 
cepted by the Minister for Defence and 
communicated by him to the other 
members of the Defence Council with 
the intimation that suitable instructions 
should be wired immediately to all 
G.O.C.'s and by them to their ofificers, 
and so on. We regard the action taken 
last night as cutting across what was 
Govemment intention and Government 
policy with regard to an extremcly dan- 
gerous and an extremely delicate 
national position. But I do not want 
any Deputy nor any member of the 
general public to come to the conclu- 
sion that the resignation of certain 
high Army Officers was demanded by 
the Government simply and solcly as a 
result of last night’s activities. That 
is not the situation. At a discussion 
which took place the day after this 
document was presented, the view was 
expressed at the Executive Council that 
this particular personnel was not the 
personnel to deal with a mutinous re- 
volt. 

I personally expressed that view ern- 
phatically and gave reasons, and one 
other member of the Executive Council 
stated that he, within thc last few i 
days had, as he put it, come to the | 
decision that these men had been too j 
long in their positions, that something 
in the nature of a sense of proprietor- 
ship was springing up, and that he had 
intended to move for a ehange at the 
top of the Army. He went on to de- 
velop the view that he regarded the 
document served by these officers on 
the President as cutting across that, 
and argued that because the removal 
of the Army Council was one of the 
terms of this challenging document, 
the removal of the Army Council was 
not possible in that particular set of 
circumstances, or at that particular 
time. I want that grasped, that there 
were those who hold, and hold 
strongly, that whereas, in the abstract, 
a change in the headship of the 
Army might be considered advisable, 
that the concrete ezisting circum- 


stances were considered by some, by a 
majority, in fact, as constituting an 
obstacle to that course. Whether the 
decision to refuse in the concrete set 
of cireumstanees to consider a pro- 
posal for the removal of the Army 
Council was wise or unwise we will not 
pause now to consider very deeply. It 
was passed by, it was put aside as a 
thing which in the face of the mutiny, 
in the face of the document, in the 
face of the fact that their removal 
was one of the things ealled for in the 
document—eould not then be consi- 
dered. But when this personnel, or 
membcrs of this personnel, without 
consultation with the Government, 
without consultation with the General 
Offieer Commanding the Defence 
Forces appointed by the Government. 
took a particular action calculated to 
have, possibly, grave reactions within 
the Army and throughout tlie eountry, 
calculated perhaps to set the heather 
on fire, the heather we have been so 
assiduously attempting to quench and 
damp down, a different set of circum- 
stances arises. We have decidcu that 
the public interests, the best interests 
of the public, of the State, of the Army 
itself, call for the rcmoval from their 
administrative positions of thcse three 
officers. 

General ()’Duffy has been informed 
that he is now in complete Executive 
controi and authority over every man 
in Army uniform. Thc Minister for 
Defence is rcsigning. He will make a 
statement. To-morrow moming some- 
body will be assigned tlie duties of Act- 
ing-Minister for Deíence. Let me say 
here that we have not been satisfied 
within ourselves, and within our own 
counsels, that the matter of this mutiny 
could be dealt with simply on the as- 
sumption that 100 per cent. of wrong 
was on one side, and 100 per cent. of 
right on the other, that it could not be 
dealt with as a mutiny could, and 
should, be dealt with in countries that 
are more normal, by Govemments that 
are more normal, and in armies that are 
more normal. Let me say here that 
while we never got any definite official 
information from the Minister for De- 
fence that that was so, tliat the view 
was gradually bome in on the minds of 
some members of the Executive Council, 
at any rate, that there existed ín* the 
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Army factions, organisations, societies— , 
call them what you wish—but cleavages 
and combinations, at any rate, that do 
not exist and should not exist in normal, 
disciplined armies, that the personneí 
was too much in the forefront, too much 
in evidence, so niuch in evidence that 
it overrode discipline, for discípline to 
be discipline must be impersonal. Let 
me say, too, that we were not without 
evidence that that impersonal discipline 
does not exist in the Army, that gene- 
rally, naturally with diffidence, as being 
Ministers in the political headships of 
other Departments, naturally with a cer- 
tain reluctance, a certain hesitation, the 
view was forming in the minds of mem- 
bers of the Executive Council that there 
was danger that the Army was not 
unequivocably, unquestionably, Without 
reserve, simply the instrument of the 
people’s will, expressed constitutionally 
through the Dáil, and through the 
Executive appointed by the Dáil. If 
that view is right, if that half-formed 
view—shall I call it—is right, that it 
was a question of rival combinations, 
there was a lot to be said for the view 
that you could not strike at one of these 
combinations through the medium of 
another. That certainly was the factor 
operating in my mind when I expressed 
the view to my colleagues in the Exe- 
cutive Council that the mutiny could 
not be dealt with by the particular per- 
sonnel that were then in control, and I 
would have been willing personally to 
íace the suggestion that we were 
caving-in to a particular term of the 
challenging document that was served 
on the President by the two officers. I 
incline to the view that I have said 
enough about the past. Many, perhaps, 
listening to me will incline to the view 
that I have said too much about the 
past. I want to say this about the 
future, that the position now is that 
General 0’Duffy is in complete control 
of the Army, of every man in military 
uniform, that he will expect and exact, 
by virtue of the powers conferred on 
him by the Govemment, absolute discip- 
line, absolute loyalty, absolute obedience 
from every man in military uniform. 

General Seán McMahon is at the 
moment absent from town. I have re- 
ceived, through the medium of General 
Mulcahy, the resignations of Lt.-Gen. 
O’Sullivan and of Lt.-Gen. 0 Mur- 


thuille, and these resignations have 
been accepted. To-morrow, the Exe- 
cutive Council must appoint an Acting 
Minister for Defence, and the difficult, 
the admittedly difficult and the ad- 
mittedly delicate situation that exists 
must be handled by General 0*Duffy, 
in close consultation with the Execu- 
tive Council as a whole, and the parti- 
cular person who is appointed to act 
temporarily as Minister for Defence. 

I would like to add one note. The 
action that has been taken has not been 
taken without adverting to the fact 
that the officers whose resignations 
from certain administrative positions 
have been asked for have done great 
service to this country, great service 
for the people of this country in the 
past. There is reeognition of that; 
thcre will always be gratitude for that, 
but in national affairs one has to ac- 
cept it that it is not by the water that 
has passed that the mill is turned, and 
in this whole matter, as in other mat- 
j ters, the country must realise that it is 
! impossible to carry on administration 
on the basis of swopping records: that 
there can be advertence to past service 
in public matters only to the extent to 
which that past service may be con- 
sidered to give promise of useful public 
service in tho future. 

In political affairs, in national 
affairs, from the very nature of the 
case there can be no such thing as 
gratitude, qua mere gratitude. It is all 
like the Coral Island that is built up 
by the insccts coming along and doing 
their particular little bit of work, and 
of some other insects coming along and 
building on top of them. We have 
come to the conclusion—and I do not 
use the word insect in any derogatory 
or defamatory sense—that these three 
men in those three positions have done 
all the useful work that they are cap- 
able of doing and that in the set of 
circumstances which has arisen, and 
which now exists, other men must take 
up the lines and carry on, and build 
upon their work, improving it, and 
eliminating whatever is found to be 
loose or whatever is found to^ be bad, 
but recognising at the same time that 
a big work has been done and a big 
task has been undertaken, and to a 
very large extent achieved by those 
officers who went before them. 
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[Mr. O'Higgins.] ] will be reported upon, but quite apart 


I would like the thing faced in that 
way, not regarded in any sense as vin- 
dictive action against these men, not 
regarded as in any sense throwing dis- 
credit on these men, but simply recog- 
nising that it is the view of those who 
have the responsibility of choice and 
decision in grave matters of this kind, 
that in a particular set of circumstances 
these three officers had reached the 
limit of their utility, and that their par- 
ticular National service, and particular 
public work can now be better done by 
other men. 

Situations do sometimes arise in 
which it is a mere waste of time to ad- 
vert to merits, to go into merits as re- 
gards individuals; situations do some- 
times arise when it is a case of res ipse 
loquitur : that whatever the merits be, 
whether this charge be true or that 
charge be true, whether such an allega- 
tion can be successfully met and coun- 
tered and beaten down, or whether it 
cannot, that the thing speaks for it- 
self. Men may sometimes be rendered 
inoperative, their future utility may be 
prejudiced beyond hope of recovery by 
what is known as incurable unpopular- 
ity. It will be said later, no doubt, 
that these men, with the work they had 
to do could not but tread on many 
corns, could not but raise up for them- 
selves dislikes and prejudices running to 
slanderous rumours, and running to 
charges unkind, uncharitable, and 
maybe untrue charges, but we have to 
act simply in a grim and impersonal 
way, and we have formed the view that 
these three officers are no longer 
efficient in the Public Service, and have 
not a useful future before them in these 
three administrative positions. 

It is clear that the Army situation has 
been unsound for a very considerable 
time back, that there was a very grave 
menace, what I described as an abscess 
reacting on the general health and the 
general morale of that organisation. To 
what extent it was there with the full 
knowledge of the responsible heads of 
the Army, and with the full knowledge 
of the Minister responsible for the 
Army, is a matter which the three gen- 
tlemen who have been appointed to this 
grave task must inquire into. That in- 
quiry will proceed. Any charges that 
are to be formulated will be sifted, and 


from that inquiry or its results, we felt 
that if a healthy situation is to be 
restored within the Army, if a safe and 
sound situation is to be attained for this 
State and its people, that the action 
which we decided upon this morning, 
which we duly communicated to the 
President, which we now communicate 
to the Dáil, and through the Dáil to the 
people, was the right and sound and 
proper action in all the circumstances. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: I take it 
that we are sitting later than 8.30. 

Agreed. 

Mr. O ’HIGGINS: I have made the ex- 
traordinary mistake of not answering 
the particular question that was ad- 
dressed to me. I have here the two 
official reports, one of which the Mini- 
ster for Defence presented to us at the 
Executive Council mceting this morn- 
ing, and the other which he handed to 
me later in the day. The following is 
the first report which we received:— 

44 19th March, 1924. 

“ Information was received at 9.30 
last night of a meeting of Mutinous 
Officers in Devlin’s, Parnell St. 

“ Troops were despatched to the 
scene and the house was surrounded. 
Owing to the standing instructions that 
we have no authority to search houses, 
owing to the state of war ccasing to 
operate, the troops did not effect an en- 
trance, but searched people as they 
came out of the premises. The ordin- 
ary customers having come out and 
there being no move on the part of thc 
officers who were there, reinforcements 
and further instructions were asked 
for. 

“ Orders were given to have the 
house raided and the officers in the 
place arrested. By the time troops were 
in position to have this order given 
effect to it was 11 p.m., and it was 
found that the house was barricaded, 
and would necessitate using force, and 
probably fire-arms, in order to effect an 
entrance. This development was re- 
ported and instructions asked for, and 
sometime before 12 p.m. orders were 
given to have the house taken. Troops 
moved into position in the neighbouring 
houses and the order was gone ahead 
with. The troops had no difficulty in 
effecting an entrance, and having 
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searched tíie house could find nobody. 
Having, however, got out on the roofs, 
they ’found the following officers:— 
Cols. Jas. Slattery, Chris. 0’Malley, Fk. 
Thomton, Commdts. Pat McCrea, Jos. 
Shanahan, ex-Commdt. Leahy, Commdt. 
Joe Dolan, Bob Halpin, Pk. Griffin, 
Chas. Byrne, A.D.C. to the President; 
Lieut. Ml. Collins. 

“ Scven revolvers, 1 automatie, and 
50 rounds of ammunition (3 rounds 
being dum-dum) were found on the 
officers. All the houses in the Parnell 
Street, Moore Street and Moore Lane 
block were searched during the night, 
but nobody elsc was arrested . 9 9 

Attached to this report there is a 
special note. 

Mr. J. McGrath, Minister for In- 
dustry and Commerce, and Mr. Dan 
McCarthy, T.D., arrived on the scene 
at 10 oVloch, and remained therc until 
a late hour in the morning. 

“ The G.O.C. Dublin mentioned that 
it was felt that three of those who 
were in the house escaped, but there 
is no confirmation of this. Earlier in 
the night, at about 11 p.m., one man 
was seen on the roof, and failing to 
halt when called upon to do so, was 
fired on and returned to thc pre- 
mises.” 

That is one rcport. It is the first 
which we received. Therc is another 
report which was handed to me in the 
course of the day by the Minister for 
Defencc. It is signed by Major-Gene- 
ral D. Ilogan, G.O.C. Dublin Com- 
mand, and is addressed to the Minister 
for Defence. It reads:— 

“ Beport on Operations 
“ Parnell Street Area—18/19th March, 
1924. 

“ Consequent on information to the 
effect that a meeting of the mutinous 
officers was being held in Devlin's, 
Parnell Street, Colonel McDonnell and 
a party of nine troops proceeded to 
the place, arriving at 9.30 p.m., 18th 
instant. 

li On arrival a few troops were 
placed at the front and back of the 
premises, and Colonel McDonnell ap- 
proached the front door. Inside latter 
Comdt. J. Dolan and ex-Comdt. J*. 
Shanahan were standing. Colonel 
McDonnell told them they could con- 
sider themselves under arrest, as al- 
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though he could not enter the heuse 
for them he would wait until they 
came out. Colonel McDonnell ascer- 
tained that there were a number of 
others armed inside, and consequently 
he ’phoned Command Headquarters 
for reinforeements and further instruc- 
tions. 

il The Adjutant-General was 'phoned 
for the instructions, and gave orders 
to enter the place, if possible without 
using force. These instructions and 
reinforcements reached Colonel McDon- 
nell at 10.30 p.m. The lattcr placed 
a cordon of troops around the whole 
square in which Devlin’s house is 
situated, and approached the shop, 
into which he got without obstruction. 
A number of civilians were in the 
shop. Thesc were interrogated and 
ordered out. He then found that the 
‘ mutineers 9 had barricadcd the stairs 
and were evidently preparing to fight, 
as guns were plainly discemible in 
I the dark. 

“ In view of the possibility of a 
fight, Colonel McDonnell 'phoned for 
further instructions, and the Adju- 
tant-General gave orders to force the 
place, and put the whole party under 
| arrest. These instructions were con- 
I firmed verbally to Colonel MacNeill 
at 11.50 p.m. 

| About this timc a number of men 
were scen making their way over roofs 
in the rear of Devlin’s, and three 
shots were fired at them by sentries, 
but apparently without effect, as the 
men disappeared. 

€t At 12.45 a.m. sentries were placed 
on adjacent roofs, and a party of troops 
werc rushed up Devlin’s stairs. Here 
they met with no opposition, and found 
the house empty and a window open on 
to the roofs. The latter, which are very 
extensive, were then searched, and 
about 2 a.m. a party of men, lying 
concealed between two roofs, called on 
one of our search parties to surrender. 
The latter ordcred the men to surren- 
der themselves, and Colonel F. Thorn- 
ton, acting as latter’s spokesman, said 
they would surrender if cordon of 
troops was withdrawn. He was told 
by the Officer i/c (Colonel MacNeill) 
that only unconditional surrender 
would be accepted. Thornton then 
asked for a guarantee that his párty 
would not be fired on if they came out 


19 Maroh, 1924. 
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of hiding. This was agreed to, pro- 
vided they came out singly and handed 
up their arms. They then did this, and 
the following were taken into custody: 

Colonels—Jas. Slatteiy. 

Patk. McCrea. 

C. O'Malle^ 

P. Thornton. 

Commandants—Patk. GrifBn. 

C. Byrne (A.D.C. to 
President). 

Joseph Dolan. 

Et. Halpin. 

Ex-Comdts.—Joseph Shanahan, 

Leahy, and | 

Ex-Lieut.—M. Collins. 

44 The following arms and ammuni- 
tion were surrendered:—7 revolvers, 1 
automatic pistol, and about 90 rounds. 
One revolver, and three newly cut 
‘ dum-dum * bullets were discovered on 
the roof near where the party hid. An 
abandoned 4 Overland y motor was also 
discovered in Moore Lane. 

4 4 The prisoners were then taken into 
Devlin^s and searched, but nothing 
further was discovered. Mr. Jos. 
McGrath, T.D., who had arrived earlier, 
accompanied by Mr. D. McCarthy, 
T.D., asked permission to stand the j>ri- j 
soners a drink—permission for which | 
was not refused, in the eircumstances. | 
Mr. McGrath stated to the prisoners 
that their arrest was not authorised by 
the Government, but was solely mili- 
tary action. Also, that even so, they 
should not have been arrested, as the 
troops had only warrants to arrest three 
of them. It was pointed out to Mr. 
McGrath that our instructions were to i 
arrest the whole party, and that, in any 
event, a warrant was not necessary in 
the case of officers found committing 
conduct prejudicial to good order and 
military discipline. 

4i Mr. McGrath was very disagree- 
able to the Officer i/c troops, and would 
have been detained himself were it not 
for the fact of his position in Govern- 
ment. j 

44 The prisoners were placed on ten- j 
ders for removal, and when turning at , 
O’Connell Bridge for Collins Barracks, 
Colonel Slattery jumped from a tender 
and tried to escape. A few shots were 
fired at him without effect, but he was 


pursued and safely recaptured in a’ 
couple of minutes. 

44 The whole party are at present de- 
tained in Arbour Hill Barracks. 

44 As it was believed. some others 
might have escaped on to the roofs, it 
was decided to search all the houses, 
etc., in the Parnell Street, Moore Street, 
Moore Lane area. This search was 
carried out and proved fruitless. The 
troops were withdrawn to barracks at 
10.40 a.m. to-day. 

44 No casualties occurred and no 
documents were got, although a large 
quantity of torn paper was discovered 
adjacent to where the party had 
hidden. 

4 4 I may also mention here that while 
the raid was in progress Messrs. Cuddy, 
Cuffe and Devlin arrived in cars, but 
were not allowed through the cordon. 
I am of opinion that had our troops ar- 
rivcd an hour later a very interesting 
4 bag ’ would have been got, as prepara- 
tions for a meeting had been made in 
one of the rooms in Devlin , s. ,> 

Thesc are the two reports, and, natur- 
ally, the reading of them should have 
formed part of the statement which I 
made to the Dáil. 

There is one matter which had better 
be cleared up. There seems to have 
existed up to last night some doubt as 
to whether or not the resignation of the 
Minister for Industry and Commerce 
had becomc effective; whether he was 
or was not a member of the Govern- 
ment. The position is that Deputy 
McGrath’s resignation has become 
effective. He is continuing as a matter 
of eonvenienee and as, I think, a matter 
of constitutional strictness, to perform 
the functions attaching to the political 
headship of the Ministry of Industry 
and Commercc until such time as his 
successor is appointed. Let me say, 
also, and I think it should be said, thát 
the Government, or such members of it 
as are on the active list at the moment, 
recognise that this series of events and 
the resignation of two Ministers consti- 
tute for tliem a problem and a situation 
which will need very full and very 
grave consideration. That is not over- t 
looked. Deputies, of course, understand 
the situation at the moment. The Pre- 
sident is ill, and, under very strict cr~ 
ders of his professional advisers, is re* 
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fraining from public duty and, so far 
as possible, in the circumstances from 
worries about public problems. We 
will need some little time to consider 
the situation amongst ourselves. Pro- 
bably over the week-end it can bc dis- 
cussed and considered, and given the 
time, thought and attention which it 
deserves, and we will be in a position 
more fully to place before the Dáil next 
week the line of action which it is pro- 
posed to pursue in regard to this whole 
matter. 

Oeneral MULCAHY : I do not pro- 
pose to follow the Minister for Home 
Affairs into some of the points and 
matters raised by him. I feel that, to a 
very large extent, thc matters that have 
been touched on by him are matters 
that are sub jndice owing to this in- 
quiry that is bcing held, and may be 
sub judice in view of some other in- 
quiry that perhaps the Dáil will find it 
necessary to ask for. I just wish to 
speak here to the question of my own 
resignation and the eircumstances of it. 
I regrct very much to have to tender 
my resignation in circumstanees that 
are, perhaps, difficult for the Executive 
Council and for the Dáil as a whole. I 
am confident myself that there arc no 
reasons affecting thc stability eit.her of 
the Government here, or the country, or 
the Army, that would prevent my doing 
so. I am strengthened in that feeling 
by being told now that other members 
of the Government were proposing that 
my resignation should be askcd for. I 
liave been in a difficult. position for 
some ten days past. In an urgcnt and 
important national matter I was temp- 
ted to appeal to the Dáil over Party. I 
had to take into consideration that an 
Executive Council has its important 
constitutional position in our Constitu- 
tion here. I was deterred, as I say, 
from appealing to the Dáil over Party 
by the fact that the Executive Council 
had very serious responsibilities on it 
from the point of view of administra- 
tion, and I was not willing to interfere 
with the Executive Councirs work even 
to that particular extent. My reasons 
for tendering my resignation now are 
simply that I cannot stand over con- 
doning mutiny to such an extent as to 
foster it and to prejudice discipline in 


the Army, and that I cannot stand over 
ill-considered changes in Army control r 
from the point of view of the eífective- 
ness of that control, particularly at the 
present time, when you are in thé 
middle of a period of re-organisation 
that began a couple of weeks ago, and 
that was not due to terminate until the 
25th March. The action taken last 
night was taken because of the law em- 
bodied in the Defence Porces Act. The 
disciplinary Sections of the Defence 
Forces Act are matters that arise out 
of tradition, matters that have been 
found t,raditionally necessary in order 
to preserve discipline in armies. The 
law was passed here by the Dáil last 
year. It is the personal responsibility 
of the Adjutant-General; it is the re- 
sponsibility of the Minister charged 
with the responsibility of the Army to 
see that that law is put into effect, and 
I contend that no Minister, however 
great be the collective responsibility 
that he may feel, and no Executive 
Council can cliange the law which is 
passed. The letter that Avas framed to 
Deputy McGrath on Monday in my pre- 
sence contains suggestions that it was 
thought. possible would be acted upon 
by the offieers who had committed 
offenees rccently against discipline. 

It did not ehange our position from 
the point of view of putting the pro- 
visions of the Defence Porces Act into 
operation. It did not, and could not, 
i be allowed to cross thc path of offi- 
I cers, revsponsible for the maintenance 
of diseipline in the Army, to thc 
extent that they could allow officers 
who had committed offences, either by 
deserting their posts, or by taking 
aAvay material bclonging to the Army, 
or by engaging in a conspiracy that 
í might have had disastrous results, to 
| walk and racct openly and publicly in 
I the streets or in the country. 

On the matter of the genesis of the 
mutiny, a body has been set up to 
report on that. I may say that the 
three officers, whose resignations have 
been called for to-day by the Execu- 
tive Council, addressed to me some 
days ago a request that the in- 
quiry to be held into these matters 
should be held publicly. I had not 
decided in my mind to press that 
aspect of the matter on the Executive 
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Conncil, and I am not even yet de- 
cided in my mind to do so, but I feel 
that a large portion of tbe speech of 
the Minister for Home Affairs to-night 
may have the result, when I examine 
the matter and think over it, that it 
may praetically force mc into the 
position of asking that these matters 
that have been referred to by him 
there, by suggestion and innuendo, 
should be made matters of inquiry, the 
evidence at which will, at any rate, 
later on, be made public. 

On the matter of the spirit of the 
mutiny, however, I think some words 
are necessary. I personally, and all 
our Army officers that have stood loyal 
to their work, have been in the posi- 
tion of keeping our mouths shut while 
lying rumour and suggestions of all 
kinds have been spread throughout 
the city and the country as to what 
the actual position with regard to us 
is and what our mentality is. I think 
it is desirable, therefore, to make one 
or two remarks with rcgard to the 
spirit of the mutiny or to read one or 
two documents that will carry the 
suggestion in them as to what the 
spirit of the mutiny is. The resigna- 
tions that were solicited in Cork ran 
in this form*— 

“ I so and so, do hereby request that 
you tender to President Cosgrave on 
my behalf my resignation from the 
Free State Army as a formal protest 
against the action of the Army Bxe- 
cutive Council in their continued and 
studied neglect of the best interest of 
the country, as evidenced by their 
action in continual demobilising of 
officers who have endeavoured to 
place our country on the road to com- 
plete freedom. M 

# That was the form in which resigna- 
tions were solicited. The resignation 
from a prominent officer in the Water- 
ford Command, ran: 

£t I hereby tender my resignation 
from the Army as a protest against 
the demobilisation of o\& I.'R.A. men, 
while ex-British officers and soldiers, 
and men, who never during their 
lives gave one hour of voluntary ser- 
vice to Ireland are being retained as 
officers. ,, 

When approached subsequently by 
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some fellow officers and urged to ex- 
plain his attitude in his resignation, he 
said he could not leave down a man liko 
Tobin, who had been put into a “ dud M 
job; he should have been made Commis- 
sioner of the D.M.P.; that there were at 
least 12 men retained in the Army who 
were ex-British officers, and that as 
long as anv of those were retained no 
pre-truce officer should be demobilised. 
The matter of making nominations and 
selections for demobilisation were made 
in a way that I think it well to mention 
at this particular moment. In consul- 
tation with the Chief of Staff, the Adju- 
tant-General and the Quartermaster- 
General, I made the first nucleus of 
nominations to the positions on G.H.Q. 
staff, the Commands and the Brigades. 
Each G.O.C. was then givcn a certain 
number of complete battalions to 
nominate officer personnel for. Heads 
of Corps and Services were invited to 
send in their nominations to positions, 
especially on the establishment, as far 
as their own services were concerned. 

In that way nominations were made 
to every position on the establishment 
that had becn prepared in detail and 
to every position in the reserve. Lists 
for demobilisation were carefully gone 
over at meetings that in process of de- 
velopment lasted from the 12th Febru- 
ary to the 21st February, inclusive. The 
officers who sat over that particular 
work were General McMahon, Chief of 
Staff; Lieut. General O’Sullivan, Adju- 
tant-General; Lieut.-General Shean 
0 ’Muirtliuille, Quartermaster-General; 
Major-General D. Hogan, G.O.C., Dub- 
lin Command; Major-General Peader 
McMahon, G.O.C., Curragh; Major- 
General McKeoii, G.O.C., Athlone; 
Major-General Sweeney, G.O.C., Done- 
gal; Major-General Michael Hogan, 
G.O.C., Claremorris; Major-Generaí 
Prout, G.O.C., Waterford; Major-Gene- 
ral Michael Brennan, G.O.C., Limerick; 
and Major-General D. Reynolds, G.O.C., 
Cork. When the complete lists of nomi- 
nations and lists of demobilisation were 
definitely settled there were about 90 
names of officers left, whom various 
G.O.C.’s werc anxious should be re- 
tained for the present. In order to avoid 
the situation of eliminating men who 
might be considered better than per- 
haps some who were actually put down 
on the actual reserve that was proposed 
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as establishment, I stated I would take 
those 90 odd officers and accept them as 
an additional reserve because of the 
fact that it might be anticipated that a 
certain number of resignations would 
come about, and that a number of 
officers whom we proposed for reten- 
tion might be turned down on medical 
grounds. 

The position then arising out of these 
demobilisations is that certain events 
occurred. The Executive Council take 
up a particular attitude, they pursue a 
line of conduct that in my opinion is 
condoning mutiny and is fostering 
mutiny, and is prejudicial to the dis- 
cipline of the Army. They take the ex- 
traordinary step arising out of and as 
an immediate sequel to the arrests made 
last night of officers who had committed 
offences, of removing the Chief-of-Staff, 
the Adjutant-General and the Quarter- 
master-General, and of doing it in sueh 
a way as to take them from their 
tables, dropping the pen out of their 
hands, planting them outside the door, 
and telling me when I say that the 
position of the reorganisation is such 
that their deputies have not yet re- 
ported there—when I say I have no 
officer that I consider suitable to take 
up their work, telling me that that will 
be their responsibility, and that it will 
be the responsibility of General 
0 J Duffy—a man who has been taken 
from work that he was wanted pretty 
badly at, and placed in a most extra- 
ordinary position, in what was sup- 
posed to be a time of crisis, perhaps a 
time of fighting. The extraordinary 
position has been taken up of placing a 
man who was away from military work 
—who had not been in touch with the 
work of the Army, or the development 
of tjie Army for many months past; 
who practically had not been in toueh 
with the Army in its definite develop- 
ment at all; who had applied himself to 
an entirely different outlook on things i 
—of placing him in charge of the Army 
in a time of crisis, with the necessary 
reaction on the Army, that the men 
who, whether in high rank or low rank, 
were capable of dealing with the situa- 
tion of the last two ye ars, and the 
machine that was capable of doing it, 
could not give from amongst its officer 
personnel a man capable or trustworthy 
enough to be put in charge of the Army 


at the present time. The suggestion 
has been made here that certain people 
felt that the Army as it exists to-day, 
could not be relied upon to be the obe- 
dient and willing instrument of any ad- 
ministration carrying on as an Irish 
Government. I say that is an absolute 
mis-statement of fact, and if people 
were very concerned from that parti- 
cular point of view, I suggest to the 
Dáil they would not take the extra- 
ordinary steps that the Executive Coun- 
cil are taking to-day in removing the 
three principal officers in the Army. 

I am perfectly confident that Gene- 
ral 0*Duffy in his new and very diffi- 
cult position will get absolute and 
scrupulous service from every officer 
in the Army who is untouched by thc 
mutiny which we have been speaking 
about for somc days, and you may 
thank the men who have been tumecl 
down so ungraciously as they have 
been in the speech of the Minister for 
Home Affairs for the spirit of the 
Army. It is such that it will serve 
any administration the people will set 
up and will conduct itself in circum- 
stances as difficult as the circum- 
stances whieh the Executive Council 
to-day are making for a body which 
has only grown into an Army in the 
last few years. You have discipline 
in the Army in spite of many things, 
in spite of the interference of Minis- 
ters with individuals in the Army. I 
should like to say with regard to sug- 
gestions made regarding the Chief of 
Staff that I do not know what the 
decision is in the minds of other mem- 
bers of the Executive Council. I 
would like to say that the members 
of the Exeeutive Council have allowed 
themselves to be impressed ’by story 
and rumour with regard to those per- 
sons. It has bcen suggested to you 
that men may become unuseful by 
their considerable unpopularity. The 
Adjutant-General is a person respon- 
sible for discipline in the Army, and 
can very well be regarded as having 
run great risks of unpopularity. The 
Quartermaster-General is looked upon 
as ultra political. We were all ultra- 
political when we came on the thres- 
hold of the independence of our 
country, and if therc is one outstand- 
ing fact for the last two years, it is 
how completely and how scrupulously 
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politicians who took upon themselves 
the duty of soldiers have .kept them- 
selves from political action and talk- 
ing. They have left the arena of 
politics entircly to those who are thc 
elected representatives of thc people 
and have effaced themselves in the 1 
uniforms of soldicrs in a way that is 
one of the outstandiug facts of the 
last eightcen months in the country. 

It has been suggested here that those 
men look for gratitude. Those men 
look simply to do the duty that eomes 
their way. 

Some days ago the Adjutant-tíeneral 
and the Quartermastcr-General ten- 
dered me their resignations, and I told 
them my outlook on the matter was 
that they should carry on. They ac- 
cepted my judgment and withdrew i 
their resignations. They tender their j 
resignations now asked without any 
cause stated, and tender with them 
their commissions because they might 
at least have expected when their resig- 
nations were asked for that they would 
be informed of the rcason why, and 
they might—I put it as my own opinion 
-be more ceremoniously dealt with than 
told to drop their pens and clear out. 
As I say, I do not want to go into the 
suggestions and implieations that have 
been made herc to-night. I simply | 
want to be very definite in my expres- ! 
sions of opinion with regard to last ' 
night’s action, that the aetion was 
taken in carrying out the law passed in . 
Dáil Eireann last year, that thc Adju- i 
tant-tíeneral was connnissioned to 
carry out that law, and he did it. He ' 
had my conscnt by telephone in doing 
it. I consider the Executive Couneil is 
not in a position to alter the law' to anv 
extent, except according as it is altered 
here. They can interfere with any sen- 
tencc passcd and exercise their discre- 
tion with regard todhat particular sen- 
tence. Taking up the attitudeí apart 
altogether from calling for the resigna- 
tion of the three ofíicers, my position 
this morning w r as that the attitude 
adopted by the other members of the 
Executive Council with regard to the 
raid last. night was such that I could 
not retain my responsible position as 
Minister for Defence. The attitude 
taken up with regard to that was, that 
in carrying out the law in relation to 


the law passed here we were cuttmg 
across the path of policy supposed to 
be adopted by the Executive Council. 
That is a thing I could not stand over, 
particularly in circumstances that have 
since arisen, and in the greater and 
graver tendencies on the part of the 
Executive Council to condone the 
mutiny there has been, and which, as a 
result of their condonement, has been 
fostered. It was only carrying out the 
law to go and arrest those officers last 
night. The suggestion was made that 
it was done irregularly without the 
knowledge of General 0’Duffy. tíene- 
ral 0’Duffy has not yet taken up duty 
because his position was not dcfined to 
him. His position as Inspector-General 
was defined to him in words yesterday. 
His position as tí.O.C., in Execu- 
tive charge of the Army pioper, as dis- 
tinct from the military portions of the 
Ministry, was only framed in words last 
night by the Attorney-tíeneral in con- 
sultation with myself. It was commu- 
nicated over the telephone this morning 
to tíeneral 0’Duffy by me in order that 
he might think over it and see what, if 
anything, had to be added to it in order 
that he might take up his rcsponsibi- 
lity, because his attitude was that he 
could not takc up his responsibilities 
unless his position was defined, and he 
could not be expected to take up his re- 
sponsibilities or issue orders until this 
was done. The action that was taken 
last night was an action that was put- 
ting the law into effect; refusing to put 
the law into effect is condoning mutiny 
and fostering it, and my resignation is 
tendered beeause I could not stand over 
that. 

Mr. J. McGRATH : I had no intention 
to intervene in this matter this even- 
ing, nor am I going to make any ex- 
planation except with regard to some 
statements made here, particularly the 
one which the Minister for Home 
Affairs read. I am not going into the 
merits of th« case at all, but I want to 
make my position clear. I want to let 
the Dáil and the country know of what 
I call a miserable, dirty attempt to try 
and mix up matters and to try and 
place me in the false position of being 
one of those responsible for bringing 
about this most unfortunate position. 
The Minister for Home Affairs referred 
to the raid on my house. I had madé 
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up my mind not to make any reference 
to that. I refused to tell the Press that 
such a raid did take place, but since it 
has been mentioned, I may say I believe 
that the raid took place for one reason, 
and one reason only. Coupled with 
that, the statement that has been made 
here to-night and the report of a raid 
that took plaee last night, I must make 
my position clear. At 10 o’c]ock on 
Friday week last, I left the Council 
Chamber where the Executive Council 
meeting had taken place, at whieh I 
tendered my resignation. Within 
eight hours my house was raided for 
the two officers, Major-General Tobin 
and Colonel Dalton. I asked the officer 
had he instructions to search the liouse, 
§nd he said “ No. M That he was told 
to accept my word. I told him that 
there were no officers there. A ring on 
the telephone would havc just done the 
same thing. If I was considered suffi- 
ciently bad, sufficiently foolish, to har- 
bour these men, knowing what I did 
know, surely my word should not have 
been accepted. A definite instruction 
was givcn to the officer that my word 
was to bc acccpted. I madc up my 
mind—I mav be wrong—that that raid 
was made to connect me and link me up 
dcfinitely with the trouble, and put me 
in a false position before the country. 

Last night I arrived homc at 12 
o’eloeh. I received information that 
this plaee was surrounded, and I got 
into touch with thc Vice-President and 
told him of the situation. I then left 
my house and came back into town. 

I tried to get into touch with Mr. 
McCarthy, the Chief Whip, for óne 
reason only, and that was because he 
was aware of the arrangements that 
had been entered into, and which I 
considered had been broken. I failed 
to get in touch with him. I arrived 
on the spot myself and saw the officer 
in charge, and asked him what was 
the position. I asked him whom he 
was looking for and how many, and 
I got very little information. I quite I 
understand the position, as his orders ! 
were secret. While I was speaking to j 
him Mr. McCarthy arrived. This was 1 
not 10 o’clock, as stated in the report, 
as it was after 12 o'clocfc before I left 
my home. I consulted with Mr. 
McCarthy, and I suggested that I 
should go into the* house where the 


officers were supposed to be, and if 
possible to get them, if they were 
there, to go away. I approached the 
officer, with the proprietor of the 
house, and asked his pcrmission to go 
in, tclling him my reason for going, 
and he agreed. I went into the house 
and found it empty. The proprietor 
went a little further than I did and 
got on to the roof and was nearly 
shot. That was his own look-out, and 
perhaps it was his own fault for so 
doing. I camc out and told the officer 
in charge that I could find nobody. 
He then told me that he was awaiting 
instruct.ions from headquarters before 
taking the premises. I then asked 
him to allow me back, and I rang up 
another Minister to tell him the 
seriousness of the position. I tried to 
, get in touch with the officers with the 
| one object of stopping any firing which 
might occur, and I am satisfied that 
the one sole objcct of the ^aid was 
to create trouble. My effort to try 
and get in toueh was to stop any 
Shooting, no matter who was there, 
and to try and get them if possible 
to surrender. Some of you must know 
some of the men who surrendered, 
and I am more proud of thcm to-day 
than I ever was, bccause of their 
action. The Ministcr for Home Affairs 
read out a report, but he did not read 
all that, was in it. Some of it is struck 
out. 

Mr. O HIGGINS: Pardon me. I 
j read all the report except one sen- 
j tence. I aslced the Ministcr for Defence 
! whcther it was his vicw that it should 
I be treated as an official rcport and 
read in its entircty. He drew his 
pencil through one sentence which he 
did not think should be read. 

Mr. McGRATH : I am not going to 
say what it is, but I say that if the Re- 
port is as true as that statement, which 
was not read, and which a pencil has 
been drawn through, very little reliance 
can be placed on it. Mr. McCarthy was 
present, and I ask that nobody speaks 
before him now. He was present when 
I asked the officer to allow me to see the 
prisoners before he took any away, and 
again I did so, with a view to saving 
any possible trouble; because I had 
actually to get between some of the.pri,- 
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soners and one of the officers who took 
their surrender. I wanted to see things 
properly and smoothly carried out all 
the time without one shot being fired, 
because I knew what one shot would 
mean. He told me that they were 
ready, and that I could go and speak to 
them. The officer in charge and the 
second officer in charge were present. I 
asked had he any warrants. He said 
“ Yes, M that he had warrants for three. 
I asked how and why he was arresting 
the others. I had very good reasons 
for asking those questions—very, very 
good reasons. He told me “ No,” that 
he had written instructions, written 
orders from the Adjutant-General, to 
do so. That is all 1 said. I did not 
say to the prisoners that the Govern- 
ment were not behind this aetion. I 
said no such thing. It is quite ap- 
parent that some of this report that 
was read here this evening is tqken 
from the Press. I did say to the Press 
that I understood—and I do say now-— 
that it was purely a military action, 
and that the Government had not been 
consulted. At that time it was merely 
an expression of opinion, and I think it 
has been confirmed by the statement of 
the Minister for Home Affairs last night. 

Now, the night that my house was 
raided, the houses of several of my 
friends were raided. And, strange to 
say, in this report to-night some of my 
friends are mentioned as having turned 
up on that spot last night who were not 
there at all. That, also, I can prove to 
the satisfaction of everybody. They 
were not there at all last night, and 
they are mentioned there as tuming up 
at ten o’cloch or some hour last night. 
The raid on my house and this state- 
ment and the innuendoes contained in 
. it are with one object, and one object 
alone—to place me in a false position. 

My efforts to settle this thing extend 
over 15 or 16 months. I tried every- 
thing that was humanly possible to 
bring about a settlement, without re- 
sult. It came to this point: I took cer- 
tain action. I am satisfied I took the 
right action. I did promise to make a 
statement. I was prevailed on not to 
do so. I am prepared, and will make 
that statement, and give all the facts 
and details to the tribunal that is sug- 


gested. As I said in the beginning. I 
had no intention of speaking on this 
matter. I am satisfied that the Ministcr 
for Home Affairs put the facts cleariy 
before you. I do not want to go into 
the merits or dcmerits. I say it is 
shameful, it is disgusting, and I do hope 
it will never happen to another Minister 
or member of the Free Statc Govcrn- 
ment that whcn hc takes action with 
honest motives, this method will be used 
to try and place him in a false position 
before the country. 

Mr. D. McCARTHY : I only rise to cn- 
dorse what Deputy McGrath has said. 
I was at a theatre last night. The pcr- 
formance did not end until 11 o’cloch, 
and I had to go a good journey with 
some friends, so that I could not get to 
Parnell Strcet at 10 o’cloch last night. 
í The othor statement in the report, that 
! Mr. McGrath was impertinent to the 
1 officers, is also untrue. I simply rise for 
the purpose of endorsing what he said. 

Major COOPER: Whcn I asked the 
Minister at Question Time whether we 
would have an opportunity to debate 
this issue, I did not realise the very 
serious situation which had arisen— a 
. situation that may endanger the fabric 
j of the átate. We have now a third of 
i the Executive Council resigned, and I 
feel that further debate of this kind, 
until we havc more time for thought, 
may be very injurious. I would sug- 
■ gest, if the Viec-President is agreeable, 

| that the Dáil should adjourn now, and 
; that an opportunity should be given for 
discussion—I think it will have to be 
earlier than next week. We shall have, 
I think, to discuss this matter to-mor- 
row. If the Vice-President would move 
the adjournment of the Dáil until to- 
morrow we could go on with this dis- 
cussion then, having considered and 
thought the matter out. I think it is 
very wise to refrain from any rash 
statement, and if the Minister would 
take the course I suggest it would give 
us an opportunity of debating the 
matter to-morrow. 

JOHNSON: I agree generally 
with what Deputy Bryan Cooper has 
said on this matter. One does not 
want to be tempted into saying things 
one would be sorry for. I will say 
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this: having heard the lamentable 
stories we have heard as to the situa- 
tion that has been created within the 
Execntive, notwithstanding the fact 
that it is apparent that both the Minis- 
ter for Home Affairs and the Minister 
for Defence—and I am sure every 
other member—seem at onc in the 
intention of insisting upon discipline 
in the Army and loyalty to the Civil 
Authority, notwithstanding that fun- 
damental agreement, they have been 
existing for months apparently with- 
out having been able to arrive at the 
means of insisting upon that discipline ] 
and that loyalty to the Civil Autho- • 
rity. I have said all that was neces- 
sary to be said about the conduct of 
those members of the Army who sent 
in the ultimatum. I have not said all 
I would like to say, and all I have 
thought, about the events subsequent 
to the discussion of yesterday week. 

I think it is, as I said at first, lament- 
able that this state of affairs should 
have arisen amongst men who seem to 
be at one absolutely in the desire to 
insist that political influence from 
within the Army shall not be sought 
to be imposed upon the political Exe- 
cutive of this country. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I appreciate very 
much the spirit of Deputy Cooper’s 
suggestion and the restraint exercised 
by both himself and Deputy Johnson 
in dealing with this matter. It is an 
entirely new matter to Deputies. It 
is naturally a blow and a 
9 o’clocJc. shock to Deputies, and, 
unlike ourselves, they have 
not had the opportunity during the 
day of, at any rate, some kind 
of reflection upon it and upon its 
possible and probable reactions. I 
think it would be a good thing 
to postpone further discussion untif 
the adjournment is moved to-mor- 


row evening. While I say that, let 
it be well understood that if there 
is a desire in any part of the House 
to prolong this present debate, that, 
equally, would 'meet with the approvaí 
and consent of the present Executive 
Council. But if there is a general 
feeling that we should adjoum now 
and that such discussion as might fol- 
low would take place to-morrow night 
on the adjournment, we are agreeable. 

Mr. JOHNSON : I think the Minis- 
ter’s suggestion of adjouming this 
matter until to-morrow night on the 
adjournment, is not satisfactory. I 
think it shouíd be the first business. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: When we meet to- 
morrow I could move the adjoumment 
and allow the debate to continue in that 
way. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I think we should 
take the discussion on this matter as 
the first business. 

AN CEANN COMHAIELE : After 
questions? 

Mr. JOHNSON: Yes. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: It can be debated 
on the motion for adjoumment. 

Mr. DABBELL FIGGIS: Is there any 
necessity for a motion on the adjoum- 
ment if this matter is to be adjoumed 
now? 

AN CEANN COMHAIBLE: The 

motion now before us is for the ad- 
journment. I take it that it is the 
desire of the Dáil that that motion be 
now taken, and that this debate be con- 
tinued to-morrow after Questions. 

Agreed. 

The Dail adjoumed at 9.5 p.m. until 
3 p.m. on Thursday. 
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CEISTEANNA—QUESTIONS. 
OBAL ANSWERS. 


AWARDS FOR PERSONAL 
INJURIES. 

Mr. A. BYRNE asked the Minister 
for Finance if hc is aware that the 
Compensation (Personal Injuries) 
Committee are dealing with cases with- 
out seeing the claimants or their re- 
presentatives, and that the Finance 
Department are issuing awards that 
are not sufficient to pay tlie expenses 
of the victims and in a large number 
of cases grant no compensation what- 
soever to citizcns who were seriously 
injured and permanently disfigured as 
a result of being fired on or caught in 
ambushes during the 1922-23 troubles, 
and if he will take steps to have all 
such cases synipathetically recon- 
aídered and reasonable compensation 
awarded. 

MINISTER for FINANCE (Mr. 
Blythe) : The Compensation (Persorial 
Injuries) Committee has complete dis- 
cretion in rcgard to the manner in 
which it conducts its investigations 
into cases falling within its terms of 
reference, and I do not propose to in- 
terfere with this discrction. 

Mr. A. BYRNE: Will the Minister 
state whether this Committee is ap- 
pointed for the purpose of doing jus- 
tice to the citizens, or whether it is ap- 
pointed to prevent these people from 
getting reasonable compensation? 

Mr. BÍaYTHE: The Terms of Refer- 
ence have been published. I cannot 
recall them in full, but they were for 
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the purpose of recommending stich 
compensation as was fair and reason- 
able in all the circumstances. 

Mr. A. BYRNE: I would ask the 
Minister whether any Committee can 
adequately judge the merits of a case 
without seeing the victims or giving 
them an opportunity of attending on 
their own behalf? 

Mr. BLYTHE: It would depend 
upon the case. 

DUBLIN RUINS.—CLEARANCE 
OF SITES. 

Mr. A. BYRNE asked the Minister 
for Finance íf he will cause instruc- 
tions to bc issued to the Board of 
Works for the immediate clearance of 
the sites of the old General Post Office, 
Four Courts, and Custom House, and 
the ruins of the destroyed premises of 
Upper O’Connell Street, and if he is 
aware that the delay in carrying out 
this work is depriving many of the 
unemployed of urgent relicf. 

Mr. BLYTHE: Considerable works 
of clearance have already been carried 
out on the sites of the old General 
Post Offiee, the Four Courts, and the 
Custom Ilouse, and it would be un- 
duly expensive to carry the clearance 
any further until rebuilding is under- 
taken. Minor works of restoration are 
proceeding in the Four Courts. 

As regards Upper O’Connell Street, 
in view of the faet that awards have 
. now been made by the Recorder to the 
' owners of destroyed property in that 
area, there is no reason why clearance 
of tlie several sites should not be 
undertaken forthwith by the respcctive 
owners. As stated in an answer to a 
previous similar question, I am ad- 
vised that under the Damage to 
Property Compensation Act, the 
Minister for Finance has power to 
compel the owners of the destroyed 
premises in Upper O'Connell Street 
to rebuild within a reasonable 
time, and I am prepared to make use 
of this power to expedite the rebuild- 
ing of the destroyed area. 

1 Mr. A. BYRNE: Arising out of that 
portion of the Minister’s answer where 
he suggests that the respective owners 
can start the work, may I ask him 



2241 TJie Military 20 March, 1924. Situation. 2242 


whether an agreement between the 
Board of Works and the owners of 
the property for the clearing away of 
the sites by the Board of Works, is to 
be put into opcration, or whether the 
owners can act entirely on their own? 

Mr. BLYTHE: The Deputy had 
better put down a separate question in 
regard to that matter. 

FBEE STATE CURRENOY. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGQIS asked the 
Minister for Finance if he can say ap- 
approximately how much of tho 
£259,716,756 10s. Od., certified by the 
Secretary to the British Treasury to be 
in currency on the 6th of Mareh, was 
current on that date in the Frce State; 
and if he will take steps to estimate 
such amount from month to month for 
issue under the certificate of his De- 
partment concurrently with the certi- 
ficate of the Sccretary to the British 
Treasury. 

Mr. BLYTHE : The answer to the 
first part of the question is in the nega- 
tive, and the answer to the second part 
of the question is also in the negative. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: A combina- 
tion of negatives. 

DEPENDENTS 1 ALLOWANCE 
(NEWBRIDGE). 

AODH 0 CULACHAIN asked the 
Minister for Defence if he is aware that 
Mrs. Elizabeth May, of Anne Street, 
Droichead Nua, Co. Rildare, has not re- 
ceived any dependents > allowance in 
respect of her son Volunteer John May, 
Army No. 32530, A Company, 29th Batt. 
(now serving in the 27th Battalion), 
Keane Barracks, Curragh Camp, al- 
though he was contributing £2 Os. Od. 
per week to the home before he enlisted; 
and whether investigations will be 
made with a view to awarding an allow- 
ance. 

MINISTER FOR HOME AFFAIRS 

(Mr. O’Higgins) replying: There is no 
trace of the receipt of an application 
from Mrs. May for Dependents’ Allow- 
ance in respect of her son, John. From 
the particulars contained in the ques- 
tion, a claim has now been prepared and 
the necessary enquiries are being made. 

Vol. 6. 


* HILDARE UNEMPLOYMENT 
BENEFIT CLAIM. 

AODH 0 CULACHAIN asked the 
Minister for Industry and Commerce if 
lie is aware that Thomas Farrell, Un- 
employm(‘nt Book No. 1176, Droichead 
Nua OíTice, has not been paid the whole 
aniount of benefit due to him on claims 
of Nov. 2nd, 1922; July 22nd, 1923, 
and Oct. L9th, 1923; further, whether 
as this inan has received £3 19s. Od. 

hoine help ” since the 18th October 
last, which is to be refunded to the 
Board of Health when he receives pay- 
rnent of benefit, payment of arrears will 
be expedited in this case. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS, replying: 139 days’ 
benefit was paid to Thomas Farrell on 
4th March, and the remainder to which 
he is entitíed, namely 30 days’ benefit, 
will be paid to him on the 21st instant. 
The Ministry of Industry and Com- 
merce has no information as to pay- 
ments in respect of Home Help. 

THE MILITARY SITUATION. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I wish to make a 
short statement to the Dáil on certain 
decisions that have been arrived at in 
connection with the Army situation. 
At a meeting of the Executive Council 
held this morning, the following tem- 
porary appointments for the positions 
which have been rendered vacant as a 
result of the resignations announced 
last evening, were approved:—Colonei 
Hugo MacNeill to be acting Adjutant- 
General; Colonel Felix Cronin to be act- 
ing Quartermaster-General. General 
Mulcahy has informed me that the 
Chief of StafE does not propose to com- 
ply with the request of the Govern- 
ment for his resignation; no reasons 
having been given. The Govemment 
cannot accept the situation that rea- 
sons should be given when it decides 
that a particular Army Officer shall 
leave down a particular administrative 
position, and the attitude taken up by 
the Chief of Staff will make it neces- 
sary for the Government to cancel and 
withdraw his Commission. 

The Executive Council also decided 
to extend to 6 p.m., on Saturday, the 
22nd instant, the period within which 
the surrender of Officers implicated in 
the mutiny would be accepted. With 
regard to the attitude to be adopted 
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towards these officers, the Executivc 
Council decided to adhere to the terms 
of the Memorandum issued by the late 
Minister for Defence on the 18th inst., , 
the text of which I read to the Dáil last 
evening. Between this and 6 p.m. on 
Saturday, no arrests, searches, or other 
action of an aggressiVe nature will be 
undertaken against these officers. I 
have fftrther to place before the Dáil 
on behalf of the President his nomina- 
tion of himself to the position of Minis- 
ter for Defence. Deputies will under- 
stand that from the nature of the 
situation, it is not a Portfolio that can 
be left vacant, and the President thinks 
it necessary that in the circumstances 
he should take up this Ministry. If 
that proposal is endorsed by the Dáil, 
it will be communicated immediately 
to the Governor-General. In the ab- 
sence of the President through illness, 

I will act for him in that Ministry. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Will 
the Minister now move that the asscnt 
of the Dáil be given to that nomina- 
tion? 

Mr. O HIOGINS: I move: That 
the Dáil assents to the nomination of 
the President as Minister for De- 
f ence. ’ 9 

Mr. BLYTHE: I second. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I take it that it 
will be generally understood that on j 
this motion a discussion may take | 
place on the matters that were raised 
in the Dáil yesterday, and if the Dáil 
so desires, on the general policy of 
the Executive Council in the conduct 
of Army affairs. I shall not attempt 
to discuss the general policy, certainly 
not in detail, but I feel that it is in- 
cumbent upon me to say something 
about the situation as outlined at the 
sitting of the Dáil yesterday, and 
on the policy of the Executive Council 
regarding Army affairs in the past and 
possibly on Army affairs in the future. 
The form of this motion gives, per- 
haps, a fuller opportunity of saying 
what one would wish to say, than any 
other motion that might be moved 
would give. The motion is that the 
President of the Executive Council 
shall also undertate the duties of 
Minister for Defence. If one desired 


to be acrimonious and destructive m 
! criticism, I think it would be easy to 
frame an indictment of the Mimstry 
in rcgard to Army affairs, and to show 
that the motion to make the President 
the future Minister for Defence should 
not bc agreed to, in view of the dis- 
closures in the speech of the Minister 
for Home Affairs yesterday, whom for 
this purpose we might. call the Vice- 
President of the Executive Council. 
It is clear from that speech that the 
body over which the new Minister for 
Defence lias prcsided has not been 
harmonious, has not been of one mind* 
in regard to army administration. Ap- 
parcntly its members have been 
at vcry activc enmity onc with 
another. If thcre is any . truth, 
and l suspcct thcrc is, in the 
indictmcnt that the Minister for Home 
Affairs made yesterday, much of the 
responsibility lies with the Minister 
who is now nominated to be future 
Minister for militarv affairs. I think 
though that perhaps onc should deal 
íirst with thc smaller matter, with the 
more acute question that arose on the 
night of Tuesday, and thc morning of 
Wcdnesday. 1 think that there should 
be some clariíication of t.he position 
rcgarding Deputy McGrath and the 
events in Parnell Street. There were 
two reports read by the Minister yes- 
tcrday. The first document was re- 
ported to have been prescnted by the 
Minister for Defence to the Exeeutive 
Couneil, and in that report it was 
stated that Deputy McGrath appeared 
at 10 o’cloch. There was a distinct 
denial of that, and the denial was cor- 
roborated by Deputy McCarthy. I 
want to know who madé that report. 
Was it a compilation of the Minister 
for Defence at the timc from reports 
received, or was it the actual nature 
of the report which had been pre- 
pared by one of the officers in chargeí 
If it was a compilation of the Minister, 
how did it eome to say that Deputy 
McGrath appeared on the scene at 10 
o’elock? 

The second report was signed by 
Major-General Hogan, and appears to 
me, looking at it as impartially as one 
can, to contain a certain amount of 
animus, and not of the nature of a report 
of a military officer. I think some expla- 
nation is called for as to why, in such a 
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report, references were made to Deputy 
McGrath in the terms in which they 
were. * Then we have the matter leading 
up to the searching of these premises. 
The Minister for Defence, Deputy Mul- 
cahy, justifies the position by saying that 
he and his officers were legally bound 
to make the arrest of men under his 
command and under his authority who 
had mutinied, and had been engaged in 
a conspiracy, and had stolen guns and 
ammunition. Deputy Mulcahy says 
that that was their duty under the law, 
and that the Adjutant-General was 
carrying out his duties with his, Deputy 
Mulcahy’s, consent, acting as Minister 
for Defence. It is well to be informed 
that the Ai*my has come to the stage 
when there is so much punctilio in 
carrying out their duties within the law. 
That has not always been so. The law 
has been stretched, and forgotten fre- 
quently, and we have been told here by 
Deputy Mulcahy and by other Ministers 
that legal formalities must, in certain 
circumstances, be foregone and passed 
by. 

Now we have arrived at. a stage appar- 
ently When the very letter of the law 
must. be put into operation. I wonder 
whether one can say, trying to look upon 
this whole matter fairly, from a detached 
standpoint, that this whole thing was ex- 
ceptional—that may seem to prejudge 
the case—that this very careful recog- 
nition of legal rights and legal authority 
and legal duties has been applied to 
these particular cases in these circum- 
stances. But if the case that is made by 
Deputy Mulcahy is a good one, it seems 
to me he has failed in his duty inasmuch 
as he aceepted the responsibility for 
making terms with the mutineers. Had 
there been the same amount of punc- 
tiliousness as tliL a week ago, regarding 
thq enforcement of the law, I do not 
think Deputy Mulcahy could have re- 
tained his position as Minister for De- 
fence. And when the offer of parole 
under certain conditions was agreed to 
by him, when the suggestions were made 
in the correspondence which was read 
that up to Thursday night, 6 o’cloch, 
would be given to the mutinous officers 
—and if the allegations are true, thieves, 
í am not hesitating in* words in this 
ma tter— if Deputy Mulcahy accepted 
ptrf ef the r*sponsibility for making 


these offers to*the mutinous officers, then 
he ought not to have stood over the 
action of the Adjutant-General in at- 
j tempting to arrest these officers in the 
! circumstances. 

| It seems to me that if the proceedings 
of the Dáil last Wednesday, which by 
tacit assent approved the course adopted 
by the Ministry, did not receive the ap- 
proval of the Minister for Defence, then 
that was the time for his resignation, 
aiul thc matter would have been dari- 
fied. 

The Minister to-day has read a docu- 
ment notifying that the Chief of Staff 
is not prepared to hand in his resigna- 
tion. I am inclined to think that that 
officer has much to be said for him. I 
cannot understand thc ’state of mind of 
the Ministry in calling for resignations, 
except by the assumption that the 
Ministry has been habituated to a state 
of mind whieh thinks of the Army 
Council as somewhat independent in 
j authority. It seems to me that the Exe- 
i cutivc Council, in deciding to ask for the 
! resignations of military officers from 
j particular posts, not in asldng them to 
j resign their commissions, was in itself 
j a kind of admission that these officers 
j werc in a position of independence—or 
semi-independence—of the Executive 
Council, and did actually occupy a place 
which many of us feared they would, 
and uttered wamings about, viz., that 
the Army Council was being placed in 
a position of autonomy and independ- 
ence. 

The Minister for Defence, one would 
expect, would transfer officers from one 
post to anofher if he did not desire that 
the officers should be deprived of their 
j commissions, but that they should be 
taken from their particular office. It 
does not seem to be a case where officers 
should be asked to resign from office, but 
that they should have been transferred 
from one post. to another. I suggest to 
the Dáil that the very phraseology used 
by the Minister for Home Affairs yester- 
day suggests that not on one side only 
has the Army got into a position of su- 
periority, but on two sides it has been 
thought to be in a position of superior- 
ity, one of those sides being the Execu- 
tive Council itself. It may not have 
been deliberate, and it may not have 
been conscious, but it is a reflection of 
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the sub-conscious state of mirui at least 
that these high Army officers who had 
been appointed to specific posts within 
the Army had to be asked to resign 
rather than that they should have been 
transferred. That has not been the 
course taken in regard to other officers 
in the Army. They have been reduced 
in rank, they have been transferred to 
one post and another, and that has been 
by direction of their superior officers, by 
direction of the Minister for Defence, 
who is ultimately responsible; and I 
think it would have been more in accord- 
ance with one's view of the right rela- 
tions between the Executive Council, the 
Minister for Defence, and the Army 
Council that these officers would have 
been removed from their office and 
placed somewhere else rather than that 
they should be en bloc asked to resign. 

There is very much point in the claim 
of Deputy Mulcahy that the risk taken 
by the Executive Council in removing 
three officers of sucli importance could 
be done at this stage. It is the highest 
possible testimony, whether intended or 
not, to the administration of the Army 
by the late Minister for Defence and by 
those acting under him, if it is believed 
that the Army will withstand such a 
shock and remain true and loyal. Then, 
I say, that is the highest possible com- 
mendation to the administration of that 
Army under its late heads. I hope that 
faith will be justified, and I hope that 
the prophecy of the Minister for Defence 
will come true. I hope, too, that through 
the Army, the rank and file, as well as 
amongst the officers, there has developed 
that sense of discipline and loyalty to 
the State that will not allow these events 
to shake them. 

As to the general conduct of Army 
affairs under the authority of the Exe- 
cutive Council, of which the proposed 
new Minister is chairman, we have it 
from Deputy McGrath that for íifteen 
or sixteen months—these are his words 
as reported—he had been trying to settle 
this matter, and we had it from the Pre- 
sident also last week that Deputy 
McGrath had done everything that was 
possible. It appears from all that has 
been revealed that there have been con- 
troversies within the Executive Council 
of great seriousness in regard to the 
Army, but it is only after the pot has 


i boiled over, in the phrase of the Minis- 
ter, that this searching inquiry is 
ordered. 

Now, the Dáil has a right to be told 
why that searching inquiry was not 
ordered long ago, and as to what was 
I the position of Deputy McGrath, 
* though Minister for Industry and Com- 
merce, in relation to the Minister for 
Defence. We should have a little more 
light upon these matters before beiiíg 
asked to assent to the appointment of 
the President as Minister for Defence. 
I am afraid that without expecting 
perfection and without expecting too 
much in the way of administration, 
that the Executive Council has not 
conducted affairs relating to the Army 
with a sufficient regard for its respon- 
sibilities, and I am afraid that the 
Executive Council, ili the sequel, has 
shown that it has left too much to the 
Army and incidentally too much to* 
the Army Council. I hope that bcfore 
the Ministers and Secretaries Bill 
leaves the Seanad that an amendment 
will be moved to the clausc in it which 
places the Army Council in a position 
of exceptional authority as compared 
with any other Departmental head. 
One wonders, for instance, how so 
careless a proeeeding which seems to 
have involved us in so great a diffi- 
culty could have been aílowed as to 
appoint and make the announcement 
that General Eoin O’Dufi^ had been 
appointed to the Chief Command on 
the 8th of March, and that his office 
and authority became operative on the 
lOth. Then we learned that hís dutíes 
were only defined yesterday or the day 
before. If there were, as there seems 
to have been, a knowledge of friction 
within the army, and that it was 
found necessary to appoínt General 
Eoin 0’Duffy to a positíon of supreme 
command, surely the terms of that 'ap- 
pointment should have been made 
known to him immediately, and they 
should have been gazetted imme- 
diately. But a week. or ten days— 
even longer—elapsed, and the Chief 
Executive Command did not know 
what his powers were, and other 
officers of the Army felt that they 
could not obey that officer, or thpt 
they did not need to consult him, and 
he could not enforce his authority. 
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That, I say, is an incident which seems 
to reveal a slipshod method of con- 
dueting business within the Bxeciitive 
Conncil, espccially in a service which 
requires so much precision and care. 
The failurc to be so eareful is an 
indictment of the Bxecutive Council, 
and the President is chiefly responsible 
—I mean, ultimately responsible. The 
story told by the Minister for Ilome 
Afifairs indieates that there has been 
allowed to grow up within the Army 
two distinct bodies or associations or 
groups, onc of which seems to have 
been opposing the other, one of which 
seems to havc becn in a posirion to 
exercise authority, and the other which 
seems to have been desirous of rosist- 
ing that authority. That allegation or 
suggestion is denied. Thc late Minis- 
ter for Defence, who was in the best 
position to know, repudiates any such 
suggestion or allegation respecting 
those who havc formed the Army 
Council, and the main hody of thc 
offieers of the Army. The fact that 
there was a body of opinion on onc 
side, at any rate, was revealed bj the 
document read to the Dáil lasr ‘\eek. 

They spoke of themselves as repre- 
senting an Executive Council of the 
I.E.A., having distinct political pur- 
poses and intcntions. Deputy McGrath 
announccs that hc has been engaged 
for 15 or 16 months trying to settlc this. 
We ought to know a littlc morc than we 
have been told of what has been hap- 
pening, at least we should have a broad 
statement of the position. I have no 
desire to prohe into details, charges 
and counter-charges, suggestions and 
innuendoes. I do not think this is the 
plaee; I do not think any place is the 
place to enter into any such thing. 
But at least we ought to be told as 
much as the party meeting was told; 
we« ought to have a little more light 
thrown upon the situation than we have 
been granted, so as to allow us to feel 
that we are safe in assenting to the 
appointment of the President as Minis- 
ter for Defence. The position is un- 
doubtedly a serious one, and I do not 
want to aggravate it in the slightest, 
but there is not only the Army to be 
considered. Both Deputy Mulcahy by 
his statement, and the Minister for 
Home Affairs and the Executive Coun- 


cil by their action, combined to assure 
us that we need not fear the loyalty of 
the main body of the Army. But the 
ordinary citizen requires to be re- 
assured. The Dáil has its responsibility 
and it requires to be reassured. We 
require to have some more information, 
and we require to know whether the 
action of the Army Council, or the ac- 
tion of the Minister for Defence work- 
ing through the Army Council, in 
relation to Deputy McGrath had any 
othcr significance than has been indi- 
cated here in the discussion. I am sure 
that it is the purpose of the Executive 
I Council to insist that the Army as a 
| body shall be impartial in its obedience 
| to the politieal authority of thc State. 
I am sure, too, that they will cxercise 
every means to achieve that general 
impartiality. I think that they will not 
forget that they are not dealing with 
an Army which has gradually grown 
and developed; but that it is the im- 
mediate successor of, and contains still 
| a great majority of men who were be- 
fore thcy went into the Army active 
politicians serving a national cause. I 
think they will not forget that effi- 
ciency of the most perfect kind may be 
i too dearly bought, if the psychological 
! iníluence is forgotten, and that they 
will reeognisc the necessity for having 
offieers and Chief Commands who will 
evoke from the junior officers and the 
'ranlc and file that loyalty because of 
the purpose for which the Army was 
originally established. 

There is one othcr word 1 want t.o 
say; it is in rcgard to the inquiry which 
was promised and the names of the 
Committee to conduct the Inquiry 
which are announced. Deputy Hewat 
made a suggestion, not knowing the 
form the Committee would take. He 
made thc suggestion that. such an In- 
quiry as was promised ought not to be 
conductcd solely by a Cabinet Commit- 
tee or by people serving one particular 
section of thc House. It seems to me 
that that suggcstion ought to be taken 
account of, and that the circumstances 
are such that some one or more mem- 
bers of any such Committee ought to be 
men who have not been closcly associ- 
ated with the political party which is at 
present in control of the Govcrnment of 
the country. There would bc much 
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more confidence, and I say this with 
the fullest respcct and regard for at 
least two of the members of the Com- 
mittee whom I know. in the work of 
that Committee if at least one is a man 
who has not been intimately associated 
with the work of the Party out of 
which the army grew and which has 
been responsible for the Arn^s ad- 
ministration. I am not speaking on 
behalf of the Labour Party when I am 
putting that suggestion forward. I am 
not asking that any member from this 
side of t-he House should be appointed, 
but I think the suggestion of Deputy 
Hewat was a sound one and a wise one, 
and it ought to be favourably eon- 
sidered by the Minister. 

Major COOPER : I think in this 
troublous and difíicult time 
U o f clock. there is one thing for whicli 
we may be profoundly 
thankful and that is, so far as the in- 
formation at our disposal goes, that 
during the past fortnight the rank and 
file of the army have been absolutely 
true to their word. Whatever insub- 
ordination there has been, has been con- 
fined to officers. The men in thc ranks, 
placed in oircumstances of very great 
difficulty, with the officers they knew 
best leaving them, nevertheless, have 
seen and have done their duty unhesi- 
tatingly. I think, whatever may be ihe 
feelings of the late Minister for Defonce , 
at this moment, he has every reason to 
be proud of that. It is a very remark- 
able achievement that in such a young 
army, under all the difficulties of 
demobilisation—difficulties that very 
nearly provoked mutiny in the British 
Army in 1919—our men have shown no 
sign of demoralisation or indiscipline 
of any ldnd whatsoever. I think that | 
is the one thoroughly satisfactory feeu 
ture of the case. 

I suppose there is no member of the 
Dáil who has been brought up so com- 
pletely in the tradition of military dis- 
<íípline as I have. I was born in bar- 
racks. My father was a soldier. Both 
my grandfathers were soldiers. While 
other Deputies were leaming to read 
“ Honesty is the best policy, M or “ Too 
many cooks spoil the broth, M I think my 
first reading lesson was “ Obedience is 


the first duty of a soldier. M I do not 
think any Deputy will consider that I 
am attempting to minimise the serious- 
ness of the crisis through which the 
Army has passed—I think we may say 
“ has passed. M I think now the scope 
has been defined and limited. I agree 
with Deputy Johnson, that in a new 
army, an army created by a political 
situation, we cannot have quite the same 
standard of discipline that we should 
have in an older force, with longer tra- 
ditions. But I should have felt more 
sympathy with General Tobin and those 
officcrs who have associated themselves 
with him, if their action had bcen direc- 
ted to a polit.ical end and not to a mili- 
tarj r end, because, though they intro- 
duced a certain amount of politics into 
that letter, the gravamen of it was direc- 
ted to military ends—the dismissal o£ 
the Army Council and the setting up of 
an lnquiry. My instinct then was to 
support thc then Ministcr for Defence 
in dealing with this matter drastically, 
but I am bound to say that, owing to the 
handling of the question last week, the 
Army Council have put themselves, in 
my opinion, utterly and indefensibly in 
the wrong. They have tried to be an 
imperium in imperio , and to a certain 
extent a Jaw unto themselves. To my 
mind, the crux of the whole situation is 
to be found in the letter which the Pre- 
sident wrote to Dcputy McGrath, and 
which was circulated as a memo. by the 
Minister for Defence to the heads of the 
Army Council, thereby adopting it as his 
act. The policy that dictated that 
memo. may have been right or may have 
been wrong, but it was accepted by the 
then Minister for Defence as the act of 
the Government, and, onee that was ac- 
cepted, it was not for any Army officer 
—the Adjutant-General or whoever it 
was—to depart from that policy. 
Surely, nobody can say that it is not 
making fantastic nonsense of that memo. 
to say: “ You have up to Thursday to 
surrender, and then if you do surrender 
you will be placed under open arrest, 
but, of course, if we happen to get you 
beforehand, you will be placed under 
close arrest. ,? 

It is an absolute perversion of the in- 
tention of the Govemment. The late 
Minister for Defence said last night that 
he was carrying out the Iaw; that it was 
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his duty to carry out the law. It is the 
duty of every one of us to assist in 
carrying out the law. But there are 
times when law cannot be interpreted 
with Prussian rigidity. Exceptional 
circumstances requiré exceptional treat- 
ment. I am not an authority on the 
training of the Police Force, but I 
should not be greatly surprised if any- 
one who undertook the training of 
policemen did not include a chapter on 
the tuming of the blind eye. I am cer- 
tain from the days of Dogberry down 
that is what every police force has done; 
they have known times when it was 
much better not to notice offenders. 

There can be only one justification for 
the measures takcn on Tuesday night, 
and that is, if the Adjutant-General and 
the Minister for Defence had reason to 
apprehend that these officers, whom they 
went to arrest, wcre planning further 
action against the State, against Minis- 
ters, or against any individual. Then 
they might have been justified in arrest- 
ing them. I do not think it is alleged 
tliey were planning. General Mulcahy 
did not say so at any rate. If that fear 
existed, if that was the reason for taking 
the action, then surely General 0'Duffy 
should have been informed. He was 
Commander-in-Chief; he was the man 
who would be held responsible by the 
Government, and there can be no justi- 
fication for not having infomied him 
that these operations were being taken. 
The reason the ex-Minister gave last 
.night was that the position of Com- 
mander-in-Chief had not been defined, 
and was not defined until after consulta- 
tion with the Attomey-General that 
night. I do not understand this. I do 
not understand that in a time of crisis, 
a time when the State was in danger, 
that it should take a week for the posi- 
tion of a Commander-in-Chief to be de- 
fined. In soldierly good-will, that posi- 
tion could have been defined in an hour. 

The idea of soldiers invoking the aid 
of the Attomey-General to define the 
limits of obedience due from one officer 
to another, is what I cannot understand. 
That an officer cannot get himself obeyed 
until the Attomey-General has delimited 
his sphere, constitutes an intolerable 
state of affairs which we cannot endure. 
The Govemment have put an end to that 
státe of affairs. Strongly as I sympa- 


thise with the plea made by the ex- 
Minister last night, I think the Govem- 
ment had no choice but to do so, and 
they will have my support for what it is 
worth in any further measures they may 
think necessary to carry out. In a 
matter of this sort, no doubt, we all have 
certain personal prejudices and personal 
feelings, and possibly personal animosi- 
ties. For God’s sake lct us put them 
aside and get on with the work. 

The Minister for Home Affairs spoke 
last. night of the State as a coral island 
built up by the efforts of hundreds of 
little insects one on top of the other. 
I fear that it is nothing likc as stable 
as a coral islaml. Wc are muelr more 
in the position of the crcw of a ship 
out at sea in a storm. If we are going 
to start squabbling about where we are 
to head for, how \ve are to \vork the 
machinery, or what speed the ship is 
to go at to get to harbour, I fear that 
the harbour we shall sail for will be 
the harbour of destruction. 

We are not out of the wood. Our 
dangers are not yet at an end. It is 
not a question of what the form of 
Government in t.his eountry will be ten 
years hcnce; it is not even a question 
| of whether the State will consist of 
I 26 counties or 32 counties. It is a 
qucstion of whether ten years hence 
there will be any Ireland at all. We 
should stamp out our prejudic.es and 
work for the common good. Let us 
look to the future and ask ourselves 
will thcre be any Ircland at all or will 
there be only a desolate island from 
which all her sons who eould escape 
i have fled. 

Mr. GOREY : I am not going to deal 
1 with details or refer to petty matters 
as between one man and another, or 
to what has been done right by one 
and wrong by another. My remarks 
will be made in a general way, and 
1 will go more to deal with the causes 
| that brought about this crisis, and wilí 
tend more to help in the prevention of 
a similar crisis again arising. Per- 
sonally I must express my satisfaction 
that the crisis has come to a. head, 
knowing, as we do, and as the Minister 
told us last night, that the causes and 
the elements that produced the crisis 
haVe been in existence for at least 18 
months. It is a good thing that the 
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matter has come to a head, and the 
sooner this abscess, as the Minister for 
Home Affairs termed it last week, 
bursts, the sooner the cure will be 
effected. 

It is just as well to face the situa- 
tion and try to effect the cure as soon 
as possible. The issuc that has now 
arisen must be faced. W e are facing 
it. The sooner we deal with it the 
sooner will the foundations of the 
State be laid upon a íirm basis. I 
think we must all recognisc, those of 
us who believe in demoeratie rule, thnt 
the military arm must be subservient 
to the eivil authority. Any other right 
that the Army takcs to itself will be 
absolutely in confliet with democracy. 
Deputy MeGrath last night referred 
to endeavours he made to settle this 
question. He did not say who he 
wanted to scttle the question with or 
whethe» it was to bc settled in the 
Executive Council or in the Army. I 
do not understand the meaning of the 
word “ settle ” in this eonnection, and 
I would like more details. If settling 
the question of the Army meant rhat 
more officers and more men were to be 
retainecl than the country needed, be- 
eause of some reason other than neces- 
sity, and if we are to have a bigger 
Army and to find morc employment 
and more salarics for men who are not 
needed, I ecrtainly am against any 
settlement on those lines. I do not 
know exactly what he meant by a 
settlcment, and I would like to know. 

The Minister also referred last night 
to societies, seetions and cleavages—I 
think it was time thesc were referred 
to—secret societies in the army, seeret 
soeicties perhaps in civil life and in the 
matter of civil appointments. We want 
to face this question of secret socicties. 
We want to face the question of organ- 
isations other than organisations of the 
Dáil, and of this State. Now there is 
no room for seeret organisations and 
secret societies for any purpose in the 
Ireland of to-day. Everybody could 
understand the necessity, the absolute 
necessity for these organisations before 
the Treaty was signed, when we were 
dealing with a great Power, a Power 
that we could not meet in the open; a 
Power that of necessity we were forced 


to have secret organisations to deal 
with. But a lot of water has run under 
the bridges since, a lot of things have 
happened since. Since the Treaty was 
signed there was np neeessity, and there 
is no necessity whatever, for secret or- 
ganisations and secret societies. We 
deprecate the very cxistence of any of 
these societies. They can only live and 
thrive at the expense of the average 
citizen. They ean only get something 
through their organisation that is not 
available to the average citizen. I do 
not think there is any honcst citizen or 
any honest man to-day who could hold 
1 that thcse secrct socicties scrve any usc- 
ful purpose whatever. Wc have demo- 
cratic institutions where the voice of 
the people has full ]ibcrty of expressing 
itsclf. If we are going to be ruled by 
secret organisations, thcn I say that 
1 rule is absolutely subversive of democ- 
racy. Thc only purposc these societies 
can serve is to subordinatc the civil 
I authority to the authority of the society 
! and to subordinate dcmocratic rule to 
| the rulc of the gun or sonie othcr rule, 
and to put a premium on inefficicncy. 

Mr. KEVIN O’HIGGINS: Hear, hear. 

Mr. GOREY: And to retain incom- 
pctents in jobs and to find jobs for in- 
competcnts. To my mind, and to the 
mind of those who sit with me here on 
these benches, these arc thc only pur- 
poscs that organisations and secret 
societics corning to the surface can 
serve at thc moment. We deplore all 
thcsc recent happenings and the events 
that lcd to them. We deplore a good 
many things, perhaps amongst them 
some of the thing’s we saw and heard 
here yesterday evening. The only way 
to deal with these is to go and face them. 
We demand that the Army must be the 
servant of the State. Wc demand that 
every arm of the civil authority must 
be the servant of the State; we demand 
that men must be appointed for 
efficiency, that men must be appointed 
because they are the best fitted for the 
position, and not because they happen 
to be meinbers of any organisation or 
any soeiety. We want .things plain on 
the surface. W T e want things done so 
that every citizen of this State has an 
equal chance, brotherhood or no 
brotherhood. We want a healthy, 
clean plant that can bloom and thrive 
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in thc light of day and that can eome 
on to the surface for everybody to see. 
We want no secret orders and no hid- 
den hand, and we want nothing that 
is not on the surface. 

All brotherhoods and all organisa- 
tions in the Ireland of to-day, so far as 
we are concerned, have the same mean- 
ing for us. They are all equally un- 
desirable, and they are all equally ob- 
jectionable. We cannot keep a bigger 
army than the country can afford. We 
cannot even keep a bigger army than 
is absolutely necessary. We must 
balance our budget/ We cannot afford 
to keep an army that we do not want. 
If men claim a reward for something 
they have done in the past, let them 
say so. Let them ask for a pension and 
say so plainly. But we do not want to 
be putting on every Major General 
This ” and “ Captain or “ Comman- 
dant That. ,> Therc have to be reduc- 
tions in the Army, and the sooner they 
understand that the better. If these 
men claim a reward, let them go on the 
civil list, and the sooner they under- 
stand that the better. We on these 
benches find satisfaction in the strong 
action that the Government propose to 
take on this question, not alone in the 
case of one seetion, but in the case of 
every section; not alone.with one or- 
ganisation, but with every organi- 
sation. We want the civil authority 
in this State to prevail, and 
not the authority of any section, 
whether it is the section of Sean 
or of Liam or any other section. 
We do not want any Army proprietor- 
ship. We do not want any section of 
the Army to hold itself as the proprie- 
tor of the Army, nor do we want any 
officers nor any of those connected with 
this mutiny to have their offences con- 
doned. Mutiny, in any shape or fbrm, 
is wrong and must be dealt with. I. 
and those in the country for whom I 
speak, are very doubtful at the moment. 
whether these officers are going to be 
dealt with as mutineers should be dealt* 
with. It is the duty of any and every 
Government to deal with mutiny, no 
matter from what source it comes, or 
from what cause. There are remedies 
for the grievances of everybody in this 
State, or there ought to be. But mutihy 
is not a remedy. Bigid discipline in the 


Army must prevail. If you are going 
to have an Army, you cannot have an 
Army without discipline. Anybody 
who knew the Irish Army knew that 
that discipline that existed in other and 
older Armies did not exist in the Irish 
Army, or the Free State Army, call it 
what you like. We on these benches 
are prepared to support any Goverm 
ment, and give them unstinted and 
whole-hearted support on this question, 
if they are prepared to govern in the 
name to the people, regardless of any 
organisation, and regardless of any sec- 
ret soeieties; regardless of any brother- 
hood, and regardless of any claims that 
men might make. Almost every man 
in the Army could make a claim. We 
want the Government to govern as 
Government is understood. We do not 
! want Government through sccret socie- 
! ties; we do not want Government 
through brotherhoods. I do not want 
to address myself as to who wq^ right 
and who was wrong. We want the 
Government to prevent a crisis such as 
! has happened; to clean out the sore that 
j has been proved to exist, and to bring 
j about a healthy state of affairs, to put 
the peoplc in the saddle, and not to put 
into the saddle brotherhoods. or soeie- 
ties, or organisations. 

Mr. HEWAT: I think in this mat- 
ter that has arisen it is the duty of 
every seetion of the Dáil to voiee the 
í opinions that they have, and although 
! I eannot profess to represent a large 
! number of Deputies, I think perhaps I 
can express the opinion of a good 
| many outside who are important 
eitizens. The difficulties we are faced 
with to-day are only the natural out- 
come of what has been going on for 
some time. We see to-day amongst tliose 
on the Governmcnt benches—and this 
whole matter arises out of the Govern- 
ment benches—the party torn in two. 
And I take it that as a member of the 
opposition under ordinary circum- 
stances it would be my duty, or the 
duty of the Labour Party, or the duty 
of the Farmers Party, to make poli- 
tical capital out of the difficulties of 
the Government. To do any such 
thing to-day would be a crime upon 
our part. The country behind us is 
crying out for peace, and the people 
will insist upon getting it, and to-d*y 
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we are faced not with peace but with 
dissension—íirst amongst the Govern- 
ment themselves, and incidentally 
amongst their servants in the army. 
I say that has got to cease, and as far 
as the Executive is concerned, the pro- 
posal is that our esteemed President 
is to oecupy the position of Minister 
for Defence. I agree that there is no 
man in the country who can fill the 
position better than the President. On 
the other hand, we must recognise that 
this job of Minister for Defenee is a 
whole time job. We must also recog- 
nise that the Prcsident has got a very 
heavy weight upon his shoulders to- 
day. You have got your Executive 
redueed by two members, and by two 
who, while they were members of the 
Exeeutive, Avere obviously at logger- 
heads on army administration. How 
far in other matters they were at 
loggerheads we are not informed, but 
at all%vents one must recognise that 
under the conditions prevailing iu the 
Executive Council at that time peace, 
love and harmony could not prevaii, 
and it now transpires that it did not 
prevail and the country has suffcred 
from that fact. 

Now I am not going to pass judgment 
eith(*r on the late Ministcr for Industry 
and Commerce or the late Minister for 
Deíence, but it is possible to my mind 
that the Minister for Defence in the 
present case is rather bearing the bur- 
den of sins which perhaps are not alto- 
gether due to him but are now laid at 
his door. When one enters the political 
arena as the Minister for Defence has 
done, and as I suppose we all have done 
more or less, one is faced with conse- 
quences such as that. We see con- 
stantly political men broken on the 
wheel of public opinion. We all have 
to facc that, but to-day, in expressing 
public opinion upon that matter or try- 
ing to expres§ it, I say, on this contro- 
versy as far as it is personal or as far 
as personal influences are concerned in 
the matter, or as far as the societies we 
have heard about in connection with 
the army are concerned, the man in the 
country and the man in the street de- 
mands that these things shall be wiped 
away and that personality shall not 
count. The issue is too big. The issue 
to-day is, are we or are we not going 


, to have a loyal army. I believe you 
are, but if you are to have a loyal army 
you must separate it from the political 
element. The army as an army must 
stand between the citizen and any men- 
ace that attacks the State. In that re- 
speet if the army or the heads of the 
army profess or even think they can by 
their action influence the political situa- 
tion then great harm must be done and 
will be done. I speak as one member of 
the Opposition and I say to-day that 
every Dcputy in this House has got the 
responsibility to join whole-heartedly 
with the (fovcrnment in dealing with 
this matter and I think # we as an Op- 
position have also to demand that the 
Government sliall set its own house in 
order so that at all events they can 
speak with one voicc as representing 
the people they do represent in this 
country. If we think they do wrong 
we shall not have our hands tied in 
dealing with them to the best of our 
! ability. I say at the present time we 
! can only express the opinion that things 
are wrong and the hope that the Gov- 
crnmcnt will put them right. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: I would 
like to join with Deputy Hewat in one 
sentence at least of what he said, and 
that is that in the situation with which 
this eountry^is faced, there is no ques- 
tion whatever, and there can be no 
question, but that of common responsi- 
bility, and that the action taken by the 
Government is action that has been 
taken in the name of the entire House, 
and that this is hardly a question for 
inquests into the immediate past, or in 
the late past especially, seeing that an 
inquiry is to be set up dealing with 
these matters, but it is rather a ques- 
tion of the consent to be given by this 
House and the country in helping the 
Government through the very difflcult 
situation with which it and the entire 
country is faced. And in doing this, I 
would like to express my sincere and 
considered feeling that arose yester- 
*day that the House has to con- 
gratulate itself on the statement made 
by the Minister for Home Affairs 
in the House. I do not refer to the 
sorry tale he had to tell, but to the 
manner in which he dealt with it, and 
to the candour, tact, and discretion 
1 with which a very difflcult and un* 
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pleasant mission was discharged. Some 
of us knew, and had known for the last 
12 months, of the circumstances that 
have led to the present situation. They 
are not altogether news, and it is per- 
haps permitted to refer to the fact that 
attempts have been made by members 
of the House in the past, one way or 
another, to deal with different aspects 
of it—attempts which if they had been 
attended to, and if dealt with in the 
spirit in which they were brought for- 
ward, might have done something to 
prevent the situation that has sincc 
arisen. 

The Minister for Home Affairs said 
no more than was true to the know- 
ledge of a great many Deputies in this 
Dáil, and of a great many persons out- 
side it: that the Army has been very 
largely divided into seetions and fac- 
tions owning personal allegiances— 
personal allegiances that were not held 
to be allegiances at all contrary to the 
national allegiance, but which might at 
any moment grow into such a contrary 
spirit, and sometimes have grown into 
such a contrary spirit, and have finally 
matured in such a spirit, and now, as 
the result of action taken on Tuesday, 
the Governmont has found it necessary 
to removo the heads of thc Army, as it 
then existed. The implication was, and 
• we know that implication to be true, 
that these heads of the Army were also 
the heads of one of the two rival fac- 
tions—factions and organisations and 
cleavages to which the Minister for 
Home Affairs referred, whereas it was 
also as clearly implied, and is also weil 
known, that those who signed the docu- 
ment requiring certain drastic changes 
in the organisation of the Army and 
entering upon certain politieal discus- 
sions, were leaders of the other. Now, 
I do not wish, and I do not intend. to 
go into these matters at all fully. I 
think that these matters ought not to 
be gone into fully at the present mo- 
ment, and I refer to them now just 
brieflv for one reason. 

Mr. JOHNSON : I would ask the 
D.eputy to say very definitely and care- 
fully whether he is speaking with 
knowledge when he says these things, 
because he is speaking in a casual way 
of very, very grave matters. 


Mr. DARRELL PIGQIS: The orga- 

nisation that has been referred to as* 
the I.R.A. is an organisation which has 
had a President and a Secretary. That 
organisation has demanded the re- 
moval of certain of the Army chiefs. 
It has been hostile to them. I am sorry 
that that question has been put t o me . 
because I do not want to go into that 
at all íully. All I want to say is this, 
that this organisation, existing inside 
the Army, has demanded the removal 
of certain persons, and those 
| pcrsons, I thinlc justly, and with a 
great deal of courage on the part of 
| the Executive Gouncil, have been re- 
moved. lt was very unfortunate 
that it should have occurred at the 
present mornent. It would have 
been very much better had it occur- 
red six or seven months ago, but 
the Executive Council has come to 
thc decision that these thre« Gen- 
erals should be removcd. I want to 
I say this, and I think the Minister for 
J Home Affairs will agree, at least I 
hope he will, that inasmuch as he has 
refcrred to rival organisations that 
there should be nothing done at thc 
present moment, or in the immediate 
future, that would lead either one side 
or the other to the controversy, the 
existenee of which has been revealed r 
to feel that it has won as against the 
other. I wish to urge that very 
strongly. The organisation of the 
I.R.A.* has been referred to—and 
persons have signcd as being Pre- 
sident and Secretary of it, and the ex- 
Minister for Defence stated here that 
hc believed that thc action of the 
Executive Council would be such as 
might eondone and foster mutiny. I 
I believe that the action of the Execu- 
tive Council could not possibly be held 
in the widest sense to be capable of 
any such interpretation. If it be laid 
down, as I earnestly hopc it will be 
laid down, as an essential faetor, that 
any person who has participated in 
any form in this revolt shall not in 
future be permitted to have or to act 
under the commission of the Exccutive 
Council, and I repeat that phrase “ the 
commission of the Executive Council 
of this State.” 

I believe that only in that way, hav^ 
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ing taken strong disciplinary action 
against certain men for whose removal 
demand was made, that it is equally 
essential that the persons who for- 
mulatcd that demaiul, or in any way 
supported or sustained it, should be put 
in exactly the same position, anu 
that neither one side nor the othcr 
should be permitted in thc future to 
hold military responsibility, and that 
the only persons to hold military re- 
sponsibility in this State will be those 
persons who are purely soldiers belong- 
ing to no organisation, secret or open, 
but one organisation, and that is the 
organisation of the Free State Army, 
and that they shall be plcdged to that. 
It should be in the Army as it 
is in the Civie Guard, that any 
person found belonging to any 
secret order or any organisation 
within the Army of a semi-military 
character or of a military character, 
should, on proof of that fact, be helcí 
to be guilty of indisciplinc in the army. 

There is one other rnalter that 1 
would like briefly to .touch upon and to 
support what Deputy Johnson has 
urged. It. is t.hat beforc thc Ministers 
and Secretaries Bill is e.ompleled 
Section 8 should not continue to appear 
in it. I feel some difficulty in referring 
to this subject, because I was respon- 
sible for an amendment here in the Dáil 
urging its deletion, which received at 
the time an cxccedingly rough passage 
as the Minister for Home Affairs will 
remember. In bringing forward that 
amendment I should say now that I was 
very largely at fault myself in not 
speaking my mind fully on that/occa- 
sion, because some of the circumstances 
that this business has now brought out 
to the front were then present, to my 
mind in urging t.hat amendment, but I 
tiid not state them here. I do urge now 
that positions of that kind should not 
be given a statutory sanction, as they 
are given a st,atutory sanction in that 
Section, and that the Minister for De- 
fence should be able to act directly 
through some one person or through 
ordinary Departments exactly the same 
as other Ministers, holding other large 
Departments of State, act through their 
sub-Departments. These are the two 
points that I wish to urge upon the 
Executive Council, or what the Minister 


, for Home Affairs rather pathetically 
referred to yesterday ‘‘ all that remains 
of it.” Having said that let me only 
add tliis for myself: A week ago to-day 
—I think therc were a large number of 
people of the same frame of mind as 
myself—no one knew exactly where 
he was; there had been unfortun- 
ately a eertain withholding of informa- 
tion which had not been healthy. To- 
day a large number of people might be 
inclined to say that the facts look worse 
now than tliey did a week ago. That 
is another point of view, but my opin- 
ion is that the situation to-day is in- 
finitely better than it was a week ago, 
because cveryone knows what the posi- 
tion is, and I bclieve there is at the prc- 
scnt moment a feeling of confidencc in 
the country that there was not present 
a week ago. The stream then seeme 1 
to run elear, but there was an obstruc* 
tion, and the stream to-day appears to 
be not at all clear but exceedingly 
muddy, but that is because the caus ' of 
obstruction has been removed. I would 
likc to state my convietion Ihat the 
stream will run elear again, and will 
run even more smoothly because th<». 
obstruction has been removed. 

Without going into any of the 
rights or wrongs of the past—which 
has been rendered unnecessary by thc 
eandour with which the Minister for 
Ilome Aifairs referred to them—mis- 
takcs have been made. The question 
at t.he present moment is hot, what w r a c 
or was not, right 15 months ago—thc 
period to which L)eputy McGrath re- 
ferred—or 6 months ago, or 6 weeks 
ago, or even a week ago. We have 
to regard the situation as we find it 
to-day, and as it is likely to develop in 
the future. 1 am perfectly convinced 
that the situation to-day is one that 
will develop hopefully for the future, 
and that there is no reason at all for 
any of that perplexity that will natur- 
ally be aroused by the form in which 
announeements are made in the news- 
paper press. The Executive Council 
has t,aken a certain line of action. Not 
a single Deputy in the Dáil can be 
absolved of personal responsibility for 
that action. It is not the action merely 
of a Committee. It is the action of 
this House. It is the action that the 
country will be prepared to support. 
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for this reason supremely; there is no 
conviction stronger in Ireland to-day 
than that the Ar‘my must be, at ali 
eosts, made absoluteiy subjeet to the 
civil power. The people of this country 
—I think I know as the result of some 
years of painful experience—are weary 
of anything in the nature of arms and 
armament. The people desire merely 
to have a small ármy—the smalier the 
better, the lcss costly the better; but 
an army that shali, in ail points, be 
subject to the civil power. I bclieve 
the step the Minister for Home Affairs 
indicated the Executive ("ouncil has 
taken is such as will lead to that re- 
sult. Whatever the faults in tlie past, 
the duty at the present momcnt is not 
so much to be eoncerned with inquests 
and inquiries into mistakes that have 
occurred on one hand or on the other, 
but to see that the right thing is done 
for the future. On the part of the 
Government I would urge that the pre- 
cedent that has been established by the 
Minister for Home Affairs to-day be. a 
precedent that be continued faithfully 
in the future, that precedent being that 
any action by the Executive Council in 
this matter, or any new íaets of infor- 
ination that may come to light—those 
facts, those steps, and those matters 
will be brought instantlv and fully to 
the knowledge of the Dáil at the cnd 
of Questions on any day. 

MINISTER for EDUCATION (Pro- 
fessor MacNeill) : I suppose it is appro- 
priate that we should endeavour to 
behave as if we thought we were an 
ancient assembly; that we were speak- 
ing for a State that had been in exis- 
tence for many generations; that we 
had a Government that was the inheri- 
tor of the experience of innumerable 
Governments that went before it, and 
that we had an Army that continued 
the military and disciplined tradition 
of a long-established military institu- 
tion. It is, perhaps, appropriate that 
Deputies, in discussing these matters, 
should take that line, and that we 
should have a standard to live up to 
and ideals on this point. All that does 
not remove the facts that we have a 
State that-has only just come into exis- 
tence, and whose fabric as a State can 
hardly yet be said to be complete; that 
we have Ministers who two or three 
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years ago, I«suppose, did not imagine, 
and much less was it imagined by any- 
bo.dy else, that they would be holding 
Ministerial responsibility. As for the* 
public that we represent—the public on 
whose behalf we act—only within the 
past few months, only since the Con- 
stitution came into operation, did that 
public—for the first time, as a matter 
of fact, in its history—enter into the 
position of íull democratic responsi- 
bility, the full exercise of democratie 
sovereignty. As thcse are the facts, if 
Deputies, if the Government, if the 
public cxpect that at this stage of our 
politieal existence untoward things, ab- 
normal things, will not oecasionally 
happen, well, then, I say those who ex- 
pect that expect miracles. 

We are dealing at, present with the 
situation of the Army. It is hardly 
necessary for me to sketch, even in tlie 
briefest way, the history of our 
national army. A few years ago we 
had volunteers; then a situatíon of 
guerilla warfare of, I think, the most 
extraordinary kind. I do not thinlv 
that the struggle that was maintained 
in this country against the British 
Government had ever a parallel in any 
other country. I think it would be 
impossible in history to find a parallel 
for it. Then a breathing space, and 
once again a struggle, and military 
forces at this time reeently embodied, 
and no more than embodied, as a regu- 
lar army, thrown into a new struggle. 
What was natural, what was the non- 
miracle to be expected, in those cir- 
cumstances? It was that personal 
initiative, personal daring, personal re- 
source, were the quaiities that brought 
any man to the front? Along with 
that, but specially during the stages of 
the conflict with the British forces, you 
had personal loyalty and companion- 
ship of the closest ldnd—men trusting 
their lives to others, their companions 
alongside of them, and having nothing 
else^ to trust to—trusting more than 
theír lives, trusting the fortunes of all 
they fought for and all they believed 
in politically. And the thing that was 
not miraculous at all happened under 
that. The natural thing happened 
under that. A kind of personal hier- 
archy, which was not by any means a 
unifíed hierarchy, and could not be, in 
the circumstances and a sense of 
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.-chieftainship, I may call it, among 
men, sprang up. It was out of that 
•material, so formed, so fashioned, 
which, if it had not existed that way, 
could not have existed at all—out of 
that material the new army had to be 
huilt up and officered. That being so, 
it also happened—and if nothing else 
had happened it would have been 
another miracle—that the personal 
factor remained a very large faetor in 
this new army ot* ours, and that per- 
sonal attachments remained a large 
factor, and this idca of chieftainship 
remained a large factor. Men remem- 
bered with pride, and, I think, in most 
cases, with a pride that was excusable, 
the battles and the perils which they 
had gone through in the past, and the 
battles that those whorn they admired, 
and that tliose whom they were at- 
tached to had gone through. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE 

took the chair. 

Professor MacNEILL: That plainly 
was the material out of which our 
National Army in the main 
5 o’cloch . had to be officcred. At the 
same time it was plain 

to those who were not so close, 

perhaps, to these affairs, and to most 
of those who were close to them. 

that that state of things must 

pass away, and that, as so many Depu- I 
ties have repeated during this discus- j 
sion, the Army must cQme to be, and to 
recognise itself to be, in all respects 
the faithful instrument of the civil 
power—of the democratic sovereignty. 
There has never been any delusion on 
the part of this Ministry, including the 
two Ministers who have resigned, on 
that point. We have been told here to- 
<day that we have allowed things to 
grow up in the Army. That is invert- 
ing the order of facts. We have had 
to allow, or induce, or provide, that the 
Army should grow up out of certain 
things, and those things include all the 
circumstances that I have stated. They 
include more than that. They included 
during the time of strife—and they 
necessarily included—secret combina- 
tions and an atmosphere of conspiracy. 
A man has bad a happy and pe aceful 

stence in tbis assembly, who has not 


been forced to go through times of 
secrecy and times of conspiracy. It is 
not right to talk about the Government 
allowing those things to grow up. The 
task of the Government has been to 
j enable the country to grow out of these- 
things. I think I am now putting the 
facts in their right and in their true 
perspective. In order that the country 
and the whole administration—and es- 
pecially the military administration— 
might grow completely out of that state 
of things and come to the ideal and 
standard state of things which is ad- 
vocated for us—in order that that 
I might come about—changes had to be 
I brought around, both in the letter and 
in the spirit. 

The Minister for Home Affairs, the 
Vice-President, has mentioned various 
aspects of this Army situation as they 
appeared to thc Executive Council be- 
fore, as well as since the particular 
events that originated this discussion. 
Novr, I may say that I myself in my wis- 
dom or umvisdom had come to the con- 
clusion that owing to the very fact that 
our Army had grown up out of these 
circumstances and out of that situation 
ccrtain dispositions, regular dispositions, 
in the method of its administration were 
advisable. To put thc thing more con- 
j cretely, I had come personally to the 
conclusion that the chieí administrative 
offices in the Army should be only short- 
term offices*—the term being as short as 
would be consistent with the practical 
discharge of the duties of those officcrs; 
in order that it should not grow up in 
the mind of any man, or any group of 
men, or in the minds of their personal 
friends, or in the minds of thcir rivals, 
or in the minds of the Army officers 
generally, or of the publie, that such a 
thing existed as a preseriptive right on 
the pait of anybody to hold any Army 
office or any administrative post in the 
Army. My idea was, that as short a 
term as two years is quite sufficient to 
continue Army officers in important ad- 
ministrative posts; that after that time 
such officers should revert to suitable 
subordinate posts in the Army, and 
others should take their places. For I 
am certain, and I am sure that you are 
all certain from what you have seen of 
the military history of this country for 
the past few years, th** Mw* as good 
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flsh in the sea as ever came out of it. 

I believe it to be true, that had that ! 
extraordinary document not been flung j 
into this dramatic atmosphere of ours, j 
I would have brought forward that very 
matter if no one else had brought it for- 
ward, or if anyone else more fitted to 
bring it forward had not brought it for- 
ward—and there are others more fitted 
than I am—to the consideration of the 
Executive Council. 

When I say that. about myself I have 
no reason to believe that any other 
member of the Executive Council was 
•committed to any different view. Not 
the slightest. And I have no reason to 
anticipate that if a proposal of that 
kind were brought forward by me or 
by any mernber of the Executive Coun- 
cil that it would not have bcen felt 
necessary to give it effect at the earliest 
opportunity. Deputy Hewat was con- 
vinced himself and tried in conscquence 
to convince others of the accuracy of 
the view which would appeal to those 
whom the Presidcnt here in a previous 
discussion called “sensation-mongers. 

He has tried tq draw a picture of an 
Executive Council in which the mem- 
bers are at loggerheads, and, I think, 
in fact he used the word 
4t enmity. ,, Well, now, we would 
all like the Army to be imper- 
sonal, and in order that the Army 
may be impersonal, it is perhaps as well 
for ourselves to set the examplc. 

I am going to try to set it on 
this occasion. Enmity! If there is a 
man in this assembly whom I would like 
to call friend, if there is a man whom I 
would be proud to call my friend, if 
there is a man whom I would hope in 
the future to call my friend, and who, 

I hope, will be my friend, it is the ex- 
Minister for Defence. And on the 
Executive Council personal friends can 
take decidedly opposite views as will 
very shortly be apparent. The ground 
that I would wish to cover with regard 
to the particular action in review now, 
that is to say, the removal of certain 
high military officers from office, has 
been so c\early covered in the speech 
of Deputy Cooper that I can do little 
more than echo what he has said. Per- 
haps I can reinforce what he has said 
and make things a little bit more evi- 
dent if it be necessary. On, I think, the | 
8th óf this month, and arising out of 
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matters brotight before this Dáil, 
General O’Dufí^ was appointed General 
Officer Commanding the Forces. I 
thought at the time of the appointment 
that the very title of that appointment 
earried a perfectly definite connotation; 
but being a non-military person I am 
perhaps a little innocent in such mat- 
ters, and my innocence and the inno- 
cencc of my colleagues in matters of 
that kind is described by Deputy John- 
son as slip-shoddiness. Well, that is 
because some days later, on account of 
things which happened in the meantime 
and not before it, we had to define or 
it was put up to the Executive Council 
and the Attorney-Gcneral to define 
what General Officer Commanding the 
Forces meant. 

Now, I do not believe that the ex- 
. Minister for Defence or the officers 
! of the Army Council were so slip-shod 
in their minds as Deputy Johnson 
thinks we were about that. I give 
them the ercdit of being militarv 
; enough to know what General Officei* 
Í Commanding the Forces meant, whe- 
1 ther we knew it or not. The ex-Minis- 
I ter for Defence said that “ Oencral 
j 0 ’Duffy has, been taken from work 
l that he was very badly wanted on, and 
placed in an extraordinary position at 
a time of erisis and a time of fight- 
ing. ,, It was an extraordinary posi- 
tion undoubtedly, and the Minister, by 
those words, shows that he recognised 
it. We, thc members of the Exeeutive 
Council, took a man like that and 
placed him in charge of the Army at 
a time of crisis. There was no doubt 
at all in the minds of the ex-Minister 
for Defence and his subordinates on 
the Army Council that we were placing 
General OT)uffy in charge of the 
Army, subject, of course, only to the 
Executive Council through the Minis- 
ter. 

Now, from the 8th March, or the 
j lOth March at the latest, to the know- 
j ledge of the Minister and to the know- 
ledge of the officers of the Army 
Council, General O'Dufl^ was in 
charge of the Army, and he was ap- 
pointed for a particular reason arising 
out of the conduct of those mutinous 
officers, and in order to deal with the 
''situafion created in tbe Army by tbat 

conduct. I do not suppose there is 
tbe slightest shadow of a douht in the 
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minds of any one here with regard to 
that, and I am equal!y certain ther(» 
was no doubt at all in the mind of the 
Minister for Defence and in the minds 
of the officers of the Army Council 
that General ()’Duffy was appointed to 
take charge of the Army, and in par- 
ticular to take charge of it in view of 
the particular crisis that had arisen, 
and with a view to the military action 
that had to be taken to meet that 
crisis, and for no other purpose. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Can the Minister 
say whether General OTDufl^ was 
actually acting in that week? Was he 
acting and imposing his authority upon 
those members of the Arm y Council? 

Professor MacNEILL: The facts of 
his appointment were communicated to 
the Minister, and, no doubt, through 
him to the Ai i my Council at the earliest 
possible moment. If there be any 
doubt as to whether he was acting, 
there can be no doubt at all in the Min- 
ister’s mind and in the minds of the 
members of the Army Council that it 
was the wish of the Executive Council 
that he should act and begin to act at 
once in that capacity. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Was he acting? 

Professor MacNEILL: I do not 

exactly understand that question. 

Mr. JOHNSON: The Minister has 
said that the General Officer Command- 
ing was placed in charge of the Army 
and that the members of the Army 
Council knew that was his position. 
It was a time of crisis, and there had 
been a mutiny. Can the Minister say 
whether it is a fact or not that General 
O'Dufl^ was in that week, from the 
8th or the lOth to the 17th March. 
acting as the head of the Army, and 
were the officers of the Army Council 
obeying his instructions? 

Professor MacNeill: Does Deputy 
Johnson mean did he find it possible to 
act? 

Mr. JOHNSON: Was he, in fact, 
wortóng in his new job ? 


Professor MacNeill: I should say 
he was trying to do it. Now, I do not 
accept from the ex-Minister, and I do 
not think that the Dáil will accept from 
the ex-Minister, the validity of his 
statement that these terms with regard 
to General O’Dufl^s powers were not 
fully defined in writing until, not the 
night, but the afternoon of Tuesday, 
before that particular action was taken 
here in Dublin. I do not think that can 
be accepted as a valid reason for set- 
ting General O’Dufl^ aside altogether 
in the matter of the action which was 
taken latcr on that evening. Deputy 
Cooper has dealt quite effectively with 
the Minister’s claim that the action that 
was taken on Tuesday night was taken 
because of the law embodied in the De- 
fence Forces Act. “ It is the personal 
responsibility of the Adjutant-General 
and the Minister for Defence to see that 
thc law is put into effect.” There was 
nothing in the law that prevented 
General O’Dufl^ being consulted. It 
would not have been enough to consult 
him. He should have been the person 
to direct any operations that were car- 
ried out. But so far ‘from directing 
them, or having an opportunity of di- 
recting them, or seeing how they should 
be directed, or expressing an opinion 
as to whether they should or should not 
be directed, he was not brought into 
the matter in any way at all. His posi- 
tion, about which every person in the 
Dáil is clear, and about which, I hope, 
the public will be clear, was ignored as 
much as if it had not existed, and the 
Minister gives us the reason. Well, 
now, I am going to give him the fulí 
benefit of the reason. Here is the 
reason: “ The Executive Council took 
up a certain attitude. They took a line 
of conduct that, in my opinion, is con- 
doning mutiny, fostering mutiny, and 
is prejudicial to the discipline of the 
Army. ,, 

Now, the Minister and the Army 
Council are quite entitled to have that 
opinion, but their holding that opinion, 
even where they held also the law is on 
their side, does not justify them, and 
did not justify them, in taíring the law 
into their own hands on Tuesday even- 
ing. What happened on Tuesday 
evening was another symptom of the 
growing-pains of this baby State. It 
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showed that those who were in charge 
of the Army had not come to realise, 
even admitting they were anxious at 
other times to realise, their responsi- 
bilities to the Grovernment, to the Dáil, 
and to the sovereignty of the people. , 
They set aside General 0’Duffy, and I 
must say, in the circumstances—there 
is nothing at all in the ex-Minister’s 
statement which should make me hesi- 
tate in saying it—I must say in the cir- 
cumstances they set him aside de- 
liberately and consciously. 

Now, mutiny on the part of subordi- 
nate officers in the Army may be bad, 
and it is bad, but the assumption of the 
authority of Government into their own 
hands, the deliberate and conseious set- 
ting aside of the authority intended to 
be created by this Dáil, because this 
Dáil no less than the Executive Council 
must be taken as having assented to the 
powers of the Gencral Officer command- 
ing the jiorces conferred upon General 
0.’Dufíy—action of that kind taken bv 
those who constitute the General Head- 
quarter Staff or the Army Council, or in 
whatever other capacitv they may be 
said to act as head of the Arm.v, is more 
serious than mutiny; it is more gravc 
than mutiny; and I think in the cireum- 
stances, as the Minister stood for it, he 
had no o])tion at all except. to resign, 
and thaj we had no option at all except 
to make these high subordinates of his 
vacate their offices. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Can tlic Minister 
link up these officers in any definite act? 
Can he state that the tfcree officers—the 
Chief-of-Staff, the Adjutant-General, 
and the Quartermaster-General were 
equally responsible in this matter? 

Professor MacNEILL: That, sir, is 
our belief. We took the responsibility 
of regarding them as equally responsible 
in the matter. Now, having said so 
much, I do endorse what Deputy John- 
son has said, and I endorse what Deputy 
Cooper has said, with regard to the work 
that has been done, and the very great 
work that has been done under the ex- 
Minister for Defence and under the 
direction of the recent Army Council, in 
order to build up for this country a dis- 
ciplined army. We do not want to 
minimise that. I can go farther. We 
may differ, and I hope Deputy Hewat 
and every other Deputy here will thor- 
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oughly understand that we can differ, 
and differ diametrically, upon adminis- 
trative questions, and at the same time . 
differ without contention and without 
enmity. 

There are few men in this assembly 
who know and who are able to ap- 
preeiate how much this country owes 
to General Mulcahy. I doubt' if but 
for General Mulcahy it would have 
been possible for us now to be dis- 
cussing the conduct of General Mul- 
eahy. I remcmber when there was a. 
price upon his head, and we remem- 
ber the extraordinary diffieu1ty when 
he was covered with every obliquy that 
hostile minds could think of, and 1 do 
not think thcre is a man alivc, and I 
think there are very few men dcad* 
tc whom Treland owes more than it 
owes to Dcputy Hiehard Mulcahv, and 
I think the memhers removed irom the 
position in the adminisiration oí‘ the 
Army as subordinates have also in 
their time deserved well of the country. 
But I would like it to bc clear to army 
officers and ex-army officers and their 
friends that no man, no mattcr what 
his achievements have been, no matter 
what his record has been, earns the 
right to hold a single position of power 
or authority in this country. That 
does not belong by right to any man,. 
nor can it bc created by any achieve- 
ments of his. That right must come to 
! him by the free exercise of the public 
authority and by that only. I am glad 
the opportunity has arisen for empha- 
sising that. I bclicvc thc people of 
Ireland arc at the back of that view. 
I believe that as Deputy Bryan Cooper 
has said here, that the rank and file 
of the Army and the vast majority of 
the offieers of the Army thoroughly 
adopt that view, and I think that that 
will bc setn, and seen clearly, before 
we are many weeks older. If tliat re- 
sult arises out of this present forment 
it will be a most happy and desirable 
result. Before I sit down, I wish again 
to cmphasise that it should be clcar to 
those mcn who served their country 
well, served it through perils and 
dangers, served at the risk of their 
lives, over and over again, that no 
matter what their services have been 
they have no right whatever to any 
position of power or authority, and 

C. 4 
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that no right can comc to them, or be 
created, except, as I have said, by the 
free cxeroise of the constitutional 
authority of the people, and I want 
not on!y Army officers to understand 
that, but I want all who are their 
friends if thev are roally cheir friends, 
to understand it also. 

Oeneral MULCAHY : I find it rather 
difficult to see the exaet purpose or 
trend of the particular diseussion hcre, 
or to realise the particular thin»s that I 
should reply to. I must, therefore, 
take some of the points that have been 
made here and try to deal with them 
as I go along. Deputy Johnson asks 
with regard to the first doeumoiit that 
was read yesterday describing the con- 
ditions on Tuesday-\Vednesday niglit. 
He asked how that document came to 
be cpmpiled. That document was not 
a report purporting to come from any 
officer who was aetually on thc opera- 
tions that night. It was compiled and 
made up by my Secretary from replies 
to telephone messages received from the 
officers in charge, one in Collins Har- 
racks and another in our Intelligence 
Dcpartment, and given for my informa- 
tion when proceeding to a meeting of 
the Executive Council at 11 or 11-30 
a.in. and before tlie aetual formal report 
had come in. That is tlie 10 oVloelc 
point. That is how that eame in, and 
that is how that came to be recorded 
ín the mcmo. which was given to me. 
That rnatter is one that descrves to lie 
gone into and to be put right. A ques- 
tion has arisen with regard to our 
attitude to punctilio in stieking strietly 
to thc letter of the law on Tuesday 
night in effecting arrests that seemed 
obvious to be made. 

I just want to say at this point—I 
may refer to the matter again—that the 
extraordinary eireumstances that have 
arisen as a result of recent events in 
connection with army diseipline are 
such that we have to stand on punctilio 
in the matter of this mutiny; it was our 
opinion that we had to do that in order 
to preserve disciplinc in the army. The 
general position of army disciplinc, and 
the poaition of strain into which 
officers thorough!y loyal had been put 
by the actions that had taken place in 
their own barracks and around them, was 


! such as to create a very grave situation 
for army discipline. Deputy Cooper 
refers to the discipline of the men as 
distinct from the discipline of the 
officers. I want to make a point in 
eonnection with that; that the discip- 
line of the men simply reflects tlie dis- 
eipline of the officers, and that the 
ofíicers who were mixed up in the 
nuitinous actions were such a small 
fraetion of the officcrs that they did 
not appreciably affeet the ofíicer fabric 
I as a whole. 

In the general matter of the position 
on Tuesday night the soldiers did not 
invokc the aid of the Attorney-General 
with regard to the definition of the 
duties of General OT)uffy. The posi- 
tion originally was that General 0'Duffy 
was appointed- General Officer Com- 
manding. The position then was that 
he was eonfined by the instructions and 
bv the deeision of Ihe Executive Council 
to the duties of Inspector-General, and 
thesc duties were defincd. It was onlv 
on Tuesday that it was specifically 
stated that his authority as General 
Officer Commanding, whieh was being 
left with him, revei*ted baek to the Exc- 
eutive Council in the cireumstanees that 
then obtained, and it was only on Tues- 
day that it was decided to ])ut him aetu- 
ally again into an Exeeutive position, 
and to transfer to him froni the Execu- 
tive Council again the executive powei*s 
of issuing orders to offieers and men in 
the Armv. 

It is a faet that the terms of General 
0’I)uffy's powets were actuall.v set down 
in the office of the Attorney-General at 
9 o’elock, or some time after 9 o’clock 
on Tuesday night, with myselí and the 
Attorney-General present, and it is a 
fact that I took a copy of these terms 
and dictated them over the ’phone on 
Wednesday morning to General 
0’Duffy, stating that these were tbe 
draft terms that had been arranged be- 
tween the Attorney-Gencral and myself 
the night before. I wanted him to say 
whether before publication of them, 
there was any other thing that he re- 
quired to add in order that he might be 
perfectly clear as to the type and the 
extent of the eontrol that he was going 
to exereise over the Forces; and also that 
it might be perfectl y clear to everybody 
to whom these terms would be communi- 
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cated in orders as to where they stood 
under his authority. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE at this 
«tagc resumcd the Chair. 

Oeneral MULCAHY : It did not entcr 
my mind, at any ratc on thc night of 
Tuesday, to refer to General 0’Duífy in 
this matter. It is a fact that General 
0’Dnffy had not taken up his duties. 

I would likc to havc an invcstigation 
with regard to thc suggestion that 
Dcputy MacNeill makes. I do not rc- 
memher his preeise words, but thc sug- 
gcstion was that General 0’Duffy was 
prcvcnted by sorrn» atmosphcre of one 
kind or anothcr, from taking uj) his 
duties. I hoj>c I do not misinterprct the 
Deputv when I say that. 

Professor MacNEILL: I havc no 
knowlcdgc on that matter, and I do not ( 
know how it happened that General | 
O’Duffv, having l)ccn a])pointed General 
Officer Cominanding thc Forces on thc 
lOth March, did not find it possible to 
take up whatever the dutics oL* that office 
are until (|iiite a number ot* davs later. 

I do not know wh.v. 

General MULCAHY : (íeneral 

0’Duffy was prcscnt at thc Executive 
Council ineeting on Tuesday, having 
scnt in a long documcnt to thc Exccu- 
tivc Coitncil witli rcgard to his position, 
and that question was not raiscd. I do 
not kno\v if hc made it clear to the Exe- 
cutive Council that hc was not acting, 
but he certainly madc it clcar to mc 
that hc could not actually take up thc 
discharge of his duties until his duties | 
were definitely defíned to him, and 
definitely defined to those persons who 
werc to act undcr his authority. In 
that particular mattcr the question that 
Deputy Johnson raises is vcry perti- 
nent, bearing in mind the action of the 
Executivc Council in calling for the 
resignation of three officers. What is 
called an Army Council was set up 
when we had certain circumstances 
necessitating military action in the 
country. That Army Council lapsed 
with, let us say, the introduction of the 
Defence .Forces Bill, at any rate, with 
the issue of a statutory order calling { 
into being a Defence Council. The De- i 
fence Council, according to that statu- j 
to|y order, advise the Minister, and j 


carry out the duties that may be as- 
signcd to thcm. As rcgards the thrce 
officcrs whose rcsignations have been 
called for, arising out of the events of 
the night of Tuesday-Wednesday, the 
Chief of Staff was absent. He was 
down the country at the time dealing 
with matters of organisation and set- 
tling matters of unrest that had arisen 
out of thc cvents of the last week or so. 
He had nothing at all to do with the 
events of that night. Neither had the 
Quartermaster-General. The action 
took place as a result of the responsi- 
bility for taking action on the officers 
in charge of the Dublin Distriet, under 
the instructions of the Adjutant- 
General. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: I do not 

want to intcrrupt Deputy Mulcahy. Iie 
rcfcrred to a Statutory Order. I pre- 
sume hc is refcrring to Defence Order 
No. 38. If not, would he state what 
Ordcr, and under sanction of what 
Statute the Order was issued? 

General MULCAHY: I rcgrct that I 
have not a copy of the Order. A copy 
of the Order was duly placed in the 
Members’ Room. I oan have copies of 
j it eirculated to the Deputies. 

Mr. WILSON: Did the Adjutant- 
General advise you beEore lie took ac- 
j tion on Tuesday niglit? Wcre you in 
possession of the fact before he took 
action that he was about to take action? 

General MULCAHY : I was in posses- 
sion of the fact that therc were troops 
disposed in certain positions, and I gavc 
permission for the malving of the 
arrests. 

Mr. DAVIN: Beforc Deputy Mulcahy 
gavo permission for these arrests to 
take plaec, had he already passed the 
President’s letter, addressed to Mr. 
McGrath, to the Adjutant-General and 
the Quartermaster-General? 

General MULCAHY: Yes; but it was 
not my interpretation, and it was not 
the interpretation of the Adjutant- 
General that that instruction inter- 
fered in any way with action that 
would be taken in the ordinary way in 
the matter of arrests. It advised them 
of certain action that, I think, I ex- 
plained yesterday might be expected 
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would be taken voluntarily by persons 
who had absented themselves from 
their duties or committed other 
offences, and it gave instructions as to 
how they should bc dcalt with gen- 
erally. It was simply advising what 
might be expected. 

As regards the general (piestion of 
civil control of thc Army, I regret 
simply on the part of the men who 
have been associated with me, that cii’- 
cumstances have arisen that allow so 
much to be said here by Deputies, as 
if it were teaehing the men in tlie 
Army as to what their position was. 
Thc men in the Army thoroughly 
realise their position and, as I say, 
and have said often and often beíore 
there ever was the (»stablished Govern- 
ment that there is liere, and before 
there ever was tbe very definite civil 
authority that there is here, the re- 
sponsible officcrs in thc Army at that 
particular time who are thc responsible 
officers of thc pr(»sent Army, wcre 
clamouring for, and pressing on, the 
Ministcrs of thc thcn not very well 
established Govcrnment. who had civil 
rcsponsibility to exc»rcise their civil 
responsibility and to take up the carry- 
ing out of the duties that should be 
carried out by thc civil power in order, 
in the first place, to hclp the army in 
its work, and in the second place, to 
kccp the army in its proper position. 
As I say, I do regret that circum- 
stances should have so arisen that the 
Dáil is put in thc position in thc eyes 
of men who have been working for the 
construction of civil government here 
and the setting up of civil authority 
here, of turning around and trying to 
explain and trying to teach them the 
A B C that they know too well. I re- 
gret those circumstances vcry much. 

Deputy Gorey is out against 
brotherhoods and secret societies. I 
hope what Doctor MacNeill has said 
will convince him that they have had 
their uses and that things cannot be 
to-day and be absolutely non-existent 
to-morrow. I could say something 
with regard to some of these things, 
but I take it that the proper place to 
say those things and the proper place 
to put the general information at our 
disposal, and to deal with those mat- 
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ters, is before the inquiry that is to 
be set up. I support, in the circum- 
stances that have now arisen, the sug- 
gestion of Deputy Johnson that the 
personncl set down for the inquiry is; 
not adequate, beeause of the state- 
ments that have been madc here both 
yesterday and to-day. 

I can assure Deputy Hewat that the 
burthen of sins, whcther of our* own 
or ot‘ other people, that either myself 
or any Army officers are bearing to- 
dav, or will bear to-morrow, is a very 
light one. We have ncver becn, and 
ncvcr left ourselvcs to be, in the wordfi 
of l)r. MacNcill, in any position that 
we had not a right to bc in. We have 
never fclt ourselvcs in any position of 
powcr or authority cxccpt thc position 
of powcr or authority that wc were 
forccd into by the cxprcss or uncx- ( 
presscd dcsire or want of tho Irish 
pcople. If lessons oan bc taught by 
us in sitting on bac*k bcnches, or work- 
ing outsidc a military organisation, 
that will be morc cffcctive and morc 
uscful than lessons wc could tcach sit- 
ting on frojit bench(*s or wcaring evcnr 
Iiásh Army uniform, thcre will be no 
group of peoplc morc contcnt to do 
thcir duty and teach whatever lessons 
thoy have to teach in those particular 
places, and no group will feel the 
burthcn of their duty lightcr than will 
the men who arc umlcr discussion as a. 
result of the present situation. 

The people are tired of arms, it is: 
said. Well, now, do not gct too tired 
of them. It does comc badly even 
under paiticular strcss or particular 
strain to have a rcpresentative of the* 
people appearing to shut his eyes to- 
what has bcen the ncccssity for arms. 
in the past, whether it is the fairly 
remote past or the immediate past.. 
To turn now, simply because of. thr 
difficulty of demobilisation and be- 
cause of matters that are apparent in 
any eountry after, say, a war is ovei\ 
when the soldiers are more under the» 
publie eye in ordinary ways and thc 
people have greater freedom to think 
about things—to turn and to say that 
is ungrateful. Forgetting the neeessity 
for árms, pcople might allow them- 
selves to be irritated into a position in 
which they would say: We want no 
more arms; we want no more soldiers^. 


DAIL EIREANN. 
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we simply want to forgot about those 
things; ,, That is a wrong and a 
dangerous frame of mind. The Army, 
unfortunately, comes into publie 
prominenec now when it ought to be 
passing, as it were, out of public ken, 
when the soldiers ought to be with- 
drawn to their ordinary barraeks. and 
a very definite and quiet school of dis- 
cipline set up, through whieh the youth 
of the country would pass, to the 
benefit of the country. IJnfortunately, 
as I say, the Army is dragged out in 
cireumstances sueh as the present, and 
there is a very gveat danger that the 
Army is at the present monient going 
to be dragged into what may turn out 
to be a politieal dispute. That would 
be a much bigger disaster than any- 
thing that hr.s happeiud recently or 
than mueh that has happened, say. 
within the last 12 months. I would 
ask that, in the development of the 
prcsent situation, responsible Deputies 
would see that the Armv is not 
dragged into a political dispute aml 
that, as far as possible, action is not 
taken with the Army that would make 
it appear to the Army that it was 
being involved in a political dispute. 

To get back to the qucstion of dis- 
cipline again, Dr. MacNeill speaks of 
the guerilla warfarc that was carried 
on here during the British occupation 
as of an extraordinary kind. The wai'- 
fare that was carried on subsequent to 
June, 1922, here was quite as extra- 
ordinary, and the fact that the Armv 
did its work in the circumstances in 
which it was ealled upon to act then, 
diseloses, I think, or should suggest, 
that it had the greatest possible ele- 
mcnts of discipline in it. I doubt if 
Deputy Cooper would be able to say 
that any Army he has known would in 
similar circumstances have 
6 o’clocL shown as high a standard of 
discipline. Dr. MacNeill 
spoke of proposals that he felt like 
making himself with regard to changes 
in Army administration. Proposals o± 
the same kind from the Defence Coun- 
cil were made early enough to suggest 
their embodiment in the Ministries 9 and 
Secretaries , Bill: that was that the 
three military heads of administrative 
Departments would only hold offlce for 
a specified term of years. I am not 


clear as to why the matter was witli- 
drawn. It was probably understood 
that the Defence Forces Bill would be 
the proper Bill for it, but, at any rate, 
a proposal was made not exactly to 
avoid chieftainship in the Army— 
which I am not convinced exists—but 
so that you might have a rotation of 
duties amongst all the higher officers 
in the Army, and so that you might 
havc a thorough understanding on the 
part of a large number of officers of the 
various duties that had *to be performed 
in different branches, both on the ad- 
ministrative side of the Army and the 
military side—that there raight be a 
thorough rotation of duties, thereby 
giving you a fairly large number of 
officers competent to take up any duties 
on the military side whether adminis- 
trative or fighting, and that the country 
w'ould never have to depend on one, 
two or three persons to stand as its 
military leaders or its military props 
in thi 1 time of anv crisis. 

In that connoction too I think it fair 
to say that nominations to every posi- 
tion in the Army, including those to 
the positions of the Chief of Staff, the 
Adjutant-Oeneral, and the Quarter- 
master-General, were before the Execu- 
tive Council about the 23rd or 24th of 
February, and there \vas nothing, in 
rny recollection at any rate, to be said 
then as to their unsuitability for their 
offices or their having outlived their 
period of utility therc. I should also 
like to mention in that connection that 
the present Quartermaster-Oeneral took 
up his position after the post had been 
refused by two of our senior offieers, 
and prior to that he was asked to take 
up the eommissionership of thc Civic 
Guard by the President, a position 
which he declincd. I wonder if he had 
takcn up the position of commissioner- 
ship of the Civic Guard at that. time 
would we be finding uow that he had 
been too long in office and had outlived 
his utility. As to the matter of the ln- 
quiry, it is important that the Inquiry, 
which is proposed, should get to work 
at once. It is important that the per- 
sonnel would be such as to give us and 
give the Dáil eompletc confidence in it; 
that is the Inquiry with regard to the 
genesis of the mutiny. There is an- 
other matter that is being referred to 
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[Gerieral Mulcahy.] 

freely and that has been insinuated 
freely and that is the general adminis- 
tration of the Army. It is not a time 
when one would naturally ask to have 
a body set up to inquire into the ad- 
ministration of the Army or to inquire 
into the work that has been done by the 
Army. Thc Army has been adminis- 
tered and worked under the three 
officers whose resignations are now 
asked for since, say, the middle of 1922. 
During that time petty reorganisation 
after petty reorganisation had to take 
place in order to deal with the prob- 
lems of the day, and whether they rose 
out of the actual cireumstances or out 


tality that was shaped by complaint, 
rumour and story of varying kirids. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: The exact motion 
before the Dáil is the President’s nomi- 
nation ol* himself as Minister for De- 
fence. Beyond certain general remarks 
passed by Deputy Johnson, that motion 
has received no very detailed discussion 
or criticism. It has been used rather as 
a peg on which to hang references to the 
general Army situation. It is no doubt 
a very proper and convenient course to 
adopt, but I would likc to address cer- 
tain remarks to the exact. motion that is 
before the Dáil—namely, this nomina- 
tion of President Cosgravc as Minister 
for Defenee. It will be understood that 


of the number of men you had to handle 
is an army matter. Your first main re- 
organisation is only taking place now. 
The actual movement of troops in con- 
nection with that reorganisation is 
taking place now. I say that now 
is not thc time that anybody wish- 
ing to have his work in the Army 
judged, would ask to have an in- 
quiry as to whether his Army adminis- 
tration was good, bad, or indiffercnt 
and whether sufficient results had been 
achieved. I think in vie^v of the whole 
atmosphere that has bcon created here 
and in view of the statements made 
here, it shall have to be asked beforc 
very long that a body will be set up to 
inquire into what has been done by*the 
Army and to inquire into the actual 
state of Army reorganisation and ad- 
ministration. It is only proper as the 
question is being taclded that it be 
tackled thoroughly. It is only right 
and just that the officers whose resigna- 
tions have been called for by the 
aut.hority of the Executive Council and 
who will, and must, vacate their posi- 
tions at the wish of the Executive 
Council, should have it known whether 
or not the Executive Council had any 
valid or just reason for removing them 
from their offices. I think I have made 
it plain that neither the Chief of Staff 
nor the Quartermaster-General could 
have had anything to do with the 
events of Tuesday night. I submit 
that the reason why they have been 
‘ asked for their resignations is that the 
mentality of the Executive Council to 
them for some time past was a men- 


that is a temporary provision, or shall I 
put it in anothcr way, that it is not 
nccessarily a permanent provision. It 
is a provision made in the immediate set 
of circumstanees, and to meet an exist- 
ing urgent situation. The ex-Minister 
for Defence is naturally anxious to be 
relieved from a difficult and anomalous 
situation. Two officers who adminis- 
tcred the military departments of the 
Minister for Defence, who were his selec- 
tion and nomination, have resigned. 
These two officers resigned not merely 
the administrative positions which they 
íilled, and which they were called on by 
the Government to.resign, but they have 
also resigned their commissions. Their 
rcsignations, both of the administrative 
positions and their commissions, have 
bccn accepted. The Chief of Staff adop- 
ted a different course. He refused to 
tender his resignation of the administra- 
tive position he held, and, as a result of 
j that, it was necessary to withdraw and 
cancel his commission, and he has been 
informed of that withdraw T al. 

In addition to appointments which I 
announced this morning I am now in 
the position to announce Major-General 
Joseph Sweeney to be Acting-C6iei of 
Staff. I did make it clear this evening 
that the events of last week or ten days 
and the resignation of two Ministers, 
constitute for the Government a prob- 
lem calling for very close considera- 
tion. I pointed to two factors which 
make it impossible at the moment to 
give the situation that attention, full 
discussion and examination which it 
requires. The illness of the President, 
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Deputies will appreciate, is a very im- 
portant factor in the existing situation. 
I pass from the motion before the Dáil 
into the more general discussion that 
centred around it. Last night, Deputy 
Mulcahy represcnted that his resigna- 
tion was due largely to the íact that 
he, the strong man, the stern discipli- 
narian, the upholder of lavv, felt his 
arm paralysed by a weak and pusillani- 
mous Governmont, and that that was 
an intolerable situation, one which he 
had felt very keenly for the last twelve 
days, and which ultimately compelled 
him to take the course which he has 
taken. Deputv Mulcahy must be well 
aware of how thin that icc was. I do 
not know why he took up that position 
unless, indeed, it was due to a desire to 
instil some little quiet mirth for some 
of us into a position which is other- 
wise sombre. No one know^s quite so 
well as Deputy Mulcahy that that is 
not the róle whieh he has played 
throughout the last vear. No one knows 
quite so well as Deputy Muleahy that if 
I were so minded, I could cite eases 
here whieh w T ould blow that interesting 
fietion sky-high, and no one knows 
quite so well as Deputy Mulcahy, the 
eonsiderations W’hieh prevent me from 
doing that. They are the same con- 
siderations whieh eaused me to agree 
that very great pressure should be put 
ou Deputv McGrath, and even substan- 
tial concessions should be made to De- 
puty MeGrath to prevent him from 
making the statement here which he 
eontemplated making some time back, 
because the eit.ing of those eases would 
be discreditable to the. eountry. De- 
putv Mulcahy knows that I eould say 
here. were I so minded, why the names 
of certain oflficers whieh he put forward 
some time back for renewal of rank and 
position in the army were struck off 
the list. 

Gerferal MULCAHY: I am perfectly 
prepared that anything the Minister for 
Home Aflfairs wishes to say here should 
be said. I am perfectly prepared to 
support the demand of the three ofificers 
that this enquiry be public, and I sub- 
mit it is a mean way to come along and 
endeavour to say by innuendo and sug- 
gestion what the Minister for Home 
Aflfairs admits or suggests he is not 
prepared to say simply because of pub- 
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lic poliey. I did not, and do not, ask 
for any enquiry to be a private enquiry. 
Any enquiry there may be at the pre- 
sent moment I am pcrfectly satisfied 
should be a public one. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: The cases to which 
I refer will be raised before the Com- 
mittee. 

General MULCAHY: And evidencc 
will not. be given before the Committee 
that the eharges are facts. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: Tn view of the fact 
that cases like that will need to be 
sifted by this Committee, it is better 
that the proeeedings of the Committee 
should be private. Further than that, 

I do not propose to go. With regard 
to the incidents of Tuesday night, De- 
puty Mulcahy made certain statements 
and suggested almost that on that night 
Gcneral OT)ufify Avas not the General 
Officer Commanding the Defence Forces 
of Saorstát Eireann. It might be in- 
tcresting to ask in what capacity 
General 0’Dufify interviewed the Presi- 
dent on Monday last, together with the 
Minister for Defence, as a result of 
which the President wrote that particu- 
lar letter to Deputy McGrath, and the 
Ministry for Deíence issued a memor- 
andum to the Adjutant-General, Quar- 
termaster-General and the Chief of 
Staflf. Was it in his eapacity as In- 
speetor-General that General OT)uflfy 
was interviewed by the President to- 
gether Avith the Minister for Defence, 
and what would the Inspector-General 
have to do with the action that would 
have to be taken with regard to muti- 
nous officers? 

General MULOAHY: Do you want 

an answer to that? 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: No, it is not ad- 
dressed personally to you. This is a 
memorandum issued by the Minister 
for Defence on the 18th March:— 

“ The President has instructed 
that all persons who left their posts, 
or unlawfully took away military 
stores during the recent mutiny, be 
dealt with from the point of view of 
arrest on the following paragraphs: 

(1) By Thursday, 20th inst., at 
6 p.m., all arms and equipment re% * 
moved be returned to the place or 
places from which they were taken. 
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“ (2) Persons concerned in the 
removal of such material to sur- 
render at the places where such 
material was talcen to the officers 
in charge of these places. 

“ (3) After such surrender to 
prcsent parole to the officer in 
charge, such parole to be accepted, 
and the persons concerned to be 
allowed out under open arrest. 

“ (4) Absentees from duty shall 
also surrender by 6 p.m. on Thurs- 
day, 20th inst., and present parole, 
which will be accepted. They also 
will be allowed out under open 
arrest. 

(5) Thursday is only men- 
tioned as a convenicnt date to al- i 
low of a certain amount of timo, 
but it is desirable there should be | 
no delay in giving effect to the 
terms of Pars. 1, 2, 3, and 4. 

“Suitable instructions were wired 1 
to the G.O.C. and officcrs to secure 
eífect being given to these instruc- 
tions so far as they are concerned.” 

That is a memo. issued by the Minis- 
ter for Defence following on an inter- 
view which he had with the President. 
and at which Cíeneral 0 7 Duffy was pre- 
sent. By Thursdav, the 20th instant, 
at 6 p.m., certain things are to be done. 

It is a clear implication, an obvious 
and necessary implication of that docu- 
ment that action such as the action | 
that was talcen on Tuesday night would j 
not be taken, and thc action that was 
taken on Tuesday night cut straight 
across the policy outlined in that docu- 
ment, and outlined by the President in 
his lctter to Deputy McGrath. 

Oeneral MULCAHY rose. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Is this a 
point of explanation? 

General MULCAHY : It is a ques- 
tion. I 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Perhaps 
Deputy Mulcahy w’ould wait until the 
Minister for Home AfPairs concludes. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: And this docu- 
ment on Tuesday morning had received 
► what I call the post factum ratification 
and endorsement by the Executive 
Council, that is, it was submitted to 


us by the Minister for Defence, as he 
then was, as an instruction issued by 
him resulting from that interview 
which he had with the President on 
Monday, and which was ratified and 
approved by the Executive Council on 
Tuesday morning. On Tuesday night 
you have the antics in Parnell Street 
cutting straight aeross this document, 
calculated—shall 1 say deliberately 
calculated—to set the heather on fire 
and create a war situation in a greater 
or lesser degree throughout the city, and 
possibly throughout the country. And 
the next morning the Executive Coun- 
eil regarded it as such, was not willing 
to stand over or take responsibility for 
the action on Tuesday night, and the 
Executive Council then took the view, 
without singling out this officer or that 
officer for any particular notice or 
any particular censure, that a com- 
I)lete change at the top of the Army 
was eniiiiently and immediatcly desir- 
able. I liave stated that that view was 
held by some before that dato. and 
long befoi-e that datc, but there ivas 
agreement about it on that date. And 
so I was autliorised to inform the 
Minister for Defencc that the resigna- 
tions oi these three officers vrere re- 
quired, and a message notifying the 
President of that decision and also 
recommending him to tako the resig- 
nation of the Minister for Defenee w r as 
conveyed. It is commented by Deputy 
Ilewat that there was an absence of 
pcaee and love and harmony in the 
Exocutive Council. I could wish the 
countrv no better than that it would 
never see the day when there would 
be all peaee and love and harmony in 
its Exeoutive Council. An Executive 
Council is a deliberativc body, a com- 
mittee of the people, with a mandate 
from the people to do certain things. 
to make certain conditions prevail. Its 
members being human, having pnly 
human judgment and human limita- 
tions, will naturally and inevitably 
differ as to means and ways, and there 
have been differences within the Execu- 
tive Council. There always will be 
differences within any Executive 
Council that you may get, even the 
Exeeutive Council over which Deputy 
Piggis will preside. 

I have no desire to prolong this debate, 
and I find that I have nothing in parti- 
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cular to add. I announced when we 
met this afternoon that the policy of the 
Oovemment, the attitude of the Govem- 
ment, with regard to this Army trouble 
was to adhere to the terms of the memo- 
randum issued by the latc Minister for 
Defence on the 18th inst., the text of 
whieh was read to the Dáil last night, I 
with this difEerence : that the date men- I 
tioned will be extended from 6 p.m. this 
evening to 6 p.m. on Saturday, the 22nd 
inst. People have been appointed to 
acting positions to earry on thc work in 
these three Departments. If the Dáil 
now approves the nomination of the Pre- 
sident to the position of Minister for 
Defence it will be conveyed to the 
Govemor-General for ratification. In 
the absence of the President I will act 
for him in that Department. That is 
not a satisfactorv position, just as it is 
not a satisfactory position that as yet no 
successor has been appointed to the 
Minister for Industry and Commerce, 
but the President's absence must be 
taken as a very real excuse for any delay 
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in facing up to this position as a whole. 
It is recognised that if possible before we 
would meet the Dáil next week we 
should have arrived at a very definite 
line to be adopted, and a definite recon- 
stitution of the Ministry. We should at 
least have given mature reflection to the 
whole situation as it exists, and to all 
its reactions and repercussions. This 
week has been a crowded and diflicult 
one, and the head of the Executive Coun- 
cil has been unfortunately laid up, con- 
fined to his house, and in such a position 
that we were told that it was not advis- 
able to trouble him unduly or unneces- 
sarily with public matters. 

Question: That the Dáil assent to 

the nomination of the President as 
Minister for Defence —put and agreed 
to. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I move the adjourn- 
mcnt until 3 p.m. on Tuesday next. 

The Dáil adjourned accordingly at 
6.35 p.m. until 3 p.m., Tuesday. 
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DÉ MÁIRT, 25adh MÁRTHA, 1924. 
( Tuesdaij, 25 th March , 1924.) 


Do ehuaidh an Ceann Comhairlc i 
gceannas ar a 3 a clog. 


THE COBH OUTRAGE. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : The Prc- 
sident, desires to make a special state- 
ment before Questions. 

The PRESIDENT : I regret to inform 
the Dáil that on last Friday evening an 
outrage unparalleled in our history was 
committed at Cobh. Four men dressed 
in the uniform of the Army drove in 
a powerful touring car through Cobh 
and pulled up at the landing-stage a 
minute or two prior t.o the arrival of a 
launch carrying a number of unarmed 
British soldiers of the Spike Island 
Garrison, who were coming on shore 
leave to Cobh. These soldiers were ac- 
companied by civilian friends. Im- 
mediately that the occupants of the 
launch disembarked two machine guns 
opened íire on them from the car, with 
the result that one soldier was mortally 
wounded, and an officcr and 17 soldiers 
were wounded—some dangerously and 
others seriously. Five other persons, 
including two women, were also 
wounded. The occupants of the car 
then drove back towards Cork at a 
furious pace, having opened fire on 
H.M.S. “ Scythe ” when they had pro- 
ceeded about 400 yards on their journey. 
Fortunately. no casualties occurred as 
a- result of this latter firing. 

It is impossible to find words to de- 
scribe this dastardly outrage. In its 
deliberation, and in its savagery it has 
no parallel. The soldiers were unarmed 
and defenceless. They were on the 
most friendly terms with the people of 
Cobh. They have been stationed at 
Spike Island for a considerable time, 
and have eamed the goodwill of all 
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the inhabitants of the neig'hbourhood. 
And when they come ashore to spend 
their few hours > leave amongst our 
people, they are mown down by 
machine-gun fire from four murderous 
ruffians wearing Army uniform. 

It is almost inconceivable that any 
civilised country could produce even 
four men who could plot and carry out 
a deed so foul and so callous. The 
annals of savagery may be searched, 
but I doubt if any worse instance of 
murderous cowardice can be found. It 
is a stain upon the honour of our coun- 
try which has made our people at home 
and our friends abroad hang their 
heads in shame. This terrible crime 
has eVoked universal reprobation. Ali 
parties and all creeds in Ireland have 
given expression to their horror at the. 
infamy. The one consolation we have 
is the knowledge that, outsidc the mur- 
derers themselves, there is no citizen 
who does not realise and abhor the 
cnormity of the crime. 

In the name of the Irish people I 
have tendered sympathy to thc victims 
of the outragc and to the Britisl* 
Nation. The Government will leavp 
no stone unturned to bring the erimi- 
nals to justice. A reward of £10,000 
for their detection has been offered, but 
I am confident that our people do not 
require any siich incentive to induce 
them to give their whole-hearted co- 
operation in the hunt for the mur- 
derers. Every possible step is being 
taken; the personal attention of the 
highest ofíicers of tbc State is being 
given to secure that they will not go 
unpunished. 

The Irish nation is bound to do all in. 
its power to alleviate the sufferings of 
the vietims of this horrible crime com- 
mitted on Irish soil, and the Govern- 
ment will see that such reparation as is 
possible will be made to the sufferers. 

The murderers could have had only 
one motive in their murderous minds— 
that of embroiling our people in a 
struggle with Great Britain. The gene- 
rosity of the British Nation in their re- 
ferences, both in the Press and in Par- 
liament, to the crime, and their sym- 
pathy to our country in the disgrace 
and humiliation which this abominable 
outrage has east upon us is a comfort- 
ing assurance of the strength of the 
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friendship between our peoples which 
has followed the Treaty between the 
nations. 

I realise that no remarks of mine ade- 
quately could represent the feelings of 
•the Government and of the Dáil on this 
oecasion. I can only ask the Dáil to 
join with me in expressing its abhor- 
rence of the foul deed and in tender- 
ing to the relatives of the dead and in- 
jured, and their relations, the sym- 
pathy of the Irish Nation in this wan- 
ton and murderous outrage. 

I move that the Dáil do now adjourn 
as an expression of that sympathy and 
as an evidence to the British Nation 
and to the civilised world of the regret 
and humiliation which we feel that 
such a erime should be committed in 
our country. 

Question proposed: “ That tho Dáil 
do now adjourn until 3 o’eloch to- 
morrow.” 

Mr. JOHNSON: I would like to say 
that the sympathy of the Dáil and the 
gountry undoubtedly goes out to all the 
people affected, to the relatives and 
friends of those injured. as well as to 
the British people, in this horrible and 
very awful affair. I do not think it re- 
quires strong language. I think that 
we all feel the shame; and it is rather 
an occasion for shame being expressed 
than for mere denuneiation. As re- 
gards the question of the adjournment, 
í suggest that.if we have very heavy 
business to-morrow, we ought not to 
adjourn until 3 o^lock, but rather ad- 
journ until 11 o’cloch. 

The PRESIDENT: I agree. 

Mr. GOREY: 1 wish to associate my- 


self with the remarks of Deputy John- 
son. When I read of this occurrence 
on Saturday morning I do not think I 
ever felt so humiliated and dcgraded in 
my life; I felt ashamcd of being an 
Irishman. Wherever I have gone in 
the past I have held up my head and 
I have been proud of being an Irish- 
man. Bor the first time in my existence, 
when I rcad of the Cobh outrage, I felt 
j ashamcd of being an Irishman. I am 
| ashamed that among our section of the 
human family four men could be íound 
Capable of doing what was done on that 
occasion at Cobh. I am ashamed that 
four men could be found to get below 
the level of the worst kind of the brute 
ereation. I wish to join in the expres- 
sion of sympathy with the relatives of 
the soldier who was killed and with 
those who have been so seriously in- 
í jured. The expression of sympathy 
í must go further. We all sympathiso 
: with each other and with the nation in 
| the dcgradation and the shame that has 
been brought upon us. My feeling in 
the matter is more a feeling of shame 
than anything else, and with Dcputy 
Johnson I join in tenderíng to the Pre- 
j sident, as the hcad of the nation, our 
svmpathy in the shame that has bceir 
brought upon us. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS:. I would 
like to associate myself with what has 
been said by Deputy Johnson and De- 
j puty Gorey, and to associate myself 
j particularly with the view that has 
beeh expressed by President Cosgrave. 

| Motion, as amended—“ That tlie Dáil 

' adjourn until 11 oVlock on Wednes- 
day, March 26th ”—put and agreed to. 


The Dáil adjourned at 3.15 p.m. 
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DÉ CÉADAOIN, 26adh MÁRTA, ]924. 
( Wednesday, 26 th March, 1924.) 


The eight men arrested in Pamell 
Street on 18th instant accepted the 
terms contained in the Memorandum 
referred to, and were released on 
parole. There have been no snrrenders 
of offieers or men in connection with 
the incidents. 


Do chnaidh an Ceann Comhairle i 
igceannas ar a 11 a clog. 

CEISTEANNA—QUESTIONS. 
ORAL ANSWERS. 

SURRENDER OF ARMS. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS asked the 
President if he will state how many per- 
sons v/ho left their posts or nnlawfully 
took arms and military stores during 
the recent mutiny have surrendered 
under the terms of the Executive Coun- 
cil Memorandum of the 18th instant as 
amended by his statement in this Dáil 
of the 20th; if he will state what arms 
and equipment have been surrendered 
in accordance with the provisions of the , 
same Memorandum; and if there are | 
any persons who have not yet surren- 
dered, ancl any arms and equipment 
that have not yet been returned. 

The PRESIDENT: The arms and 
military stores which have been sur- 
Tendered up to last night, are:— 

27 Lee Enfield rifles. 

3 Lewis guns. 

46 Lewis gun pans. 

21 Bayonets. 

2 sets of web equipment. 

17,500 rounds of .303 ammunition. 

1 bag of spare parts for Lewis 

gun. 

There are still missing:— 

138 rifles. 

9 Leyris guns. 

34,400 rounds of .303 ammunition. 

41 hand grenades. 

2 grenade rifles. 

2 revolvers. 

24 rounds of .450 revolver am- 
munition. 

20 sets of web equipment. 


AN INJURED CHILD. 

Mr. A. BYRNE asked the Minister 
for Finance if he is aware that an 
award of £20 has been made in the case 
of Kathleen Gains, 9, George’s Place, a 
child of ten years of age, who was in 
hospital for six months, and is now 
lame as a result of wounds received in 
May, 1922; and whether, having regard 
to the serious injurics sustained by this 
child, he will have the case recon-, 
sidered, with a view to increasing the 
award. 

MINISTER for FINANCE (Mr. 

Blythe): Thc Compensation (Personal 
Injuries) Cornmittec which heard this 
case was appointed by the Minister for 
Finance to recommend what. sums 
should in reason and fairness be paid 
in the sevcral cases falling within its 
terms of reference. 

There is no doubt that the Compen- 
sation (Pcrsonal Injuries) Committee 
gave careful and sympathetic considera- 
tion to each case, including the present 
one, which they investigated, and in the 
circumstances, as I feel confident that 
they took into consideration all the 
facts affecting the case, I do not con- 
sider that I would be justified in tak- 
ing the course suggested by the De- 
puty. 

GARAGE PROPRIETORS ’ COMPEN- 
SATION CLAIMS. 

fc TADHG p MURCHADHA (for Aodh 

O Cúlacháin) asked the Minister for 
Finance whcn it is proposed to set up a 
tribunal to deal with claims for com- 
• pensation lodged by garage proprietors 
' for motor yehicles sold by order of the 
British Government on account of the 
political activities of the owners of such 
vehicles. 

Mr. BLYTHE : The Government have. 
repeatedly brought to the notice of the 
British Govemment the necessity for 
expediting the establishment of a Tri- 
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bunal to hear cases of this kind, and 
negotiations are still being actively 
pursued. When a definite agreement 
on the outstanding points at issue has 
bcen reached, a public announcement 
will be issued without delay. 

DUBLIN GIRL WOUNDED. 

Mr. A. BYRNE asked the Minister 
for Finance if he is aware that Miss 
May White, aged 16 years, 71 Benburb 
Street, was wounded on 28th June, 
1922, and, as a rcsuít of her wound, had 
to give up her occupation and was at- 
tending hospital for two months; if he 
is aware that thc award in her case was 
only £10, and if he wili have the claim 
reconsidered. 

' Mr. BLYTHE : I have nothing to add 
to the reply already given to the De- 
puty to a previous question. 

CLAIM FOR LOST EYE. 

Mr. A. BYRNE asked the Minister 
for Finance if he is aware that Mrs. 
♦Maria Brennan, 49 Church Street, Dub- 
lin, was wounded during the fighting at 
the Four Courts, and, as a result, íost 
her left eye; if he is aware that the 
award made in this case is only £20, and 
if he will have this claim reconsidered 
with a view to granting a more ade- 
quate award. 

Mr. BLYTHE : I must refer the De- 
puty to the answer given to a previous 
question. 

Mr. BYRNE: ‘Arising out of the 
Minister's answer, may I ask him 
whether he considers £20 adequate com- 
pensation for a woman who lost her 
eye as a result of the shooting in the 
Four Courts? Does that award of £20 
coincide with the answer to the first 
question that reasonable and adequate 
compensation was beiner paid? 

Mr. BLYTHE : I have no doubt 
at all that the Committee, which 
includes a Judge, a doctor, and 
an independent outsider, did take the 
facts of the case into considera- 
tion. I do not know whether the 
Deputy has the facts right or not, but I 
believe this Committee has dealt fairly 
with the case, and will deal fairly with 


all cases coming before it. I will make 
inquiry as regards this particular case. 

Mr. BYRNE: I ask the Minister to 
make inquiry into that case as well as 
the eases of the two other persons 
seriously injured. I would point out 
that the total award for the three is £50 
—£50 to be divided between three 
citizens of Dublin. Can he say if he 
will give reasonable consideration to> 
the appeals of these people? 

Mr. BLYTHE: The last case is the 
only case that on the face of it seems to 
merit further consideration. 

DISADVANTAGES OF OLD AGE 
PENSION CLAIMANTS. 

EOGHAN O DOCHARTAIGH asked 
the Minister for Local Government 
whethcr he is aware that, owing to the 
dcstruction of the official records, 
claimants for old age pensions are 
placed at great disadvantage in satisfy- 
ing the Pensions Officer on the question 
, of age; and if he will issue to Local 
! Pensions Committees, for the informa- 
tion of claimants, explicit directions as 
to the nature of the evidence required 
by the Pensions Officer to establish the 
claims and the form in which it should 
be presented. * 

MINISTER for LOCAL GOVERN- 
MENT (Mr. Burke) : The suggestions 
made by the Deputy are at present 
under consideration in conjunction with 
the Ministcr for Finance. I shall in- 
form the Deputy as soon as possible of 
the result. In the meanwhile claimants 
can obtain all necessary information in 
connection with the matter from the 
Pensions Officers. 

RECONSTRUCTION OF CARLOW 
BRIDGES. 

TADHG O MURCHADHA (fcwr 
Eamon O Dubhghaill) asked the Mini- 
ster for Local Government if he ís 
aware that a large number of unem- 
ployed workers in Co. Carlow will not 
benefit by the road grant for trunk 
roads; w'hether, seeing that a large 
number of bridges require to be reeon- 
structed, he will undertake to facilitate 
the Carlow Co. Council by way of loan 



2299 Questions. DAIL EIREANN. Oral Answers. 2300 


[Tadhg 0 Murchadha.] 
iso as to undertake the reconstruction 
of those bridges and thereby relieve un- 
<employment. 

Mr. BURKE: Inquiry will be made 
as to the extent of the unemployment 
referred to. I am prepared to consider 
any application which the Carlow 
Count.y Council may makc for sanction 
to a loan to be raised by the Council for 
the reconstruction of damaged bridges. 

SLIGO CO. HOME COMMITTEE 
APPOINTMENTS. 

Major COOPER asked the Minister 
for Local Crovernment whethor iJie Co. 
Sligo County Home Committee appoin- 
ted three nurses for the Surgical Hos- 
pital on the 15th Septernber, 1923; 
whether thc sanction of his Depart- 
ment. has not yct been given to these 
appointments; if he will state the cause 
of the delay, and whether it is proposed 
to withhold sanction. 

Mr. BURKE: The answer to the first 
part of the qucstion is in the afíirma- 
tive. The proposed appointments were 
sanctioned oíi the 4th instant. Before 
sanction could be given it was neces- 
sary to ascertain whether any of the 
nurses in the institutions abolished 
undcr the amalgamation scheme would 
be suitable for re-employment under 
the Board of Health, and also to issue 
a General Order dealing with the trans- 
fer of of&cials of abolished Committees 
and Boards of Guardians t.o Boards of 
Health. 

ATHY RURAL COUNCIL APPOINT- 
MENT. 

TADHG 0 MURCHADHA (for 
Aodh 0 Cúlacháin) asked the Minister 
for Local Govcrnment if he will state 
the reason why the appoint.ment of Mr. 
Arthur O’Connor as Engineer to the 
Athy No. 1 Rural District Council, who 
was appointed on the 12th December, 
1923, has not been sanctioned, and 
whether sanction will be expedited so 
that Mr. O’Connor can take up duty. 

Mr. BURKE: As Mr. O’Connor was 
removed by Sealed Order from the 
position of Assistant County Surveyor, 
a question has arisen as to whether 


sanction should be accorded to íiie ap- 
pointment referred to. Purthermore, 
there are sorne doubts as to whether the 
appointment is necessary. A decision 
in the matter will be given as soon as 
possible. 

DUTIES OF INSPECTORS. 

SEOIRSE DE BHULBH asked the 
l Minister for Local Government if he is 
| awaro that considerable overlapping 
occurs in the duties performed by the 
| Inspectors of Dairies and Oowsheds and 
the Inspectors of Diseases of Animals, 
both of whom are part-time officers and 
usually have large areas to work in re- 
1 gard to the notiíication and treatment 
of tuberculpsis, and whether he will see 
if this state of aífairs can be remedied. 

Mr. BURKE : I am aware of the need 
for better co-ordination of various 
functions concerning Public Health ser- 
vices at present discharged by officers 
of Jocal authorities. This will be 
secured in legislation shortly to be 
introduced. 

NEW ROSS ARMY ACCOUNT. 

RISTEARD MAC FHEORAIS asked 
i the Minister for Defenee if repeated ap- 
I plications have been made to his De- 
| partment by Mr. John Murphy, of John 
Street, New Ross, asking that a sum of 
£278 15s. 2d. should be paid to him, for 
work done; and if so, whether he will 
undertake to have payment expedit£d. 

! MINISTExc for DEFENCE (The 

I President): I regret that the receipt of 
! a claim for the amount mentioned 
cannot be traced. Mr. Murphy has, 
however, been asked to furnish details 
of the claim which, when received, will 
be considered with the least possible 
delay. 

SHANGARRY (CO. CARLOW) 

. APPLICATION. 

TADHG 0 MURCHADHA (for 
Eamon 0 Dubhghaill) asked the Minis- 

tér for Defence whether he will expe- 
dite . payment of claim on behalf of. 
Patrick Fenelon, Shangarry, Myshall, 
Co. Carlow, who has made repeated 
applications without result. 
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The PRESIDENT: A cheque for 
£156 12s. 8d., in full settlement of the 
claim, was issued to Mr. Fenelon’s 
solieitor on the 20th instant. 

ARMY RE-ORGANISATION. 

Major COOPER asked the Minister 
for Defence whether he will lay on 
the Table of the í)áil the scheme for 
Army re-orí?anisation. 

The PRESIDENT: It is proposed to 
circulate a White Paper explanatory 
of the Army estimates whcn these are 
being plaeed before the Dáil. This 
paper will givc details of the Army 
organisation on whieh the Estimates 
for 1924-25 are based. 

Major COOPER: Arising out of that 
answer, is the Minister aware that this 
printed paper has been eirculated to 
the Press? Should not the members 
of the Dáil be in an equally favourable 
position as the members of the Press, 
and not have to go to back numbers 
of the newspapers to obtain this in- 
formation ? 

The PRESIDENT: I was not aware 
of the fact that it was eireulated to 
the Press, but I will undertake to 
make enquiries into it and to see that 
the like of that will not occur again. 

CO. CORK ARMY ACCOUNT. 

TADHG 0 MURCHADHA asked the 
Minister for Defence whether payment 
of Army accounts for hardware, food- 
stuffs, and billeting, amounting to £80 
5s. 8d., due to Mr. John J. Kingston, 
Drimolcague, Co. Cork, and furnished 
six times, will now be made. 

The PRESIDENT: A number of ac- 
counts have been received from Mr. 
Xingston, and cheques in settlement 
have been issued. I regret it is not 
clear how the amount mentioned is 
made up, and shall therefore be glad to 
have full particulars showing how it is 
arrived at. 

COBE BILLETINO ACCOUNT. 

TADHO 0 MURCHADHA asked the 
Minister for Defence whether payment 1 
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of a billeting account, amounting to £8 
lOs. 0d., due to John O’Regan, 15 South 
Main Street, Bandon, Co. Cork, will be 
expedited. 

The PRESIDENT : An account f or £8 
lOs. Od. was received from Mr. 0 ’Regan, 
but on investigation it was found that 
it had been already included in a claim 
of £43 3s. Od. which was assessed at 
£34 14s. Od. This amount was paid to 
the claimant on the 2nd April, 1923. 

KINGSCOURT (CO. CAVAN) 
PATALITY. 

TADHG 0 MURCHADHA (for Aodh 

0 Cúlacháin) aslced the Minister for 
Defenee if he is aware that Private 
Thomas Martin, who joined the Na- 
tional Army at Edenderry on the lst 
October, 1922, and who was killed by 
the accidental discharge of a com- 
rade's rifle at Kingscourt, Co. Cavan, 
on the 16th January, 1923, was the only 
support of his father, Laurence Martin, 
of Drehid, Carbury, Co. Kildare, who 
is an invalid, and whether the Minister 
will favourably consider the granting 
of a gratuity in the case. 

The PRESIDENT : The Ministry is 
aware that Mr. Martin relied to some 
extent for his support on his son 
Thomas. A claim for a gratuity is re- 
ceiving sympathetic consideration. 

UNPAID DEPENDENT S ALLOW- 
ANCE. 

TADHG 0 MURCHADHA (for 
Aodh 0 Cúlacháin) asked the Minister 
for Defence if he is aware that Mrs. 
Mary Cooper, of Market Square, New- 
bridge, Co. Kildare, has not received 
dependent’s allowance for the last three 
months in respect of her son, Private 
George Cooper, Army No. 3327, 61st 
Battalion, Union Barracks, Ballina, Co. 
Mayo, and whether the Minister will 
give instructions for all arrears to be 
paid immediately. 

The PRESIDENT : Mrs. Cooper’s al- 
lowance was paid up to the 30th Decem- 
ber last, the date of her son's re-atter- 
tation. Under Defence Order No. 30 
dependent’s allowance is not issuable 
in the case of a soldier who re-attests. 
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CO. CORK BOY’S INJURIES. 

TADHO 0 MURCHADHA asked the 
Minister for Defenee whether he is 
aware that a boy named John D. Dono- 
van, of Timoleague, Co. Cork, was per- 
manently maimed as a result of a shot 
fired by a military sentry at Timo- 
league, Co. Cork, on 8th April, 1923; 
whether thc amount of compensation 
offered was £5, and whether, in view of 
the injuries sustained by the boy Dono- 
van, the award will be increased. 

The PRESIDENT : I am not aware 
that John Donovan was permancntly 
maimed. The sum of £5 was not oífered 
as compensation, but as an ex-gratia 
payment to help to eover ineidental ex- 
penses. As there is no legal liability 
on the military authorities to pay any 
compensation, I regrct that it is not 
practicable to increase the sum men- 
tioned. 

Mr. MUBPHY : May I ask the 
Minister if he is aware that. this boy 
has lost the use of his arm entirely, 
and that he is willing to submit him- 
self to any medical examination in 
order to prove that the statement is 
true? 

The PRESIDENT: I am advised 
that the liability of the Government. 
cannot be sustained, that is to say, the 
•legal liability of the Govcrnment. 

Mr. MURPHY: Is the Minister 
aware that the sentry who fired the 
shot was on duty and was imprisoned 
as a result of that action? 

The PRESIDENT: I am not aware 
of that fact. I will look into the mat- 
ter again. I am advised there is no 
legal liability. 

A CASTLEPOLLARD PRISONER. 

Mr. PATRICE W. SttAW asked the 
Minister for Defence if it would now 
be possible to release Thomas Gaffney, 
CastlepolIard, # at present detained in 
custody, in view of the fact that his 
friends are willing to give any bail 
that .might be reauired, 

The PRESIDENT: The question of 
releasing Mr. Gaflfney is being consi- 


dered, and the decision will be com- 
municated to the Deputy as soon as 
possible. 

A EILDANOAN POSTMAN. 

SEOIRSE DE BHULBH asked the 
Postmaster-General if he will consider 
the claim of P. Mooney, a man with 
onc arm, who haS been postman in 
the Kildangan, Co. Kildare, district 
for 30 years, and who is under notice 
to terminate his engagement on March 
29th, for a pension or gratuity. 

POSTMASTER - GENERAL (Mr. 

Walsh): I am having enquiry made 
into Mr. Moone^^s case, and will com- 
municate the result to the Deputy as 
soon as possible. 

A RILDARE POSTMAN. 

TADHO 0 MURCHADHA (for Aodh 

0 Cúlacháin) asked the Postmaster- 
General if he is aware that his Depart- 
ment is about to dismiss a postman 
named Patriclc Morrissey, Rickards- 
town, Monasterevan, who delivers in 
the Rickardstown area; whether as this 
man has 24 years’ service and has lost 
one arm, and also has a wife and two 
children to support, instructions will be 
given to retain this man in the Postal 
Service. 

Mr. WALSH: There is no part-time 
postman of the name of Patrick Mor- 
rissey in the Riekardstown (Monastere- 
van) district. The Deputy's question 
evidently refers to Mr. Patrick Mooney, 
auxiliary postman at Kildangan, to 
whom the previous question and answer 
relate. 

EMPLOYMENT OF IRISH AORICUL- 
TURAL LABOURERS IN FRANCE. 

TOMAS MAC EOIN asked the Minis- 
ter for Agriculture if he can give any 
information as to any arrangeménts 
made or in contemplation with the 
Minister for Agriculture of the French 
Bepublic for the employment of Irish 
agricultural labourers in France. 

MINISTER for AGRICULTURE 

(Mr. Hogan) : No arrangement has been 
made- 7 -nor is any in contemplation— 
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with the French Ministry of Agricnl- 
ture for the employment of Irish agri- 
cultural labourers in France. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Is the Minister 
aware that the International Labour 
Office circulatcd a statement to the 
effect that arrangements are being 
made with French organisations and 
the Irish organisations for the employ- 
ment of agricultural labourers in 
France? 

Mr. HOGAN : What I said is that , 
no arrangements had been made nor j 
was there anything contemplated. I 
There was a proposal made to the 
Ministry of Industry and Commerce, 
and considered by them with the 
French Consul representing the Freneh 
Ministry of Agriculture. The proposal 
was considered in detail, and it Avas de- 
cided by both that there was nothing 
in it, and that it was not feasible. 

WRITTEN ANSWER. 
MISSING PARCEL. 

Mr. P. W. SHAW asked the Post- 
master-General if a parccl containing 
valuables addressed to Mrs. Mary 
Cunningham, Littleton, Pigeons, Ath- 
lone, on the 12th of February, has as 
yet been traced; if he is aware that 
the parcel in question was posted in 
Paris, and the applieant is seriously 
inconvenienced by its non-delivery. 

Mr. WALSH: The receipt of the 
parcel referrcd to cannot be traced in 
this country, and the applicant has 
been asked to supply some further 
particulars with regard to it. 

DAIL VACANCIES FILLED. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : I have 
received the following from the Clerk: 

I have to report that Mr. Bar- 
tholomew O’Connor has been elected 
to fill the vacancy in the represen- 
tation in the Dáil of the County 
Constituency of Dublin. 

Deputies James O’Mara and Bartho*- 
lomew O’Connor have fulfilled the 
conditions under Article 17 of the 
Constitution, and have accordingly 
taken their seats. 

Vol. 6. 
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ARREST OF A DEPUTY. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : I have 

received the following communica- 
tion from the Chief Magistrate of the 
City of Dublin:— 

[Copy.] 

* Metropolitan Police Courts, 
Inns Quay, Dublin. 

24th March, 1924. 

A Dhuine Uasail,— 

Through you, I beg to inform the 
members of Dáil Eireann that Henry 
Coyle, Teaehta Dála for North 
Mayo, has been arrested under a 
warrant issued by me on the 15th 
March instant, to Superintendent 
Peter Ennis, of Detective Division, 
D.M.P., on the information of In- 
spector Patrick O’Connell, of the 
said Division, and of one Patrick 
James 0’Malley, that the said IIenry 
Coyle did, on the 18th October, 1923, 
at 8 and 9, Upper Ormond Quay r 
Dublin, by a false pretence and with 
| intent to defraud, fraudulently in- 
duce said Patrick 0’Malley to en- 
dorse a valuable security, to wit, a 
bank cheque for £450. 

I beg to state also that the said 
IIenry Coyle, on Saturday, 22nd 
Mareh, instant, appeared before me 
on that eharge, that he has been 
remanded by me until Thursday t 
next, 27th instant, and that he has* 
been given the option of bail in two 
sureties of £500 cach, but no sureties 
are yet forthcoming. 

Is mise, le h-árd urraim agam ort, 

(Sgd.) EDMOND LUPTON, 
Chief Magistrate. 

THE ARMY SITUATION. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Before proceeding 
with the Orders of the Day, will the 
Dáil be informed as to what are the in- 
tentions regarding to-day’s businessí 

Mr. BLYTHE: It is suggested that 
the Juries Amendment Bill and the 
i Summer Time Bill should be taken first. 

The PRESIDENT: That is the pro- 
posal. Those Bills will occupy only a 
very short space of time, and then wo 
will take up the financial business. It 
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[The President.] 

is proposed to adjourn at half-past one 
or two o’eloch for one hour, or an hour 
and a halí, aecording as Deputies will 
decide. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Is it pro- 
posed to take any business in addition 
to the Juries Amendment Bill and the 
Summer Time Bill? 

Mr. BLYTHE: We also propose to 
take the Vote on Account. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Before going ahead 
with that, are we to undcrstand that it 
is on the financial business we are to 
have some information regarding the 
Army position? * 

Major COOPER : Might I suggest 
that the suitable opportunity for infor- 
toation of that kind will be given by 
the Central Fund Bill, which, I take it, 
corresponds with the Coijsolidated 
Fund Bill in another place. The whole 
administration can thon be discussed. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I would like to point 
Out that the Dáil require to have sonie 
information as to the position sincc 
last Thursday; if the Ministcr says that 
on a particular item on the Order 
Paper such information is to be vouch- 
safed to the Dáil, then we will undcr- 
stand where we are. Otherwise we will 
have to find means of demanding infor- 
# toation on some of the financial items. 

The PRESIDENT: Yes, thcre would 
be an opportunity on the Army Vote in 
this Vote on Account for a statement 
or a criticism on the general Army 

situation. 

Major COOPER : That would deprive 
us of the opportunity of criticising the 
Army Administration in detail. A 
good many Deputies want to bring for- 
ward specific cpmplaints as regards 
Army administration on matters such 
as the non-payment of accounts and 
other things of that kind. If we once 
get to a general debate it would be im- 
possible to bring these forward, and the 
Estimates on account are exactly the 
occasion on which they ought to be 
brought forward. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : A more 
suitable occasion, I suggest, would be 
tbe Central Fund Bill. 


The PRESIDENT: I am agreeable. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Is that to be taken 
before the Estimates have been 
adopted? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : No. 

That is the drawback to the suggestion. 
The Central Fund Bill cannot be taken 
before the Estimates have been adopted. 

Mr. JOHNSON: In that case, will the 
President take an opportunity by mov- 
( ing the adjournment to make a state- 
i ment such as is required. Then we 
i could discuss the matter and come to 
the Estimates afterwards. The. Esti- 
mates range over a considerable num- 
ber of subjects, including the Executive 
Council and the Army, and I think it 
I would be unfortunate if we were foreed 
to raise these questions on these two 
Votes. 

Major COOPER: I am very anxious 
to economise time ? Would it be pos- 
sible to have the statement made on 
the motion for going into Committee on 
I Finance? That would come before the 
Estimates and would save moving the 
adjournment. 

Mr. DAVIN: When the Dáil ad- 
journed last Thursday it did so on a de- 
finite undorstanding from the Acting 
President that the Govcrnment required 
I .time to go into matters that had arisen 
J on the Tuesdav. Yesterday the Acting 
President informed the Dáil, on the 
motion for the adjournment, that they 
would be in a position to make a state- 
: ment in connection with the reeonstruc- 
| tion of the Ministry and whatever other 
matters arose, and I think we are en- 
titled to have that statement or some 
explanation as to why that statement 
should not now be made. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : There 
are three items on the Paper that the 
President desires to take, apart from 
financial matters. The first is the Re- 
port of the Comptroller and Auditor- 
General for the year 1922-23, and that 
merely involves an order to print the 
Report presented to the Dáil. The 
others—Juries Amendment, and the 
Summer Time Bills—it is stated will not 
take much time. After that the Presi- 
dent could make a statement, and the 
discussion could be taken until a fixed 
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time, after which there could be an ad- 
journment for lunch, and then the Esti- 
mates couid be taken. 

The PRESIDENT : Yes. 

AN OEANN COMHAIRLE : What 
time shall we íix? 

The PRESIDENT: 12.30. 

Mr. JOHNSON: May I suggest that 
fixing a time in that definite way may 
not be quite satisfactory, because it is 
impossible to know beforehand what 
time will be requircd to discuss a matter 
oí this moment. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : That is a 
matt-er for the President. 

The PRESIDENT : I am agreeable to 
take it at half-past, twclve. 

AN CEANN COMHAIELE: Immedi- 
at,ely after the three items I have meiv 
tioned? 

The PRESIDENT: Yes. 

REPORT OF COMPTROLLER AND 

AUDITOR-GENERAL FOR THE 
YEAR 1922-23. 

MINISTER for FINANCE (Mr. 
Blythe) : I beg to move that the Rcport 
be printed and circulated. 

Major COOPER: May I ask the Mini- 
ster if he proposes to put down a 
motion for the appointment of a Public 
Accounts Committee? It would be the 
natural corollary. 

Mr. BLYTHE: Yes. 

Question put and agreed to. 

JURIES (AMENDMENT) BILL, 1924 
—PIPTH STAOE. 

MINISTER for HOME AFFAIRS 
(Mr. O’Higgins) : I move that the Bill 
do now pass. Since the Report Stage I 
have been considering the particular 
point raised by Deputy Johnson with 
regard to Section 4. The Deputy ques- 
tioned whether it was not worded i 
rather too widely, and on that occasion 
—the Report Stage—I doubted whether 
any amendment was necessary. Since 


then I have looked further into the 
point, and taken advice upon it, and I 
am now of opinion that at lcast it is ad- 
visable to remove any doubt by altering 
the wording of that Section. The Sec- 
tion, as it stands, reads: 4 4 In addition 
to the persons now disqualified for serv- 
ing on juries, any pcrson who is not 
rogistered as a Dáil or Local Govern- 
mem elector shall be absolutely dis- 
qualified from serving on any Jury, 
Inquest, or Enquiry whatsoever. *’ The 
arnendmcnt which I have drafted would 
delete the words “ Inquest or Enquiry 
whatsoever,” and would insert after the 
word “ Jury ” the words “ or Inquest 
# othcr than an Inquest held by a Coro- 
ner by virtue of his office.” That may 
be held to be more than a verbal amonu- 
ment allowed at this stage of the Bill, 
and ií! t hat is so I would undertake to 
have it rnoved in the Seanad. 

1 AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: I have 
not seeh the amendment, and, therefore, 
cannot give a ruling on it. It cannot 
be taken now. 

Mr. 0 ’HIGGINS : Very well; I rnove 
“ That the Bill do now pass. M 

Mr. JOHNSON: I do not want to 
d : vide the House on this motion, but 
I would like to have it recorded that 
I voted against the Bill. 

Question put and declared carried.* 

SUMMER TIME BILL, 1924- 
FOURTH STAOE. 

Mr. O'HIGGINS: I movc that the 
I3ill be now rcceived for iínal consi- 
deration. 

Qnestion put and agreed tó. 

Mr. 0 ’HIGGINS : I would very much 
like to get t.he íifth stage now if there 
was general consent. 

Mr. GOREY: I take up the same 
attitude with regard to this Bill that 
Deputy Johnson took with regard to 
the Juries (Amendment) Bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Will the Minister 
make a case for urgency in this 
matter? 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: The urgency lies 
in the fact that it is advisable to get 
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it to the Seanad immediately, because 
the sittings of the Seanad are so ar- 
ranged that it will be very near the 
date on which the Bill is to come into 
operation before I could rely on its 
becoming law, remembering that seven 
days have to expire before the Bill 
becomes operative after it is passed. 

AN OEANN COMHAIRLE : The 

suspension of the Standing Orders will 
have to be moved before this motion 
can be agreed to, and the rcquest to 
move a motion to suspend the neces- 
sary Standing Order will need to have I 
the support of 53 Dcputics. However, I 
there does appear to be urgency in so« 
far as there is a fixed date in the Bill, 
which was postponed for certain rea- 
sons previously. Deputies supporting 
the rcquest to reeeive a motion for the 
suspension of the Standing Orders will 
please risc in thcir places. 

The requisite nurnber not having 
been obtained, the motion was not 
made. 

Final stage ordered for Tucsday, . 
lst April. 

ARMY POSITION. 

PRESIDENT’S STATEMENT. 

The PRESIDENT : General 0’Duffy 
reports that the Army position is nor- 
mal, that conditions generally are satis- 
factory, and that discipline is being 
maintained. Munitions which were re- 
moved from two barracks in the Dub- 
lin Command have been returned. I 
have to make a reservation, however, 
with regard to that: that complete 
checking has not yet been finished. 
There is a question of doubt with re- 
gard to one particular instrument. The 
total number of officers involved in the 
affair generally, according to the latest 
information furnished to me, is some- 
thing under 100. The number of resig- 
nations is somewhere about forty, and 
the number of officers who have ab- 
sented themselves from their posts is 
about fifty. A complete list has not 
yet been furnished to the Executive 
Council ori this point. I should say 
that what has happened down in Lei- 
trim, with regard to the apprehending 
of a man named Keegan, supports the 


claim that normal conditions are the 
rule down there, as is evidenced by the 
fact of this man's arrest. There are 
few people in the country who have 
given a greater amount of trouble, and 
many attempts have becn made up to 
this to apprehend him. I much regret 
the death of an officer in connection 
with that affair. 

I have no further information with 
regard to the Cobh incident, but the 
work of tracing and apprehending the 
perpetrators is going ahead, and quite 
a number of reports has been received 
and information íurnished. There has 
bcen a general desire, as far as the in- 
formation plaeed before me is con- 
ccrned, on the part of cvcry person, to 
assist in tracing the perpetrators of 
that very foul dced, but I have nothing 
further to say with regard to any real 
success in tracing the perpetrators. 

Mr. JOHNSON: It is with the utmost* 
regret that one has to assume that the 
Prcsident’s illness has kcpt him so mis- 
informcd as to the position of affairs in 
the Dáil last week, as to suggest, even 
to his mind, that a statement such as he 
has made is a satisfactory answer to the 
question that was put to him. Surely, 
the President knows that the Dáil is in 
need of information as to the position 
resulting from the proceedings of last 
week in the Army and in the Executive 
Council. If the information that the 
President has given is all that hc is pre- 
pared to give, then, of course, we know 
that we are being fooled as a Dáil. I 
will say no more at this stage. 

The PRESIDENT: The only other 
point which I did not think was con- 
nected with that was the appointment 
of another Minister. I should say that 
I have not had time yet to deal with 
that. 

Since my return to duty we have 
had but one Executive Council meet- 
ing, and at that meeting there was 
quite an amount of business to be 
transacted. I am not in a position 
now to make any further announce- 
ment, but I believe that within a day, 
or possibly two days, it raay be pos- 
sible to do so. I should say that the 
Ministry of Defence is a very exten- 
sive Ministry, and the amount of time 
it absorbs is very considerable. I 
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think Deputies generally will under- | 
stand that, having regard to the num- 
ber of occasions upon which the ex- 
Minister for Defence was absent from 
the IIousc. 1 expect that within 
twenty-four, or possibly forty-eight 
hours, I will be in a position to deal 
with the other matters that, I think, 
Deputy Johnson has in *his mind. I 
would be very sorry that he or any 
other Deputy in the Dáil would think 
that there was any intention, innocent 
or otherwisc, on the part of the Exe.- 
cutive Council, or on my own part, 
to fool the Dáil. 

Mr. GOREY: To my mind, the state- 
ment the Presidcnt has made is a very 
bald statement. He has not referred 
to the Army position down the coun- 
try. Is he aware, I ask, that a consi- 
derable number of mcn undcr arms, 
probably from the Templemore area, 
have been about, and I do not know 
at the momont but that they are still 
about, the Kilkenny-Tipperary border? 

I know that they were there on Fri- 
day and Saturday. I would also like 
to know the position with regard to 
the reported resignations, and all the 
rest, in the Cabinet and in the Gov- 
ernment party. The newspapers were 
full of this sort of thing, and I think 
it would be very wholesome if a state- 
ment were made from the Govcrnment 
benches affirming or denying these re- 
ports. Thcre is also a bit of anxiety 
in our minds with regard to the 
Government attitude on this question. 

It is a delicate subject, and I do not 
like to say much about it. A good 
many people in the country think that 
a certain section who organised them- 
selves in the Army are having unduly 
favourable treatment, or that they are 
getting consideration that in the cir- 
cumstances I, for one, think they do 
not deserve. I do not want to say 
more about the matter, having regard 
to the delicacy of the position. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I beg to give notice 
that I shall ask leave to move the 
adjournment of the Dáil to call atten- 
tion to a matter of urgency and of 
public importance, namely, charges 
made by the ex-Minister for Industry 
and Commerce that understandings 
with Army officers máde on behalf of 
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the Executive Council have been 
broken, and that assurances were given 
that mutinous officers were to be re- 
instated. The President has failed, I 
think, to give satisfaction to the Dáil 
as regards the position, and I submit, 
in view of the few paragraphs of in- 
formation he did give, that these 
rather confirm the necessity for deal- 
ing with these matters. For instance, 
he told us that a complete list of the 
resignations and abstentions had not 
yet been furnished to the Executive 
Council. Surely that is a matter on 
which the Dáil has a right to have 
some information. I am astonished 
that the President should think that 
the Dáil can be fobbed off with the 
kind of information that he has given 

tO'US. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE. Will 

twelvc Deputies support the request of 
Deputy Johnson that the Ordcr Paper 
be suspended? 

The neccssary number of Deputies 
having risen, 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Under 
the Standing Orders, if we were sitting 
from 3 o’cloch until 8.30, the Order 
Paper would be suspcnded at 7 
o’cloch for the consideration of this 
matter. As we mect early to-day, per- 
haps we could come to an agreement 
as to what time thls motion would bc 
taken. 

Mr. DARRELL PIGGIS: Would 5 
o’cloclí bc agreeable? 

Mr. BLYTHE: I think there is some 
little difficulty about deciding the mat- 
ter of time. Owing to these things 
that have arisen financial business has 
been postponed and is very late. It 
will bc neeessary to get the Supple- 
mentary Estimates considered and the 
Central Fund Bill through all its 
stages before to-morrow night. It is 
necessary that the Central Fund Bill 
should go to the Seanad on Friday, 
and probably it will be necessary for 
the Dáil to meet* on Monday, in caso 
the Seanad make any recommenda- 
tions. Recommendations made by the 
Seanad to a Money Bill must be cou- 
sidered by the Dáil before the Money 
Bill can be sent to the Governor-Gen- 
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eral. It is necessary that the Bill 
shonld go to the Governor-General by 
Monday evening at latest. So that 
really the Central Fund Bill must go 
through all its stages by to-morrow, 
and these Estimates, of course, must 
go through before the Central Fund 
Bill; so that it is a matter for decid- 
ing whether we would take a certain 
amount of time for the Army business, 
and resume and sit late, at any rate 
so disposing of this matter, that we 
shall have time to get the Estimates 
considered and the Central Fund Bill i 
through by to-morrow night. 

Hr. DARRELL FIGGIS : May I sug- 
gest that if the matter were taken at 
5 o’clocfc and enough business had qot 
been gone through by 5 o’clock there 
might be agreement to let the motion 
to adjourn pass at 8 o’cloch, then 
revert to the Orders of the Day, and 
continue until such time as the business 
would be completed. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Might I suggest to 
the Minister for his serious considera- 
tion that it will probably be very much 
easier to get the Estimates considered 
after the matter which we will require 
to raise has been disposed of. It would 
be quite impossible to discuss Estimate 
No. 3, for instance, No. 58, and perhaps 
No. 64, without raising incidentally 
many matters which might well be dis- 
posed of much more satisfactorily * 
if the Ministry is prepared to give the 
Dáil satisfaction on the question which 
has been agitating the minds of the 
people for the last fortnight. I would 
suggest that some of what might pro- 
bably be the less contentious Estimates 
might be taken and then an early hour 
íixed for the motion for the adjourn- 
ment, immediately after the luncheon 
adjournment, I suggest. 

The PRESIDENT: The difficulty I 
see with regard to that is if we come 
back after lunch and if the adjourn- 
, ment is moved then. would it mean that 
we have an adjournment for the day, 
or does the Deputy agree that the 
adjournment should • be to 5 or 6 
o'clock, so that we could return and 
finish the business? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: If the 

President opposes the motion for the 


adjournment and succeeds in defeating 
it then we will not adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT: Very good. I am 
prepared to take it after 3 o ’clock. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: To take 

the motion at 3 o’clock? 

The PRESIDENT: My proposal is 
that we would adjourn from 2 o’clock 
to 3, and when we come back fhe 
question can be raised, and I take it 
the matter will be then whether or not 
we adjourn. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : The 

Order Paper will bc suspended at 3 
o'cloch for the consideration of a mat- 
ter of urgent public importanee on a 
motion for the adjournment.^ The Dáil 
will go into Committee on Finance for 
the eonsideration of Supplementar/ 
Estimates. 

Major COOPER: On tbis motion- 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : What is 
the motion? 

Major COOPER: The motion that 
we go into Committee on Finance. 

AN CEÁNN COMHAIRLE: We 

have not been in the habit of propos- 
ing anv such motion. We have been in 
the halbit of going into Committee on 
Finance without question put. Per- 
haps there is a question ihat the 
Dcputy wants to raise? 

Major COOPER: The point I wan w 
to raise is that we have suddenly had 
a Vote on Account substituted for the 
Supplementary Estimates which have 
been on the Order Paper for the last 
fortnight. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: We 

have not. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: They are 

not. They are separate items. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: It is not 

a substitution; it is an addition. In 
connection with the discussion on Sup- 
plementary Estimates, I would like to 
remind Deputies that the debate on 
Supplementary Estimates is restricted 
j to the particular items contained in 
1 the Estimates for which grants are 
\ sought. The debate, -therefore, doea 



2317 Estimates. 26 Mahch, 1924. Ministrv of Finance. 3318 


not touch the general policy of a Dr- 
partment except in so far as sueh 
policy, or expenditure, is brought be- 
fore the Committee by the itcms con- 
tained in the Supplementary or Excess 
Estimates. For example. some Deputy 
mentioned that on the Supplementary 
Estimates for the Army Deputies de- 
sired to raise questions as to the delay 
in the payment of accounts. 

Major COOPER : Not on the Supple- 
mentary Estimates. btit on the Vote on 
Account for the Army. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: On the 

Supplementary Estimates for the Army 
there is a token Vote asked for 
gratuities payable on demobilisation to 
certain oflficers with prolonged (includ- 
'ing pre-truce) sorvice. The debate will 
therefore be confined to that partieular 
item. I want to make Deputies , minds 
clear on that question. 

Mr. JOHNSON : I take it that when a 
matter is an entirely new one, that is, 
not additional to an already voted sum, 
that the poliey of the Executive Coun- 
cil or the administratioii of that Dc- 
partment which rcsults in the require- 
ment of that new item is subject to 
discussioní 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Yes. the 
policy involved in the new expenditure 
is always a subject for discussion. 

COMMITTEE ON PINANCE. 

ESTIMATES FOR PUBLIC 
SERVICES. 

MINISTR7 OF FINANCE. 

Mr. BLTTHE: I propose: “ That a 
supplementary sum not exceedin^ 
£3,000 be granted to defray the charge 
triiich will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of Marcb, 1924, for salaries and ex- 
penses of the Ministry of Finance.” 

The additional requirement for this 
Sub-head A of £4,950 arises in respect 
of the very large staflp that is cngaged 
in the investigation and payment of 
compensation claims, property losses, 
and personal injuries. 

At the beginning of this financial 
year the payment of the Compensation 
Commission awards in re- 
it o’clocJc. spect of pre-truce damage 
was very much in arrears. 
Now the payments, with certain excep- 


tions, have been brought up to date. It 
has been necessary to employ a very 
large supplementary staflf, and it was 
also necessary that a personnel should 
be employed in connection with the 
post-truce property claims. The inves- 
tigalion of personal injury claims has 
necessitated an additional staflí. We 
have employed at present by way of a 
temporary staff, 40 in connection with 
pre-truce compensation; post-truce, 26-, 
personal injuries, 14. In connectiou 
with that work, in the Ministry itself 
generally dealing with this type of 
work, there is a special temporary staff 
of 23; that is, a total tcmporary staff 
1 of 103 people has had to be brought into 
being for the purpose of dealing 
with this very large amount of 
work in connection with compensation, 

1 both prc-truce and post-truce, and both 
for property injuries and personal in- 
juries. The amount of savings on the 
speeial sub-head of £2,000 is largely 
travelling expenses, and in some offices 
like the Pa^master’s office, a reduction 
on salaries below what was anticipated. 

Mr. JOHNSON: For the purpose of 
re-demanding acquiescence and obedi- 
ence to the resolution of the Dáil, I 
want to raise the question of the failure 
of the Ministry of Finance to supply to 
the Dáil the return regarding these pay- 
ments to the staffs of the Oireachtas, 
which was voted, I think, some day ín 
January last, and notwithstanding very 
many requests that the Dáil should be 
obeyed in that matter, the Ministry of 
Finance, which I believe is the Depart- 
ment responsible, has not submitted to 
the Dáil the return demanded and re- 
quired. 

It will be remembered that the Minis- 
ter suggested that the responsibility 
lay with the staff of the Oireachtas. I 
cannot say anything about that, but the 
Ministry of Finance pays for it, and I 
understand the Ministry of Finance is 
the Department that takes on itself the 
responsibility of making returns on all 
matters affecting finance. Conse- 
quently, I take it that it is the failure 
of this staff, for which additional sums 
are required, by way of salaries, that is 
responsible for this disobedience to the 
resolution of the Dáil. That resolution 
was that a retum should be laid on the 
Table of the payments hitherto made te 
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the various members of the staff, and 
the payments that would be made in 
accordance with the Report of the Com- 
mittee which had been set up. I main- 
tain that it is quite necessary that the 
Dáil should know what its position is 
regarding the payments of these 
various officers, high and low. When 
we are asked to vote certain sums for 
payments we ought to have at least 
some information as to what the in- 
creased cost is to be, if any, and to 
whom those increases will accrue. That 
was the purpose of the motion, for a 
return of that kind which the Dáil 
agreed to, but two months at least have 
passed and the return, which probab1y 
would not take more than an hour to 
compile, has not yet been furnished. 

Mr. BLYTHE : I have nothing to say 
about that matter exccpt to apologise 
to the Dáil for it. I think it is a mattcr 
of indift'erence by whom the informa- 
tion should be furnished. It should 
have been furnished, and as far as I am 
concerned, I will undertake that it will 
be furnished this afternoon. I regret 
the fact that it has not been furnished. 

Mr. DAVIN: I want to ask the Minis- 
ter a questión in regard to a matter 
which was raised here some three or 
four months ago, and on which there 
does not appear to have been any de- 
cision yet come to. 1 refer to the ques- 
tion of the bad policy of the Ministry in 
depriving a certain number of people of 
payment of compensation for pre-truce 
damage, because of their alleged sym- 
pathies or active co-operation with the 
Irregular forccs during the period of 
the recent civil strife. The Minister on 
the occasion on which the matter was 
raised here some months ago, promised 
to go into the matter in a sympathetie 
way, but as far as I can learn, from a 
few cases I am aware of, nothing has 
been done* that would enable these 
peoplc to get compensation, to which, 
I believe, they are rightly entitled, for 
damage done in pre-truce days. 

Mr. BLYTHE : I cannot say whether 
in every case the money has been paid, 
and I suppose it has, but I do 
know that in a very largc nnmber 
of these cases where the monoy had 
been held up, it has now been paid. 
Therc might be individuals in certain 


distriets whom it would be regarded as 
undesirable even yet to pay, because if 
the pcrsons who would be getting tbe 
money are people who, it is felt, would 
be likely to be encouraged in a certain 
line of conduct by getting it, it might 
be regarded as desirable still to hold it 
up. But the policy now is, where there 
is no disturbance and—no matter what 
their line of action has been in the past 
—if the parties , present conduct 
is reasonable cónduet, to have the 
paymcnt made. I have had cases before 
me in which I know that the compensa- 
tion withheld has now been paid. 

Mr. DAVIN : Could the Minister give 
an assuranee that in any case where 
compensation has not been paid, and 
where the deeision of the Ministry has 
been based on some secret report, that 
he will give the peoplc concerned an 
opportunity of defending themselves 
against these secret reports, or of mak- 
ing thcir position quitc clear? 

Mr. BLYTHE: I will undertake that 
in all, what you might call, normal 
cases where paymcnt has bccn withheld, 
where there was irregular activity, but 
where that definite anti-State and anti- 
social behaviour has ceased, that, the 
payments will be made. 

Mr. A. BYRNE: May I draw the at- 
tention of the Minister to the treat- 
ment generally of the victims of shoot- 
ing and ambushes under “personal 
clainls? ,, I do not know whether it is 
under this heading or not. I can do it, 
but I certainly wish to repeat the state- 
ment whieh.I made at Question Time 
concerning the grave injusticc that has 
, been done 1o victims of shootings, 

I people who lived in the vicinity of the 
Four Courts, during the timc of the at- 
tack on the Four Courts. I mentioned 
three cases at Question Tinfe to-day. 
The total award given by the Personal 
Injuries Committee in the three cases 
was only £50, without any provision 
being made for legal or medical ex- 
penses. In one case an award of £10 
has been made, and the medical and 
legal expcnses in that case total £8. I 
hold that when the Dáil agreed to the 
appointment of the Committee to con- 
sider victims , elaims, they thought that 
fair play would be given, and that the 
Committee was not being appointed, in 
the sole interest of the Government, tó 
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•whittle down compensation to the 
lowest possible penny or to throw out 
altogcthcr the claims of injured peoplc. 
There is great indignation amongst the 
friends and relatives of those people, 
and I agree that that indignation is 
justified. If I wished I eould rcad out 
details of twenty cases in which per- 
sons were paid sums from £5 to £20, 
some of whom had been six months in 
hospital. Othcrs had to give up their 
employment, and their families wcre 
left practically penniless for sevcral 
months. Some of them had to seek 
Poor Law assistance. I have a 
case here of a woman who was 
caught in an ambush and lost her 
eye as a consequence. The Commit- 
tee awarded that woman the magnifi- 
cent sum of £20. Is £20 aclequate com- 
pensation for the loss of an eye? Com- 
pare t.hat with the treatmcnt by thc 
Hritish Government of tliose pcrsons 
who were arrested in England and who 
were detained in Mountjoy Prison for a 
few weeks. The English Committee 
awarded these persons surns ranging 
from £300 to £1,000 for a few weeks’ de- 
tention. I wonder whei'e is the justice 
of the Irish Cornmittee when they make 
such misorable awards as £50 divided 
between three families. 

I have particulars of another case 
in which an old man living in the 
vicinity of the Four Courts was struck 
on the head in his own yard by a 
piece of timber blown from the Four 
Courts. There is no aoubt that the old 
man’s eyes were affeetcd at the time, 
but, as a result of being struck and 
knockcd down, he was found to be 
totally blind, and is now being led 
about by a boy. The Committee say 
that there is nothing to justify a claim 
in his case, because they were made 
aware that prior to being strucfc his 
eyes were seriously affected. Another 
case which I am aware of is that of a 
young girl of 17, whose future pros- 
pects are entirely blighted as a result 
of injury from a bullet, which went in 
through one jaw and came out through 
the other. She is disfigured for life. 
The Committee awarded that girl the 
magnificent sum of £20. What is that 
giri to do for the future? Who will 
give her employment ? I have no hesi- j 


tation in saying that if this happened 
during the British regime general in- 
dignation would have been expressed 
and it would have been maintained 
that a pension should have been paid 
to that giri for life. 

I would ask the Minister that a 
representative of the citizens should 
be placed on this Committee, so as not 
to have it confined to representatives 
of the Government, who are doing 
their best to deprive these victims of 
justice. I also wish to complain that 
in the majority of the cases which 
have been brought to my notice thc 
Committee did not even afford the 
claimants an opportunity of appear- 
ing before them. Had these people 
gone before any Court they would 
have been awarded reasonable surris— 
at least as much as they would have 
been allowed under thc Worlvmen’s 
Compensation Act. I ask the Minister 
to see that fair play is given to these 
unfortunate victims. 

Mr. BAXTER: I want to support 
Dcputy Byrne in this matter. I do 
I not think that the Committee has 
dealt justly with the vietims. I have 
I a casc in niind where a eertain house 
was taken over by the military with- 
out $ny notice, and was burned on the 
same night. The people did not even 
get an opportunity of taking away 
their belongings. As a result. the 
woman of the house became very un- 
well and had to be taken to hospital 
and was there for many months. Her 
claim when it went before the Com- 
mittee was turned down. She was 
not even given compensation for the 
hospital expenses and doctor’s fees. 
The lady\s health is now practically 
shattered. I do not know if the Minis- 
ter can stand over decisions of that 
kind. This is not an isolated case. 
There are many similar cases. I do 
not desire that the taxpayers should 
be called upon to pay compensation 
in exeess of what should in justice bq 
allowcd, but even the Minister for 
Finance must consider what is justice in 
every case. There are many cases in 
which I think it will be the Minister’s 
duty to reconsider the decisions of this 
Committee, and it is up to the Minister 
to see that justice is done to these 
victims. 
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Mr. BLYTHE: It has to be remem- 
bered that this Committee was ap- I 
pointed for the purpose of giving com- ! 
pensation and not damages, as are 
given in the Courts. We know that 
frequently in the Courts people get 
damages, and that they are very glad, 
as a result, that the accident happened 
to them. There was no intention that 
damages should be given. The object 
was to give compensation and the Com- 
mittee were directed, amongst other 
things, to take into account the actual 
earning capaeity of the injured person 
prior to the injury, and the impairment 
of earning capacity attributable to the 
injury. Although the attention of thc 
Committee was directed to that, they 
were not confined to it. The direction 
given was to recommend sums that, in 
fairness and reason, should be paid, and 
that, amongst other things, they should 
have regard to actual earning capacity. 
As to the case mentioned, where a 
person who received £10 had to pay £8 
for expenses, that seoms to me a casc 
in which the whole matter was amply 
covered. There should not be any 
idea of giving a person a sum for 
simplv having been wounded. If the 
girl recovered, she probably lost little 
or nothing in wages during the time shc 
was ill. If the hospital cliarges were 
paid, the matter was sufficiently met. 
As to the case of a woman who lost an 
eye, to which Deputy Byrne referred, 
where only £20 was given, that seems 
to be a case that requires to be looked 
into. I have already promised Deputy 
Byrne to have a report on that case. It 
might be, if one knew all the circum- 
stances, even in such a case, that the 
sum given was as much as could reason- 
ably be expccted. In regard to the 
fact that cases were decided without 
the claimants having an opportunity of 
actually going before the Committee, I 
do not object to that, and I do not 
think it can really be objected to, 
under the circumstances. A great 
number of people put in claims who, 
even on their own statements, were not 
entitled to receive anything. All sorts 
of people rushed in thinking that the 
State had a broad back and that they 
might as well try and get something out 
of it. Where it seemed to the Commit- 
tee that on the claimant’s own state- 
ment there was no right to compensa- 


I tion, I think it was fair enough that the 
matter should be dealt with on the 
! papers before them. The Committee 
reeeived its Terms of Reference, and no 
solicitor nor any person representing 
the Ministry of Finance was present to 
beat down the claims. The Committeé 
was appointed, and acted with a certain 
amount of informality. It was ex- 
pected to undertake any cross-examina- 
tion that might be necessary to get at 
the truth. I believe sincerely that in 
all cases every consideration was given 
to the applicants. I do not say that 
mistakes may not have occurred. I do 
not say that there might not be cases 
wherc revision would be required, and 
as far as I am concerned, if there is a 
sufficiently strong case, I would take 
up the matter of reconsideration with 
the Committee. 

I want to affirm at the same time that 
my general attitude is one of . confi- 
dence in the fairness of the Committee. 
They have not been urged, nor expec- 
ted, to be unduly economical at the ex- 
pcnse of claimants. The Commjttee 
quite well understood that as there is no 
representative of the Financc Ministry 
appearing before them to fight cases, 
they are expected to look after all sides 
of the matter. I am quite confident 
they have really aimed at dealing fairly 
and giving compensatiori to people who 
are reallv entitled, but not giving dam- 
ages in the sense in which damages 
wcre given in Courts. I am prepared 
to take up any case that is put up, but 
I must affirm my*confídence in the fair- 
ness of the Committee as a whole. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I want to call atten- 
tion to the form in which this Supple- 
mentary Estimate has been presented. 
We have in Paragraph 1 the Supple- 
mentary Estimate of the amount re- 
quired, and in Paragraph 2 we have the 
sub-heads—(a) salaries, wages and al- 
lowances; (b) telegrams and tele- 
phones. In Paragraph 3 we have “ de- 
tails of the foregoing.” All that we are 
given is: “ salaries, wafees and allow- 
ances; telegraphs and telephones.” I 
do not think that even the Minister’s 
imagination would allow him to say 
that (á) in Paragraph 3 gives any de- 
tails. The original Estimate was 
£40,000, and the revised Estimate is 
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£44,950. It was stated in the original Es- 
timate that it was not yet possible to fix 
any definite establishment for the Mini- 
stry, and, consequently, we did not get 
any details then. That is nearly a year 
ago. I think it is, perhaps, desirable 
that we should hear from the Minister 
whether it has been found neeessary to 
increase the salaries, wages and allow- 
ances since the original Estimate was 
presented or what explanation might 
be given for the manner in which the 
details in Paragraph 3 are presented. I 
would think, in view of the failure of 
the original Estimate to give the de- 
tails required, because it was not thon 
possible to fix a definite establishment, 
that it should have bcen found possible 
since that time to do so, and that we 
should have details of that establish- 
ment when the supplementary sum was 
being asked for. I think that we should 
have had more information, and that a 
mere request for a sum of £4,950 as an 
additional sum required for this pur- 
pose should have been amplified by 
further information. 

Mr. GOOD : The Minister has in- 
formed us that this additioual sum is 
largely for additional temporary 
labour in connection with the Claims 
Department and for work of a similar 
nature. Could he give us any idea as 
to how long it will be neeessary to 
maintain this additional temporary 
l^bour? 

Mr. BLYTHE: I do nt>t think that 
these Departments should last another 
year. There will, of course, be com- 
pensation work going on for a consi- 
derable length of time beyond that. 
For instance, sums awarded in com- 
pensation for the restoration of build- 
ings will not be paid in full'for some 
considerable time. These amounts will 
be paid as the work progresses and as 
the architects > certificates come in, and 
the staff will probably be engaged for 
a considerable length of time in deal- 
ing with that work. I think that be- , 
fore the coming financial year is out | 
the present big staff dealing with com- 
pensation work will not be necessary. 

Mr. GOOD: No reduction has so far 
been effeetedt 


Mr. BLYTHE : No; I think it has 
béen growing, if anything, .because the 
work has been increasing up to the 
present. The staff has been consider- 
ably increased as compared with the 
beginning of the financial year, because 
we had not got properly launched on 
the work of dealing with compensation 
claims, and the work was very seriously 
in arrears at the time. 

Mr. GOOD: Will not most of these 
claims be through by this period? 

Mr. BLYTHE: No; they are being 
heard in the Oourts and they are going 
on still. With regard to furnishing 
the details, the details will be fur- 
nished in the Estimates for the coming 
financial year, which I hope to be able 
to circulate at the beginning of next 
week. They should have been eircu- 
lated before this, and I would hope 
that in subsequent years they will be 
circulated well in advance of the end 
of March. Last year it was not pos- 
sible to circulate them until after the 
middle of April. This year .we hope 
to cireulate them at the beginning of 
the mouth, so that we will have them 
earlier. 

Question put and agreed to. 

TEMPORARY COMMISSIONS. 

Mr. BLYTHE: I move: 44 That a 
supplementary sum not exceeding 
£1,600 be granted to eomplete the sum 
necessary to defray the charge which 
will come in course of payment for 
the year ending on the 31st March, 
1924, for the payment of salaries and 
other expenses of Tcmporary Commis- 
sions, Committees, and Special Inqui- 
ries. ,, The estimate sets thc matt§r 
out in pretty full detail. Small 
amounts are required for the Com- 
mittee which dealt with the resigna- 
tions and disfnissals from the RoyaI 
Irish Constabulary. A small amount 
is also required for the Canals and 
Waterways Commission. In both cases 
the sums are required because the work 
continued longer than was anticipated. 
“ J ” is for the Compensation for 
Personal Injuries Committee. There 
is a fairly considerable sum for the 
Dáil Eireann Courts (Winding Up) 
Commiasion, the details of which are 
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set out in the Estimates. This Corti- 
mission, as the Dáil knows, is doing a 
very considcrable volume of work, and 
very necessary work, throughout the 
country. All classes of cases are com- 
ing before it, and it was necessary 
that competent men should be ap- 
pointed, . and, in view of the work 
with which they had to deal. paid 
judicial salaries. I think that the 
amounts which appear are not in ex- 
cess of what is reasonable under the 
circumstances. The total gross esti- 
mate is £7,643, and savings are anti- 
cipated on various sub-heads of the 
original estimate. Tliey include the 
following:—Post Office Commission, 
£276; Agricultural Oommission, £745; 
Commission on Priccs, £572; Commis- 
sion on Re-construetion and Develop- 
ment, £879; Civil Service Committee, 
£45; North-Eastern Boundary Bureau, 
£1,800; Judiciary Committee, £368, and 
on sub-head “ K ” of the original 
estimate, commissions and inquiries 
not specifically provided for, £1,340, 
making a total of £6,043, which leaves 
a net supplementarv amount remiired 
of £1,600. 

Major COOPER: l deferred my rc- 
marks about the ("ompensation Com- 
mittee because I think that sub-hcad 
“ J 99 is the right one to make them on. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Before 
we take sub-head ‘‘ J, M L would be glad 
if instead of discussing these items up 
and down, we discuss them in the order 
in which they appear. 

Major COOPER: Yery well. 

Mr. DAVIN: 1 do not like to trouble 
the Minister unduly with regard to the 
first item, namely, the Committee which 
inquired into the dismissals and rcsig- 
nations in the R.I.C., but I wouhl like if 
he could say now whether it is possible 
to advise all those people, whose cases 
have been admitted as a rcsult of the 
evidence, of the amounts they are en- 
titled to from a certain date. A num- 
ber of elaims arising out of the work of 
this inquiry arrived after the date laid 
down as the final one for receiving 
claims. I understand, on reliable in- 
formation, that these claims which ar- 
rived late, were from men who resigned 
from the R.I.C., and who subsequently 


emigrated to America and other places, 
and who were not aware of the Com- 
mittee having been set up. I am in- 
formed that many claims arrived from 
such people. I would like the Minister 
to take that fa'ct- into consideration 
when giving a definite decision, and I 
would like some form of inquiry to be 
made into these cases in view of the 
very peeuliar circumstances. I would 
also like him to say when it is probable 
that the amounts that will be votcd 
under this supplementary estimate will 
be paid to these individuals, a great 
many of whom are badly in need of 
these sums whieh are so long overdue. 

Mr. JOHNSON: It is possible that 
the quest.ion I desire to raise was not 
within the terms of refcrenee of thc 
Committee, but if the Minister would 
give us information, I think it would 
satisfv a good many inquiries. It is 
witli regai'd to the position of men who 
resigned from the R.Í.C. at the time of 
the conseription threat, men who were 
detinitely appealed to, to refuse to take 
part in any movement to enforce con- 
scription, and as a conscquence re- 
signed. Therc were a number of such, 
and I think thciy havo been precluded 
from the inquiry by this OímrnÍRSÍon. I 
do not. know whether any other ar- 
rangements havo becn made to meet 
such cases, but T would like the Minis- 
ter to givc the Dáil soine informatiori 
on this point. 

Mr. P. HO'GAN (Clare) : I should like 
to emphasise what Deputy Davin said 
about the ex-R.I.C. lmowing where they 
stand. At the present moment they do 
not kriow where they are, whcthcr they 
are to get compensation or not, and 
some of them are in very poor circum- 
stances. J wonder if a retum could be 
made and distributed to the Dáil show- 
ing those who are to get compensation, 
and what station t.hey were in when 
they left the R.I.C. 

Mr. BAXTER: I would like to sup- 
port Deputy Hogan’s point that th'e 
Dáil should have a return of the names 
of tlie ex-R.I.C. men who have been 
awarded compensation. All over the 
country we have men who do not know 
in what position they stand. They do 
not know whether their claim has been 
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favourably considered or not. Deputies 
all over the House are meeting those i 
men. It would be fitting that the Dáil ; 
should have this return as early as pos- 
sible and as complete as possible, and 
the Minister should tell us as early as 
he can when the compensation granted 
shall be awarded to those to whom it is 
granted. 

Mr. BLYTHE: With regard to the 
last question we hope to pay some 
money in certain cases before the end 
of this finaneial year. We believe we 
will be able to make payment in all 
cases very soon, after ccrtain additional 
information has come to hand with re- 
gard to men whose names werc passed 
by the Committee. That information 
has to be taken into account. It may 
be information with regard to length of 
serviee and other matters whieh will 
have an effect on whether a person is 
eligible for a pension. The Committee 
itself recognised in many cases it had 
to pass or reject claims on slender 
enough evidenee. Consequently, that 
list cannot be taken as the list of men 
who are entitled to pensions. The ad- 
ditional evidence that has come to hand 
in regard to any particular case will be 
scrutinised and collated with the 
evidence already in the possession of 
the Oovernment, and a decision will be 
come to as to whether any particular 
men should or should not receive pen- 
sions, and the amount of the pensions 
they are entitled to. As soon as the list 
of those definitely passed by the Minis- 
try for Pensions is available, I see no 
reason why it should not be presentcd 
to the Dáil. I do not know that it is 
usual that lists of pensioners should be 
so presented, but I see nothing against 
it. In regard to men who have applied 
late for pensions their names are being 
filed, and while no decision has been 
taken as to making an alteration of the 
date, that matter will be considered. 
There is no particular desire to stand 
too rigidly on that, if good cause can be 
shown why exception should be made. 

I do not know that any policeman who 
resigned since 1916 on account of na- 
tional motives was excluded, so that I 
do not think I understand Deputy 
Johnson’s reference. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Information has 


been conveyed to me that an applicant, 
at least one, I think more, who sought 
to have his case heard, was told that 
the Committee were not empowered to 
enquire into resignations before 1919. 

Mr. BLYTHE: I think that is inac- 
curate. I will look into the matter. The 
Chairman of the Commission is in the 
Dáil, and perhaps he might say a word 
on that matter. 

Mr. B. O’CONNOR: I was Chairman 
of that Commission, and all the cases 
of those men who resigned from 1916 
onwards who proved and gave satisfac- 
tory evidence that they resigned from 
1 patriotic motives were fully enquired 
into and an honest decision come to. 

Mr. LYONS: I should like the Mini- 
ster to explain further what he means 
by some information has come to hand 
with regard to claimants. Does he 
mean that this information will be in- 
strumental in convincing this Commis- 
sion to take away what thcy havc given 
already, or will it go towards increasing 
the award? Furthermore, I am glad 
that the Chairman of this Commission 
is present, and he has explained him- 
self with regard to grnng the utmost 
satisfaction. I know several cases my- 
self in the country where men who have 
resigned have not been treated satis- 
factorily. Furthermore, the men that 
kept on with the British Government 
the whole time until the Truce are 
treated a lot better than the men who 
resigned. I would like to know will 
the Minister answer my question, with 
regard to the men who have been 
granted compensation or superannua- 
tion, and who have resigned for politi- 
cal purposes, whether this information 
will mean the reducing of the award 
to those men. 

Mr. BLYTHE: Information might in 
certain cases show that the facts were 
not as the claimant represented them 
to be. In certain cases men might not 
have resigned for patriotic motives, but 
for other motives altogether, and in íer- 
tain cases the length of service might 
have bcen misreprcsented by them. 

Mr. LYONS: In cases where the 
pcople in the locality ean provte that 
these men did resign for patnotie: 
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motives, would those cases be recon- 
sidered even if they have been rejected 
by the Commission? 

Mr. BLYTHE: I do not proposc to 
reconsider any cases that have been re- 
jected by the Cornmission. 

Mr. P. HOGAN (Clare) : Could the 
Minister give us any information as to 
how soon there would be a definite num- 
ber of people to whom compensation 
would be granted, and w r hcn will he be 
able to submit the list to the House? 

Mr. BLYTHE: I do not thiuk there 
would be any point in submitting a 
provisional list to the Dáil? I think it 
should be presented when it is com- 
plete. Apart from odd cases that might 
be admitted, cases which were late, I 
do not think it will be very long until | 
we have the compensation awarded in 
all the other cases. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : That dis- 
poses of No. 1. 

Mr. DARRELL PIGGIS: The report 
of the Canals and Waterw r ays Commis- 
sion was discussed here in the Dáil on a 
previous occasion, and I do not proposc» I 
to traverse any of tln* ground touched ' 
upon then. 

Since then it has been stated that the 
'Government have revised their view 
with regard to tliis Commission’s find- 
ings, and that sonie portions of these 
findings are likely to be put into eflfect. 

I think, sceing that the Canals and 
Waterways Commission is not likely to 
arise again for consideration by the 
Dáil, except on a distinct motion, once 
this Supplementary Estimate has been 
passed, that this w r ould be a fitting and 
appropriate occasion on which we 
could gather what exactly are the pre- 
sent intent-ions of the Govemment with 
regard to the Report, and whether any 
change has occurred since the Govern- 
ment's decision in this matter was an- 
nounced on a previous occasion. That 
onportunity is aflforded now, and thc 
Minister, I suggest, might take advan- 
tage of it. 

It was pointed out in the Commis- 
sion’s Report that there were certain 
canal propertles in respect of which 
legislation prevailed, that legislation 
l)éing at fhe moment not in force. I am 


now referring morc particularly to the 
Royal Canal. I want to emphasise thát 
the Royal Canal is not railway pro- 
perty. It is a distinct enterprise, and 
under the 1846 Act certain statutory 
obligations are required. It is neces- 
sary for the company exercising control 
over that waterway to keep it in a pro- 
per state of repair, and it is respon- 
sible to the State that that state of re- 
pair should be maintained. I want to 
know from the Minister if any instruc- 
tions liave been sent to the Board uf 
Works to see that the provisions of the 
1846 Act are being complied with. 

Mr. DAVIN: As a member of that 
Commission, I would be very much 
surprised to learn, especially from 
Deputy Figgis, that he is aware of the 
attitude of the Government in regard 
to the Report and the recommenda-. 
tions of the Commission. I would be 
sorry that an occasion such as this, 
which is not appropriate, should be 
taken advantage of by the Minister to 
discuss dotailed reeommmidations in- 
volving the expenditure of moftey. I 
do not think that this is a proper 
occasion for a diseussion on the Com- 
mission ’s reeommendations. I doubt 
if Deputy Eiggis is aware of the real 
intentions of the Government. Those 
intentions have never been given to 
thc Dáil. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: I am sure 
nobody is aware of them. 

Mr. DAVIN: I listened earefuliy to 
thc ex-Minister for Industrv and Com- 
merce, and I read carefully the lan- 
guage he used when the matter was 
diseussed oií a previous occasion. If 
I can follow that language correctly, 
it would indicate that no decisions 
had been arrived at by the Govern- 
ment or the Minister. I think the 
rcíport and the reeommendations are 
worthy of more consideration than 
('ould he given to thcm on an occasion 
like this. I suggest that when the 
(íovernment have arrived at a decision 
they should give a more suitable op- 
portunity to the Dáil to discuss the 
Commission’s recommendations. 

I would like also to point out that 
the Canal Company Deputy Figgis has 
referred to is owned and controlled 
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by the Railway Company. And it is 
railway property as such. I do not 
think it should be allowed to remain 
under its present ownership. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : The 

question of enforcing the law with 
regard to canals or railways does not 
arise. That is pretty obvious. ! 

i 

Mr. BLYTHE: I t,hink that I)eputy | 
Figgis has got his point in. ■ 

Major COOPER : Under sub-head I 
(J), I think it would be more appro- 
priatc to raise the matter to which | 
Deputy A. Hyrne referred at. an | 
earlier stage. 1 should like to ask the ; 
Minister with reference to this Com- ; 
mittee if he can state how many cases ; 
they have dealt with, and how mueh í 
compensation has been recommended, | 
because ob*vious!y the amount of com- 
pcnsation and the awards would have 
a considerable bearing on thc question ! 
of the amounts of the salaries to be ! 
paid. I should like to have some 
íigui^ given to the Dáil even roughly 
on this matter. 

Mr. BLYTHE : I can only give the 
figures very roughly—I will say it 
would be about £100,000 that has been 
awarded. ín between 300 and 400 
eases awards have been made, and 600 
or 700 cases havc been dealt with. I 
am giving the figures now roughly. I 
can get the details. As a matter of 
fact, we have only reccivcd an interim 
report as yet. The other cases are 
under way. Probably about 1,500 to 
2,000 cases would be dealt with alto- 
gether. 

Major COOPER: Then it seems in 
some cases that the Committee adopted 
a very different scale to that prevailing 
in Dublin City, and to which Deputy A*. 
Byrne referred. If only 400 cases have 
been dealt with, and £100,000 has been 
given in compensation, it would appear 
that the average amount given in com- 
pensation would be about £250. That 
is very different from the cases to which 
Deputy Byrne referred to during Ques- 
tion Time. I think the cost of this Com- 
mittee is very excessive, as compared 
with the other Commitfee. I take as a 
parallel the Committee appointed to 
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consider the cáses of the Resigned and 
Dismissed R.I.C. men. In that case the 
total cost is £219. I should like to con- 
gratulate my colleague, the baby of the 
Dáil, who .was Chairman of that Com- 
mittee, for having done the work at so 
small a cost. They have passed 
£49,000 for pensions, and the work has 
been donc for £219. The other Com- 
mittee is a$king for £2,723. I think 
the Dáil is entitled to some explanation 
as to the discrepancy in the figures, and 
also as to the discrepancy in the 
amounts awarded. It seems clear there 
must have been some very large awards 
if £100,000 has been awarded in only 
300 or 400 eases. 

Mr. BLYTHE: This is a Committee 
of an entirely different character to 
that which dealt with the Resigned and 
Dismissed R.I.C. men. This Committee 
was dealirig with the sort of work that 
normally would be dealt with by the 
County Court Judges. We had actually 
a County Court Judge as Chairman of 
the Dáil Commission Committee. That 
Committee had all sorts of facts to take 
into account, and it had to deal in some 
cases wifh very considcrable amounts, 
cases where people, for instance, were 
killcd, and therc were dependents put- 
ting in claims. There was a case, for 
instance, of the doctor who was killed 
in the West of Ireland, that is one case 
that I know of where there were four 
children, one of them born after his 
death. The whole of that question had 
to be dealt with by a body that would 
look at the matter judicially, and would 
take all the factors into account. Deal- 
ing with the question of Dismissed and 
Resigned R.I.C. men was a simpler 
matter. All they had to do in the case 
of policemen was to hear the applicanCs 
own story and to hear any statements 
from Volunteer Oíficers and others as 
to whether it was. the belief he had 
resigned or was dismissed on account 
of his line of national conduct. 

There was simply one fact to be 
determined in each case by the Com- 
mittee in the case of the Dismissed 
and Resigned R.I.C. men. 

1 o’cloch . There was many more fac- 
tors to be dealt with by 
the Committee that was dealing with 
personal injuri$s. We could not un- 
dertake that a*ything like a re-hear- 
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ing in the personal injuries cases 
would be done by any offieial in the 
Ministry of Finance. In general, the 
awards of the Committee must be 
taken. It would be feasible enough 
to refer back to them for consideration 
any case in which there seemed 
grounds for doubt on the face of it 
as to whether the award was one which 
deserved reconsideration. But in gene- 
ral we had to take this Committee as 
being something in the naturc of a 
Court which was making recommen- 
dations. In the case of property 
damages we have the County Court 
Judges in certain cases making no 
awards but reports to the Minister 
for Finance. For instance, in the cases 
irf' O'Connell Street, the Recorder 
makes no awards but reports. This 
Committee in the case of personal in- 
juries is making reports in the same 
way, and it has worlc of the same 
quality to do. I do not feel that we 
could set up an unpaid Committee to 
do work of this particular type. The 
work would have cost as much, I be- 
lieve, if it had been allowed to be 
done by the County Court Judges. 
We would probably have to provide 
in certain cases assistants, because 
these cases would have to be fought 
at great length, and we would havc 
to provide assistant County Court 
Judges in some areas where we have 
not at present provided them. 

Then we would have no uniformity ! 
as to the amounts awarded. One of the j 
things to which great exception was > 
taken in regard to personal injury \ 
awards under the Malicious Injuries I 
Acts was the fact that a certain type of 
claimant would receive £600 from one 
Judge and £6,000 from the Judge in 
the adjoining county. It was felt that 
a central tribunal would deal with all 
the cases according to a common stan- 
dard. 

Major COOPER : The Minister seems 
to think that it is a very difficult thing 
to ascertain the nature and the extent i 
of a personal injury, and a very easy * 
thing to discover motives. I think it 
is more difficult to discover motives 
than to discover the extent and nature 
of personal injuries. In any case, I 
venture to think that the Minister was 


mittee over a County Court. The 
County Court would have had the ad- 
vantage that the people would be at 
the hearing of their own cases. I pre- 
surne this Committee was set up to rc- 
move a sense of grievance on the part 
of people who had sustained an injury 
through no fault of their own. I think 
| it is evident that that sense of griev- 
j ance has not bcen removed by the 
methods adopted by this Committee. 
People, as they think, have not been 
able to feel that their cases are satis- 
factorily dealt with. There is still a 
strong sense of grievance existing in 
the minds of claimants for compensa- 
tion. I hope if any future aetion of the 
kind is necessary this will not be taken 
as a precedent. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I would likc to re- 
mind Deputv Cooper, as a reader of the 
“ Morning Post, ,? that judicial autho- 
rities do not always hear eases with 
satisfaetion, and do not always remove 
the sense of grievance from the com- 
pCnsatees. 

Mr. BLYTHE : The object of setting 
up the Commission was not to remove 
any sense of grievanee—we eould not 
hopc to do that—but to give what was 
in reason and in fairness due. 

Mr. GOOD: The Estimate sets out 
that one member of the Committee re- 
ceives £100 per annum with bonus and 
another receives £700 per annum inclu- 
sive. I would like to know if these are 
officials who are in receipt of salaries or 
are they outsiders? 

Mr. BLYTHE: The only person who 
was an official of the Government was 
the Secretary, and he is an official of 
the Land Commission. He receives a 
special allowance of £100 per annum 
and the other two members are not em- 
ployees of the Government. These are 
simply salaries that are being paid them 
for the work they do. 

Major COOPER : I thought one mem- 
ber was a County Court Judge. 

Mr. BLYTHE : He is the third mem- 
ber. 

Mr. GOOD : He is not paid anything 
additional, I take it? 
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Mr. BLYTHE : No. 

Mr. WILSON: Might I ask the Mini- 
ster when it will be possible for ns to 
the Report of the Agricultural Com- 
mission ? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: I am 

afraid the Commission on Agriculture 
is not in this. 

Mr. WILSON : I thought it was. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: I might 
havc becn inattentive, but I do not re- 
member the Minister stating exactly 
what are the eonstitucnts of the addi- 
tional sum requircd, or what should 
eause this addition, in view of the faet 
that salaries were affixed and a bonus 
was affixed. In respect of what parti- 
eular expenditures is this addition re- 
quired? The sum originally was fairly 
large, and seemed to cover all the items 
that would be requircd. 

Mr. BLYTHE: Of coursc, in addition 
to the salarics, payment of the staff and 
traveliing expenses have to bc con- 
sidered. There will be an allowanee in 
respeet of subsistence and travelling, 
and the neeessary offiee staff. 

Question put and agreed to. 

PUBLIC WORKS. 

Mr. BLYTHE: I move:— 

That a Supplementary sum not ex- 
ceeding £9,300 be granted to defray 
the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year, ending 
on the 31st day of March, 1924, for 
the Salaries and Expenses of the 
Office of Public Works (1 & 2 Will. 
IV., c. 33, ss. 5 & 6; 5 & 6 Vict., c. 89, 
ss. 1 & 2; 9 & 10 Vict., c. 86, ss. 2, 7 
and 9; lO.Vict,, c . 32, s. 3; 33 & 34 
Vict., c. 46, s. 42; 40 & 41 Vict., c. 27; 
44 & 45, c. 49, s. 31; 59 & 60 Vict., c. 
34, &c.). 

The increase in the sum required for 
tlus service is due mainly to expendi- 
turfe on travelling in excess of the 
amount anticipated when the Estimate 
was originally framed, and secondly to 
the non-realisation of the expenditure 
anticipated and the appropriations-in- 
aid. The increased travelling on the 
part of the officials of the Board of 

Vol. 6. 
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Works is directly due to the period of 
hostilit.ies, the destruction of military 
buildings on a largc scale, and the occu- 
pation by the Army of non-military 
premiscs, resulting in the presentation 
to the (lovernment of an immcnse num- 
bcr of claims for injury and damage 
done by the troops during occupation. 
Thesc claims have had to be examined 
in dotail and on the spot. An estimate 
of the aetual cost of occupation, and 
the result of damage, is being presented 
in the supplcmentary cstimate for 
pliblic works. 

As regards the decrcasc in thc appro- 
priations-in-aid, the effect of which is 
to swell thc net total for this servicc, 
thc original estimate of £16,218 repre- 
scnts thc perecntage charged on the ex- 
pcnditurc incurrcd by the Board of 
Works, acting as agcnts for the British 
Government service. The grcater por- 
tion of this sum represents the charge 
on an anticipated cxpenditure of £6,000 
on the crection of cottages for British 
ex-Scrvice mcn. When the estimate 
was prcpared in January, 1923, it was 
expceted that the Trust whieh would be 
cstablishcd to eomplete these schemes 
would be set up, and would function at 
an carly date. This was not realised, 
and thc Trust did not actually start to 
function until the lst January, 1924. A 
number of schemes was held up for con- 
sideration by thc Trust, but in view of 
the dclay, no eontracts could be entered 
into during the year. The expenditure 
was further curtailed by reason of the 
fact that in eonnection with 200 of thesc 
cottages, building operations were sus- 
pended. Instead, therefore, of an ex- 
penditure of £600,000 in connection 
with this service, as would have been 
the case but for the unexpected delay, 
the actual expenditure was very much 
less. 

Major COOPER: With regard to 
tho vote for travelling expenses, this 
supplementary estimate has already 
reaehed the extraordinarily high figure 
of £7,000, which represents an increase 
of £1,250 on the year 1923. Now we 
are faeed in the current year with a 
total of £11,500 for travelling expenses 
for the Board of Works. How many 
people are there engaged in this par- 
ticular class of work? If the figures 
in the Estimate are correct, and I 

E 4. 
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presume they are, there are forty 
architects and three engineers in the 
Department, so that forty-threc peoplc 
spend £11,500 on travelling. I should 
like to compare that with the travel- 
ling expenses of members of the Dáil. 
W e have about 75 members who claim 
travelling expenses. They travel on 
an average one day a week, but a 
good many come from distant parts of 
the eountry. The 75 members of the 
Dáil spcnd altogether £5,500 in the 
vear, less than half of what the 43 
officials of the Board of Works spend. 

I cannot help thinldng that the sooner 
there is re-organisation or decentrali- 
sation of the staff that causes this 
enormous expenditure the better. I 
* know the Minister has a good deal to 
do, and has not much time to attend 
to the Board of Works, but I would 
point out to him that the Board of 
Works is spending £1 in travelling 
expenses for every £10 in salaries. 
This is an excessive scale, and I hope 
something will be done either by put- 
ting the architects out into the coun- 
try, or by a system of chccking, which 
is absolutely necessary to bring down 
this Estimate in the future. 

Mr. BLYTHE : The aecount is vcry 
large, I admit, but the situation in 
which it was incurred was abnormal. 
A scheme is actually under considera- 
tion in regard to the re-organisation 
of the Boatd of Works, and one or 
two othcr departments which it is 
hoped will result in considerable 
economies. But for very urgcnt mat- 
ters that have arisen in thc past month 
or so, these matters would have becn 
advanced further than they are at the 
present. time. I feel, however, that a 
conclusion should not be drawn too 
rigidly from the expenditure of the 
past year. I know myself that that 
inspection by the Board of Works 
officials in the way in which it was 
done^ resulted in very considerable re- 
ductions of claims, and in the amounts 
that had to be paid by the Government 
for buildings of various kinds, both 
commandeered and damaged. I un- 
derstand that the public purse bene- 
fited # substantially by the effective 
way in which claims were considered , 
by the archítects of the Board of í 


Works, and I do not think that m 
any future time, apart altogether from 
re-organisation, we eould have had 
any such expenditure on travelling, or 
anything approaching it, as we have 
had in thc past. 

Mr. DAVIN : Can the Minister say if 
the revised estimate for travelling ex- 
penses includcs the expenses of the en- 
gineers or architects engaged at con- 
siderable expenditure on the inspection 
of railway bridges and the repair of 
railway bridgcs, or are the travelling 
expenses of the engineers cngaged in 
that particular work, included in any 
other estimate? 

Mr. BLYTHE: No. They are in- 
cluded here. 

Mr. GOREY : The question of the en- 
gineers or the architects doing their 
work is not under consideration at all. 
This is a matter dealing with the ex- 
penses incurred. Travelling expenses, 
as instanced by Deputy Bryan Cooper, 
have not the same relation to the esti- 
mate as he malces out. The travelling 
expenscs of Deputies mean their raií 
expenscs only. But I take it that the 
expenses of the officials of the Board of 
Works mean travelling expenscs in the 
country and hotel expenses as well. I 
should like to know what is this esti- 
mate based upon. Surely there are- 
some figures placed before the Depart- 
ment so far as this £11,500 is con- 
cerned? I do not know how many 
people are engaged in incurring this 
total expenditure, or how many people’ 
are sent out. It seems to me extra- 
ordinary the way in which the account 
is set down here for travelling expenses. 
I thiiik we should have fuller and more 
detailed explanation. The information 
given at present seems to me to be 
simply ridiculous. 

Mr. WILSON: Are these travelling 
expenses that we are now asked to vote 
vouched for by any members of the De- 
partment ? When they come before the 
Minister are they based upon a certain 
scale of allowance to persons engaged 
in the Board of Works on a fixed basis 
of allowance? 

Mr. BLYTHE: Yes. 

Mr. A. BYRNE: I want to speak in 
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reference to item C. Incídentally, I 
may say I notice that the expenses here 
are increased by a heavy item for ad- 
vertising uniform clothing and survey 
instruments. On that item of advertis- 
ing for uniform clothing, I wish to 
draw the attention of the Minister to 
the fact that early this week a contract 
was given away to a contractor in Dub- 
lin for uniform clothing. An . order 
was given for 1,000 suits of clothes to 
this individual. And, in passing, may 
I draw attention to the fact that a ques- 
tion was asked last week on the matter 
of unemployment, and the Minis- 
ter replied that contracts would be 
given to íirms that would give full 
eonsideration to applications for em- 
ployment by ex-National Army men. 
Now, how has that promise been carried 
out? This week, as I say, a contractor 
got an order for 1,000 suits of clothes 
for the Army, and he straight away 
proceeded to Leeds. While our cloth- 
ing industry in Dublin is practically 
paralysed and half our workshops 
closed down, and those working, work- 
ing on half time in the tailoring indus- 
try, this particular contractor proceeds 
to Leeds to spend £3,000 or £4,000 of 
Free State money to bring home Leeds 
manufactured suits for demobilised sol- 
diers. That is not carrying out the in- 
tention of the Dáil, nor carrying out the 
promise made by the Minister last 
week, that the work as far as possible 
would be kept at home. I ask the Mini- 
ster will he see in future that, when a 
contractor in Dublin sends in a tender 
for clothing for the Army, he is going 
to manufacture these goods in Dublin. 

I will give to the Minister later on the 
name of the contractor who sent this 
work to Leeds for the thousand suits 
of clothes for our ex-National Army 
men. I do not think the advertising 
has been properly done in this matter. 
It should contain a clause that thcse 
clothes should be made in Dublin. I 
would be satisfied if the Minister would 
give me some assurance that those en- 
gaged in the tailoring industry would 
not be given contracts under the pre- 
text of carrying out the work in Dublin 
and then importing shoddy suits from 
Leeds. 

Mr. WILSON: I should like to ask 
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liow a contraet for Dublin went to 
Leeds. 

Mr. BLYTHE: I think we might get 
back to the matter of the Estimate. 

Mr. WILSON: In other departments 
we have allowed a 20 per cent. differen- 
tiation for Irish inefficiency, in the Post 
Office, for example. 

Mr. GOREY : This is a very interest- 
ing question that Deputy Byrne has 
raised. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

It is not the question under item F. 

Professor ALTON : I suppose the in- 
crease in the cost of the surveyor’s in- 
struments is due to the increase in the 
tax on scientifie instruments? 

Mr. BLYTHE: It might be due to 
more instruments having been pur- 
chased. 

Question put and agreed to. 

VOTE II. —PUBLIC BUILDINGS, 
DRAINAGE WORKS, Etc. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I suggest for the 
consideration of the Minister that this 
is another item that should probably 
be left over. It raises, or probably 
may raise, very important questions 
of Army administration, and I would 
urge that it be left over to allow less 
contentious matters to be discussed. 

Mr. BLYTHE: I agree. 

IRISH RA£LWAYS. 

Mr. BLYTHE : I move: “ That a 
supplementary sum not exeeeding £510 
be granted to defray the charges 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st 
March, 1924, for payments under the 
Tramways and Public Companies (Ire- 
land) Act, 1883, and for other pur- 
poscs connected with IrisE" Railways.” 

This supplementary estimate is to 
provide the funds necessary for a 
grant to the Londonderry and Lough 
Swilly Railway Company in respect of 
three lines, namely, the Letterkenny, 
Burtonport and Carndonagh Railways, 
which are worked by them under ar- 
rangements made with the Govern- 
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nient. The Company laid before the 
Government recently a statement as to 
their financial position and showed 
that these three workcd lines have 
involved thom in a continuous hcavy 
loss since the cessation of the Govern- 
ment control arrangements in August, 
1921. It was elear that unless the 
Government came to the (^ompany’s 
assistance it would be necessary to 
close down these Donegal Railways. 

The (íovernment has agreed to ad- 
vance to the Company in respect of 
tlieir losses during: the vear beginning 
on the lst March a lotal sum of £7,240, 
calculated as onc-half of the ascer- 
tained nct loss for thc year J 923, and 
payable in four quarterly instalments. 
The present. Supplementary Vote pro- 
vides the amount necessary to pay the 
first of these quarterly instalments, 
less a sum of £300 in respect of a 
cheque which has been returned. It 
was a payment due by the Company 
to the Govcrnment and need not be 
included in the Supplementary Esti- 
mate. 

Mr. WILSON : I would likc to ask 
the Minister what are the details of 
the arranpi'enients made in connection 
with the working of these railways. 
Ilas the railway takcn on these 
branches without a baronial guarantee, 
and, if so, why should thc Central 
Fund be debitcd with an amount like 
this? In other parts of the country 
the ratepayers of the localit,y wherc 
these railways are running pay, and 
1 do not see why a differentiation 
should be made in respect of the Tir- 
eonaill railways óut of the Central 
Eund while other parts of the country 
are bearing their liabilities. 

Mr. BLYTHE: Thesc railways, I 
think, although I am not sure, were 
all of them railways of which the 
Board of Works had to take possession 
as mortgagee, and they were worked 
by this Company for the Government. 
There is no baronial guarantee, and 
it would be simply a question of 
whether the railways would close down 
or whether some sum should be pro- 
vided that would enable these compa- 
nies to continue working them. Of 
course, it would be a hit to this com- 
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pany to have thcse lines closed down. 
and it was up to the company to make 
an effort to keep them going. 

Mr. WILSON: Will the Minister ex- 
plain under what condition the Board 
I of Works eamc to bc the mortgagee of 
I these lines? 

Mr. BLYTHE : I cannot at the 
moment. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Probably it would 
be well to postponc this vote until thc 
Minister responsible for this Depart- 
ment could be present. I would also 
likc to know whether the change in the 
management of the Londonderry and 
Lough Swilly Railway Company, re- 
cently made, has any connection with 
this sum of money, or whether this sum 
of money now being advanced is in con- 
nection with the change in the manage- 
ment. I understand there has been a 
change in the chairman and the assis- 
tant inanager of tlie Company, and 
there may be some connection between 
these two evcnts. If there is, I think 
the House should be informed of it. 

Mr. BLYTHE : I am not aware there 
is any connection. I should state that 
thc Burtonport Line was not a mort- 
gagee line; it was actually built by 
State ftmds. I am not aware whether 
there is any such connection as Deputy 
Johnson suggests. I shall try to get 
for Deputy Wilson any information he 
requires as to the ancient history of 
this matter, but I hardly think it will 
bc neccssary before he can make up his 
mind to vote for the Supplementary 
Estimate. 

Mr. WILSON: The Minister knows 
that it is necessary to balance the Bud- 
get, and he must not be coming along 
with Votes for ex-gratia grants tó the 
Burtonport Railway up in the North, 
while in Wicklow we have a 
railway- 

AN LEAS-OHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

The Deputy cannot go into that. 

Mr. DAVIN: I suggest to the Minister 
that he should give Deputy Wilson 
some information as to when the new 
Railway Bill will be introduced. That 
would probably satisfy him as regards 
the grievances he is labouring under. 
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Mr. BLYTHE : Well, I have seen a 
draft of it. 

Mr. DAVIN: It deals with baronial 
guarantee lines, does it not? 

Question put and agreed to. 

REPRESENTATION OF THE 
PEOPLE AND ELEGTORAL ACTS. 

Mr. BLYTHE: I move:That a Sup- 
plementary surri, not exceeding £10, bc 
granted to defray the charge which 
will come in course of paymcnt during 
the year ending on the 31 st day of 
March, 1924, for cxpenses under the 
Representation of the People Aet, 1918, 
and under the Electoral Aet, 1923. M 

This is a forrnal Supplementary Esti- 
mate, and it is required for technical 
rcaaons only. The money required to 
recoup the local authorities to the ex- 
tent of half of the expenditure incurred 
by them in the preparation of the re- 
gister was providcd for in the original 
Estimate. Sincc that Estimate was pre- 
páred the Electoral Act has been 
passed, and the title of the original 
votcs whieh wore included in the Ap- 
propriation Act are no longer appro- 
priate to the purposc. This Supple- 
mentary Vote, therefore, is to enable 
tho recoupment of half of the expenses 
incurred in the preparation of the first 
register under the Electoral Act. 

Question put and agreed to. 

OOUNTY COURT OFFICERS. 

Mr.BLYTHE:I move: f ‘ That a Sup- 
plementary sum, not exceeding £10, be 
granted to defray the charge whieh 
will come in course of payment during 
. the year ending on the 31st day of 
March, 1924, for the salaries, allow- 
ances, and expenses of various County 
Court Officers, bonus to Chairman of 
Quarter Sessions and Recorders, and to 
Clerks of the Crown and Peace, and the 
expenses of revision.” 

Thifi Supplementary Estimate is 
taken to make provision for the pay- 
ment of the deputy County Court 
Judges who acted for County Court 
Judge Hynes. The normal method of 
payment of a deputy is by means of a 
dednction from the salary of the 
County Court Judge who is unable to 
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act (Section 7 of the Civil Bill Courts 
(Ireland) Act, 1851). It was not con- 
sidered very advisable, for political 
reasons, to send Judge Hyncs to Co. 
Cork, but as the Judgc was willing to 
act, it was impossible to deduct the re- 
muneration of his deputy from the 
Judgc’s salary. Payment of the 
amount of thc remuneration accord- 
ingly fell upon the Votc. Thc amount 
is largcr than it otherwise would have 
been owing to ext.ra sittings to dispose 
of compensation cascs. Thc remunera- 
tion is at thc rate of seven guineas a 
day for each day that each deputy sits. 
The savings under other sub-heads are 
really savings in connection with the 
payment of bailiffs in various parts of 
the country. 

Major COOPER: I would like the 
Ministcr to give a little further ex- 
planation—I do not want him to go into 
any details that would be injurious to 
the State—as to why it was undcsirable 
for political reasons to send a Judge on 
his ordinary circuit. It seems to me 
that if politieal reasons are to be con- 
sidercd in the case of a particular 
Judge, unless that Judge’s life were 
put in danger, we are setting a bad pre- 
cedent. The idea that one Judge may 
be rcjccted and another Judge sent in 
in his place because political reasons 
exist, is not t.he way to give the people 
an opinion of the absolute impartiality 
and the absolute disinterestedness of 
thc law, and I think that thc Minister 
might givc us further information on 
this matter. 

Mr. BLYTHE: The real reason was 
political. We were advised that the 
Judge would not be safe, and even if 
there had becn no fatality, we thought 
it would not bc desirable that attacfes, 
or attemptcd attacks, should occur. 

Mr. WILSON: Will the Minister say 
did the County Court Judge in this 
case do any other duty while he was 
idlc, or did he take a holiday? 

Mr. BLYTHE : I think he played 
golf. 

Mr. OOREY: Was he reeeiving a 
salary for playing golf? I hope he is 
giving satisfaction to the State on the 
linfes. 

Question put, and agreed to. 
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LAW CHARGES. 

Mr. BLYTHE : I move: ** That a 
supplementary sum, not exceeding 
£5,107, be granted to defray the charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1924, for the expenses 
of Criminal Prosecutions and other 
Law Charges, including a grant • in 
relief of expenses payable by Statute 
out of local rates. M 

The original nct estimate for law 
charges for 1923-24 was £54,154,* and 
a Supplementary Yote of £5,107 is 
now required. Additional expenditure 
to that already estimated for would 
be requircd under sub-heads B and 
P, and it will be necessary to open 
a new sub-head for the expcnsos of 
American litigation in regard to Dáil 
Eireann Funds. In regard to sub- 
head B, State Solicitors, the addi- 
tional amount required is entirely due 
to the fact that the salaries of State 
Solicitors in the quarter ended the 31st 
March, 1923, fell to be paid out of this 
year*s Vote. The reason for this was 
that the salaries of State Solicitors 
were not sanctioned until August, 
1923, and consequently it was not pos- 
sible to pay this amount out of the 
1923-24 Vote. 

The Supplementary Estirnate under 
this sub-head is, therefore, in the nature 
of a re-vote. In thc table supplied, sub- 
head F, fees to counsel, the estimated 
additional expenditude is oceasioned by 
the removal of certain eases from mili- 
tary to Civil Courts, and the íact that 
Civil Courts are now functioning more 
normally. Sub-head G.G., expenses of 
litigation in thé U.S.A., with reference 
to Dáil Funds, provision for the ex- 
penses of this litigation was made to 
some extent in the External Affairs 
Vote where there is an item of £1,750 
under sub-head B 6, but it has now been 
decided that these expenses are to be 
bome on the Law Charges Vote. The 
expenditure up to date amounts to 
about £4,000, and it has been paid from 
the External Affairs Vote, and is due to 
be repaid to that Vote. ít is estimated 
that a further sum of £1,000 will be re- 
quired up to the end of the current fin- 
ancial year. A certain proportion of 
the sum required is in the nature of a 
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| re-vote. The estimated total savings on 
this Vote for 1923-24 amount to £4,843. 
The most substantial savings are under 
sub-head D, bailiffs, wherc thc savings 
are cxpeet.ed to amount to £1,540. A 
pi’ovision of £2,500 was made under this 
sub-head for the payment of bailiffs, 
provided under Section 2 of the En- 
forcement of Law (Occasional Powers) 
Act, 1923. It is cstimated that a saving 
of £1,200 will be effected under sub- 
hcad A, Assize Expcnditure, for the ob- 
vious reason that the Judges did not 
go out on Circuit. The other savings 
call for no spccial comment. That re- 
ealls to my mind a mistakc I made in 
Ihe previous Estimate. The savings 
were not made in connection with 
bailiffs, but with proccss servers, and 
the serving of processes. 

Mr. GOREY : May I ask the Minister 
if hc can givc a comparison of thc sal- 
aries paid to what are known as State 
Solicitors as against the salaries paid 
to similar officers undcr the old regime, 
called Crown Solicitors, and if he can 
give us a comparison of what the 
Clerks of the Crown and Pcace were 
formerly paid, and the salaries paid to 
the corresponding officials under our re- 
gime ? 

Mr. BLYTHE: There is no corres- 
ponding ofíicial to the Clerk of tlie 
Crown and Peace yet. That awaits the 
passing of the Judiciary Bill. I can- 
not exactly, at the moment, give a com- 
parison of thc salaries paid to the State 
Solicitors and the old Crown Solicitors, 
but the salaries paid to the Statc Soli- 
eitors are higher than those that were 
paid to the Crown Solicitors, but they 
are doing a much wider range of work 
than the Crown Solicitors did. I am 
not quite certain of what the range 
of the Crown Solicitor’s work was, but 
it was mainly confined to criminal pro- 
secutions. The State Solicitors are 
doing all State work that requires a 
solicitor in their respective counties. 
They are dealing, for instance, with the 
recovery of Land Commission An- 
nuities. 

Mr. GOREY : They always did that. 
Mr. WILSpN : No. 

Mr. BLYTHE: No. The State Sotici- 
tors are dealing with the revenue. 
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There were solicitors dealing, for in- 
stance, with that particular work and 
the Land Commission work in each 
county, as apart altogether from the 
Crown Solicitor. Different departments 
in the old d*ays had their own solicitors 
in the various arcas doing work which 
is now being done by the Statc Solici- 
tors. There is now in each county only 
one solicitor for doing every class of 
work that might bc required. I have 
not the figurcs at the moment to give 
a comparison. I think some statement 
was given of the comparative cost of 
the new system and the old system 
when the main Estimates were before 
the Dáil. If not, I could give it, and I 
could be asked for it when thc next 
year’s Estimates come up. I under- 
stand the arrangement is one that is 
economical and satisfactory. 

Major COOPER: Deputy Gorey will 
find the figures he wants on page 29 of 
the return of staffs in Government De- 
partments. That shows that on the lst 
April, 1922, there were 29 Crown Solici- 
tors at a total cost of, salary and bonus, 
£14,464. Their eost per head, and the 
eost of the staff scrving, was £499. Now 
there are 28 solicitors at a total cost of 
salary, with no bonus, of £16,100, an 
average of £575 per head, an increase 
of £76 per head in the last eighteen 
months. I thinlc that possibly a little 
more explanation from t.he Minister 
might show why it should be necessary 
to raise the salaries to that extent. 

Mr. GOREY: Salaries and bonus 
combined are quite a different matter 
altogether from raising the salary. I 
am sorry I had not the figures avail- 
able. 

Mr. WILSON : The difference is 
£154 per head. 

4 

Mr. JOHNSON: The Crown Solici- 
tor, I take it, had many other oppor- 
tunities of earning fees. Am I to 
understand that the Stat-e Solicitor is 
in the same position, or is he a per- 
raanent <)fficer not practising pri- 
vately? If the salary is an inclusive 
one, which I doubt, I take it tbat the 
duties involved may require his whole 
time if all these various new activities 
are imposed upon the State Solicitor. 


Will he have any other time to devote 
to his own practice, or is he in exactly 
the same position as the Crown Solici- 
tor was in the old days with regard 
to private practice? 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : Perhaps I 
might assist in this matter. The pre- 
sent arrangement under which these 
State Solicitors are appointed is, 
first of all, a purcly temporary one. 
They have not been appointed as 
whole-time offieers. They have been 
j appointed to do all the local business 
of all Departments of State. Pormerly 
you had Crown Solicitors, and in some 
places they are still continued as Ses- 
sional Crown Solicitors. They are 
different persons. You had in addi- 
tion, the Solicitor for the Land Com- 
mission, who was not necessarily the 
same person as the Crown Solicitor, 
and who was paid separately for the 
work of recovering Land Commission 
annuities. Then, if the Valuation 
Office had valuation appeals, they did 
not necessarily go to the Crown Soli- 
eitor; they inight employ some other 
solicitor. The same thing happened 
with the Revcnue Oepartment, in con- 
neetion with Incomc Tax business or 
other Revenuc matters. Now the posi- 
tion is that these State Solicitors have 
been appointed on a temporary basis 
to do all the work of the State of 
every kind and for all Departments. 
The whole thing is temporary, for the 
rcason that at prescnt there is in every 
county a large mass of business con- 
nected with the Damage to Property 
Act. ITntil that is disposed of—be- 
cause it does exhaust their time to a 
very large extent and prevents them 
from taking a large amount of private 
pra(*iice—the salaries have been fixed 
for the current period on the present 
liasis. lt is intended to review them 
when the nornial work of a State 
Solicitor can be really estimated, 
There are certain ranges of private 
work which they are excluded from. 
For instance, they are not allowed to 
undertake the defence of prisoners or 
any class of licensing business. They 
are also necessarily excluded at pre- 
sent from the remunerative class of 
business of presenting claims under the 
Damage to Property Act. 
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Mr. OOREY: That applied under the 
old system. , 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL :• Not busi- 
ness under the Damage to Property 
Act. 

Mr. OOREY : IVecause it did not 
exist. 

ATTORNEY-OENERAL: Therefore, 
there is a tcmporary arrangement. 
Under the old system, certainly, the 
dcfence of prisoners was excluded. 
Now they lose this valuablc source of 
income of preparing claims for pri- 
vate clicnts. We have required, wher- 
ever they have private clients, that 
thcy must not deal with business in 
relation to thc Damagc to Propcrty 
Act. Of course, by concentrating all 
the work of the State in a particular 
person, he is also exeluded from ap- 
pearing for the other side, for fees 
and ordinary eosts, in all the elasses of 
business that arc handed over to hini 
at a fixcd salary. For instanee, many 
solicitors make quite a large amount 
of money by appearing for persons in 
Income Tax appeals and so on. The 
State Solicitor loses that. As l say, 
the arrangement is temporary during 
the present abnormal period and con- 
dition of public business through thc 
country. When the Damage to Pro- 
perty Act! business has come to a eon- 
clusion, it is intended to revicw the 
position of the Statc Solicitors and to 
consider the amount that will l>e their 
íixed remuneration. 

Major COOPER: Will the Attorney- 
General tell us whcther it is possible 
to revicw the emolumcnts for existing 
State Solicitors while they are stilí 
holding office, or can the review only 
take place when a vacancy ariscs? 

ATTORNEY-OENERAL : The ap- 

pointment of the existing State Solici- 
tors is based upon a letter in which 
they wére told that they are appointed 
temporarily, and, in point of fact, I 
thinfc for six months. They have been 
told that at the end of so many 
montUs the matter can be recon- 
sidered. 

Question put, and agreed to. 

Étr. ÉtTTSÉ: I move to report 
progress. 


Majo? COOPER: What course is it 
proposed to adopt in regard to Votcs 
Number 3 and 11, which have been 
postponed? Is it intended to take theni 
at the end of the other Estjmates or 
immediatcly on the resumption? 

Mr. BLYTHE: I would be inclined 
to take them immediately. I presume 
the diseussion in regard to the Army 
j situation will take place at 3 o’cloch. 
When that is over, if we have time this 
evening, I proposc to proceed with 
these Estimates. 

DÁIL RESUMES. 

Progress reportcd. Oommittee to sit 
again to-day. 

Mr. BLYTHE: I move the suspsn- 
sion of the sitting ot* the Dáil until 
3 oVloelt to-day. 

Sitting suspended aeeordingly. 

The Dáil resumi'd at 3 p.m. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Deputy 

Johnson has given notiee that he will 
move the Adjournment of the Dáil to 
draw r attcntion to a matter oí* urgcnt 
publie importance. 

HOUR OP ADJOURNMENT. 

The PRESIDENT: Beforc thc De- 
puty moves the Adjournnieut, I move 
that the Dáil sit after 8.30 p.m. We 
have a eonsiderable amouut of financial 
business to transaet, and it may be 
ncccssary to sit bcyond 8.30. 

Mr. DARRELL PIOQIS: Would it 
not be strangc to take that before the 
motion for the Adjournment? If the 
motion for Adjournmcnt happened to 
be carried, it would settlc the othor 
one. 

AN OEANN COMHAIRLE: Thete is 
no catastrophe in that. 

Major COOPER: Before you put the 
motion, might I ask what business is to 
be taken, and how late are wc likely to 
sit? Are we to get through all ihe 
financial business, and are w'q also to 
take the motion as to the Housing of 
the Oireachtas? I think it would 
facilitate us if the President stafcpd 
how much business is to be proceedéd 
with. 
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The PRESIDENT : Thc whole of the 
financial business, and thc Supplemcn- 
tary Estimates, if we have to sit be- i 
yond 8.30 p.m. ! 

Mr. JOHNSON: If it is intcnded that 
we should take the whole of the íinan- 
cial business, then I think the motion 
should not bc aceepted by the Dáil. We 
have about 20 Rcsolutions, some of 
which deal with very important mat- 
ters, that may be very controversial. If 
the motion of the President is that we 
should sit until these Resolutions have 
been decided, well we may be sitting a 
very long time. This procedure of 
bringing a motion for elosure to deal 
with Estimates on this kind of notice is, 
to say the least of it, not at all fair to 
the Dáil. If the Minister intends that 
this shall be a motion to rush through 
and vote down at all eosts, no matter 
what the arguments inay be, these 20 
Resolutions then, I think, I ean promise 
he will have to sit and will havc to kcep 
his House. 

Major COOPER : Is the Vote on Ac- 
eount to be taken as wcll? 

Mr. BLTTHE : Yes. 

Major COOPER: That is another 60 
in addition. 

Mr. BLYTHE: The Vote on Aeeount 
is really less a matter for discussion. in 
the ordinary way at any rate, than the 
Supplcmcntary Estimates. The fact of 
the matter is that somehow or other we 
must contrive to get the Supplementary 
Estimates, thc Vote on Account and the 
various Resolutions on the Central 
Pund Bill through by to-morrow night. 

Major COOPER : We shall be here 
till to-morrow night. 

JJf CEANN COMHAIRLE: The mo 

tion ís moved under Standing Order 16 
“ That the Dáil sit later than 8.30 p.m. 
this evening.” 

Mr. JOHNSON: I have no objection 
to the motion, but I have an objection 
to the explanation and the reason given 
in reply to Deputy Cooper, not that it 
was necessary to sit late but that it was 
necessary to get all the financial busi- 
nesí*i through before we rose. 

That is not the in- 


tention. All the financial business 
must be through by to-morrow night. 
I would not say that it is neces* 
sary to get the w T hole of it through to- 
day, but that the whole time of the Dáil 
should be devoted to financial business. 

Mr. JOHNSON : That is a very differ- 
ent story. 

Question put arnl agrccd to. 

THE ARMY SITUATION. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I beg to move my 
motion. The chief reason I have for 
moving this motion is to assert the 
rights of the Dáil. I consider that the 
Executive Council on this occasion, as 
on other oecasions recently, has givcn 
very seant consideration to the rights 
of the Dáil in matters of public con- 
cern. It might be w r ell to remind De- 
puties and members of the Executive 
Couneil that Article 51 of the Consti- 
tution says: il The Exeeutive Council 
sliall be responsible to Dáil Eireann. M 
I would ask the Dáil to remember how T 
often we have been told that the 
Oireachtas is the supreme authority in 
j this eountry, and that the Executive 
Council is a body responsible to thc 
Dáil. I contend that too frequently the 
Exeeutive Council has plaeed the Dáil 
in a subordinate position to the Party 
to whieh belongs the majority vote in 
the Dáil, and to w’hom members of the 
j Executive Council ow r e some kind of 
Partv allegiance. They forget that 
they are appointed l>y the Dáil, and not 
by a Party, and that they are respon- 
sible to the Dáil, and not to a Party. 
for public affairs. When w r e asked this 
morning for information as to the 
situation arising out of the events 
of last w f eek, the trouble in the 
Army, the threatened resignations, the 
assurance that there would be con- 
sideration given, during the week-end, 
to a reconstruction of the Ministry, in 
consequence of the rcsign.ations,. and 
that the Dáil would be made acquainted 
with the result of these deliberations, 
w r e w r ere not given any information 
whatever of a character becoming to 
the circumstances. The President told 
us, as if it were a very formal matter, 
and of little concern, that 40 officers 
had resigned, that 50 had absented 
themselves, and that a complete list tfas 
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[Mr. Johnson.] 
not yet furnished to the Executive 
Council on these points. This is Wednes- 
day. The last discussion took place 
here on Thursday. We were not given 
any information as to the position in 
the country, as to the position in the 
Army, or of what is meant by the com- i 
mon reports regarding resignations, ' 
threatened resignations, the position of 
the ofíicers, or the ex-Army Council. 

I maintain that the position that the 
Dáil has been placed in is that of so 
many children at school, who may not 
be told anything of what their parents 
were discussing, that these are matters 
for the privacy of the chamber and not 
for family discussion. The members of 
the Govemment party may be informed 
of áll that has been happening in regard 
to public affairs, and they may make de- 
cisions, and the Government, presum- 
ably, will have to obey those deci- 
sions, and thc Dáil is to be kept in the 
dark and expected to be responsible to 1 
the extent of their position as Deputies 
without any information or any know- 
ledge, and be treated as so many school- 
children. That is an undignified posi- 
tion to put the Dáil in, and it is not 
carrying out the spirit of the Constitu- 
tion. It is only one degree less heinous 
than the offencc of an army trying to 
govern the country through the army 
establishments, leaving the Dáil to be a 
kind of plaything, merely to satisfy the 
formalities of eonstitutional govern- 
ment. If the Dáil is not go- 
ing to be given information, 
and if the Executive Council is 
not to give information to the Dáil on 
matters of public importance of this 
character, then we had better dissolve 
the Dáil and set up, what you want to 
set up, a dictatorship. A dictatorship 
by political junta is very nearly as bad 
as a dictatorship by a single individual. 
Do not lct us pretend to be dealing with 
Parliamentary government if we have 
not got it. Do not let us pretend we 
have an Executive Council responsiblc 
to the Dáil when the Dáil is given no in- 
formation as to public affairs. I say it 
is scandalous treatment, and the Execu- 
tive Council ought to be ashamed to 
stand before us and pretend to be a con- 
stitutional body. On the 12th inst. the 
President read a statement. On the 
llth there had been a discussion here, 
and a very definite proposition was put 


to the Dáil by the Ministry. A private 
meeting of the party and consultation 
with the Govemment took place that 
night, and new decisions were arrived 
at. The Dáil was told that the Minister 
for Industry and Commerce had ten- 
dered his resignation because he was dis- 
satisfied with the administration of a 
particular department of State. The 
Executive Council had given the matter 
grave eonsideration. Then the Presi- 
dent was in a position to announce that 
they would cause an inquiry to be held 
into the administration of the Army. I 
can only deal with matters that have 
been made public. I know a little more 
than has been made public. Matters 
that havc been made public are the dis- 
cussions that took place in the Dáil and 
the statcment made by Deputy McGrath 
which appeared in the Press on Monday. 
The Dáil ought to dcmand—I, at least, 
demand—that as much information on 
public affairs and matters concerning 
the public policy of the country and the 
administration of the Army should be 
given to the eountry as was given to a 
party mceting. I want to know, for 
instance, whether the inquiry that was 
proposed to be undcrtaken was to be a 
public inquiry or not. Deputy Mul- 
cahy demanded that it should be public. 
He considered in justice to the late 
Army Council, and particularly because 
of certain public references that were 
made, that that inquiry should be public. 
I do not. know whether any change has 
occurred in the policy of the Govern- 
ment in regard to that. Is it to be a 
public inquiry or is it to be a private in- 
quiry? Whether it is a public or pri- 
vate inquiry, what are to be the terms 
of reference? Has any consideration 
been given to the suggestion of Deputy 
Hewat, supported by myself, that that 
inquiry should be conducted by a body 
of whom one, at Jeast, should be a per- 
son who had not intimate association 
with the Govemment party? I press 
that, more especially if the Govemment 
policy regarding the privacy of the in- 
quiry is to be maintained. There will 
be no public confidence in any inquiry 
of that sort if it is confined to members 
of the Govemment party. There will 
necessarily need to be somebody outeide 
if there is to be any feeling of confidence 
that the administration of the Army, 
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which is being inquired into, is being in- } 
quired into carefully and judicially and 
with full regard to the public welfare. 
The Ministry believe that it was neces- 
sary to set up such inquiry in vicw of 
the «tatement made by the Minister for 
Industry and Commerce in regard to 
another Ministry and in regard to mat- 
ters which ought to become public, and 
Avhich had been subject to discussion in 
the Dáil—charges and counter-charges, 
or fiiuggestions of eharges and sugges- 
tions of counter-eharges. I say it is not 
enough that that inquiry should be con- 
duoted by three members of one poli- 
tical party and having one political 
association. It would necessarily have 
to be of a wider personnel, and I again 
prees that view upon the Ministry. It 
may be said that the inquiry has already 
begun its work. We should require to 
be told whether it has or not. If it has 
begun its work, has it made any report, 
and, if it made any report, is that report 
to be submitted to the Dáil? We have 
a right also to know what thc policy of 
the Government is regarding the oflficers 
who are absentces and who resigned, 
whether resignations have bcen accepted, 
whether any change has taken place in 
the attitude of the Council towards these 
offlcers. We were told that certain 
conditions had been accepted and were 
to be complied with, first by Thursday 
night and then it was extended until 
Saturday. Ilave these conditions been 
complied with? Has the time again 
been extended? What. is the policy of 
the Government in rcgard to these con- 
ditions? Do they still maintain the 
attitude announced by the Minister for 
Homc Affairs on Thursday when he said 
that the policy of the Government was to 
adhere to the terms of the memorandum 
iseued by the late Minister for Defence 
on the 15th inst., the tcxt of which had 
been read, the only difference being that 
the datc had been extended? 

I want to know is that still the 
policy of the Government. I want to 
know also whether we can be told to- 
day, as we were told last week, that no 
complaints havc rcached the Ministry 
in respect of the rank and file of the 
Army. 

Then I come to Deputy McGrath^s 
statement which appearcd in the 
papers on Mond&y. He there says that . 
certain agreements or understandings I 
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had been arrived at and those under- 
standings had been accepted by the 
offtcers concerned in the mutiny. 
Those undertakings and the conditions 
involved in Ihem were not observed by 
the Army authoritics, raids and arrcsts 
in Parnell St.reet bcing part of sueh 
non-observaiice. Then he goes on to 
say that thcse oflftcers had been assured 
by him that thcy would be immune 
from molestation on agreement with 
the conditions which hc was asked to 
eonvey to them, and which, as he has 
stated, were accepted. He further 
goes on, after alleging that conditions 
that were submitted upon the authority 
of the Executive to those oflficers had 
not been complied with by the Army, 
to say that since the arrests the 
Executive (íouncil had insisted on 
parole which was not embodied in the 
uiid(»rstaiiding, and whieh therefore 
constitutes a continuance of the viola- 
tion of the understanding, arrived at. 
I want to havc an answer to that 
challengc. We have a right to knoiv 
something of what has bcen occurring. 
I am not satisfied to be told that things 
have bcen smoothed over and that a 
compromise has been entered into here 
and a compromise there, and we are 
told then we have to wait until the 
next eruption and again be quietened 
down by thc statement that things are 
going to be satisfactory in tlie future. 
Deputy McGrath said: il This agree- 
ment meant in substance that the 
offtcers, suspected of being concerned 
with the signatories to thc document 
would, on their undertaldng to restore 
the status quo bc reinstated and the 
ineident regarded as c]osed. ,, 

Was that the undertaking? Is it to 
be fulfilled? I press further, *and I 
want some information on a further 
statement of Deputy MeGrath when he 
said certain confidences he had with the 
men coneerned had extended over a 
very long period. This confidence was 
severely shaken some time ago when 
another defínite agreement was broken. 
I am not at all satisfied that the Army 
should bc in the way of making agree- 
ments through Ministers. with the 
Executive Council and no information 
be given to the Dáil. If agree- 
ments are. entered into surely they have 
a ríght to he kept, and ii they are 
broken it is right that those who protest 
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against the breaking of such agree- 
ments should no longer remain in the 
Government, whieh is responsible for 
breaches of that kind. What were the 
undertalrings ? What were the under- 
takings that were broken f>reviously? 
And what were the undertakings that 
were alleged to have been broken last 
week? I say the Dáil has a right to 
know these things and to be toíd the 
truth about matters which concern us 
all, and one half of the Dáil ought not 
to be kept in the dark while the other 
half is fully informcd. I have no 
pleasure in making a speech of this 
kind, but I think that the patience of 
the Dáil has boen tried too long, and 
we have not been treated as a legisla- 
tive Assembly. We are not being 
treated as a body who have been 
eleeted and to which the Exectitive 
Council is answcrable, and I say if 
there were a design on the part of the 
Executive Couneil to brin<r Parliamen- 
tary Oovernment into disrepute, to re- 
duce its influence, to prevent it estab- 
lishing an influence in thc country, 
then they are going the very best way 
about it. I ask thc House to agree with 
me in demanding that we should be in- 
formed in those matters of public con- 
ccrn of the very gravest importance, 
and that wc should not be treated as 
though we did not matter and as 
though thc only persons who do matter 
arc those who happen to have been 
elected on a particular party ticket. 

Mr. O CONNELL: I second the 
motion. 

MINISTER for HOME AFFAIRS 
(Mr. Kevin O’Higgins) : Speaking here 
some time back I stated that efforts 
were made to dissuade Deputy 
McGrath from bringing here to this 
House chargcs and allegations which, 
in our opinion, ought not to be dis- 
cussed and bandied about in public. I 
do not know whether the reasons 
which I gave for that eourse were con- 
sidercd adequate by the Dáil or by any 
Depnties, but, they were the reasons. 
There was a difflcult and delicate 
national situation, a difflcult and deli- 
cate Army situation, and in our judg- 
ment neither of those situations was 
likely to be improved by the kind of 
statements which Deputy McGrath 


I contemplatcd making. Consequently 
efforts were made, as I say, to dissuade 
him from that course. An undertak- 
ing was given that a full searching in- 
quiry into Army administration would 
be instituted, an inquiry before which 
he would have an ample opportunity of 
]aying and formulating such charges 
as he might wish to íorniulate against 
í the peoplc primarily responsible for 
Army administration. There was a 
further undertaking that. when and if 
oflicers who, in varying degrees were 
implicated in the mutiny, did all in 
their power to undo the harm whieh 
they had done the ineident would be 
regarded as elosed. No vindictive 
actiori would be takcn against them. 
Now, it appears that we might have 
been more explicit. 

There has been a tendeney to read 
into that, something in the nature of 
Avhat occurs when strikes are termin- 
ated, to i*ead into that, amnesty, rein- 
statement, no victimisation, to borrow 
a phrase from tlie language of labour 
disputes. 1 want to say h('re, as one 
mcmber of the Exeeutive ('Jouncil, that 
I understood nothing of the lrind, and 
that if I had understood anything of 
the kind I would not now be a member 
of the Executive Couneil and speaking 
from thcse benches. My reeollection 
is that another member of the Exeeu- 
tive Couneil asked specifically whether 
that was contemplated, whether that 
was involved, whether in that expres- 
sion about the incident being regarded 
as closed there lay any understanding 
that the men who had gone out in 
mutiny, who had cocked their guns as 
it were, at the Dáil and at the Govem- 
ment, and through the Dáil and Gov- 
ernment at the people, were to be 
reinstated either into the ranks or to 
the positions which they held before. 
My recollection is that the answer that 
was given was, that that matter was not 
prejudiced one way or another by the 
understanding; that the understanding 
was simply a basic one, and that 
other things were left over and not pre- 
judiced. Let us move on from that to 
thc expression that ccrtain things were • 
to happen “ when and if 99 officers who 
in varying degrees were concerned in 
the mutiny had done everything in their 
power to undo the harm they had 
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done. I want to concentrate for a mo- 
ment on that phrase: wherein lay the 
harm that was done? Surcly in the 
flouting of eonstituted authority, surely 
in the fact tfiat diseipline had been 
thrown to the winds, and that certain 
people had taken thc line that the 
function of thc Army was to lead the 
people politically rathcr tlian to serve 
the people militarily. Two offieers had 
dcfinitely taken that linc over their 
names. Their oftcncc strietly regarded 
was something more than mutiny. It 
was mutiny plus treason, and tliose who j 
lined up with them, those who associ- | 
ated themselves with theni eould not i 
complain, if they were taintcd not 
merely with the ehargc of mutiny but 
with the eharfrc of treason. How to 
undo thc harm which was done? Oreat 
harm w'as done beyond question, írreat 
harm to thc morale and diseipline of 
the Army, to thc eredit. of the eountry 
and to the jrood name of the eountry. 
One cannot take these thin<*s simply as 
things apart and ignore their reaetions 
and their repercussions in the sphere 
of commercc and in the sphere of poli- 
ties. There had been a deíianee of con- 
stituted authority, aml a floutiiifr of 
discipline. There was no way, as I sce 
it, in which the liarm that w r as donc 
could bc entirely undone. But there 
was a method by whieh it could be par- 
tially undone, and that. was by a formal 
submission, a full unequivoeal undc- 
served submission to that authority 
which had been flouted and an accept- 
ance of that disciplinc which had been 
trampled on. 1 

In confcrenec with the Minister for 
Dcfence and the General Offieer Com- 
manding the Forces, the President set 
out. the procedure by whieh that sub- 
raission to authority could be made, 
by which that aeceptance of disci- 
pline could be signified. That was 
done in a letter sent to Deputy 
McGrath on Monday, 17th. On the 
morning of Tuesday, 18th March, it 
was embodied in a memorandum by 
the Minister for Defence and sent to 
the Adjutant-General, the Quarter- 
master-Géneral, and the Chief of Staff; 
and at the meeting of ,the Executive 
Council at about noon on Tuesday, the 
18th, it rcceived retrospective sanc- 
tion and approval. Certain things 


happened on Tuesday night., as I say, 
certain deplorable things, things 
which might have had the gravest con- 
scquences and reactions on the country 
and on the Army. Fortunately the 
eopiplctc catastrophe was avertcd, for- 
tunately there was no actual batt.lc 
and there were no actual casualties. I 
leave it to each Dcputy to eonsider for 
hirnself what the consequcnccs would 
have been if there had been a battle, 
i.nd if there had been casualties. We 
of the Exccutivc Council took the view 
that the procccdiugs on Tucsday night, 
the military operations on Tuesday 
night, were a departurc from well 
defined Government poliey with regard 
to this mutiny, and a brcaeh of the 
elear and necessary implieation of the 
mcmorandum of the Miuister for De- 
fence which had liecn sanctioncd by 
the Exccutivc (Jouncil that very morn- 
ing. We took the decision whieh was 
announccd here in the Dáil on Wed : 
ncsday last—the dccision to remove 
from their administrative post.s the 
three principal officers of the Army. 
Itecognising that the events of Tues- 
day night constituted a serious mishap 
and a vcry dangorous inishap, we 
theroupon deeided that. thc time limit 
of 6 p.m. on Thursday should be 
cxtcnded, and it. was extended until 
thc same hour on Saturday. I want to 
deal briefly with tbe position with re- 
gard to those who were arrested and 
taken into custody on Tnesday night. 
They were those who had taken the 
strictly logical view that. becausc the 
Executive Council did not stand over, 
and did not take rcsponsibility for the 
operations of Tuesdav night, that the 
proper line to take was, to turn out, 
unconditionally, the offieers who came 
into custody as a result of these opera- 
tions. It. was suggested that anything 
else, any other line, would be in some 
way a breach of faith. I do not see 
it.. I disagree. I hold that it was not 
inconsistent, while disagreeing with 
the means by which these men came 
into custody, to recognise that they 
were in custody, and that mere un- 
conditional release might not be the 
proper or thc sane or responsible 
course for the Executivc Council to 
take. During that week I had rather 
more responsibility than my normal 
responsibilities. 



2363 


DAIL EIREANN 


Situation. 


2364 


The Army 


[Mr. Kevin O’IIiggins.] 

The President was ill and absent, and 
rightly or wrongly I took the line that 
when it was undeniable that a mutinous 
revolt seemed imminent and seemed 
under Providenee inevitable, it would 
not be a proper thing to release these 
prisoners without at least some under- 
taking and soine assurance being given 
by them that they would not become 
leaders in any such mutinous revolt. 
I found that view was shared by the 
other membcrs of the Executive Coun- 
cil, and that that line was approved by 
them. I told l)eputy McGrath and 
other Deputies who were very much 
interested in the early release of thosc 
men that there could be no question of 
their mere unconditional release. 

I stated that I was prepared to dis- 
cuss with General 0’Duffy their rc- 
lease on terms signifying their per- 
sonal aceeptance and approval of the 
attitude taken up by the Government 
with regard to the mutiny, as embodied 
in the Minister for Defence’s Memo- 
randum of the 18th instant, and the 
giving of their parole. There was one 
case other than those who came into 
custody on Tuesday night. It was the 
case of Commandant Ashton, who had 
been arrested on Sunday in the Phoenix 
Park, I understand. Our information 
on that matter was that Commandant 
Ashton had been responsible for the re- 
moval of a considerable quantity of 
arms and ammunition from Gormans- 
town. When defining to General 
0’Duffy our attitude with regard to 
the Tuesday night arrests we dealt also 
with the case of Commandant Ashton, 
stating that if he were willing to co- 
operate in restoring the arms which he 
had taken away, to the place from 
which he had taken them, his parole 
also would be accepted. 

The officers who were arrested in 
Parnell Street on Tuesday night ac- 
cepted the conditions. signified their 
personal acceptance and approval of 
the Minister for Defence’s memoran- 
dum, and were released. Commandant 
Ashton, having first expressed willing- 
ness to comply with the conditions laid 
down in his case, subsequently changed 
his mind and refused to facilitate in the 
restoration of the arms, and, so far as 
I know, is at present in custody. Now, 
rthere was a time limit of 6 p.m. on 


Saturday, and I want to stress that if 
those officers were genuinely desirous 
of doing everything humanly possible 
to undo the harm which they had done, 
the obvious course was to comply with 
tho procedure laid down by the Execu- 
tive Council. They did not think fit to 
eomply with that procedure. They 
have, as announced by Deputy McGrath 
in thc Press, taken a different course. 

Officers who took away arms are not 
restoring them to the places from 
which they took them, but I)eputy 
McGrath is being used by these officers 
as a medium for restoring the arms. 
That is a procedure of their own elec- 
tion; it is not a proeedure laid down 
by the Government. Similarly, men 
who deserted or absconded, and 
officcrs who dcserted or absconded. 
from their posts are not presenting 
themselves for arrest. They are re- 
signing. They are sending in their 
resignations. Now, let it be faeed that 
these men, having got themselves into 
a particular position by a line of con- 
duet steadily pursued, as T now be- 
lieve, for many months baclc, at least 
showed a certain wisdoni and a cer- 
tain sanity in the decision thev canu» 
to on 8unday last. To that extent they 
are deserving of commendation. 

Let it be said of these men that 
whatever else they are, and howuver 
utterly wrong-headed and indiscipiined 
the course they havo pursued. they arc 
not cowards. If one might mention it, 
their principal fault would * rather 
seem to lie in the other direction—that 
they have the combative instinct over- 
dcveloped. But they have withdrawn 
from a position and from an attitude 
which, if pursued to its logical conclu- 
sion, unquestionab!y would have had 
the gravest possible reactions on the 
country and on thc Army. They are 
now resigning; they have not com- 
plied with the eonditions laid down by 
the Govemment, and they have not 
done everything they could have done 
to undo the harm that was occasioned 
by the whole position which they took 
up. They have not been willing to 
make any formal act of submission tú 
constituted authority or any formal 
act of acceptance of army discipline. 

Yet I do submit to the good sense 
of Deputies that there can now be no 
question of arrests, that there can now 
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bc no question of courtmartial, and 
that there can now be onlj a question 
of accepting these offlcers > resigna- 
tions. 

I submit that, in short, the sane 
course to take with regard to these 
men is to say to each one of thcm: 
“ Qo in peace, friend, as a civilian. ,, 
To reinstate these men would be to 
take a line of action that would have 
the gravest internal reactions on the 
Army. It would put an undue 
strain on the officers who stood 
loyal throughout the last fort- 
night of crisis. It is not a course 
which I, for one, would be pre- 
pared to stand over for one momont, 
and I want to stress that I did not 
read into any understanding or any 
agreement comc to with Deputy 
McQrath at a party meeting that any- 
thing of that kind would take place. 

I want to state my personal recollec- 
tion that when the matter was expli- 
citly raised as to whether 
U o’cloch. that wasin any way involved 
or was an irnplication of the 
understanding, my recollection is that 
the answer to that was in the negative. 
After that we were told that the matter 
was not prejudiced one way or the 
othcr. Now the position as I know it, 
and as I see it, stands like that. These 
officers are resigning from the Army, 
and Deputy McGrath has pledged to 
make himself the medium for the re 
storing of the*srms and to take respon- 
sibility for the restoring of any arms, 
ammunition cr equipment that was re- 
moved throughout the country. Re- 
membering thc things that have been 
said here in the past, I do think that 
Deputies ought to take the view that 
the course which I have just outlined 
is a proper one to adopt in all the cir- 
cumstances. Onc might well ask when 
did these men become mutineersí Was 
it last week or the week before, or have 
they been in a rather consistent attitude 
of potential mutiny for months back? 
The attitude which I have stated and 
the course of action which I have in- 
dicated is, I believe, the policy of the 
Government. Deputy Johnson com- 
plained of other matters: that the Presi- 
dent had not thought fit to state his in- 
tentions clearly with regard to the 
vacant Ministries. The President only 
returned to duty yestefday 'and has 


only had one meeting with his Execu- 
tive Oouncil, and he will speak for him- 
self on that whole aspect of things. I 
rose simply to confine mysclf to the 
Army position and to iiulicate what I 
believed to be thc proper course of ac- 
tion in view of the altered situation, 
and to stress the point that any other 
course of aetion—a course of action of 
reinstatemcnt—would be simply the ac- 
tion of men who did not advert in any 
way to the consequences that that would 
entail within the Army, and to the 
strain that that w.ould be on the men 
who stood loyally to their posts when 
othcrs went out with arms threatening, 
at any rate, to make war on the people^s 
Parliament, on thc people's Govem- 
ment, and on the people themselves. 

Mr. McGRATH : With some of the 
points raised by Deputy Johnson, and 
only some of them, I will deal. I will 
have to be very careful in anything that 
I have to say this evening, and will re- 
frain írom butting in on the statements 
that I threatened to make beforo the 
Dáil, and I hope I will be successful. I 
accepted the President's statement on 
that. day that a tribunal would be set up 
to inquire into the Army adminifltra- 
tion. I say here that I am not aware 
whether that tribunal has been set up or 
nof. Deputy Johnson referred to my 
statement which appeared in Monday’s 
papers. As regards one of the questions 
he asks, I am afraid I cannot answer it, 
because it would be butting in, perhaps, 
or giving away some information that 
should be retained and kept for this in- 
quiry—that is, that. I had retained or 
held thc confidence of the men con- 
cemed up to a short time ago, when 
another definite agreement was broken. 
I am afraid I will have to leave that 
over, and now while I am referring to 
that inquiry I do not want, in anything 
that I may say here to-day, to commit 
myself definitely as to whether I will 
take part in that inquiry or not. I will 
keep an open mind on that. So far for 
what I have to answer regarding Deputy 
Johnson^s statement. I now come to the 
explanation given by the Minister for 
Home Affairs as to what he understood 
the understanding arrived at with me at 
the Party meeting at which he and the 
other members of the Executive Council 
were present was. As I took down his 
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words, what he said was that when, and 
if the officers concerned did all in their 
power to undo the harm done, the inci- 
dent would be regarded as closed, and 
he did not forget to say this, which I 
deny absolutely, that no vindictive 
action would be taken. I want to say 
here definitcly that the word “ vindic- 
tive was never used on that occasion. 
The proposal to inquire into the Army 
administration was put to me after the 
members of the Executive Council had , 
retired. I said : Very well; now, how | 
about the officers? • How am I to go to I 
these people and ask what is to happen 
to the men who will be concerned with 
the signatories to the document unlcss I 
am in a position to say that thcre is no 
victimisation.” It was I used this word, 
pcrhaps, because I have heard it so often 
and said I must be in a position to state 
that there would be no victimisation. 
At least one hour was lost, if you like, 
in trying to frame the document and to 
put into words what was meant by that. 
There are not many words in the docu- 
ment; I think that each one present 
must have contributed one word. The 
documcnt reads, this is a copy of it, bc- 
eause I am afraid to carry the original 
around with me: “ That the men con- 
cerned in the recent trouble in the Army 
undertake to undo, so far as they can, 
the mischief crcated by their action, and 
on their so doing the incident will be re- 
garded as closed. ,, That is the docu- | 
ment, a copy of whieh I hold. It is 
signed by the Chairman of the Party 
meeting present that night. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Is that intended to 
bind the Executive Council? 

Mr. McOBATH: Yes. 

Mr. ALTON: May I ask who w r as thc 
Chairman of the meeting? 

Mr. McORATH: Dep\\ty Hughes. 
Now, you may be told that it was left 
to me to interpret that docviment in 
the epirit. I want to remind you that 
it was' I first raised the point as to 
what would happen the officers con- 
cemed, or alleged to be concerned, with 
the signatories. I have no doubt in my 
mind, none whatever, nor indeed I am 
certain have the majority of the mem- 
bers of the Party present that night 
any doubt in their minds. as to what 
;tjras meant by that document. I would 


not have left the room that night, nor 
have undertaken to go and see these 
men on any othcr conditions but that 
there should be no victimisation. I 
went to them accompanied by anothcr 
Dcputy who is not here to-day. I am 
sorry to say he w r ill not be here for 
some timc, as he has had to leave the 
c(/untry ow r ing to ill-health. I refer to 
Dcputy Gibbons. But there are Depu- 
ties here who are aware of the fact 
that he eorroborated my statement, 
which I am repeating here to-day. I 
w’ent and told them that such was the 
ease, that an inquiry was to be held 
into the Army administration, and that 
there was to be no victimisation of the 
officcrs concerned, and I said to the two 
sismatories: “ You must comsider your- 
selves wiped out in this matter. ,> Thcy 
considered it and said: “ Very good, 
we will sacrifice oursolves. ,, Now the 
Minister for Home Affairs, or any 
other Minister, or any other Deputy, 
may get up here and say t.hat no such 
thing happened, but I challenge them 
to disprove what I am saying. I think 
I hear some of them groaning now.. 

Mr. DESMOND FITZGERALD: I 
take up that challenge and I rise to 
state that not only did I understand 
no such thing, but I myself challenged 
that interpretation and was assured 
that no such words were in the doeu- 
ment. 


Mr. McGRATH: It may be because 
the hour was very late that so few of 
the mombers oí; thc Executive Council 
attended in spite of the fact that therc 
w T as a vpry serious crisis in progress, 
but even admitting it as the Minister 
for Home AfFairs has put it, he said 
there were no signs that these men in- 
tended or were prepared to undo the 
harm they had done, or the mischief, if 
you like, by a formal submission to the 
proper authorit.y, I ask in all faimess 
what chance did they get ? The day 
after that, I took away the docu- 
mcnt and saw the men. It was I 
first saw the need for some machinery 
or at least I mentioned the fact—I do 
not claim I was the first to see it, but 
I may have been—that sóme machinery 
was necessary to give effect to this 
document that these men would not be 
victimised. At another Party meeting, 
at which I do not know how manv 
members of the Executive Couneil were 
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present, but certainly the President 
was, I suggested, what struck me at thc 
time in a rather rough way, as to what 
the procedure should be. The Presi- 
dent took down what I said. I said 
then that I wanted to prevent, at all 
costs, that any of these officers con- 
cerned might get it into their heads 
that in presenting themselves at bar- 
racks to take up their original posi- 
tions and to go back to their billet that 
perhaps thcre might be some trouble 
as a result. Consequcntly I said de- 
finitely I would tell these people to 
lceep off, stand as they were, and wait 
until I was in a position to tell them 
what the machinery was as regards 
their reporting back and getting back 
into their original positions. It was de- 
cided then that that was a matter for 
the Executive Council to arrange the 
machincjy, and rightly so, and it was 
also decided that the Executive Council 
would confer vvith rne in making these 
arrangements. That will not be chal- 
lenged. 

Now on the Sunday, two days after- 
wards, one of the men concerned who 
had it from me, if not directly, then 
from the person he had trust in, that 
they werc free to go about, was arrested 
in the Phoenix Park in spite of the fact 
that I told him and others through 
their representatives, if I may call 
them so, that they were free to go 
about. He was arrested and I appealed 
to at least one member of the Execu- 
tive to intervene and have him released 
in order that the procedure which was 
about to be arranged would be uniform 
and apply to all. I failed. I saw the 
President; I kept off seeing him as long 
as I could because of his being ill, but 
I thought the matter suffieiently serious 
that I should see him, and I did see him, 
and I asked him to do what he could to 
have this man released in order that a 
proper atmosphere would be created. I 
got a letter that evening of St. Patrich’s 
Day but it had no mention whatsoever 
of the individual concerned. The letter 
was the same as the Dcputies heard 
read by the Minister for Home Affairs 
and was embodied in an order issucd 
to the Military on the day after St. 
Patrick's Day. That was what I called 
the surrender terms. 

Now I only want to mention in pass- 
ing that a decision was arrived at—4>y 
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whom it doesn't concern me. It was 
agreed that they, the Executive Council, 
would confer with me. The order was 
issued by the Military and it was 
fathered later on by the Executive 
Council. I do not say that some such 
order was not necessary but I do say 
as I said in my statement, that I hold it 
was deliberately framed to make it as 
bitter as possible for thosc men to swal- 
low. A word here and there changed 
which meant exactly the same thing 
would have made a big difference. But 
they did not reject or turn down that 
surrendcr busincss. It was veryhard,but 
they agreed with me. 1 told them they 
would have to surrender their arms and 
to go through whatever machinery was 
. necessai-y to maintain discipline in the 
| Army and to get back to their positions 
| and to do what they could in restoring 
! thc status quo. That was their full in- 
j tention. But, as 1 said, what oppor- 
I tunity did they get of doing that? You 
have the incident of Tuesday night. As 
regards these men 1 was responsible for 
their arrest in so far as I have told 
1 these men that they wcre free to go 
about and I so understood it and so did 
the majority of those present. I think 
even thc Executive Council would say 
they understood it also. 

That. beiug so, Thursday at six 
oVloch was fixed when they were to 
surrender in the first instance. It was 
then put back to Saturday at six 
oVlock, and the point is seriously made 
that no surrender took place before 
six p.m. on Saturday. Whether they 
like it or not, the Exeeutive Council, or 
any other Party, must admit that there 
must have been an organisation there, 
and that to give these men time to come 
to any definite decision they should be 
in a position to consult with one an- 
other. Consequently these men, not 
being out until Friday evening, were 
not in a position to come to any de- 
cision or to issue anv order, not to Dub- 
lin, mind you, but to every part of the 
country, to accept these terms and to 
surrender. They had no opportunity 
of doing that, and consequently there 
is nothing, I hold, in the point made 
that they did not make any effort to 
submit to the authority of the people 
by surrcndering on the date and at the 
time mentioned. That is the position, 
baldly stated, as from the time these 

F. 4 
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negotiations, if you like to eall them 
so, were entered into. 

My position has been made abso- 
lutely impossible. I appealed to these 
men on Sunday, as I stated. It was a 
very big t-hing to do. It was rather a 
risky performanee. I felt nervous be- 
fore doing it, but I did so. I thought 
it was up to me to do it, and it mat- 
tered not, as I said to them, which side 
won in this matter; it was the people 
who should be concerned and should 
be thought of, and I am glad to say 
that they saw it in that way. My per- 
sonal position is this: I said to them: 
“ Go out; forget thc past; you have 
.done your best. The country owes you 
a lot, but for the sake of the eountry 
get down and out; I have no hope for 
you; I have no hope for myse1f. I can- 
not see beyond my arm’s length what 
is going to happen. Consequently, I 
am getting out, and will accept no fur- 
ther responsibility. M That was my 
position. Tt was my intention to hand 
in my resignation yesterday: it is my 
intention to hand it in this evening, 
unless something extraordinary hap- 
pens. 

MINISTER for AGRICULTURE 
(Mr. P. Hogan) : I hope T have enough 
sense to realise that this is a sorrv 
story from start to finish, but as it is 
being told, the whcle story might as 
well be told. The word “ mutiny ” 
has been used. We have h(‘ard it in 
the Dáil for the last fortnight on a 
great many occasions. There is mutiny 
in an army when there is any other 
allegiance in the army, any other 
allegiance in the army except one, un- 
equivocal, nnquestionable obedience to 
the people, to the Government who re- 
present t-he people; and in that- sense 
there is mutiny. I stated here that 
there has been mutiny in the Army for 
a long time, and in that sense there 
are more mutinies than this one, and 
in that sense there was a mut,iny in 
the Army which I hope we have dealt 
with. Ilowever, with the consent of 
the ex-Minister for Defenee, and with 
the consent of the Headquarters Staff 
of the Army that has now gone- 

General MULGAHY: What about 
the Executive Councilt 


Mr. HOGAN: I am not in ine 
Executive Council, and I have not my 
tongue in my clieek now. I am not 
aware that the Executive Council, or 
that every member of the Executive 
Couneil knew—I use the word 
“ knew ”—while we all sensed that 
there was such mutiny. Now, that is 
thc beginning of tlie story, and that is 
the reason that it is necessary to deal 
with Ihe mutiny with another Staif 
and with new men. I do not say that 
either of these mutinies had rcached 
a serious stage. I know they had not. 
I believe they had not. I know enough 
to know that the bulk of the Army, 
for which you are paying, is sound; 
I know enough to luiow that there is 
thcre the makings of as good an Army, 
of as obedient an Army, and of as 
efficient an Army as any in the world. 
But I say that was thc position that 
was developing, and that is the posi- 
tion which we are trving to face now. 
With regard to these agretunonts, we 
are all fair*y sick of agroements-- 

General MULCAHY : On a matter of 
nxplanation, sir, I understood that the 
Minister for Agrieulture was appa- 
rently going to treat the Dáil as if it 
were the body inquiring into the raat- 
ters and the eharges that havo been 
alleged here. Do I understand that 
he is getting away from that point 
now or that there is anv evidenee he 
is going to produee here to suh- 
stantiate some of the statements and 
suggestions he has made? 

Mr. HOGAN: I think I have made a 
definitc statement which every member 
of the Dáil nnderstands, and 1 do not 
think that Deputy Mulcahy should be 
addressing me. He should address the 
Ceann Comhairlc, and I do not want 
to get into an argument. 

General MULCAHY : I addressed 
myself to the Ceann Comhairle. 

Mr. HOGAN: I do not know whether 
he intends me to bring forward now 
what he calls proof. Is he denying it? 

General MULCAHY : I am certainly 
denying, sir, that I had anything to do 
with a m\vtiny in the Army. 

Mr. HOGAN: I do not want to 
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generate heat here. 1 defined what I 
meant by inutiny. I said that there 
was a mutiny in the Army when there 
was any allegiance in the Army except 
the one- 

Mr. JOHNSON: I suggest that the 
Minister would satisfy the Dáil if he 
told us exactly what was in his mind. 
We hear rumours; let us hear a írank 
statement. 

Mr. DAVIN: The same as the Party 
meeting did. 

Mr. HOGAN: I will, eertainly. I 
thought I had made it clear enough- 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : I am 

very loathe to intervene in this, but we 
are now going into the question about 
whieh it is ]>roposed to set up an 
Inquirv, or about which, possib]y, an 
Inquiry has been set up. The Ministcr 
for Agrie.ulture had rnade a definite 
charge. The charge has been repu- 
diated, and the qucstion is whether 
this or the Tnquiry is the plaee to sub- 
stantiate that charge. l)eputy Johnson 
did not introduce tliis matter, and 
Deputy McOrath, very properly in my 
vievv, afid very carefully considering 
the position he is in, refrained from in- 
troducing it. The Minister for Agri- 
cultui'e has iutroduced it now, and 1 am 
in the hands of the Dáil. Arc we going 
into it? 

DEPUTIES: No. 

Mr. HOGAN. I merely introdueed it 
beeause I think the Dáil and, I think, 
the country is entitled to know thc 
reasons that actuated the Rxecutive 
Council, actuated mc, as one member of 
the Party, in doing what I could do to 
see that some other Army Council 
dealt with this mutiny. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: We are 

really dealing with the officers in whom 
Deputy McGrath is interested rather 
than with the Army Council. 

General MULCAHY : Is it suggested 
that the Party arranged for the re- 
moval of the Army Council? 

Mr. HOGAN: I say that was the 
reason that influenced me, so far as I 
was one member of the Dáil, in doing 
all I could to see that another Council 
was dealing with this mutiny. 


Mr. O’CONNELL: Thc Dáil never 
got a chance of discussing this mattcr. 

Mr. HOGAN: 1 never suggested that 
the Party decided this. It did not, but 
as I say, as one niember, as one man, 
that was the reason, if you like, why 
I approved of dealing with this. 

Mr. JOHNSON: May I say that I 
lalce it we arc in the same position re- 
garding this Army affair as Deputy 
flogan, the Minister for Agriculture. 
Iíe has eorne to a decision. He has 
statcd he has approved of certain 
| things on certain informat.ion. We 
' may approve or disapprove of them if 
we had the same information, but we 
havc not that information. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: May I say, as a 
mattcr of cxplanation, that this mat- 
tcr with regard to the Army Council 
is al)out the one thing which the Party 
, did not dccide within thc last fort- 
I niglit, and is about thc one thing vvith 
regard to which the Party is unani- 
i mous. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: It is also 
the one thing with which this parti- 
■ular discussion, as opened by Deputy 
i Johnson. does not seem to be con- 
1 eorncd. I vvill read what Deputy 
Johnson said whcn he gave notiee, as 
rcquir(‘d by thc Standing Orders, be- 
for<‘ tbe suspension of the sitting for 
lunch: 

f bcg to give notice that I shall 
ask leave to movc the adjournment 
of the Dáil to call attcntion to a mat- 
ter of urgency and of public impor- 
tance, namoly, charges made by the 
ox-Minister for Industry and Com- 
meree, that undenstandings with 
Army officers made on hehalf of the 
Executive Counc.il have bccn broken, 
and that assuranccs were given that 
mutinous officers were to bc rein- 
stated. The President has failed, I 
think, to give satisfaetion to the Dáil 
as regards the position, and I sub- 
mit, in view of the few paragraphs 
of information he did give that these 
rather confirm the necessity for deal- 
ing vvith these matters. M 
The matters dealt with do not in- 
clude the question that the Minister for 
Agriculture is dealing with. I came 
into the Chair this evening with the 
same view I have had all along in this 
matter, that I should interveffe as little 
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as possible. This is the first time I 
have intervened in any part of these 
discussions, but the Minister for Agri- 
culture is plainly going into a very 
contentious matter, whieh must be de- 
cided either here or before the Court 
of Inquiry, which will report to the 
Executive Council or the Dáil; but the 
Minister for Agriculture is going on a 
different line from the other part of 
the discussion. 

Mr. HOOAN: After that ruling I will 
not proceed along that, line any further. 

I merely explained the reason why I 
went into that matter at all was that I 
heard complaints from all parts of the 
Dáil, stated here openly, that they were 
not getting full information, and I said 
I would begin at the beginning. To 
come to this agreement, it is not exactly 
a position 1 would like to be in, to have 
to come here and contradict a colleague. 
None of us enjoy that position; I cer- 
tainly do not. But when Deputy 
McGrath states that the ex[>ression, É< no 
vindictivc action would be taken,” was 
not used, then all I have to say is that I 
heard that expression being used in con- 
nection with this agreement, and I have 
to say fuither that others must have 
heard it, because it was insertcd in a 
minute of the meeting. I do know 
that that minute was challenged—I 
think it was two or three days after- 
wards—and that the squabble which we 
are having here now in public took place 
then, but that. expression was used. As 
far as I remember it, this is the history 
of the case; it has been said by Deputies 
on the Labour Benches, and also by 
Farmer Deputies, that there was an ex- 
tremely long Party meeting, lasting six 
or seven hours. We were taunted about. 
it the next day. At the end of this 
Partv meeting there were signs of a 
general understanding. I am not going 
into the question now as to whether that 
w^as correct, and as to whether under- 
standings of that sort should be come 
to or not. But towards the cnd, after 
six or seven hours, there were signs of a 
general understanding, and there was an 
attempt to reduce that understanding to 
writing. I heard Deputy McQrath’s 
version, and I heard the other version, 
but I certainly left the meeting, and in 
this I do not say there is any deceit on \ 


this side or the other—I put it to a mis- 
understanding—but I certainly left that 
meeting with the belief that the finai de- 
cision was that, provided these men did 
all they could to undo the mischief they 
had donc, no vindictive action would be 
taken. I was reinforced in that belief 
l)y a question asked by the Minister for 
External Affairs—namely, were they to 
be reinstated, and the answer—I do not 
reraember the exact words, it was at a 
time when everybody was talking—was> 
so far as I can ex}>ress it in words now, 
was the answer which the Minister for 
Home Affairs gave when he stated that 
the same question had becn asked, and 
when he gave the answer that that was 
a question for the future, and not to be 
prejudiced in any way. That is my re- 
collection, as one Deputy, of what 
occurred. 

Two or three days afterwards a 
documeut appeared, a document which 
was circulated by the Miuister for De- 
fence to the Army. That document 
set out shortly that officers who had 
absconded and takcn away arms were 
to report. to be arrested and to get 
parole, that offieers who absconded 
without arnis were to be arrested and 
get. parole. That was the substance of 
that, document. You heard it read 
here. I regarded that as the natural 
interpretation of the agreement which 
had becn come to. I discusscd it with 
a gdod many people, and they re- 
garded it in the same way. I had not 
a doubt in my mind but that was 
the interpretation of the agreement 
which had been come to, so far as the 
agreement could bc interpreted; that 
is to say, it did not deal with the 
ultimate fate of these officers, with 
what was to be donc or what was not 
to be done. That was a fair inter- 
pretation of the agreement, and the 
Minister for Home Affairs who had 
decided that the whole story was to 
be told to the Dáil stood up here and 
read out that intcrpretation. Ile told 
the Dáil there was an understanding, 
ar.d he followed up that by reading 
out that document as showing the 
manner *n which the Executive Council 
proposed to treat these officers. There- 
fore, I must absolutely disagree with 
the ex-Minister for Industry and Com- 
merce, Deputy McGrath, when he 
states that : herc was no agreement on 
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that night that these officers would be 
reinstatcd. On Tucsday night an 
event occurred which no one contcm- 
plated when this agrecment was come 
to. The Army Council, acting agáinst 
the directions of the Government, or 
some members of thc Army Council, 
but the Army, or a section oí* the 
Army, arrcsted thcsc men. 

Therc was an (*ntircly new situation 
—a situation which was not contem- 
plated when the original understanding 1 
was arrived at—and the original un- 
derstanding had to he interpreted in 
thc spirit and in the lctter of that. Thc 
Exccutive Council had nothing to do 
with the arrests. That is not asserted 
bv anybody. Thcy called on the Army j 
Couneil to n*sign as a result of it. That | 
certainly was cvidenee of their bo7ia 
fides. Thoy went furthcr and took up 
this attitude: We have thes<* men in 
custody; they have not been arrested 
illegally; they were arrested against 
the dircction of thc Government, but 
thcy are now in eustody; we have dis- 
missed the Armv tVmncil who are re- 
sponsible for their arrcsts; we will give 
them their parole and let them out if 
they merely signify their personal ac- 
ccptance of the documcnt. M Tliat is 
the document read out by thc Minister 
for Home Affairs, and wliich set out. the 
procedure that was to govern the action 
that was to be taken against the men 
who wcre in mutiny. I)eputy McGrath 
took one attitude on that. He said: 

“ No; these men must be left absolutely 
free with no qualifieation of any kind, 
good, bad or indifferent. ” Tlie Gov- 
emment took another. A document 
amounting to these directions whieh 
the ex-Minister for Defenee had eir- 
culated to the Army Council was in the 
official way served on thcse men 
through the present G.O.C. and they 
signed it. They agreed and came out, 
with the exception of Commandant 
Ashton, whose position the Minister for 
Home Affairs has cxplained. Thc tim(í 
had been extended to Saturday. On 
Sunday this meeting took place and 
Deputy McGrath, in a letter to the 
Press, announced the intentions of 
these officers. My position in regard 
to the treatment that should be meted 
out to these officers having regard to 
all thc circumstances of the last year— 
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that is one of the reasons I referred to 
more mutinies than onc at thc begin- 
ning of my speech—was tliat they could 
not l)e treated as rnutineers would be 
treat(*d in any otlier army. I agree 
with the Minister for líome Affairs and 
1 suggest to Deputies that. the policy 
outlined by the Minister for Ilome 
Affairs to ]>e applied to thesc men is 
the right polioy. That is my position. 
These nu*n are not alone. They are 
leaving the Army now. There are a 
íood many officers and men who liave 
been díunobilised from thc Army. I 
would suggest to Deputy MeGrath. not 
in any bittenn*ss, but simply as the 
plain faet, that thesc men present the 
same problem now as thousands of 
other oftieers and men who w('re demo- 
Inlised and thrown out duriug tln* last 
two months. 

Mr. A. BYRNE: Tln* scrap heap. 

Mr. HOGAN : 1 suggest to Deputy 
MeGrath—and 1 do not doubt his 
bona fides -that the right wav and the 
big wav to have taekled this (juestion 
would hav(* been as Ministcr for In- 
dustry and Gommeree; to take a real 
interest and to translate that interest 
into something definite, in seeing to it 
tliat ther(* were suitable sehemes of dc- 
velopment of one kind or another 
awaiting not only these men but the 
hundreds of other men who are now 
thrown out to be addcd to the list of 
unemployed. 

I Mr. MILROY: Deputy Johnson in 

[ opening this diseussion complained 
rather aeutely. I think, of the fact that 
the Exccutive Party had taken into con- 
sultation from timc to time its Parlia- 
.nu*ntary supporters. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: Who are the 
Executivc Party s 

Mr. MILR0Y: l mean the Exeeutive 
Council. I do not think that that is an 
unusual kind of procedure. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Might I suggest, on 
a point of explanation, that 1 did not 
say that I complained that the Execu- 
tive Council had taken consultation 
with the Party. That is not what I 
complaincd about at all. I complained 
that they had given information to the 
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Party which they had not given to the 
Dáil. 

Mr. MILBOY: That is just anothcr 
way of putting it. When you give 
priority of consultation to certain 
people whoni you count upon for sup- 
port you certainly imist give theni some 
infonnation to cojisult about. I am 
quite sure that if Deputy Johnson sits 1 
in the place of President Cosgrave at 
any future time with a Party behind 
him and has serious lines of policy to 
pursue, he will think it not at all re- 
prehcnsible or a matter for complaint 
that he should consult witli his Parlia- 
mentary supporters and, perhaps, give 
them information as to the line of . 
policy and seek their advice. j 

Mr. JOHNSON: I would considor 
myself very nearly mutinous. 

Mr. MILBOY : If that is to be the 
line of proccdure to be adopted, for 
my part I cannot see how there can 
be any kind of stability in Parliamen- 
tary institutions. There must be 
grounds of confidence for those who 
support the Cfovcrnment. For my 
part, I would certainly decline to come 
here as a sheep led to the slaughter, 
knowing nothing at all about what 1 
was expccted to vóte for. So much for 
that. 

Mr. DAVIN : That is our position. 

Mr. MILBOY : >So far as I havc been 
observing Deputies who sit behind 
Deputy Johnson, there docs not seem 
to be anything very sheepish about 
them and not much indication that í 
they propose to be led to the slaughter 
without some kind of vehement pro- 
test. I merely make these remarks by 
way of introduction to the observa- 
tions which I propose to make. I hope 
no one is under the illusion that what 
I have said is an indication that I am 
going to try and stand by the Minis- 
ter for Home Aífairs in this matter. 

I am not. There has been in this dis- 
cussion great vehemence of language 
in regard to the mutinv and the muli- 
neers. # In the first place, I think that 
the reiteration of these terms is not 
hclpful and is not calculated to pro- 
duce a wholesome atmosphere in the 
country. To hear Ministers speaking 
in that tone of inflexible determina- 


tion, to see that the law is carried out, 
if necessary, in the most drastic 
fashion, one would imagine that this 
State was an old-established one, with 
traditions of established authority be- 
liind it, whereas we know that it was 
but yesterday it was eonsidered a 
virtue and a criterion of patriotism to 
be able to defy every authority that 
claimed to be instituted in the 
country. Can the transition from the 
stage of defying every law of the State 
to observing everv law be eífected in 
one moment? Ls the temperament 
that grew out of resistance to law to 
simply disappear by the wave of the 
hand of the Minister for Home Affairs? 
The ultimatum that has given rise to 
this matter, so far as I know—and a 
good many Deputies, I think, share the 
knowledge—was simply the eliraax of 
a long series of complaints extending 
ovcr twelve months from certain men 
in the Armv, and of applications to 
have eertabi mattcrs eonsidered that 
were not attended to. 

If there was a melodramatio touch 
about this, I think it vvas simply indulg- 
ing in some sort of excessive kind of 
language to make certain that their 
cases could no longer be ignorcd. I 
think they have succeeded in that ob- 
ject. 1 think thcy have suecceded in 
drawing attention to the complaints 
which they allege they have. I aio not 
standing here with any brief for these 
men. I knew nothing of these events 
until tliey burst upon us like a thunder- 
cloud. My acquaintance wit.h any of 
the men eoncerned is of tho slightest, 
but I do wish to say that there is r 
iu the position that has arisen now, 
something which is not entircly ex- 
pressed by the language of the Minis- 
ter for ITome Affairs and the language 
of \ho Minister for Agriculture. The 
Minister for External Affairs, Deputy 
FitzgeraLd, whcn dealing witli the 
agreement that was arrived at at the 
Party meeting, refcrred to the interpre- 
tation that Deputy McGrath put on it. 
He said he asked someone if such inter- 
pretation eould be read into it. and he 
was assured that no such interpretation 
eould be. He did not say who gave 
him that answer. He certainly must 
have addressed the question only to the 
person who was sitting next to him, as, 
though I was keenly interested in the 
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matter, I never heard the question or j 
the answer imtil Deputy Fitzgerald | 
gave them now. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Deputy 
Fitzgerald has not resigned. 

Mr. MILROY : I am quite eertain of 
tliat, aiul reeolleeting that Deputy 
Fitzgerald preeeded me in the diseus- 
sion, or rather the Minister for Ex 
ternal Affairs, 1 think I am in order in | 
commenting upon his remarks. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : He is , 

Minister ior External Affairs. That is j 
the point. 

Mr. MILROY: I am sorry if I was 
guilty of a laek of eourtesy in the 
matter. It was quite unintentional, l 
assure the Minister. This agreement, ! 
which has given rise to so mueh eom- i 
ment, was, as the Minister for Agrieul- í 
ture pointed out, arrived at after a j 
long and protraeted discussion. Thci’e, 
at least, he and I are in agreement, 
but I <lo not agree with hini in his | 
phraseology wheu he says that thc i 
squabble that is uoav heing earried on j 
in public was the squabble that was ! 
on then. There was no squabble. I j 
hope this is not a squabble now. At j 
any rate, I hope that matters so vital 
to the present and to the future of this 
country are not to be diseussed in the 
spirit of squabblers. I hope it is not 
going to be decided upon on pettv 
points of argument or debate, but that 
the great human faetors tliat enter 
into this question will be lcept as much 
in mind as the punctilio or the mere 
letter of thc law. We met to discuss 
this matter in an atmosphere of appre- 
hension and alarm. We had reason 
to believe that. events Avere impending 
which, if not averted, would bring the 
country to the brink of disaster if it 
was not hurled into the abyss. We 
met, various minds contributing vari- 
ous points of view, and eventually 
Deputy McGrath was commissioned to 
convey a message to these men in the 
hope that it would avert the tragedy 
w r hich we saw to be imminent. I will 
read once more the words of the 
agreement that were read out by 
Deputy McGrath: “ That the men 
concerned in the recent trouble in the 
Army undertake to undo, so far as 


they can, the mischief created by their 
action, and on their so doing the inci- 
dent will be regarded as closed.” 
These were the terms of the conclu- 
sion arrived at and were, so to speak, 
the terms of reference of the commis- 
sion entrusted to Deputy McGrath. 

Let me adduce one further item of 
information which blows sky-high the 
assertion that Deputy McGrath’s con- 
tention could not be read into that. 
Considerable uncertainty for a mo- 
ment arose as to whether that was the 
best kind of wording or not. It wa s 
then suggested, I think, although I am 
not quite eertain, by the Minister for 
Education, that Deputy McGrath be 
asked to interpret in his own way and 
in his own language that, arrangement 
with the men he was to meet. 

Xo'clml'. Mr. GOREY: Shame. 

Mr. MILROY : I am giving you the 
facts. 

Mr. BLYTHE: No. Tliat is not true. 

Mr. MILROY: I will call Deputies 
licre to witness that. 

Mr. McCARTHY : That is absolutely 
truc. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Deputies 
can state Avhat they bclieve to be the 
truth later on. 

Mr. MILROY : Let me try to prove it. 
[f Deputy Magennis Averc here I think 
he would corroboratc what I say. When 
that was said, Deputy Magennis, in a 
manner of protest, said that he did not 
believe that any man should be en- 
trusted with the interpretation in his 
own fashion in that rather loose way 
of a doeument such as this. That was 
thc gist of his words. When he said 
that, I suggested that a more definite 
form of words bc used, but neither his 
comments nor my comments were taken 
cognisance of and the suggestion that 
Deputy McGrath should convey that 
to the men and interpret it in his own 
way to them was agreed to by the 
meeting. There mav have been one or 
two dissentients but they were not very 
articulate. That is a fair interpretation 
of the facts. That is what occurred 
and that blows sky-high the fiction that 
any members of the Executive Council 
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then present could have drawn any 
othcr inference from that which was 
drawn by Deputy McOrath. Tlie Min- 
ister for Agriculture said that a new 
situation was created by Tuesday 
night’s action; but Tuesday night’s ac- 
tion did not eaneel that agreenient. The 
men to whom that message was con- 
veyed were not responsibh* for Tuesday 
night’s performanee though they were 
thc victims ot* it. An lionourable under- 
taking had been eonveyed to them. 
They had agreed to aeeept the terms 
and thc implioations of them, and 011 
Tuesday night what occurred did occur, 
and wc are told that that eaueellcd the 
terms and that it euabled one party to 
that agreement to revise them. These 
are not particularly pleasant topics to 
discuss. 1 believc that vve liave prac- 
tically passed Ihrough the crisis, but it 
is not fair that a partial or inaccurate 
or incomplete version ol' this story 
should go forth as the l*nll story. The 
Minister for Home Affairs said that on 
Tuesday night eertain things occurrcd 
and he wcnt on to picture bricfly wliat 
would have bei*n the consequenees if 
there had been a battle there. 1 would 
like to ask him wlio is responsible or 
what was responsible for tliat battle 
not taldng place. 

It was the ex-Minister for Tndustry 
and Commcrce who told these men that 
the terms of the understanding which 
he had conveved to them would l)e hon- 
ourably kept, and that those who were a 
party to it were not a ]>artv to this ar- 
rangcment. I am glad to know that 
the Ministcr for Jlome Affairs says that 
those who think as I do in this matter 
are logical. He says that there are cer- 
tain deputies who take the strictly 
logical view that these men should have 
been released, having been arrested in 
violation of the terms of the undcrstand- 
ing agreed to. I am glad that he agrees 
that this is tlic strictly logical view, but 
I am sorry that he has not sufficient re- 
spect for logie to carry that view into 
effect. If the detention of these men 
was not a violation of the agreement, I 
say how was the arrest a violation of the 
agreement that the incident would be 
closedt The men are at liberty now. 
The men did something on last Sunday 
night, I believe, to which the Minister 
for Homc Affairs paid a slight tribute. 


I am glad that he could appreciate that 
these men are eapable ot' cffacing them- 
selves for the sake of the country, and 
though they have had, during the past 
week or ten days, manv harsh comments 
poured upon them, it shouíd not. bo for- 
gotten that last Sunday was not the first 
time that they did something for this 
eountry. Whcther thcir eonduct is 
right or wrong, foolish and impulsive, 
something to be condemned, something 
whieh [, for my part, want most cmpha- 
tically to be dissociated from, I realise 
that if the dangers through whieh this 
eountry passed during the last three, 
four, or íive years again presented them- 
selves, thesc men would be equally at. f 
thc eall of their countr.v, as they were in 
the j)ast. Wc have gone through a des- 
perate eneounter with thc forecs of 
anarchv during the last eouple of years. 
At thc beginning those who hoisted the 
standard of revolt werc not eonfronted 
with an ultimatum at thc encl of a eouple 
of days to obey the law and the voice ofc* 
the people. 

I ask you to contrast the time, the 
latitude, the gencrous eonsideration, 
givcn to those men beforc aetion was 
taken, with thc* strict insistencc upon 
the last word in law and authority 
which has been meted out to tluise men 
who niight have been allowcd somc 
mon to challcnge and down the forces 
ofc anarchy. Thcy were vvrong in theii* 
ultimatum, but it can be understood 
vvhat lcd up to it, and they are racn 
vvho might have beon allowed some 
little latitiule, some little generous eon- 
sidcration, men who, when thoy vv r ere 
offcrcd ccrtain terms, agrocd to abidc 
by them. They have not broken the 
terms of that agrcement, even though 
the quibbles of a Minister might try to 
lead the Dáil to bclicvc that they have. 

I hope that we are through with the 
crisis. I hope that the result of this 
disoussion will be helpful. Certainly it 
has led to a eandour which ought to 
produce wholesomc results. But let us 
face facts. Let us not live in a world 
of illusions. ]jet us not imagine that by 
a clever twist of words and phrases 
you ean avert disasters to this country. 
Facts will have to be met by facts, and 
words are useless and delusive unlees 
they represent facts. 

Mr. O’HIQOINS: Hear, hear. 
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Mr. MILROY: E very statement 1 
have made here in this dehate to-night 
I challenge eontradietion on. Every- 
thing I stated as a faet is a faet, and 
there are nnmbcrs of Doputies here who 
can suhstantiate that and none who ean 
refute it. The gravamen of the eharge 
of the D(;puty who opened this diseus- 
sion has, 1 think, been that the Dáil did 
not get snfHeient information. I hope 
that * tlie i-apaeious appetite of the 
Deputy i'or iníormation has lieen 
thorough!y satisíied. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Not yet. 

Mr. MILROY : There is nothing I 
know that has to lie diselosed that need 
affright. anyone. The diseussions in the 
Party are mueh like the discussion here, 
an interehango of views upon a difHeult 
situation. 

Mr. GOREY : I think you had the dis- 
cussion to yourselves there all the time. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Deputies 
shouíd not l>e intermpted. 

Mr. MILROY : I fail to understand 
the mcaning ol*- 

Mr. D ALTON: The empty interrup- 
tion. 

Mr. GOREY : It may not he as 
cmpty as Deputy D’Alton. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Deputy 
Gorey must not interrupt any furthcr. 

Mr. D*ALTON: Hear, hear; atul he 
should withdraw his insulting rcmart* 3 
as well. lle ought to say it again so 
that evcryonc eau hear him. 

Mr. MILROY : What I havc said 
completes all that it is neccssary to 
say. I rose to challenge the statcmcnt 
that the agreement, the non-ohscrvanee 
of which has led to the present situa- 
tion, was capable of any intcrpreta- 
tion other than tbat whieh Deputy 
McGrath would point out. The careful 
observance of that would have averted 
the necessity for this discussion. I 
hope it is not too late to revert to 
something approximating to that 
agreement* and so prevent this 
assembly and the country losing the 
services of the men who have inti- 
mated their intention to resign. That 
can only be done, I think, by facing 


the facts. Therc is no usc in pretend* 
ing that this State is one which has all 
the strcngth and stability of long- 
estahlished institutions, and that its 
citizens, whether they he civilian or 
military, have all the training that 
comes with the discipline of authority. 
It is a transition stage through which 
the country is going with all the weak- 
ncsses, all the imperfections, all the 
eceentricities, if you like, of a transi* 
tiou stage, a stage that requires for- 
hcarancc and goodwill, and give and 
take hetwt'en all parties eoneerned, 

| and that can he done oasily when it is 
realised tluit all parties coneerned ar« 
generally sincere and honest in thc 
j point they put forward. If it is re- 
: alised tluit those men who have heen 
I deseribed as mutineers have heen 
1 guilty ot‘ a foolish act, that they 
are not eriminals but good Irishimm 
with good ri*cords behind them, who 
have been led into foolish actions 
Avhich they have a eonsiderable time 
i ago more or less repudiated and with- 
drawn, if it is realiscd that the only 
thing that matters in this issue is thax 
this countrv shall be saved from dis- 
astcr, no mattcr xvhat party rises or 
falls, what iudividual suffers disap- 
pointment or alarm, the one thing that 
matters is that this eountry shall sur- 
vive, and go forward as a progressive 
State, and that it.shall get an oppor- 
tunity to aequire those institutions 
whieh give stability, discipline, and a 
sense of oivic understanding to those 
people—if.this issue is faeod in that 
spirit tlicrc will be no disastm*. 

But if it is faeed in the spirit that be- 
eanse mon have bccn gnilty of somc- 
thing whieh we all repudiate, but some- 
thing whieh wc all understand gcner- 
ously, if this situation is not to be faced 
in that spirit but in thc spirit of making 
those mcn go down in huniiliation, then 
I sav vou are inviting disaster upon the 
country and those who will bc ri'spon- 
sible for it will be those who have so 
adaptcd their attitude and their poliey 
that they have lcft out of eonsiderat-ion 
thc faetors of humanity and the factors 
of the nation above all othcr eonsidera- 
tions. It is those who leave that out 
because they put their own little bricf 
authority above all other considera- 
tions, it is thev wlio will be responsiblc 
1 and who will be charged at thc bar of 
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history for that rosponsihility, if such 
a tragedy as I have (leseribed cornes 
upon thc country. 

Mr. McOABBY : Somohody rcminded 
me a few minutes ago coming up the 
stairs that silence is golden. I think 
this is not the moment for siJence, and 
I also think that at this juncture the 
least said tho better; but there are some 
things tlnit must be saicl. Unfortun- 
ately the things that most of us would 
like to sav becorne sub-judice on account 
of this military inquiry which is going 
to ostablish a sort of Ringdom of 
Heaven. We cannot refer to a lot of 
things which guided us in our actions 
of the last fortnight because they are 
to be tlie subjeet of a military inc|uiry. 

I did not intend to sav anything this 
ovening were it not for‘ the fact that 
Deputy McGrath referred to Deputies 
who proposc 1 to resign. I am one of 
those Deputies. My rosignation has 
been held ovor meiudv as a inatter of 
convonience and without going into 
matters which can Jie í'egarded as com- 
ing uuder this inquiry [ want to makc i 
one or two remarks. First I wani to 
say that I do not stand ovcr what is 
called the << mntinous ,, lettí'r of Genoral 
Tobin and Colonel Dalton. I oannot 
stand ovor mutinv, Jmt thor^ are some 
things whicli I would like to say which I 
am precluded from saving because thev 
are the subjcot of a militarv inquiry. I 
arn not in the confidence of either sides 
in this dispute. I have not at my dis- 
posal the information Deputy Meiirath 
has but I 'have what facility we all 
have of being able to soe as far through 
a stone wall as anybody else. 

I híive seen trouble coming in the 
Army, and I have seen trouble coming 
in other places, too. I will refer to that 
later on. I have seen trouble coming in 
the Army from about six weeks after 
General Collins dicd or was murdered. 

I spoke to the President about it. I 
spoke to the members of the Executive 
Council about it. I raised the matter in 
our Party. No attention was paid to 
anything I said. The Executive Coun- 
cil put their heads in the sand, as it 
were, and could not see any danger ; 
therefore danger did not exist. Now 
they seem to overlooh the fact that we 
were passing from a period when the 


absolute ignoring of every law was re- 
garded as sine qua non of a good Irish- 
man. We were passing from that period 
to a period when we wanted absolute 
obedience to every laiv. We were re- 
placing the absolute ignoring of law 
with absolute obedience to law. It i» 
quite obvious that the transition period 
was bouml to lie dangerous, tedious, and 
slow. Somebody in the Executive Coun- 
cil ov in the Army Council thought they 
had onl.v to press a button and every- 
t.hing would lie all right. But it was not 
all right. Diseipline and discontent 
never íiourished together, and could not 
flourish together. 1 want to blame tho 
Executivc for this. We were told here 
during the w T eek by the Minister for 
ILome Affairs that this was not. a thing 
of to-day or last week or the week before 
last. It was a thing going back 
for 18 months, according to Deput.y 
McGrath. I think that was modified 
afterwards l>y the Minister for Home 
Affairs into 15 months. I think the 
country and the Dáil are entitled to be 
told now what w r as it that was drifting 
for 18 months or 15 months. Why was 
! it allowed to drift? Why was this 
tliing, stark, absolute war, allowcd to 
come up to our thresholds a fort.night 
ago if the thing wqvo drifting for 15 
months? Is it a fact or is it not that the 
Executive Council lloundered into this 
position and blundered when they got 
into this position, and very nearly 
})lunged the country into one of the most 
appalling situations we have ever had? 
If these men were mutineers last Sunday 
fortnight, thev were as much mutineers 
18 months ago. Why w r ere they not 
dealt with then? Why were things al- 
lowed to drift into a state of warfaref 
Why were they driven into a state of 
warfarc, if you like? Now, I do not 
like to say what is in my mind. I have 
no need to advcrt to the íacts of the case. 
Thcy have been laid down by Deputy 
Milroy, and they havc been laid down 
accurately by him, and there are few 
people in the Dáil, with the exception 
of the Minister for Agriculture, who wiíl 
deny that there was a breach of agree- 
ment. Deputies in the Dáil, and in this 
Part.y of oursif youlike, are supposed to 
depart from the path of hard logic into 
a labyrinth of which nobody knows any- 
thing except the Minister for Home 
' Affairs himself. It is the hard facts md 
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the hard logic of thc case that there was i 
a deíinite brcach o£ agreement. 
Whether the agrcement should have been 
made or not is a matter that could bc 
argued. I say it should not have been 
made. If these men were mutineers 
there should have ’been no agrcement. 
But the agreement was made beeause the 
men were not mutineers. 

Mr. WILSON : Proof. 

Mr. McGARRY : Now 1 am not going 
to flay vcry much more, but 1 have, as 
1 have already said, approached several 
mcrnbcrs of the (loverninent. . I liave 
raised this question of discontent, 
which I saw was going to lead to 
trouble aiul I was not listened to. I 
had said to several Deputies scveral 
times Ihat my positioji was hopeless. 

I could not'do anything because I would 
not be listened to, and 1 think other 
Deputies here can eorroboratc me in 
this. Jf you did happen to see one of 
tho Ministers thev werc in sucli a 
hurry that they could not diseuss any- 
thing. The disgraeeful attitude taken 
up by the Executive Couneil, or what 
was left of it during the last few weeks 
or the last fortnight, madrí me makc up 
my mind that I eould not be of any 
more use to the Government, and in 
jUvStice to my constituents I felt that I 
ought to send in my ríísignation. 

Mr. DAVIN: No. 

Mr. McGARRY: I have withheld 
doing so for the moment, for eertain 
reasons. Now there is only one other 
matter that I think I ought to refer 1o. 

I find throughout the country at the 
present timc, and I go arouhd a little 
bit now and again, a feeling that we 
peopje here in the Dáil and we people 
here in Dublin think that. nothing 
oounts but the Army. It is the Army 
all the time, and we liave got from the 
Ministerial Bcnches declarations that 
the Army must be subservient to the 
Civil Power. We all agree to that. 
But the Army has forced itself into pro- 
minence bccause the Army has the 
power to do it. I wonder how many 
Departments have you got in which 
you have the same conditions as you 
have in the Army? But the people in 
these Departments have not the same 
means of enforcing their grievance. I 


do not think there is a single Depart- 
ment in the State of which the same 
thing could not bc said as has been said 
about tlie Army. We are promised an 
iru|uiry by a committee into the 
administ ratiou of the Army. You 
are onlv beginning with the Army. You 
have got to go through every Depart- 
mcnt of the State as well. . Thcrc is 
anotlier thing I would like to remark 
and tliat is tliat I do not like to see 
some oíRcial pronouneements in the 
daily papers in Dublin which are not 
true. 

| AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE 

i t ook the (-hair. 

Major COOPER: I almost feel in- 
elined to apologise for intervening in 
what has almost become a Party m( i et- 
ing, and I also feel inelined to congratu- 
late tlu* Presidcnt on having missed 
, some of the Party meetings of the past 
i few we(‘ks, because the atmosphere is 
1 certainly om* of tension. L avíII t ry not 
to add to that. tension. I should like to 
say that. I approach this question from 
a totally diíf(‘rent point of view to that 
taken up by De.puty Mc(3rath. Though 
1 cannot sce <‘y(i to oye witli hiin, and 
eannot agree with all that he has done, 
I do believe that in this mattcr he has 
genuinelv and earnestly tricd to kcep 
the peaee and to a(*t in a patriotie man- 
ner according to what are his lights. 

! Thev are not. entirely my lights, and I 
I would not have done the same thing if 
; I were in liis place. 1 feel that it is 
i only fair to sav that. 

| Deputy Alilroy points out that, the 
| use of the word “ mutiny 99 is not help- 
I ful, and l)eputy McGarry is of the same 
i mind. I eonfess I find it rathor hard to 
discovor any other word to characterise 
the action of an ofticer who removes the 
arms and ammunition entrnsted to him 
to some plaee of whieh his superiors 
have no knowledge. I will substitute, 
howcv(*r, the word “ indiscipline, M and 
I will admit frankly that there are 
ocoasions on which an officer may con- 
sider himself in the right in committing 
an act of indiscipline. A case occurred 
six years ago in whieh a friend of mine 
was concerncd. It occurred during the 
Europcan War, when my friend was 
director of military operations in the 
British service. Statements were made 
by the Prime Minister in the House of 
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'Commons which my friend believcd to 
b(‘ unfoiinded and could nol be substan- 
tiated by facts. My friend, Gcncral 
Maurice, took it on himself, with- 
out eonsulting any othcr officer, 
to write to the papers and con- 
tradict the Prime Minister. E l>e- 
lieve he was right in doing so; 
but that was an act of incliscipline, and 
he took the consequences. Ife ceas(‘d 
to be an ofíicer from that day. Tle was 
removed froni his post. He lost his 
commission, and from that day to this 
he has been supporting his farnily, 
earning his livclihood as a journalist. 
That w«rs a case in which indisciplinc 
might have ]>een justified. Neverthc- 
less, the officer concerned Iiad to take 
the cons(‘(iuences. 

1 cannot help fcding that it was 
rather unfortunate that Dcputv 
Mctírath's ministerial ex[)erience led 
him to introduce thc word victimisa- 
timi. Tliat, in a sensc, draws thc rcd 
herring across the trail. There is no 
parallc) líetween a tradcs disputc and 
indiscipline in an army, for the mwon 
that thc disciplinc nceded in a workshop 
or factory is vei*y slight and tcnuous in 
coni))arison with thc discipline required 
in an armv. The discipline of the army 
must lic cnough to sustain men and kecp 
them true to their eolours, in hungcr, 
thirst, sickuess, or imminent fear of 
death. That discipline requires to be 
built up and cnforeed by every means. 
Otherwisc, when a time of erisis comes, 
that discipline will fail. 

It is quite true, as Dcputy Milroy has 
stated, that we have a new army with- 
out any traditions, and that we are in 
thc transition stagc; but it is all the 
more irnportant that when we are crea- 
ting traditions we should create sound 
traditions, and when we are in a transi- 
tion stagc wc should be moving in the 
right dircction. That is why w r e must 
deal with this matter vei*A carefully and 
very judiciously, w r ithout, hcated blood 
or hot temper, lest we should gct, our 
army established on w r rong and mistaken 
lines. 

The Minister for -Agriculture t.alked 
about the policy outlined by the Minister 
for Home Affairs. I am bound to say 
that, though I listened carefully, I am 
*4Still in doubt as to what that policy is. 
'The Minister for Home Affairs gave us 


, a very lucid account of events that have 
oceurred. I am not, however, conver- 
sant with the details of the meetings. 
As regards the future, he did not answer 
most, ot* Deputy Johnson’s questions, but 
he gavc us onc positive fact. 

| Mr. O’HIGGINS: I indicated that, the 
I ]>roccdure 1o be adopted simply would 
i 1)0 to acccpt these men’s resignations and 
| lcavo Ihc inatter at that. 

Major COOPER: But it cannot be 
left thcrc. I do not want. to anticipatc 
! any eonsequenccs, but what, wiil happen 
; if any o£ these officers do not resign? 

| Mr. O’HIGGINS: Domobiliso them. 

| Major COOPER: The (’íovcrnment 

will liave to facc that possibility. I 
am not asking for an answer now on 
that subjeet. Deputy «íohnson asked 
aboul an inquiry. I do not, want the 
same answer as Doputy Johnson on the 
question of whether the inquirv should 
j be public or private. 1 think it should 
bc private. As rcgards whethi‘r there 
should be one member of the Com- 
j mittee of ínquiry from outside, I think 
; it should be confined to nuui having 
j Iviiowledge of tlie army and its past, 
traditions. I agree with í)eputy John- 
son that questions asked should get 
some answ T cr. 1 will leave that mattcr, 
and I will say that the one point I am 
in agreement with the Minister for 
Jlome Affairs on is tliat these officcrs 
must cease to be officers; at lcast these 
officers who have beon directly con- 
j cern.ed in acts of indiscipline should 
j cease to be officcrs. 

! It is not tbat I want vindictive ac- 
tion or victiniisation or anything of 
] that kind. L agi*(»e that probably they 
■ thought, they w r erc doing right and 
j that they were not doing it í*or % selfish 
or personal motivcs. I wish Deputy 
Milroy were here. ITe talked about 
i broad human sympathics. I want, 

] Deputy Milroy with his broad human 
! sympathies to put, himself in the place 
j of* a soldier in the ranks. That soldier 
j h as m 110 right to think for himseJf. 
“ His not to reason why; his but to 
do or die. ” What, will be the position 
of the soldier in the ranks when he 
receives an order fronx an officer whom 
he knows has in the past defied the 
authority of his superiors? If he is 
told by that officer again to lay down 
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his arms, will hc considcr himself rignt 
ín obeying? Of coursc, he ought to 
obey, but once you have a doubt of 
that kind in the army as to whether or 
not they ought to obey the orders of 
thc officer, it will strilce a severe blow 
at army discipline. 

I am very much eoncerncd with the 
rank and íile who endure and suffer 
more, and who receive more of the 
kicks and fcwer of the ha'pence than 
anyonc else. I think thc men of the 
rank and filc would be in an unfair 
position if the officers who are guilty 
of indiscipline werc retaincd in the 
service. Tbe attitude of the Exeeutivc 
Council should be: “ Cassius, I love 
thee, but ne’er again be officer of 
mine . 99 TIiis may involve discredit to 
the officers concerned, but for the sake 
of thc men and the discipline of the 
army I feel it is inevitable that they 
should ccase to hold their commissions. 

Deputy Milroy said he hoped \ve had 
come through this crisis. I hope so 
and we all hope so; but I am a little 
afraid that this is only the beginning 
of a erisis. Deputies will remember 
that before the eruption of Vesuvius 
that overwhelmed the tovvn of Fompeii, 
there was abuudant warning. Cracks 
appcared in the streets. The mountain 
bellowed forth smoke and there was 
rumblings heard underground. Ashes 
and lava fell in the streets aiul many 
people took that- warning and escaped. 
Many did not, and to-day, when you 
walk down the echoing strcets of that 
deserted town, you see plastcr casts of 
places in the lava where these people 
died. This crisis, which we hope we 
have passed through, is a warning that 
we are dcaling with colossal forces 
which possibly we may not be able to 
control. Let us sec if it is possible for 
those people to work together and let 
us not look at the points that divide us. 

Mr. DESMOND FITZOERALD ; As 

we havo been diseiissing what took 
place at the Party mecting, I would 
like to give my little version of it. We 
have had this Army now for something 
more than two years. The íirst year 
that Army was engaged in war-like 
exercises. During the last, year it was 
largely peace work. There was a num- 
ber of us extremely impatient because 


wc fclt that we wcre not realising the 
higli hopcs wc startcd out with. Wlicn 
we began, wc hopcd to havc an Army 
that would be a modcl army. A num- 
ber of us, without having anything 
tangible that, wc could provc, fclt dis- 
satisticd, and fclt that diseiplinc and 
proper order Avere not bcing main- 
tained in the present Army. Whcn that 
mutinous letter came to us it scemed 
to me, for onc, that though it was 
disastrous and was a disgraeeful thing, 

I good might come out of it. As far as I 
am conccrned, it was the first tangihle 
! tliing I could turn to, and say ‘‘ hcrc is 
| proof that thc Army is far frorri porfcct 
! and things are not going on right 
lines. ,> I thought that now was a grcat 
chancc to see to it, that all factions and 
organisations, all uníairness in thc mat- 
tcr of promotion and prefermcnt for 
| rcasons othcr than efficicncy and good 
soldiering, would be done away with, 
and that we would be actually getting 
tlic Army that, we liopcd to gct. For 
i that reason, wlien wc camc to'thc cele- 
j bratcd Party mccting, I vvas very 
watchíul. When that documcnt tliat 
was refcrrcd to as an agreement vvas 
j drawn up I was still very watchful, and 
it seemcd to me—I do not makc any 
j accusation—that therc was an attcmpt 
j to rcad things into that documcnt that 
; were not there, and thcre was onc thing 
tliat I for onc would not havc stood for 
and that was any undcrtaking that mcn 
j who wcrc definitely implicatcd would 
be put baek into the Army. T con- 
sidcred that aii act like that would do 
away with the opportunity wc havc of 
makiiig thc Army a body of mcn in the 
servicc of thc peoplc, and with no ob- 
jcct whatevcr, and an Army in which 
rnutiny would be impossiblc. 

For that reason I was very watchful 
when I heard peoplc talldng in a way 
that sccmcd to me to imply rcstoring 
thcsc men to their ranks, and vvhcn I 
j heard men not using , but hnplyiug, the 
no victimisation theory I challcnged it 
and asked was there any suggcstion of 
that kind in thc document, and I was 
assured that there was nothing of that 
sort in it. I was assured that.in that 
document there was no suggestion that 
these men should be restored to their 
ranks in the Army. 



2395 


DAJL EJREANN. 


Sitaaiion. 


2396 


The Army 


Mr. McCARTHT: Who told you 
that? 

Mr. FITZQEBALD: Is that state- 
ment challenged? 

Mr. McCABTHY : (Vrtainly. 

Mr. FITZGEBALD: There aro othcr 
men hcre who will l)car out my statc- 
ment, thou<»h thcre may be othcrs here 
who may not firul it convcnient to do so. 
What I havc stated is a fact, and I am 
prepared to stand ovcr it. Had it not 
been for that assuranec, that thc doeu- 
ment did not contain a proposal promis- 
ing these mcm to »ct baek into thc 
Army I for onc would not liave stood 
for it, and it was only beeause it did 
not contain any such promisc that l 
stood for it. I quitc recognise that in- 
asmueh as I fclt morally ccrtain that 
the Arrny had not bccn propcrly ruu 
before tliat we wcrc put in a diffioult. 
position; that wc could not. deal with 
this mutin.v as it wouhl I)c dcalt with in 
othcr countrics. I rceognise that wc 
should meet thcsc mcn, as far as we 
possibly could, without betraviug the 
trust that the poople had piaced in us, 
and that tho Executive Council could 
not bctray thc trust the Dáil had placed 
in it. 1 was prepared to go as far as I 
eould to mect th(\se mcn without l)ctray- 
ing that trust, and I considcr if any 
such proposition as has bcen rcfcrred 
to was put into that, doeument or was 
read into it, tbat I for onc would bc 
bet,rayinff thc t rnst that, thc Trish pcoplc 
and the Dáil havc put in mc, but I got 
the assuranee, whcn I askcd for it, that, 
that was not in thc document, and it 
was for that, reason that I agreed to it. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

Whon the Minister was spealdní? he 
raade use of a rcmark, pcrhaps inadvcr- 
tently. that Avhen people put up a con- 
crete theory, they were not acting from 
honest motives. 

Mr. McCARTHY: Thc remark was 
worthy of thc Ministcr. 

Mr. PITZ6ERALD : T do not re- 

member sa^ing that. If I did I with- 
draw it. 

Mr, HUGHES: I did not, wish to 
interfere in this discnssion at all but 
for thc fact that this document about 
which there has been so much talk has 


been brought into the discussion. As. 
the author of that doeument, I want 
to statc hcre what it mcant as far as 
I was concerned, and wbat it meant 
to the gentlemen to whom it was 
handed. L want, just to state how 1 
understood it; also the discussion there 
was on it, and how 1 bclieve it was 
undcrstood l)y thc mcmbers present at 
that Party mecting. That meeting, I 
should say, lasted for a numbcr of 
hours, and various suggestions wcre 
put forward from one party and the 
otlier. L, as Ohairman of the mcetiní?, 
asked for somcone to put on paper 
what these suggcstions were, so that I 
could know wherc I stood as Chair- 
man. 1 could not gct on paper from 
anybody what thcy really mcant, and 
in sheer dcspcration, T say that. now, 
I wrote out that document mysclí‘, 
evcry word of it, and it, was accepfed 
by the Party, and handed to Deputy 
Mcdrath for thc purpose of guidiug 
hiin in whatever convcrsations he 
rriight have with the people he was 
going to sce. Tle was not told that 
therc was lo hc no victimisation, but 
from what I eould gathcr from the dis- 
cussion that took place, there was to 
be no raising of what you might call 
bad blood or anythiuí? clsc as a result 
of this mattor. I want to say, as far 
as I was concerned, or as far as the 
Party was concerned, victimisation was 
not a qucstion that came bcfore us in 
the real sense of the word. Som? 
people may have nsed it, but whcn 
you bave a diseussion lasting over a 
considcrable tinre, no one can takc the 
real sense of a meeting so long as a 
voto is not taken on a quostion of 
that description. 

The document was approved by Ihe 
Party, and it was given, as I said a mo- 
ment ago, not as a document to be 
brought to these men, but, as something 
to guide Deputy McGrath in what he 
should do as far as that matter was con- 
cerned. Unfortunately it has not 
brought about the peace and the har- 
mony that we desired it should have 
brought about. I say here, and I say it 
deliberately, that the country at the pre- 
sent moment, is sick of all this squabbling 
about the Army. What the country 
wants at the moment is peace and work 
for everybody, and in God’s name let us 
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«pply ourselves to that, and drop this 
squabbling and this talk of resignations 
and all the rest of it. We were not 
sent hcre for purposes of that kind. We 
were sent here to work for the nation, 
and I hope that the men here will be 
patriotic enough to do their duty, and 
that by so doing it they will be fulfilling 
the trust that was re])osed in-thcm. We 
had enough of thesc things in the past, I 
and we know what they led to, and I 
hope that we are not going to perpetuate 
anything like what w r e had in the past in 
the days that lie before us. Our coun- 
try could not stand it. T am herc as an 
humble member of this Dáil, and I ask 
the Dáil as a whole, and I ask these men 
who made sacrifices, and I nsk these 
officers w T ho thought thcy had a right to 
bring these rmittcrs before the country to 
say that they did not do it in the way 
t!hey should have done it. I am not one 
who is going to condone mutiny, and I 
think thc countrv will not condone 
mutiny, but I sav that the countrv wants 
this thing settled once and for all, and 
they do not want us to go hack to the 
ehaos from which we havc emcrged in 
the past. I say to the T3áil and to the 
Government and to everv meml>cr of the 
Dáil, that if this thing is to be perpetu- 
ated, that w r c are going to have chaos. 
and chaos w r hich wouhl be a good deal 
w r orse than that through w T hich we have 
passed recently. I w^ould appeal, thcre- 
fore, to those members of my ow T n Party 
who are threatening to send in their 
resignations, to consider well what they 
are about, and to consider what will be 
the effects of their action in the country. 

I kncw them in the past, and I know the 
services they rendered, and T am sure 
that the country expects better of them 
than that t.hey should throw it into chaos 
at the present moment. 

Mr. SEAN LYONS: The only speech 
delivered, during the whole of íhis dis- 
cussion, in which thc country will be 
interested, is that of the last spcaker, 
Deputy Hughes. We have not been 
told how these grievances of the Army 
originated, though we have been told 
that they have been in existence for the 
last 18 months. We are not told 
what is the cause of them. We may be 
told next week that owing to the 
changes in the Army the Saorstát has 
saved many millions. We recognise 


that 12 months ago the cstimate for the 
Army was £10,634,510. That was the 
time to raisc this qucstion. T do not 
condone mutiny, and to my mind, voic- 
ing the opinions of the people who sent 
me liere as their representative. the 
people w r ho ordered the arrest of these 
men who went out planning and plot- 
ting for the destruction of the nation 
carricd out the duty of thc nation and 
of the people who sent us here. If 
forty or fii*ty nuoi are allowed to come 
together in a room, surely they do not 
come there for the purposc of having a 
friendly ehat.. Something serious must 
be wrftng. The dociunent which De- 
puty McGrath read out, given to 
him at a meeting of the Govennnent 
Party, shows that the Executive roun- 
cil must hav(» known all about w r hat 
was going on for the last íii'teen 
months. The Dáil w T as not acciuainted 
wúth any trend towards mutiny. The 
Irish peoplc had not been told t o pre- 
pare for any such thing. Deputy 
’Cooper this evening issued a wmrning 
to the people o£ lreland to be very eare- 
ful, and at tbc sound of mortar falling 
1 from the wall or the craek of Ihe pistol 
in the strcets, to elear ont. That is a 
verv nicc wrarning to send from the 
Dáil to the peoplc of íreland who suf- 
fered so mueh for years, and all be- 
eause we cannot agree amongst our- 
selves. I have hcard spceehes delivercd 
I here from what I may call the Minis- 
terial megapliones with the object of 
broadcasting views to tide over these 
• difficulties. I am sure the Dáil w T ill not 
disagree with that, bccause I take as 
the desire of the peoplc that after we 
had passed through the war these Army 
(luestions should be settled. The people 
did not select Deputics at the last elec- 
tion and send them forward here to as- 
sist in merely washing dirty linen. I 
fully agree that mutiny must be put 
down; T fully agree with the steps that 
were talcen to put down this mutiny. • 
If it had bcen allowed to continue you 
would have the country back again in 
bloodshed, and it. would be much better 
to dispense with the service of every 
mernber of the Army, evcry member of 
the Executive, and every member of the 
Dáil, than to revert to such a condition 
of things. 
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Mr. DAVIN : I have no intention of 
intervening in this debate for the pur- 
pose of passing judgment upon any 
differenees of opinion that may have 
existed and certainly do exist within 
the Party in reference to the intcrpre- 
tation of Document No. 4. When we 
decided to seek election to this Ilouse 
under a policy clearly understood and 
laid down by our difterent parties, 
and when we signcd the Constitution 
and took the pledge that bound us to 
our respeetive parties, we never under- 
stood that in a critieal period sueh as 
we are now passing through we should 
kecp our mouths closed and refrain 
from expressing certain opinions in the 
interests of thc public. If the motion 
whieh Deputy Johnson moved here thi.s 
evening results in breaking that 
silence to which the Governmcnt Party 
is so eonspieuously given, if it has 
done that for us, no more useful and 
better service, I think, could be served 
in the interests of thc Statc. I have 
listened to two or perhaps threc 
speeehes made by the Minister for 
Home Affairs since tliis crisis arose, 
arid I fínd it very diffícult to see ho^v 
these speeehes can be reconciled. Hc 
informed us on the fírst occasion on 
which the matter was discussed in this 
House that there were certain consi- 
derations Avhich compellcd him to 
make certain concessions to the Minis- 
ter for lndustry and Cominorce in 
order to prevent that Minister from 
making public certain faets or state- 
ments that would throw discredit upon 
the country. • The words hc used 
were: “ There are some considerations 
that eause mc to agree that vcry great 
pressure should bc put on Deputy 
McGrath, and even that substantial 
concessions should be made to him to 
prevcnti him from rnaking statcmcnts 
which he cont.emplated some time back 
because thc citing of these easos would 
be discreditable to the country. ,, 

Now those of us who havc not thc 
iionour of being associated with the 
Government Party know nothing what- 
ever about the statoment Deputy 
McGrath intended lo makc and made 
at the Governrinmt Party meeting. 
Therefore we are at a groat disadvan- 
tage in coming to a definite conclusion 
as to whether or not the Oourt of In- 
quirv aírreed to be set up is necessary 


in the circumstances. That is one di ;• 
advantage, and a great disadvantage, 
we are at in discussing this whole mat- 
ter. Very complicated statements and 
grave ditfercnces of opinion have been 
expressed this evening from the 
Benchos opposite, and it is impos- 
sible for anyone, after listening to 
thosc statements here, who was not 
present at the Party meeting, to come 
to a conclusion as to who is right or 
who is wrong. The last. Deputy who 
spoke—and he was Chairman of the 
Party meeting where this document 
was drafted—has given us a very use- 
ful insight as to what his views on this 
document wcre. The statement came 
plainly and frankly from him, and he 
dcserves credit fot* it. IIc told tts the 
document was draftcd by himself and 
was handed by him t.o Deput.y McGrath 
to guide him in his deliberations with 
thc men with whom he was engaged. 
That is a very considerable insight into 
the whole position and makes me fecl 
that Deputy McCrath, aet.ing as he was 
on this occasion with the eonsent of the 
(íovernment Party, had the support o£ 
the prescnt Covernment, and Avas act- 
ing, to all intents and purposes, in the 
capac*ity of a plenipotentiary. 

Mr. BLYTHE : No. 

Mr. DAVIN: I am taking what 
I)eputy Ilughes said. 

Mr. HUGHES: Thcrc was no ques- 
tion of a plenipotentiary in the mattcr 
at all, and I)eput.y McGrath was not 
sent as a plcnipot,cntiary. 

Mr. DAVIN: There is no doubt 
about it that, Deputy Ilughes stated 
tliat he drafted the docu- 
6 o’cloch'. ment, and it, was given to 
Deputy. McGrath to guide 
him in his deliberations with these 
men. 

Mr. HUGHES: Quite truc. 

Mr. DAVIN: Therefore, if that is 
correct, and he has now admittcd that 
it is, Dcputy McGrath was quite right 
in placing his own interpretations on 
that documcnt. 

Mr. BLYTHE: Nonsense. 

Mr. DAVIN: You are quite entitled 
to say it, is nonsense, and some of your 
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own Party have already expressed that 
view to yourselves. I suggest that 
your Party, at your own meeting,- 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE . 

The Deputy is not in order in address- 
ing the Minister. 

Mr. DAVIN: Statements have been 
made by almost every member of the 
Government Party, although they 
differed from one anothcr on this par- 
ticular important question of the in- 
terpretation of a document, and ad- 
missions have been made that the 
action and the intervention of Deputy 
McGrath in this matter has saved thc 
country from disaster. We do not 
know—because we have no informa- 
tion at our disposal—as to whether or 
not that statemcnt is correct. But, if 
it is, and if the result of Deputy 
McGrath’s intervention has been to 
save this State from disaster such as 
has been mentioned, then Deputy 
McGrath has rendered a great and 
noble service to the nation. I do not 
think there is any necessity for me or 
anyone on these Benches to say that 
we do not stand by the action of these 
mutinous officers. But I think that 
the attitude of the Minister for Home 
Affairs in this matter—especially to 
the men who have created the position 
which came about as the result of the 
Treaty, the men who have made it pos- | 
sible for us to meet here to-day and 
discuss their actions—his attitude to 
them is: “ Go in peace, friend, as a 
civilian.” 1 say they are entitled to 
more consideration from the people 
than an attitude such as the language 
of the Minister conveys. If that is and 
has been the attitude of the Executive 
Council, the Ministry of Defence and 
the Army Council to these men— 
especially the pre-truce I.R.A. men— 
then it is very easy for some of us to 
understand how the present critical 
position has cropped up. That is not 
going to end this whole matter in the 
way that it should. 

I rose more especially for the purpose 
of making an appeal to Deputy 
McGrath and to those who feel so 
keenly with him that they have indi- 
cated that they intend to put in their 
resignations. If Deputy McGrath has 
decided to take such action, I say he is 
neither doing justice to himself, to his 


constituents nor to the peoplc of the* 
country. If in his wisdom he has de- 
cided that he cannot accept responsi- 
bility for eertain things that have hap- 
poned within the Executive Council, 
and that he should resign his position 
as Minister for Industry and Com- 
merce, that is his own affair. But I 
would urgc him and those who feel 
with him in this matter, and those who 
are inclined to follow him in the line of 
action that he indicated, that they have 
a greater responsibility to the electors 
who scnt them here than they have to 
their own Party or to any section of the 
Army. If they feel so keenly on 
these matters that they cannot even re- 
main within their own Part.y, I say 
there is enough room for them on the 
Independent Benches to work, and 
help, and guide the pcople. That, is the 
best service t,hey can render if they 
feel they cannot, remain within the 
Part,y with which they have becn asso- 
ciated. Thereforc, T make an earnest 
appeal to Deput,y McGrath at, this vcry 
critical period, realising as I do that, he 
has undertaken a very serious responsi- 
bility that has not yet been cleared up 
to the satisfaction of all concerned, to 
realise that his duty is to the electors. 
And, on that account, realising the 
seriousncss of the position in which we 
find ourselves, I would appeal to him 
and his colleagues to reconsider the de- 
eision which they have apparently 
arrived at, to come over to the Indepen- 
dcnt Benches if they cannot remain any 
longer with their own Part,y, and to 
guide the nation in connection with all 
the matters that have led up to this 
crisis, and as a result of their guidance 
and advice in the Dáil to enable the 
nation to come to a proper dccision on 
the whole matter. 

Mr. B. O’CONNOR: I would like to 
join my voiee to that, of thc last speaker 
in appealing to the Deputies who say 
they are going to hand in their rcsigna- 
tions. I say that is not fair to the con- 
stituents that elected them to come here 
to lcgislate for them. What, would be 
my position, being newly elected for the 
Oounty Dublin, if, on coming in here, 
I found something that is new to me 
and something with which I could not 
agree? Would it be fair to my con- 
stituents to go back, after appealing to 
them the other day to elect me, and say 

G. 4 
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I am going to resign and will not 
carry on further? Is it fair to put con- 
stituencies which a few months ago 
elected Deputies to carry out their wili 
here, to the cxpense of an eleetion and 
>set the heather on fire again through 
the length and breadth of Ireland? 
That aspect of the case must be con- 
sidered, for I do not think it is good 
enough to thcir constituents to treat 
them in that fashion. There is another 
very serious aspect of the case. We 
must consider the thousands and 
thousands of men and women who are 
unemployed. What sense of security 
will there be in the country if this 
thing takes place? Nothing will create 
employment but a sense of security, 
and nothing to-day is more needed in 
this country than employment. If we 
could only get our people working they 
would very soon forget their griev- 
ances. Work is a grand medicine, but 
Unfortunately there is very little of it. 
The speeches we have heard here will 
not lead the country to work. We are 
sent here to do a duty to the country. 
Our country and our people are above 
evcry other consideration. It is the 
question of the welfare of the people 
that has guided me in every action I 
have taken in the last twenty years. My 
first interest in the Dáil is to do that, 
and from what 1 have heard here I say 
that speeches lead us nowhere. We all 
have commonsense enough to know 
what the country needs. It needs a 
sense of security and employment, and 
this squabbling and the speeches we 
havc heard lead us nowhere. Although 
there is a storm blowing we must see 
that we will weather the storm and 
bring the ship safe to port. Let them 
do that for Ireland’s sake, and it will 
not be forgotten to them. We all have 
our feelings, and very often in this 
world things arise which we wish to 
revolt against. Revolt is a great trait 
in the Irish character when something 
happens that we do not like. Let us 
try to get away from that spirit. It 
has been said by historians, and by very 
friendly historians, that we are a 
quarrelsome race. I am afraid that we 
are. We must get away from this 
quarrelsomeness. We must keep the 
welfare of the people before us. For 
God's sake let us sink our diflEerences, 


work f or the people, and do the duty we 
were sent here to do. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: I do not intend 
to say much on this matter, and I hope 
I will not say one word which will in 
the slightest degree have the eflfect of 
aggravating the crisis that has arisen. 
One thing I would like to say, that I 
consider this a matter that aflfects 
every member of the Dáil, and that we, 
on the Farmers > Benches, are just as 
mueh concerned, and as anxious, to see 
this rnatter settled as it ought to be, as 
any member of the Government Party. 
We have felt for some time, as Deputy 
Johnson has said, that we are in the 
dark. We know that negotiations are 
going on, that Party meetings are being 
held, and we hear rumours, but we do 
! not really know w r hat is happening. We 
j assure the Government we are desirous 
i to help them if we can. We have no 
intention of taking advantage of this 
situation, for we think the country is 
above Party, and it is up to every mem- 
i ber of the Dáil to subvert the interests 
of his Party, and to support the Govern- 
ment or any people in the Dáil who can 
secure peace and end this squabble. I 
believe the doeument, which has been 
discussed, has been misunderstood. I 
believe that Deputy McGrath misunder- 
stood its intention. I also believe, as 
other Deputies have expressed it, that 
Deputy McGrath endeavoured to do 
what was right, and what was honest 
to the best of his knowledge. I do not 
think that in any circumstances the 
mutinous conduct of the oflficers could 
be condoned. But I think there are 
many possibilities open to those on the 
Government Benches to see that these 
oflficers are not forgotten, and to see 
that the services they rendered in the 
past are not forgotten and overlooked; 
but I think it would be a fatal thing, 
and ruinous to the discipline of the 
Army if it should be considered for a 
moment that these ofl&cers could be re- 
instated. It is evident that discipline 
could not reign, and there would not be 
hope or satisfaction, or the realisation 
that the Army could be depended on. 

I think when this crisis is settled, 
as I sincerely hope it will be, it will be 
understood that the Army that will 
then exist will be subservient not only 
to the Government Party, not only to 
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the Cumann na nGaedheal, but to the 
whole Dáil, that it will be willing to 
be subservient, and to take ordcrs from 
any party which should be elected to 
govern the country, and that the 
allegiance of the Army should not be 
to one particular party, but to the 
Government of the country as a whole. 
I listened to the acrimonious debate 
which took place, and I was to a cer- 
tain extent sorry to see that this mat- 
ter had provoked such differences of 
opinion. Tlie utterances of one Deputy 
gave me hope of a satisfactory solu- 
tion, and his remarks I would like to 
endorse. Those were the remarks of 
Deputy Hughes. I believe in this case 
we must be all prepared to put the 
country before Party, and I beliove 
the Deputies on the Government 
benches should be prepared to do so. 
If they do, and forget the littie annoy- 
ing matters, these differences of 
opinion ean be reconciled, the Govern- 
ment ean have an Army which will be 
subservient to the eivil power, that we 
ean go forward with the work which 
we were sent here to do, and that we 
will end, onee and for all, this terrible 
reign of militarism. 

Mr. D. McCARTHY : I believe that 
this erisis has passed, and if it has 
the thanks of the Dáil and of the 
nation are due to Deputy McGrath 
and Deputy Gibbons, and the patriotic 
action of the alleged mutineers. I have 
faithfully served this Government. At 
otrr Party meetings we made strong 
appeals to the Executive Conncil to 
give up their die-hard attitude in this 
matter, and they refused. Therefore, 
I refuse to serve them any longer. I 
intended handing in my resignation 
to-day, but on an appeal for the Dáil 
to consider the matter I refrained. 
The action of the officers ín ParnelJ 
Street, is something of which we can 
be proud. May I tell the Dáil that if a 
shot was fired there you would have 
had a ’most bloody war, which would 
probably end this country. If that 
had happened, I would charge the 
Executive Council with being respon- 
sible for it. That is our position. We 
were charged once or twice with being 
a lot of sheep behind the Government, 
I can assure Deputy Heffeman that 
the Deputies on these benches put the 


country above party or Ministers. 
That is why we refraincd from send- 
ing in our resignations to-day so as to 
give the Dáil an opportunity of telling 
the Executive Council that you do not 
stand for this die-hard policy. I heard 
one member of the Executive Council 
tallc about shoot.ing off people's heads, 
just as easv as if he was going into 
the Cafe Royal for a cup of coffee. I 
do not stand for that policy. I know 
the Ármy from the top to the bottom 
stands behind these officers, but, they 
are patriotic enough not to run their 
country into war, and we ought to be 
patriotíc cnough not to turn them 
down. 

Mr. BLYTHE: There has been no 
die-hard attitude on behalf of the 
Government. Speaking as one member 
of it, in all the actions that have taken 
place, my object has been to do what 
was necessary, so far as I saw it, to 
secure a disciplined Army that would 
be the servant of the people, and at the 
same' time avoid, so far as it could be 
done, any possibility or danger of 
bloodshed. We want to make certain, 
so far as we can, that nothing of the 
kind that has happened shall ever hap- 
pen again. Whatever those men who 
engaged in the mutiny may have suf- 
fered, whatever grievances they may 
have had, there was no justification 
whatever for the action they took. 
Their action could not be justified. It 
was simply an attempt to use the gun 
to get their own way over the heads of 
the Government, the Dáil, and the 
people, if necessary. That was what it 
amounted to. But I do not want to say 
any more than that about it. I do not 
want to cause bad blood. The action 
they took could not be justified, and it 
was a sort of aetion that should not be 
taken again. We must so deal with this 
matter that we are not going to set up 
in the Army any sort of a tradition of 
successful mutiny, or a tradition of 
mutiny with impunity, or a knowledge 
that men can turn or threatén to turn 
their guns against the Government, and 
they will not have even to acknowledge 
they were wrong. There was no dis- 
position to deal with this matter as it 
would be dealt with in a normal coun- 
try, and in a normal army. We recog- 
nise that it would be hard to do so, that 
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it wouíd be dangerous to do so, that it 
wonld be unfair to do so. Men who 
have not been accustomed to the strict- 
ness of discipline that is in the old 
Armies should not bc dealt with in the 
way that those who had had that train- 
ing might be reasonably dealt with. I 
would say that from the beginning to 
the end the position of the Government 
has been one of readiness to accommo- 
date themselves to the situation, to do 
everything they could to avert the pos- 
sibility of conflict, but at the same time 
not to lay the seeds of future trouble, 
and not to create a foundation on which 
there would be built an Army which 
would be for ever a danger and a 
menace to the State. 

Thcre has been a great deal of talk 
as to an agreement with these people 
or with Deputy MeGrath. Strictly 
speaking therc was no agreement. 
There was something very near an 
agreement and thc word has been 
allowed to be used. But, actually, 
there was no agreement. Dcputy 
McGrath was given a ■document which 
purported to be a statement of the in- 
tentions of the Government merely, and 
that is why it was given to him for his 
use. It was not for the purpose of a 
bargain. There was no bargain struck 
with these men. That has to be borne 
in mind, because we rriust remember the 
situation at the time that document was 
drawn up. The Dalton-Tobin letter 
had not been withdrawn. Deputy 
McGrath had indicated that he believed 
he could get it withdrawn, or that he 
could get something else sent in that 
would be equivalent to a withdrawal of 
it. But it actually had not been with- 
drawn and the Government at that 
time was not prepared to cnter into 
negotiations with these men in view of 
the very scandalous nature of that let- 
ter and of the challenge that was con- 
tained in it. But they wanted to avoid 
trouble; they wanted to get out of this 
thing without damage to the country. 
They realised very well, even suppose 
there was only a very short period of 
active disturbance, that it would be 
disastrous to the country in the present 
state. So they made it possible for 
Deputy McGrath to go and see if he 
could induce these men to see reason. 


Even if you take that statement of in- 
tention as being practically an agree- 
ment there has been no breach of agree- 
ment. 

Mr. McCARTHY: Will the Minister 
say why the agreement of December 
was not carried out? 

Mr. DARRELL FIGOIS : What 

agreement of December? 

Mr. BLYTHE : The agreement of 
December, so far as I know, was- 

Mr. McGRATH: On a point of order, 
I think any referenee to an agreement 
in December, as I have alrcady stated,. 
is a matter—although Deputy Johnson 
raised it—that should not bc raised 
1 here. That is a matter for the Inquiry. 

Mr. JOHNSON: If the Inquiry is a 
public one, if it is not to be a single 
party inquiry, there may bc something 
in that point. But if it is to be a 
single party inquiry, as has been sug- 
gested, then it is not sufficicnt to leave 
this matter for that inquiry. 

Mr. McCARTHY: The point I waut 
to makc is that it. is not the only agree- 
ment that has been brokcn. 

Mr. BLYTHE : There is no proof that. 
an agreement has been broken, and to* 
come in and allege that some other 
agrecment was broken is gratuitous. 

Mr. A. BYRNE : On a point of ordev r 
may I say that theré are 47 Deputies: 
outside the Government Party, and we 
1 are only guessing what the members of 
t.hat Party are talking about. They 
have got the information, and I hold 
that the other 47 Deputies, who are not 
within their Party, ought to know the 
eircumstances that led up to this. 

Professor MacNEILL : Is this a 
point of order? 

Mr. A. BYRNE: It is a point of 
order: we are kept in the dark. 

I Mr. BLYTHE: I might say that I 
agree with Deputy Johnson and dis- 
agree with Deputy Milroy in regard to 
the relations of the Executive to the 
Dáil and to the Party from which that 
Executive may have sprung. The 
Executive may consult its political sup- 
porters. It is proper enough that a». 
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Executivc* should consult its political 
supporters. It will be necessary for 
any Exceutive to consult its political 
supporters. But it is not necessary, 
nor, I think, proper, that the Executive 
should give information to a Party 
which is not given to the Dáil. The 
supporters of a Government ought not 
to be asked to support it because of any 
reasons that cannot be stated in pub- 
lic. Whatever vote a person of any 
Party gives in the Dáil he ought to give 
it for reasons stated herc in the open 
l)áil. We have been in abnormal timcs. 
We have had an army situation which 
had its difficulties. I think the circum- 
stances that did exist justified in the 
past a departurc from an attitude that. 
was strietly eorrect. I ain rather glad 
we are having the matter discussed in 
the Dáil. I think that the more public 
matters can be discussed in public the 
better. My own belief is that the Party 
discussions which did take place on this 
raatter were harmful. The news about 
them was not such, as Deputy Johnson 
said, as to inspire confidence in Parlia- 
mentary government or Parliamentary 
institutions. I say, morcover, as pro- 
bably information of discussions among 
a very big body has leaked out to the 
men who were for the moment chal- 
lenging the authority of the State, that 
probably they were encouraged and 
stiffened in their attitude by the know- 
ledge of what was going on. How- 
ever, that is really a small matter in the 
whole issue. It would have been utterly 
impossible to have guaranteed those 
officers that they were going to be re- 
instated in the Army. 

If I had thought for a moment that 
that document given to Deputy McGratH 
could be interpreted as a promise to 
these men that they would be reinstated 
in the Army, I would not have agreed 
with it. Even if it had been a thought 
in my own mind that if the thing were 
fixed up they might be restored, I would 
not have allowed it to be conveyed to 
them at a time when we still had no 
document from them but the document 
talking about an interpretation of the 
Treaty, and demanding a whole lot of 
things that they had no right to demand. 
It would have been utterly scandalous 
for any Govemment to allow a sugges- 
tion to go to men who had taken up that 


attitude, and who had not yet retreated 
from it, that if they did so and so they 
would be reinstated without any diminu- 
tion of rank in the Army. I certainly 
would not have agreed to it. I am not 
challenging the good faith of Deputy 
McGrath in the matter. I am not chal- 
lenging at all his truthfulness when he 
says that that is his interpretation, and 
that that. is what he understood by that 
documcnt. I say, however, definitely 
that, as the document was handed to him 
as a statement of the intentions of the 
Executive Council—it was written by 
Deputy Hughes, and was agreed to by 
the membei’s óf the Executive Council 
as a statement of their intentions—it was 
not at all the intention of the Executive 
Council that these men should be pro- 
mised reinstatement in the Army. 
Deputy Cooper, I think, has said very 
wcll the thing to say in regard to that. 
I believe that it would be unfair in the 
circumstances to say that these men who 
had done all these things were to go back 
to their plaees in the Army. I would 
not havc said at. a certain stage that 
some of them might not have gone back, 
if they had taken the thing well, mind 
you. I would not want to push the 
thing too far if they had taken it well 
and promptly, and if things had gone in 
a certain way. That is only a personal 
point of view in the matter. They have 
now done, I think, the right thing. I 
think it is no less than might be expected 
of them. They are men who have given 
service to the country in the past, in the 
Anglo-Irish war, and in the recent war. 
I would expect that they would not show 
the recklessness that has been shown. I 
would expect when they found that a 
threat was not going to get them what 
they wanted, that at least they would 
show some consideration for the country. 
They have shown that consideration. I 
am not speaking in any way hostile when 
I say that they are doing now in view of 
all that. has occurred no more than they 
might be expected to do. I will give 
them every credit for doing it, but I do 
not think it is right that they should be 
held up here to us, more or less, as arch- 
angels, and that it should be made a 
great matter, and that you could not 
throw a shadow of blame on them. . I 
think that is putting the thing out of 
perspective and out of all proportion. 
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Mr. O’CONNELL: I wish to say that 
I bolieve Deputy Johnson has done a 
big service to the eause of constitu- 
tional Government in bringing forward 
this motion. If he has done nothing 
more than draw from the Minister for 
Finance the statement he has made, as 
to the relations that should exist, and 
which we have always held should 
exist, between the Executive Council 
and the Dáil, he has done a very good 
service to the Dáil and to the cause of 
constitutional Government. We have 
heard many speeches this evening, and 
they all practically boil down to this: 
a difference of opinion as to the inter- 
pretation of a certain document, and a* 
difference of opinion as to the interpre- 
tation to be taken from a certain deci- 
sion taken at a Party meeting. I want 
to ask what right has a Party meeting 
to make decisions on this vital matter? 
What right has a Party meeting to 
make terms with officers? I do not ad- 
mit that right for a moment. The 
people responsible for making these de- 
cisions, and for having these decisions 
conveyed to the officers concerned, were 
the Executive Government, and not a 
Party. I say that the Executive Gov- 
ernment was casting aside its respon- 
sibilities when it went and pnt the re- 
sponsibility on a Party meeting. 
Evidently they did so, as we have it in 
the words of Deputy Hughes that he 
was the man who drafted this docu- 
ment. The document was handed to 
Deputy McGrath and it was, as the 
Minister for Finance stated, a state- 
ment of the intentions of the Govern- 
ment. This document contains a state- 
ment of the intentions of the Govern- 
ment to be conveyed by Deputy 
McGrath to the officers concerned. 

Mr. HUGHES: On a point of ex- 
planation, the Government did not in- 
vite the Party to direct them. The 
Party invited the Government to meet 
them and discuss the situation. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: That is my point. 
That is the situation, and a decision 
was made at the Party meeting. 

Professor MacNEILL: No. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: Well, we have to 
learn something more than we have 
learned. 


Professor MacNEILL: There was 
no decision taken by the Party at that 
meeting. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: That seems to be 
contrary to everything I heard since 
this discussion commenced. It was 
stated by more than one Deputy, and 
the whole discussion centred round the 
interpretation of the document that 
was drawn up at the Party meeting. 
The decision to draw up the document 
was come to at the Party meeting. 

Professor MacNEILL: Not by the 
Party. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: I confess I can- 
not follow the Minister for Education 
in his rather subtle distinction which 
he is so well able to make. In any 
case, it appears to me that while it 
could be, and should be, open to the 
Party to make recommendations to 
the Executive Council, as to action 
which should be taken, the responsi- 
bility of making a decision should rest 
with the Executive Council. It may 
be that I have been unable to take the 
interpretation that the Minister for 
Education wishes to be placed upon 
this discussion, but I believe I am 
taking the interpretation which will be 
placed on these speechcs by the ordi- 
nary man in the street. We have it 
in any case from the Minister for 
Finance, and I think his statement will 
bear me out in what I say, that he 
does not believe that it is the right 
way to do things; that the Executive 
Council should be responsible to the 
Dáil, and that members of the Party 
who support the Government, while 
they should, perhaps, be consulted, 
should support the Government on the 
merits of each question as it is put 
forward in the Dáil. I do not wish to 
discuss the actual merits of this ques- 
tion of the officers, but I would like to 
say that I do not hold Deputies 
McGrath, McCarthy and the other 
Deputies who have spoken, entirely 
blameless, inasmuch as they told us 
that certain grievances existed in the 
Army for some considerable period. 
It is only within the last few days and 
really only to-day that Deputy 
McGrath and Deputy McCarthy aired 
these grievances in the place they 
should be aired. 
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Mr. McOEATH : On a point of order, 
as far as I am eoncerned, this is again 
infringing on the inquiry. I am pre- 
pared to stand over and acc.ept re- 
sponsibility for my silence as far as 
the Dáil and the Party are concerned 
on that question, if and when the ques- 
tion is raised at the inquiry. I only 
want to put the Deputy right. . That 
challengc has been made to me in the 
Party and I have made myself clear. 
I am prepared, when the qucstion is 
raised at the inquiry, to give reasons 
why I did not make it public. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: The point I wish 
to make is this, Deputy McGrath was 
a member of the Executive Council. 
As I said, I do not wish to discuss the 
merits of this mattor at all. because 
I am not in a position to discuss them. 
I know nothing about them except 
what I lcarned to-day. I do say from 
their own statements to the effeot that 
eertain grievanees did exist, that it 
would have been better if these Depu- 
ties who knew of these grievances, and 
who believed there were grievances, 
took an opportunity of bringing them 
here for public discussion in the Dáil. 
I say that would have been better for 
the country and the people, and would 
have prevented these ofíieers from 
taldng the drastic step they were 
forced to take in order to bring their 
grievances forward. I vshould say that 
the point Deputy McGrath wishes to 
make now is a greater argument still 
in support of the point made by 
Deputy Johnson, that it is not a Partv 
Committee but rather a Dáil Commit- 
tee that should enquire into this mat- 
ter of the administration of the Army. 
Deputy Milroy said that in discussing 
this matter the Dáil should concern 
itself with schemes of development 
and employment for the men who are 
demobilised. 

Mr. MILROY: I think it was the 
Minister for Agriculture who made that 
statement. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: I should say that 
he is rather late in the day with that 
suggestion. Surely it is not now that 
the Government should consider the 
formulation of schemes of employment 
for men who are demobilised. It is 
more than twelve months ago since Dc- 


puty Johnson and others on thesO 
Benches said that the question should 
be seriousíy tackled. I must say, in 
connection with that, that it is not for 
want of being told that the Govemment 
is faced with this problem; for, on 
more than one occasion Dcputy John- 
son and other Labour Deputies called 
the attention of the Govemment to the 
problem that would exist when the 
Army would have to be demobilised— 
not only in connection with these men 
in the Army but the men who were in- 
terned. This ís a problem which should 
have been faced long ago, and if it had 
been faeed scriously we would not be 
faced with the trouble which is facing 
us at present. 

Mr. BAXTER : More than a week ago 
j I sought information on this whole mat- 
ter, and I was met in a manner which 
I I think was not becoming from the 
President, with a storm of personalities. 
To use the words of the Minister for 
Home Affairs, the abseess has burst 
with its over-ripeness. I think that the 
Executive Council and the whole of the 
Government Party have in this matter 
put themselves in the dock. One and 
all, from the Minister for Industry and 
Commeree and the Deputies behind him, 
to the President, cannot relieve them- 
selves of the responsibility for the pre- 
sent position. 

Professor MacNEILL : Take a vote 
on that. 

Mr. BAXTER : Anyhow, this Dáil 
was unaware of the situation until very 
recently, and it has been admitted by 
Deputies and Ministers that thc whole 
situation has existed in the army to 
their knowledge for fifteen, sixteen or 
eighteen months. I believe that there 
are many Deputies on the Government 
Benches who must have becn aware of 
the situation, and I think it is regret- 
table that something was not done to 
meet it long ago. Many of the speeches 
here have centred round what took 
place at a Party meeting, and the agree- 
ments, or would-be agreements, arrived 
at there, and the question of the use of 
certain words and what conclusions 
were to be drawn from them. . It seems 
to me that between two parties in the 
Army, to which the Minister for Agri- 
culture has made reference, the Exeeu- 
: tive Council are really in a very diffi- 
cult position. I appreciate the difficulty 
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with which they are confrontcd. They 
have probably been confronted with it 
for a long time: Beyond question, the 
country wants this matter dcíinitely 
settled here and now. What is more, 
the country wants peace, and thc people 
of the country want to bc in the saddle, 
as some Ministers are inclined to say 
very frequently. They want to be in 
suprcme control of the army. What 
steps is it suggested ought to be taken 
to accomplish this? I will give credit 
to the Ministcr for Industry and Com- 
nieree. I believe he has done his best in 
a diíficult situation. At the last 
momcnt, as it scems to mc, he has per- 
haps saved bloodshed, but is it not a 
vcry regrettable statement for any 
Deputy on the Government Benches to 
have to make that those men who liave 
all fought together and, as they are in- 
clined to say, have done so much to 
bring the Treaty about, arc prepared 
to go out at the elcventh liour one 
against thc other? I think it is most 
regrettable if thcre was any possibility 
of that taking place, and I think that 
the ex-Minister for Industry and Com- 
merce deserves credit for wliat he has 
done to prevcnt it. I may here remark 
that it sccms very pcculiar that these 
officers were put under arrest by the 
ex-Ministcr for Defence, and although 
the services of the Minister for Defence 
were dispensed with, certain actions 
were taken regarding these officers, 
when it is accepted that he had done 
wrong in arresting them. They were 
put under certain obligations, although 
it was not right to havc taken them 
into custody. That point seems to me 
1o deserve more explanation. If we 
have been saved bloodshed, and if these 
men, as the Minister for Industry and 
Commerce says, madc sacrifices in the 
best interests of the country, I would 
ask the Minister, if he thinks that it 
would be in the best interests of thc 
country, that these officers should go 
back to their posts in the army again, 
however deserving or however capable 
they may be? 

Beyond doubt, I agree with Deputy 
Cooper that officers who have been con- 
cerned in this, however worthy their 
motives may have been, should not be 
allowed back to their positions again, be- 


cause, beyond question, the disobedience, 
or, as the Minister for Home Affairs 
said, their fiouting of authority, would 
be regarded, if they were restored, as a 
victory. I am aíraid that that is the 
only construction that could be put upon 
such action if it were taken. If these 
mcn have done such good work, and if 
they are men who were in the army in 
thc old days, and are now cast aside, it 
would seem hardly fair that they should 
not be given some consideration. If 
they have becn cast aside, and if many 
have bccn cast aside, and if many of 
thern find thcmselves in the difficult posi- 
tion of having very little of the world’s 
goods to go on with, that fact should, I 
think, commend itself to the Executive 
Council. 

I think it would be better if 
Deputy McGrath accepted that point of 
view, and recognised that placing those 
officers in their positions again in the 
Army would not make for discipline in 
the Army. I would like to remind the 
Deputics on thc Government benches, 
some of them in particular, that they 
have sympathy with what they accept 
as being a wrong actíon on the part of 
thosc officers, and tliat they are asking 
for certain terms for thosc people. I 
would likc to remind those Deputies that 
they have not been so sympathetic to- 
wards othcr people who they say were 
doing wrong. 1 would like to remind 
those Deputies that their arguments are 
very inconsistent. Those who are talk- 
ing of resigning should remember that 
there are 44 other Deputies who have 
not come here. # I rcgret that circum- 
stances do not permit them to come here. 
I wonder if they were here what effect 
would that havc on the situation that 
has arisen or on thc minds of the men 
who are talking of withdrawing because 
their point of view cannot prevail. If 
there is to be a constitutional govem- 
ment, government by the will of the 
people, it seems to me, irrespective of 
whether it is party or Dáil, that that 
i doctrine or formula must be accepted all 
around, and I am in agreement with 
Deputy Hughcs when he says that those 
Deputies would do much better service 
by crossing over to the Independent 
party and keeping things straight if they 
were not straight before they came there. 
Deputy Wilson advises them to join the 
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Fal , mers , party. It would be much . 
better in the interests of the people of 
the country, and I suggest it is the most 
patriotic step at the moment. 

Mr. D’ALTON : I do not wish to in- 
terfere at great length, but there are a 
few remarhs I wish to make which I 
consider are pertinent to the present 
situation. Two points have been 
stressed from the Labour and Farmers' 
Benches which I think are not quite cor- 
reet. They refer to those mcmbers of 
the Government Party who are behind 
the riovernment and they endeavoured 
to make it understood by the Dáil that 
the ífovernment have to consult us on 
matters which should affect thc Dáil 
alone. I believe in matters that affect 
the Farmers , Party and the Labour 
Party that the leaders of those parties 
eonsult with the parties. The Execu- 
tive of the Government is the Govern- 
inent for Ihe wholc House. They con- 
sult us in all matters of necessity and 
seek our opinions. They may consult 
with us believing that we, their sup- 
porters, may have views of advantage 
to them, when placing the position be- 
fore the House whieh they believe is 
necessary for the country. Otherwise 
the Executive Council acts in as deter- 
mined a manner towards us as it does 
towards the Farmers’ Party and the 
Labour Party. There are one or two 
important points in eonneclion with 
this unfortunate upset. of the last fort- 
night to which I wish to refer. I am 
absolutely against a mutiny of those 
Army officcrs. On the other hand, I 
admit that action may have occurred 
within the Army that may have led up 
to tliat or helped it. I will not go into 
it now because there is to be a Court of 
Inquiry. If there is to be an inquiry 
now is not the time to go into them, 
but I agrce with Deputy Johnson that 
the result of that inquiiy should go 
before the whole Ilouse, because I agree 
that the result of that inquiry is for the 
members of the Dáil, and through them 
for the people of the country. Unfor- 
tunately, events may have occurred by 
which men who served Ireland honour- 
ably were forced into the position they 
took. They should not have allowed 
themselves to be forced into that posi- 
tion, but I am glad now that by the 
action they have taken they recognise 
what they owe to Ireland. I also think 
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I that none of those officers who have 
resigned from the Army cxpect that 
Deputies will hand in their resignations 
in sympathy with them. We, in the 
Dáil, expect better of them, their con- 
stituents expect bctter of them, and 
they reciuire more of them. I join with 
Dcputy Davin on the Labour Benches 
and other Deputies in requesting those 
men to rcmember that their duty to 
Ireland is higher than thcir duty to 
Party, and that it is thc one thing they 
will not be forgiven for, if by any 
action of theirs in resigning here, they 
injure the cause of the country they 
promised to serve. 

Mr. GOREY: The motion Deputv 
Johnson put down this evening and 
the dis<*ussion raised have, to my mind, 
done a considerable amount of good. 
I am sure from the speeches that have 
been made and from the ends of the 
House from which the spceches came 
that thc Executive Council may be con- 
vinced that thev have nothing to fear 
in coming to this Dáil and taking it 
into their confidence. All the speeches 
from outside the Government benches 
have been helpful and were delivered 
with the intcntion of being helpful. 
Only a few of the speeehcs from the 
Government benches have tended in 
that direction. Deputy Hughes \s 
speech, to my mind, was a credit to 
Deputy Tlughes and to anv man who 
loves his country. I think Deputics 
O’Connor and D’Alton followed on the 
same line, but all the other speeches on 
the Government benches were not help- 
ful in this inatter. They were more or 
less taking sides. I have been glad 
that anything that has been said froin 
the Labour benches and ours has been 
helpful, and in my remarks I will sav 
nothing except with the intention of 
being helpful. Victimisation has been 
mentioned in this connection, Vindic- 
tive action has also been mentioned. 
One Deputy said that the words “ vin- 
dictive action ” were not used. An- 
other said that they were. I would not 
subscribe to vindictive action of any 
description. Vindictive action is some- 
thing less and meaner than justice.^ I 
am glad no such a thing as vindictivc 
action is going to be taken or will be 
taken. Victimisation, as the term is 
undcrstood, is quitc a different matter. 
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It is a term which occnrs in trade dis- 
putes. It means that when a trade dis- 
pute arises, and is fought out, as some- 
times they are, the people engaged in 
the strike—mutiny, if you like to call 
it—would be forgotten about and put 
back in the .position that they were in 
as if nothing had happened. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE resumed 
the Chair at this stage. 

Mr. GOREY: This is not a trade dis- 
pute, and I think the Executivc action 
is quite correct, that those ofíicers 
could not be put into the same position 
under any consideration, at lcast, in 
the Army. I want- to be fair to those 
ofBcers and those behind thern. There 
are other channels of Government em- 
ployment in which they could be put. 

Mr. McGRATH: I would like to 
point out that there is no question of 
employment. or jobs whatever. 

Mr. GOREY: I have not entered into 
the question of cmployment or jobs. 

I am dealing with plain words used 
here. I have dealt with the word 
“ victimiíation, M and I am not refer- 
ring to jobs of any description. Owing 
to the interruption I have lost the 
trend of my speech. 

Mr. McGRATH: I am sorry for the 
interruption, but I wanted to make my 
point. 

Mr. GOREY : Without doing any 
harm to the State or establishing prece- 
dcnts, I think that those men, nearly all 
of them who deserve well of the country, 
should be provided with employment | 
elsewhere, and that would do no harm 
whatever. There is none of us living in 
the country who has not some little 
knowledge of Army administration, and 
how things have been done for the last 
six months. Knowing my little end of 
the Army in my district, I was never 
pleased with what was done there f or the 
last six months. Some who went out 
and risked their lives every time they 
were wanted have been discharged, and 
the fellows who stayed in barracks 
have been kept on. I do not know how 
that applied in Dublin or in other army 
areas, but I know what I am tallring 
about when speaking about my own dis- 


trict. I believe that I offended a 
Deputy here by a remark of mine. He- 
said the discussion here was the same as 
at the Party meeting, and I interjected 
a remark that we were listening to no- 
thing else only a Party discussion. I 
think I was misunderstood in the inter- 
jection I made, and I do not deserve the 
meaning that was attached to it. As a 
matter of fact, we were listening to a 
Party discussion, as only seven or eight 
Deputies had spoken from the Govern- 
ment Benches at the time. But what I 
stood up to insist on was that no matter 
what organisation is in the Army, no 
matter what brotherhoods are in the 
Army, that all those organisations 
and all those brotherhoods must 
cease from now, and the Ariny 
must be the servant of the Civil 
Power and the servant of the Dáil. 
Any Government that wants to govern 
| on any other lines, any Government that 
i wants to make compromise with any 
I organisation does not deserve to be a 
j Government. It must be a Government 
of the civil authority exercised through 
| the Dáil, without any intimidation or in- 
i íluence from any organisations, societies, 

| or brotherhoods. I hope we have heard 
I the last of this, and that the Army in the 
I future will be the servant of the State 
| and of nothing else, and that it will owe 
allegiance to the State and nothing else. 
i I hope the Dáil will be taken more into 
J the confidence of the Government, and I 
I hope the debate here has convinced the 
Government that they will get as much 
sympathy here and as much kindly 
treatment here as they will get in the 
Party. That is not ironical. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Do you know the 
sort of treatment they got? # 

Mr. GOREY: I do. I have an idea 
and that is why I expressed the hope. 
We are personally prepared here, and 
I am sure those on the Labour Benehes 
are perfectly prcpared, to take any re- 
sponsibility that there is in State mat- 
ters. We have been sent here in a re- 
sponsible capacity. We represent a 
considerable section of the country, and 
it may be that we may represent more 
in the near future. But we have not 
been given that responsibility here and 
it is only the motion of Deputy* John- 
son that has enabled us to take part in 
this matter at all. We are prepared to 
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take any responsibility there is, and to 
take our share with any Government 
who mean to govem in the interests of 
the people. 

The PBESIDENT: I observe from 
the statement made by Deputy Johnson 
that he stressed more than once the 
scant consideration given to the rights 
of the Dáil and the fact that the Dáil, 
in his opinion, was placcd in a subordi- 
nate position. I thinlc it is right that I 
should mention at the very beginning 
that if there is any person responsible 
for the calling of the first Party mect- 
ing and the submission of the matter to 
it for its consideration, that responsi- 
bility was mine and mine only, and not 
that of any other mcmber of the Execu- 
tive Council at that time. Deputies will 
remember that on the day when this 
matter came before the Dáil first, that 
the then Ministcr for Industry and 
Commerce stated that he would make 
a statement on the morrow, and it was 
at my request that he brought the mat- 
ter which he had intended to place be- 
fore the Dáil, before the Party. If the 
Dáil were deprived of listening to the 
critieism which the Minister at that 
time contemplated making upon 
another Ministry, they lost, in my 
opinion, very little by that deprivation, 
and the good results that would follow 
will folloAv not by the deprivation but 
from the steps that we took and the 
arrangements that we made with De- 
puty McGrath in order to meet that 
situation. That very statement was 
read out here to the Dáil and put into 
the possession of every Deputy and 
every person in the country, and it was 
accepted by Deputy McGrath at that 
time as satisfying him. I should like 
to4ay some stress upon this matter, that 
even though at that time the first letter 
from the two officers had been received, 
it was not with these officers that 
I was dcaling or intended to deal 
or would have the Executive Council or 
Party to deal, but with Deputy 
MeGrath. He had, he believed, a case 
to make against another Department 
of State, and the making of that case 
would not, in my opinion, have tended 
ín any way better than the method I / 
suggested for improving the adminis- 
tration in that Department if it needed 
improvement, But I will bring to thc 
recolleetion of any person who was pre- 


sent at that Party meeting the state- 
ment I made across the table to Deputy 
McGrath that night. I said: “ I am 
making no agreement with the officers, 
no agreement whatever with the 
officers; my agreement is with you, 
absolutely with you. ,> 

Mr. McGRATH: I agree that is cor- 
rect. The agreement I say again was 
with me. 

The PRESIDENT: I said that that 
was my statement to him. I read out 
two paragraphs here about the Inquiry, 
the fact that we were impressed with 
the necessity for having an Inquiry, 
and the fact that an Inquiry was going 
to be held. The understanding which 
has been mentioned and which is in dis- 
pute, was taken down, I believe, by De- 
puty Hughes for Deputy McGrath's in- 
formation. I understand that Deputy 
McGrath was told that in conferring 
with the men he was to use his own dis- 
cretion in putting the thing into words. 
He was at liberty to tell the officers 
what the Government’s intentions 
were. He was not appointed as a pleni- 
potentiary, and was not instructed to 
go, and he did not go by the direc- 
tion or wLsh of any member of the Exe- 
cutive Council, or of the Party either. 
I think it is due to the Dáil that they 
should know that in this matter the 
rights of the Dáil and the representa- 
tive institutions of the country have 
been respected by us on every possible 
occasion. In that connection the 
Government did not give any informa- 
tion to the Party or to members of the 
Party that they at any time held from 
the Dáil, and it was not their intention 
to do anything of that sort. They did 
not do anything of that sort. I take it 
that if there was a dispute in either of 
the three other Parties in the Dáil and 
that it could be arranged in the same 
way, that nobody would raise the ques- 
tion that was raised that the rest of the 
members of the Dáil were deprived of 
their rights, or that the representative 
institution of which they were mem- 
bers was discredited or dishonoured in 
any way by having kept from it such a 
matter. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Does the Minister al- 
lege that the Party meeting did not 
discuss the Army administration in 



2423 


DAIL EIREANN. 


Situation . 


2424 


Tlie Army 

|Mr. Johnson.] 
which discussion Ministers took part? 
Is that denied? 

The PRESIDENT: The case made at 
the Party meeting was a case made by 
Deputy McGrath against the Army 
Department and the Minister for De- 
fence, General Mulcahy, did not ánswer 
it. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Did the other Minis- 
ters discuss administrative matters at 
that Party meeting? 

The PRESIDENT: I have not in my 
mind at the moment an exact picture 
of the whole discussion that took place 
there, but I do affirm that a case was 
made against a particular Department 
of State, and that the Minister respon- 
sible for that Dcpartment of State did 
not answer it there. As for the meet- 
ing last night nobody mentioned what 
the result of the meeting that toolc 
place last night was, but the proposi- 
tion that was put up there by thc 
Government was to allow a motion to 
be tabled here upon which the Govern- 
ment Whips werc to be withdrawn, and 
to leave it to the free vote of the Dáil, 
every member of the Executive Coun- 
cil, as many of them as were there, un- 
derstanding that they would speak and 
vote against the motion. Is that a de- 
privation of the rights of the Dáil, or 
any interference with representative 
institutions? 

Mr. McGRATH: Before the Presi- 
dent goes any further I would like to 
know if I am at liberty to mention all 
that occurred at the meeting last night, 
as he has referred to it now? I under- 
stood that what he has just mentioned 
was confidential. If hc goes any fuither 
than that I belicve I will be compelled, 
and must ask to be allowed, to explain 
why I did not table the motion. 

The PRESIDENT: Certainly not. I 
did not intend to go any further. I 
simply intended to meet the point that 
was made against the Executive Council 
here, that they were not holding them- 
selves responsible to the whole Dáil, and 
that they were only holding themselves 
responsible to a party in the Dáil. 

Mr. McGRATH : I am satisfied. 

The PRESIDENT : I am taking the 


next point made by Deputy Johnson, 
and that was that I did not mention to- 
day about the reconstruction of the Exe- 
cutive Council. I think I already men- 
tioned that matter this morning, when I 
said that so far I had been present at 
only one meeting of thc Executive 
Council. It was a meeting that lasted 
for two or three hours, and I am not yet 
in a position to deal with that matter. 
I hope to be able to do so, as I stated this 
morning, within the next twenty-four 
hours or possibly forty-eight houi*s. 
Dcputy Johnson also criticised me be- 
cause the information I gave to the Dáil 
indicated that I treated the matter as if 
it were of no very great importance. I 
gave the Dáil this morning all the infor- 
mation that was at my disposal. I saw 
General O'Duffx yesterday morning for 
a short time, and I saw him to-day for 
a short time. In his new position, and 
in my new position there were manv 
matters to be discussed of considerable 
importance—administrative matters and 
so forth. 

I had not any further information at 
that moment, nor had I any more until 
a quarter of an hour ago, than what I 
gave to the Dáil this morning. I will 
have an opportunity of referring later 
on to another matter. Deputy Johnson 
questioned us about the resignations and 
the absentees. The Executive Council 
has so íar accepted any resignations that 
have been put in. I do not know, in 
view of the long discussion that has 
taken place, that it is necessary for me 
to go through the regular itinerary of 
the proceedings that have taken place in 
the Executive Council, or the action that 
was taken. I do not know if it would 
serve any useful purpose, but if the Dáil 
desires it, I am prepared to go into'ít. 
General O’Dufl^’s information to me as 
to the position in the country was, what 
I stated this moming, that it was 
, normal. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Will the President 
tell us whether the demobilisation 
scheme proceeds? Do the plans con- 
t.inue for demobilisation and reorganisa- 
tion? 

j The PRESIDENT ; As far as de- 
I mobilisation is concerned, I havc not 
' traeed it, but I understand the plans for 
reorganisation continue. In view of the 
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ehanges that have taken place it is 
possible there may be some delay in the 
matter of the regular staging of the 
reorganisation. 

Mr. JOHNSON : So far as demobilisa- 
tion goes, we may take it it proceeds 
according to plan? 

General MULCAHY: As far as the 

demobilisation of officers goes, all de- 
mobilisations were completed by the 
7th March. 

The PRESIDENT : I am taking the 
matters raised by Deputy Johnson in 
their order. He mentions that I an- 
nounced an inquiry and also mentions 
that he demanded as much information 
as was given to the Party. There was 
no information relative to the inquiry 
given to the part.y at either of the two 
mectings, and it is possible that the 
framework of the inquiry may be 
opened to reconsideration in view of 
the circumstances that have occurred 
sinee I first mentioned here in the Dáil 
that such an inquiry would be held. 
It was not intendcd at that time that it 
should be a public inquiry. I think the 
Dáil is already in possession of the 
names of the persons who would hold 
the inquiry. If a case be made by 
either of the two parties to the inquiry 
that. it should be public I cannot see 
just now that it will be possible for me 
to resist, a claim of that character. 

Mr. GOREY: On a point of explana- 
tion, may I ask if the President intends 
that this inquiry shall be confined to 
the thrce men already named? 

The PRESIDENT: In the absence of 
any objection from the persons now 
coi¥;erned, there has been a slight 
ehange in the orientation, if I may say 
so, of the inquiry. In the first place, 
Ihe ex-Minister for Defence, General 
Mulcahy, was at that time a member of 
the Executive Council. He is not now. 
As regards Deputy McGrath, I do not 
know exactly what his position would 
be—I mean the question of his resigna- 
tion would have to be considered. In 
that case we must, as far as possible, 
satisfy those two men with regard to 
that, and we must also satisfy the 
Executive Council with regard to the 
competence and exhaustiveness of the 
particular inquiry, the personnel of it, 


or the subject matter that will be placed 
before it. It is not the desirc of the 
Executive Council that any person 
should íeel a sense of injustice in con- 
nection with this inquiry. The real 
result of the inquiry will, it is hoped, be 
of bencfit to the State, and in getting 
that result it is more than dcsirable 
that any parties to the inquiry should 
be satisfied with regard to its justice 
and impartialit.y. On that point there 
is no change in t.he Government. policy. 
The fíovernmcnt policy as such is un- 
changed; the circumstances have 
changed, and so far I have not received 
a formal protest from any of the per- 
sons concerned. 

General MULCAHY : On that point, 
will the persons interestcd in the in- 
quiry be communicated with and given 
an opportunity of saying what they 
have to say with regard to either the 
j personnel or the terms of reference? 

Mr. JOHNSON: And further, a sug- 
* gestion, if not a demand, from three 
sections of the Dáil was madc indicat- 
ing the necessity for widening thc per- 
sonnel and making it representative of 
some body other than the political 
party which has held thc reins of Gov- 
crnment. That has been ut.tered first. 
by Deputy Hewat, then by myself and 
then by Deputy Mulcahy. I want to 
know whether the Government has con- 
sidered that suggestion and what is the 
result of their consideration. 

The PRESIDENT: The Government 
did not consider that, but it would be 
the duty of the Government in this case 
to gct into communication with Deputy 
McGrath and Deputy Mulcahy with re- 
gard to the inquiry. 

If then any objection to the present 
constitution of it were raised, it will be 
my duty to announce to the House 
whatevcr alternative proposal the 
Government has to make with regard 
to it. 

Mr. JOHNSON : Will the President 
note the point that certain discussion» 
were closed down here to-day because 
of the fact that this inquiry was to be 
held. Therefore, the Dáil would not be 
placed in a position to come to a right 
judgment in regard to the question it 
has to decide upon, because of the fact 
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that it was to be dealt with by a Com- 
mittee of Inquiry. Now, if that Com- 
mittee of Inquiry is to be a Party Com- 
mittee, and if it is to hold its sittings 
in private, it will mean that at the dis- 
cretion of a Party Committee Inquiry 
the Dáil may never get to know any- 
thing which has lcd to these prcsent 
difficulties. Not only will it fail in that 
but it will fail to roassure the Dáil 
and the public that matters are not 
being hidden. If you have a Party In- 
quiry, while I recognisc that one^ mem- 
ber of the Inquiry may be considered 
to be a judicial personage who has beon 
associated with the political movement, 
that resulted in the formation of the 
present Government, I say that coníines 
it too much and will remove some of 
the sense of confidence that the public 
might otherwise have. 

Professor MacNEILL : Before the 
President answers that question, 
Deputy Johnson stated twice that this 
was a Party Inquiry. I think, in the 
interests of accuracy, it is necessary 
to point out that what was announced ( 
by the President was a decision to | 
have a Cabinet Inquiry, and not a | 
Party Inquiry. 

Mr. JOHNSON : Yes; a Cabinet In- 
quiry condueted by three members of 
a single Party. 

The PRESIDENT : At least one ef 
them is not a membcr of any single • 
Party—Judge Meredith. He was a 
•Judge of what, in the absence of a 
better term, I will call the Dáil Courts 
at the time when Dáil Eireann was 
de jure, and to some extent de facto, the 
Government of the country. 

Mr. JOHNSON: But the fact re- 
mains he was acting in that way and 
he was associated with a certain Party 
in this country. 

The PRESIDENT : If we were to ex- 
tend that particular analogy it would 
eome to thás that it would be difficult 
at my time i or the Government of this 
eountry to appoint one of its Judges 
m a person holding judicial office to 
hold a»y inquiry. The Deputy wiil 
admit tbat. However, I will bring the 
matter up again before the Executive 


Mr. GOOD: I think it ís very essen- 
lial, in view of thé importance of this 
inquiry, that it should be an impartial 
inquiry, and while one does not ques- 
tion the character of those outside the 
ITouse who have been appointed, I 
think it would be very desirable, in 
view of the discussion that took place, 
that no member of this House should 
be one of the adjudicators at that in- 
quiry. 

The PRESIDENT: The next point, 
I take it, that was raised by Deputy 
Johnson, was that we extended the 
date for the surrender of arms from 
Thursday to Saturday, and he asked 
the question: “Is the time again being 
extended? M No formal extension of 
the time has taken place, but it was 
represented to me on Saturday that 
it would be advisable to extend the 
timc, and that it would be impossible 
to have the ammunition returned be- 
cause of the difficulty of sending out 
messages to the country. Well, now, to 
this extent the time is extended, that I 
asked the General Officer Commanding 
the Forees not to arrest or raid for 
arms until after Tuesday, and this 
morning I was informed that the am- 
munition taken from Tipperary Bar- 
rack would be returned to-day, and 
this evening I got a wireless message to 
the effect that “ arms, ammunition and 
equipment of abseonding officers were 
returned here this evening. ” That is 
from Clonmel. 

I have already announeed the return 
of arms in Dublin. That is the Clon- 
mel case that I referred to. I was also 
informed this morning that it was 
anticipated that a similar retum of 
munitions from Roscommon would be 
made shortly, but the date was not 
speeifíed in that case. That information 
I had not this morning when I made the 
statement to the Dáil which Deputy 
Johnson complained of as being insuffi- 
cient and incomplete. 

That is the story of the situation up 
to this evening, and any further re- 
marks I have to make would be by way 
of comment. I do not think that the 
best interests of the country would bé 
served by the resignation of members 
of the House. . I think that one I>eptíty, 
I forget who it was, complained tlurt if 
the people oi the couiitry were to vote 
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on this matter, that the vote would be 
against the Government. Well, now 
we cannot have eleetions by pressing: a 
button, but we have had two elections 
quite recently and Deputies have been 
returned here in support of the Go- 
vemment Party at, a time when, every- 
body will admit, that the legislative 
programme of the Government was not 
a popular one for the eleetorate. I do 
say that it is unfair to the electorate to 
present them with quite a number of 
vacancies now. 

What is the issue upon which an 
eleetion is to be fought? The only 
issue that I can visualise is the issue of 
not having been able to aecomplish all 
that we tried; in other words, a non 
2>ossumus proposal before the elec- 
torate. I do not say that in any offen- 
sive way. The two members or ex- 
members of the Exeeutivc Council are 
very great pcrsonal friends of mine, 
and I am sure that Deputy McGrath 
would absolve me of making anything 
in the natiire of an offensive observa- 
tion. I do admit that in his case he | 
does feel that sonie sacrifice is neccs- 
sary on his part, and I do say that this 
is, as everybody who has spoken on it 
admits, a very exceptional incident. I 
hope it will be an unpreeedcnted inei- 
dent and that the real work that. has 
got to be done here is in acceptance of 
responsibility and in critieism of the 
Government if they fail or if their pro- 
posals are not watertight or are not in 
keeping with the mareh of events or 
the march of the nation. 

W T e have been faced during the last 
two or three weeks with an extraordi- 
nary situation so far as the Govemment 
is concemed, but looking at the history 
of the world one rarely finds that a 
‘ Government which came in on a revolu- 
tion remained as long in ofBce as we bave 
remained. We are now in office for 
somethmg, I should say, like two years 
and thme months, and ít is not by way 
of throwing bouquets at the Executive 
Council that I make that statement. But 
these are timés when I think every man's 
and every citizen’s duty should be to 
support the State, and any weafcness in 
the Govemment machine just at this 
particular moment would indicate a 
weákness in the stability of the Stafce 
which, I think, very íew Deputies in the 
D4il and very few citizens outside ít 


would wish to see. I think that in view 
of these circumstances Deputies who 
have contemplated resignation should 
reeonsidcr their attitude and see if they 
could not make some effort here in the 
íuture, even though their best efforts 
may not have been ent.irely successful in 
their own minds. In doing that they 
would be doing a good day J s work for 
the country and a good day’s work for 
the Dáil. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I feel that some 
good result has followed from the raising 
of this question. We have at least been 
given some more information regarding 
the present situation in the Army, not 
as much as I would like to have heard, 
and not as mueh, I think, as the occasion 
demands. We have had some infoima- 
tion as to the way the Govemment 
machine works* and I think that that is 
most, unsatisfactory. The President 
rather suggests that we have over- 
stressed the case against him and against 
the Executive Council, and tells us that 
we have had all the information that the 
Party meeting had, and practically asks 
us to accept the view that these were 
merely Paity consultations, and that no 
assurances were given to the Party, and 
no information given to the Party that 
was not given to the Dáil, and that the 
Dáil was just as capable of forming 
judgments on matters of concern as the 
Part.v was. If that is what the Presi- 
dent asks us to believe, the Dáil has only 
to go back a fortnight and to remember 
the incident of Tuesday, llth March, 
the promise of a statement from Deputy 
McGrath on the next day, and the result 
on the Wednesday when a most terse* 
and formal statement was made by the 
President in lieu of a statement on the 
Army position; a statement which had 
all the appearance of a complete condo - 
nation of the offence of mutiny. That 
interpretation has been repudiated, but 
it certainly was my reading of the state- 
ment of the President, especially when 
it was coupled with the letter circulated 
by the President to the Dáil, the letter 
signed by Liam Tobin and C. P. Dalton, 
which more or less said: “ We have 
achieved our end, we were right in doing 
it, and, having achieved our end, we are 
satisfied that was circulated more or 
less to justify the absence of any further 
statement on the Army position, and we 
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are asked to assume that nothing 
occurred which was not communicated 
to the Dáil. 

However, if we have learncd the les- 
son that not only shall thc Dáil be made 
aware of any mattcr under discussion 
which is considercd fit for the oars of 
members of the Party behind the Gov- 
crnment, then a great thing will have 
been achievcd. I was tempted to say 
when following Deputy Baxtcr and 
when I heard pleas for the considera- 
tion of the past reeords of thc mutinous 
officers and consideration for the train- 
ing thcy had had in their youth, and , 
generally a request that we should bear i 
in mind their antecedents, the human 
factor and so on, that I wishcd that ad- 
vice had been taken in thc last two 
years. I feel quite confídent and quite 
consistent, though I am not claiming 
any particular virtue in consistency, 
but; I feel quite confident in saying that 
the men who have offended most 
grievously in this matter should be 
treated with due regard to their ante- 
cedents, to thcir youth and to the facts 
which preceded their action. I can say 
that with consistency, because I have 
pleaded for the same consideration to 
be given to others. 

I believe it would be umvise, and per- 
haps an unpatriotic thing for Deputies 
who have dissented scriously and 
acutely from the Government on this 
matter to resign their seats. The re- 
signation of seats ought to be followed 
quickly by elcctions in thesc constituen- 
cies, and I think it will be necessary to 
press that point upon the Government, 
that is to say that there should bc no un- 
due delay in declaring seats vaeant and 
having new elections after resignations 
have taken place. I do not think any 
good would comc by any considerable 
number of resignations or by a con- 
siderable number of new elections. I 
think a considerable amount of good 
may come if there were a larger Party 
of Independents in opposition to the 
Govemment, and that there was more 
criticism, friendly, helpful, constructive 
criticism where necessary, and destruc- 
tive criticism where necessary, but if 
there was more criticism of adminis- 
trative action, of legislative proposals 
than there is from all parts of the 
House, this side included, I think it 


would add very greatly to the prestige 
and influencc of the Dáil and the Oir- 
eachtas. 

But I am afraid that all their re- 
quests, the pleading for unselfish ac- 
tion, getting to work and stopping the 
squabbling is only another way of evad- 
ing a very distinct issue. We have had 
from the Ministry, officially stated, that 
they are resolved upon a certain course 
in regard to the officers who have sent 
in their resignations, and I take it that 
the dissent arises from a dissent to that 
decision. I do not know whether I am 
interpreting it rightly, but it‘ does 
come to the question whether a Govern- 
ment can afford to reinstate officers 
who, not on the spur of the moment but 
obviously as a result of long premedita- 
tion, sent in a letter, not merely of 
mutiny and defiance, and had organised 
through the country simultaneous ac- 
tion. Whatever else one may say, no 
Government worth its salt can agree 
to condone and wipe off events of that 
kind. I am not sure whether it would 
not be better to allow Governments to 
smash and smash and smash again 
rather than agree that a Govemment 
should do that. But having said that, 
there are ways of dealing with this 
kind of proposition, and no Deputy 
who was aware of the troubles within 
the Army that apparently have been 
germinating and developing for twelve 
months or more, no member of the Dáil 
or Executive Council who was aware 
! of such things happening can relieve 
himself of responsibility, and as a con- 
sequence people who are guilty of that 
very, very grave offence have to be 
treated with a leniency and considera- 
tion that that sharing in the guilt 
would involve; and it seems although 
we have not been given the informa- 
tion, that there has been a counter-pro- 
position of the same kind, again*to the 
knowledge of members of the Party 
and the Govemment. Now, in view of 
this how can a Government or a Party 
stand over harsh terms? How much 
more necessary is it even to be generous 
in the treatment of officers of both par- 
ties, both sections of the Army, 
who have heen thus mutinous. 
I am not satisfied that we have 
. £ot the information that is re- 
quired, and I am not satisfied that 
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the matter, being left to an Inquiry, 
is going to relieve the anxiety that the 
country has become possessed of. The 
whole matter has been a very difficult 
and*hateful one to have to deal with, 
but I believe it is well that it should 
have been discussed as it has been dis- 
cussed. I do not think any bad blood 
is likely to develop out of the diseus- 
sion. I hope, on the contrary, that 
there will be an understanding of the 
requirements" of the case, and that De- 
puties who have fclt keenly will realisc 
that they have other work to do than 
to resign and, as one must see, follow 
resignations by political activiúes out- 
side. I think that would be an unde- 
sirable development. As regards the 
plea of other Deputies for a 
eessation of that kind of policy, 1 hope 
no more will be said of it. I with- 
draw the motion. 

Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 

The PRESIDENT . I move that thc I 
sitting be suspended for an hour. 

Sitting suspended at 7.45 p.m. and 
resumed at 8.55. 

COMMITTEE ON FINANCE. 
SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATES. 

Mr. BLYTHE : I move— 

“ That a Supplementary sum, not 
exceeding £2,000, be granted to de- 
fray the charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 
1924, for Grants in Aid of the Ex- 
penses of University Institutions, in- 
cluding Grants under the Irish Uni- 
versities Act, 1908, and the Land 
Act, 1923.’’ 

This Supplementary Estimatc is re- 
quired to provide for the grant of 
£3,000 to Trinity College under Sec- 
tion 15, Sub-section (2) of the Land 
Act, 1923. This grant takes the placc 
of the annual grant of £5,000 hitherto 
paid under Section 39, Sub-section (1) 
of the Irish Land Act of 1903, out of 
the Irish Development Grant to the 
Puhlic Trustee for the account of 
Triiíity College to make good the loss 
of income to the College arising from 
redemption Wder the Land Purchase 
Acts of superior interests owned by 
the Gollege. A thousand pounds of the 4 
Vol. 6. 
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£3,000 required is met by a saving 
under sub-head D of the Estimate. The 
non-recurrent, non-statutory grant to 
Trinity College would be £6,000, but' 
only £5,000 of that has been issued* 
so that there is a saving of £1,000, and 
it is only necessary in the present case 
to vote £2,000 of the £3,000 provided 
under the Land Act. 

Mr. O'CONNELL: Would the Minis- 
ter explain how this saving has been 
cffected; why the full sum of £6,000 
has not been issued to Trinity Collcge? 

Mr. BLYTHE : It is part of the 
arrangement. 

Question put and agreed to. 

Mr. BLYTHE : I move:— 

“ That a Supplementary sum, not 
exceeding £5,650, be granted to de- 
fray the charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31 st day of March, 
1924, for the salaries and expenses 
of the Ministry of Industry and 
Commercc, including Umpire and 
Courts of Refcrence, Contributions 
to the Unemployment Fund and to 
Special Schemes, Payments to Asso- 
ciations under the Unemployment 
Insuranee Acts, for Advances to 
Workpeople under the Labour Ex- 
changes Act, 1909; Fees and Ex- 
penses of Medical Referees under 
the Worhmen's Compensation Aet, 
1906, Fees to Certifying Surgeon» 
under the Factory and Workshops 
Act, 1909 and 1918, Fees and Ex- 
penses under the Electricity (Sup- 
ply) Act, 1919, and the Gas Regula- 
tion Act, 1920; also expenses in 
connection with the International 
Labour Organisation (League of 
Nations), including a Grant in Aid. M 
When a Supplementary Estimate for 
the Ministry of Industry 
9 o’clock. and Commerce recently cir- 
culated was prepared, it 
was anticipated by the Minister fojr 
Industry and Commerce that any ex- 
penditure in excess of the sum of 
£1,000 originally provided for the Dub- 
lin and Cork steamer which ran dur- 
ing the time the railways were out of 
action, would be met by savings on 
other subdieads. Since that Estimate 
was prepared, an audit o £ the» ac- 

h4 
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counts of the Steamship Company has 
been made and has disclosed a net loss 
on worldng greater than was antici- 
pated, and a revised estimate of the 
anticipated savings on the boat has 
also been furnished, from which it is 
clear that the expenditure cannot be 
reduced very much. In the revised 
Supplementary Estimate for £5,650 
provision is taken for the total excess. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I notice that the 
Minister's statement that thc expecta- 
tions that there would have been 
savings suíScient to avoid the addi- 
tional sum are not likely to bc ob- 
tained. I am wondering whether that 
is aeeounted for by the fact that they 
have spcnt more money than they in- 
tended on the Statistical Department, 
and if so whether it is intended that 
thai work shall continue, and whether 
and when the public and the raembers 
of the Dáil are likely to see any fruits 
of that expenditurc ? 

AN CEANN COMHAIBLE : Is there 
anytjiing in the Vote about the Statis- 
tical Department? 

Mr. BLYTHE : No. 

Mr. JOHNSON: There is not in the 
Vote direct, but the resolution deals 
with sums required for salaries and 
cxpenses of the Ministry of Industrv 
and Commerce. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Wc 

have thrashed all this out before, and 
we have now to confine ourselves to 
the items in the Supplementary Esti- 
mates. I am afraid otherwise we could 
get. on to the whole original estimate 
and talk it over again. 

Major COOPER : Am I in order in 
raising a point on the travelling and 
incidental expenses of the ínter- 
national Labour Congress? We are 
voting money for that, and I want, in- 
formation about it. Who are the 
technical advisers and the delegates, 
and are the expenses of Deputy Hewat 
and Deputy Johnson paid on this 
Vote? And if so, were Deputy Hewat 
and Deputy Johnson forced to do such 
violence to their natures as to travel 
together, and was there any provision 
made to keep the peace between them? 


Mr. JOHNSON: I invite the Minister 
to answer. I am glad Deputy Cooper 
has raised this question. Of course the 
technical advisers were paid for out of 
this Vote, and also the nominees of the 
Labour and Employers , Organisations, 
who are distinct from the technical ad- 
visers. But I want to say that in my 
opinion no better investment for the 
Ministry, and no more cconomical ex- 
penditure than this could be made. I 
believe as a matter of fact that there 
will be saved by the contribution to this 
lntcrnational Labour Officc very many 
times the amount, required, and if De- 
puty Hewat werc here I would ask him 
to confirm this view. The Organisation 
in Gencva of the International Labour 
Office is certainly done strictly accord- 
ing to the rules of economy. Therc is 
nothiug lavish, but there is every sign 
of efficiency, accuracy, and comprehen- 
siveness, and if Dcputies representing 
organisations such as t.he Farmers’ Or- 
ganisation or ^^^10^6^8^ Organisations 
wish to convince themselves of what I 
am saying and that thcy will spend a 
sum of, I think, £10 per annum for 
copics of the various publicat.ions of thc 
International Labour Office, they would 
íind how valuable t.he work is that is 
done there, and how much information 
may bc obtained there by the Govern- 
ment here that thcy would otlierwise be 
obligcd to collect, and collatc on their 
own account. For instance, though I 
am not speaking for the !V{inistry,Depu- 
ties representing the Farmers , Organis- 
ation can obtain full information from 
the International Labour Office as to thc 
schemes that have been adopted, or the 
schcmes that are proposed in every 
country in the world connected with 
agriculture, agricultural labour, and 
any matter relating to the employers 
in agriculture, or workers employed in 
agriculture, and also matters dealing 
with the working peasant. Employcrs 
also will lcarn through the Interna- 
tional Labour Office everything they 
wish to know about what is being doiie 
in America, China, Japan, Esthonia, or 
any othcr *part of the world where 
there is any record available to be ob- 
tained. You can have it^boiled down 
and translatcd into English and Irish 
if necessary. As a matter of fact 
recently I had sent to me from Ocneva 
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a description o£ the work of the In- 
temational Labour Ofíice in Irish, and 
I am quite certain that the Ministry 
here will be able to use, if they have 
not already used, this International 
Labour Offiee to obtain information 
which they could not obtain at any- 
thing like the cost from other coun- 
tries, already collated, compared, and 
translated, so that I suggest to the 
Dáil that this Vote is very well worthy 
of acceptance, and it is vcry well ex- 
pended money. Some people havc 
eriticised the International Labour 
Office. I had some doubts about its 
officiency until I saw it at work. I am 
more than satisfied, I am highly pleased 
with the work that has been done and 
with thc amount of information tliat is 
available for every organisation that 
requires to get that information. May 
I say that the Chief Assistant to the 
Secretary is an Irishman who originally 
eame from the Co. Waterford. 

Question put, and agreed to. 

THE EXECUTIVE COUNCIL. 

Mr. BLYTHE: I beg to move: 

“ That a Supplementarv sum, not 
exceeding £7,280, be granted to de- 
fray the charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 
1924, for the salaries and expenses 
of the President and Ofíiec of the 
Executive Counci^. ,, 



Estimatc and I do not thinlc that I need 
add much to thcm. The change which 
took place when the President ceased 
lo be also Minister for Finance led to 
a division of staff and a division of ex- 
pcnditure which had not been observed 
so closely beforc, and led to matters 
being charged to the Exccutive Council 
Votc which had been charged to the 
Vote of the Ministry of Finance. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGOIS: I want to 
raise one or two matters on this 
Estimate. I had hoped that the 
introductory statement of the Minis- 
ter would have rendered some 
questions unnccessary. I do not 
want to deal with this Estimate, 
which raises'a number of somewhat 
contentious matters, in any spirit of 
icarjping criticism. But I think that 


thcre is room for a great deal fuller ex- 
planation in regard to certain items 
than thc Dáil has already received. I 
take, for example, the question of the 
various Parliamentary Secretaries 
raised here. The first item is:—“ Par- 
liamentary Secrctary to the Executive 4 
Council from the 6th December, 1922, 

to-.” That is to say, from the out- 

set of the foundation of the Free State 
thcrc has been such a Parliamentary 
Secretary. That information has not 
been in any doeuinentary form before 
the Dáil until now. When the Minis- 
ters and Soeretaries Bill was intro- 
duced, thc Dáil—I will not say was 
led, but certainly was given reason to 
infer that Parliamentary Secretaries 
were to bc created for the first time. 
More proper still is this question. Ilas 
the Parliamentary Secretary to the 
I Executive Council, of whose existence 
we now learn upon this Supplemenflhry 
Vote for the first time, been paid, as 
we presume he has been paid, month 
by month sinee the 6th December, 
1922? If the person acting in that 
capacity has since that date been paid, 
by what authority has that paynient 
been made? Further, if the payment 
has bcen made, has the authority been 
I conferred—and I want to draw speeial 
attention to this question—in anv other 
form in any earlier Vote by this Dáil 
by which it has not been apparent that 
the money has been conferred for the 
sustcnance and maintenancc of an 
Office of which the Dáil did not know 
until the monev is now being asked? 

Questions of that kind apply to each 
case of a Parliamentary Secretary. I 
notiee, further, that the rate of pay- 
mcnt given in this Supplemcntary Esti- 
mate is considerably higher than the 
rate that would be authorised when the 
IVIinisters and Secretaries Bill will 
have become law. I think we should 
look rightly for some information on 
that end of the subject. I want to say 
in raising this matter that I think 
cvery Deputy will recognise that we 
have been dealing during the past two 
years with quite an exceptional period 
in the history of this State. Certain ir- 
regularities have occurred which, I 
think, might not necessarily have oc- 
curred during that period, but whioh I 
hope will not occur in future, and it is 
unnecessary to uáve any undue stresa 
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to the fact that such irregularities have 
been in existence. But the only way 
in which they can properly be ended is 
by the fullest and completest informa- 
tion when the matter that is so dealt 
with in an irregular fashion is subse- 
* quently rectified and regularised. This 
is the regularisation of something that 
has been done for the past 18 months. 

I do urge the Minister for Finance or 
the President to state quite fully and 
candidly what has been the procedure 
adopted until the present moment; if 
these payments have been made, on 
what authority they have been made. 
and in what form the Dáil has con- 
ferred such authority, if such authority 
has been conferred. In that case the 
whole information will bc before the 
Dáil, and I think that the matter that 
has been apparently dealt with in some 
othtr form hitherto will be regularised 
for the future, and undue stress need 
not be paid to it. 

Major COOPER: There are several 
points I want to raise supplementary to 
those of Deputy Figgis. The first is the 
A.D.C's. to the President. There is, in 
this estimate, one A.D.C. to the Presi- 
dent, salary £500, increasing by £20. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Would 
it not be better to take the points as 
they come in the Estimate and dispose 
of them, rather than go through them 
in different directions? 

Major COOPER: As regards Parlia- | 
mentary Secretaries I have very little 
to add to Deputy Figgis’s argument, 
which I endorse in the main. The only 
thing I should like to say is that I do 
think it absolutely necessary for the 
eonduct of business in the Dáil that 
there should be somebody—call him a 
Parliamentary Secretary or what you 
like—who is able to act as Chief Whip 
of the Government, and devote his 
whole time to the work. That is for 
the convenience of all parties, and not 
only for the convenience o£ the Govern- 
ment. It would be almost impossible to 
carry on business unless there was 
somebody charged with that responsi- 
bility. I do not want to stir up troubled 
waters again, but I think it is only fair 
to say that Deputy McCarthy has en- 
aeared himself to every party in the 


Dáil by his accessibility and readiness 
to take the views of everybody into 
consideration. There must be some- 
body of that kind. 

I do not quarrel with the Govern- 
mcnt seelíing a salary for him, but 
they should seek authority for it. I 
asked the question on the 12th Febru- 
ary on this matter, and the President 
said that these two Parliamentary 
Secretaries aeted as Parliamentary 
Secretaries during the last Dáil. As 
the salary of the Parliamentary Secre- 
tary to the President only dates from 
the beginning of this Dáil, presumably 
| he acted in the last Dáil without 
j salary. The salary of the Parliamen- 
j tary Secretary to the Executive Coun- 
cil dates back to the 6th December, 
.1922. The salary of the Parliamentary 
Secretary to the President only daíes 
from September, 1923. If he was act- 
ing in the last Dáil I do not know by 
what authority he was acting. If he 
was acting in the last Dáil he was ap- 
parently acting without salary. 

The other point to whieh I would 
like to refer is that in the Ministers 
and Secretaries Bill the salary of these 
ParJiamentary Secretaries is fixed at 
I £1,200 a year. In this Estimate it is 
at the rate of £1,500 a year. It seems 
unfair to those who wcre disposed to 
criticise the Ministers and Secretaries 
Bill that for every day occupied in 
discussing it the Exchequer was at a 
loss. Until the Bill passed these gentle- 
men were drawing salaries of £1,500 
year]y. When the Bill passes they wiil 
only draw salaries of £1,200 a year. 
That is not quite a fair position to 
place the Oireachtas in. I pass from 
that and going straight down the list 
I come to the Secretary of the Execu- 
tivc Council. 

Mr. WILSON: On a point of order, 
if you permit the Deputy to deal with 
these items seriatim, will other Depu- 
ties be permitted to go back to tho 
Parliamentary Secretaries? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: I thinfc 
it will be bcttcr to deal with the Par- 
liamentary Secretaries first. 

Major COOPER: This is on (a) 
salarics and alloM r ances. We have dís- 
cussed sub-heads. Other Deputies can. 
return to it. 
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AN OEANN COMHAIRLE : I would J 
like to establish some finality, and we 
can establish it. best, I think, by taking* 
the question of Parliamentary Secre- 
tarics first. 

Major COOPER: There arc four 
points I want to raise, and I shall only 
have an opportunity of spealdng three 
, times. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: The 

Deputy will have an opportunity oí 
speaking three times on cach item. 

Major COOPER: On eaeh item? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Yes. 

Mr. WILSON: I beg to movc, to 
reduce the amount in sub-head (a) by | 
fl;981 on'the ground that it is expendi- 
ture which has not been authorised by 
the Dáil. There is no use in going over 
the arguments that have been put for- 
'ward, but I wish to say that my reason 
for moving the reduction is that we can- 
not bc a party to allowing irregularities 
to occur in this way. The sense of the 
Déil should be taken on an item such as 
this. 

The PRESIDENT: I should say that 
the Parliamentary Secretary had been 
formerly a Minister without portfolio. 
On the 6.th December, owing to the pass- 
ing of the Constitution, he could no 
longer hold that office, but he continued 
to do the work, or practically the same 
work, as he was appointed to do by the 
Dáil somewhere about the middle of Sep- 
tember, 1922. The reason why this par- 
ticdlar item has not appeared up to this 
’ is that we anticipatcd that the Ministers 
and Secretaries Bill would have been 
passed into law long before the date even 
of its introduction into the Dáil. I 
think I explained át the time, that the 
Ministers and Secretaries Bill was 
rather an important measure which 
would take very careful consideration, 
anfl whiéh, in a sense, was not far re- 
moved in its importance from that of 
the Constitution. It established the 
framework and so on of the future ma- 
dimery of Qovemment, and, as such, it 
naturálly absorbed more time than was 
originally contemplated when it was 
under consifierátion. As a mátter of 
fact, it was not introduced even in the 
last Dáil, but these officers were doing 


duty. The authority for paying 
them was the Executive Council. The 
Executive Council was under no mis- 
apprehension about it. It was not a 
regular procedure, but a procedure of a 
peculiar order. They were doing the 
work. As far as the first one is con- 
cerned, the one in which the Deputy # 
proposes to reduce the estimate by 
£1,981, in a sense the Dáil was in pos- 
session of the facts of the appointment. 
Quite recently, I think on the introduc- 
tion of the Ministcrs and Secretaries 
Bill, I mentioned that there were two 
Parliamentary Secretaries, and that one 
had formerly been a Minister without 
portfolio. I think Deputies who were 
in the last Dáil will bear me out in that. 
Practically the same class of work has 
beeu done by this particular Parliamen- 
tary Secretary. The only reason the 
item was not brought in before was, as I 
said already, the delay in introdácing 
the Ministers and Secretaries Bill which 
was not wilful but occurred only in the 
order of circumstances. 

Mr. DARRELL FIOGIS: I would 
like to congratulate the President, if I 
may, on the deftness of his defence. 
Really he evades the questions that 
were put to him. I am not supporting 
the amendment that. the subtraction 
be made from thc Supplementary 
Vote. I do thinlv that the circum- 
stances can be met at the present 
moment by regularising this and by the 
fullest statement of all that has oc- 
curred during a period of upset in 
which certain irregularities have oc- 
curred, which need not have occurred, 
in my judgment, and which can 
now be regularised. My point is that 
from December 6th, 1922, indeed until 
the present; moment, certain sums have 
been paid, presumably month by 
month. Let me put it this way. Thev 
were paid from December ‘6th, 1922, ;to 
the 31st March, 1923. That is the end 
of the last financial year. That is to 
say, we cannot now authorise expendi- 
ture made in a financial year that has 
concluded and that is not within our 
purview at the present moment. Dur- 
ing that period, from December 6th, 
1922, to March 31st, 1923, certain sums 
have been paid. Are those sums going 
to be ruled as out of order by the 
Comptroller and Auditor Generál or 
not? He cannot take cognisance- 
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The PRESIDENT : I should say not. 

Mr. DARRELL FIOOIS: He cannot 
take cognisance of our passing this 
Supplementary Vote at the present 
moment in respect of that expenditure 
for a financial year that has elosed, if 
í have any knowledge whatever of the 
procedure that would prevail. These ac- 
counts have been closed. What I am 
no w asking is this—I specifically wish 
to press this question—whether these 
sums have appeared in any unspccified 
form in any previous Vote? Either 
they have or they have not. If t.hey 
liave, we ought to be told that they 
have, and under what Vote. If they 
have not so appeared wc ought to be 
told that they have not so appeared, in 
which case we ought to know under 
what authority the Comptroller and 
Auditor-General, frorn Dccember 6th, 
1922, to March 31st, 1923, passed such 
sum%for a financial year the aecounts 
of Avhich have been closed. 

Mr. WILSON : That is just my point. 

I cannot understand why last year the 
expenditure which had been paid froin 
the December period up to March was 
not returned in some Vote. As a mat- 
ter of fact, I scrutiniscd evcry Vote 
1o see could I place those Parliamen- 
tary Secretaries under any head, and 
except thcy came under “ Secret Ser- , 
vice 99 I do not know where they I 
came. That is the only heading under 
which I thought they could come, and , 
now I think I am quitc justified in 1 
bringing forward this amendment. 

The PRESIDENT: I should say no 
amounts were paid in respect. of these i 
two services from the 6th Decembcr. 
1922, to the 31 st March, 1923. Later 
in the year it was found that the 
Ministers Bill could not come into 
operation in tirne. These men having 
given something like 6 or 8 months 
service, the Executive Council came to 
the conclusion that they could not 
longer ask them to give their services 
without some remuneration. 

Mr. WELSON: Are we to assume 1 
that they were not paid until after.the 
last financial year closed? 

The PRESIDENT: No, not until 
June, July, or August last, I cannot 
remember which. * 


Mr. WILSON : Having regard to 
that explanation, with the permission 
of the Dáil, I beg to withdraw my 
amendment. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Mr. JOHNSON: On the point: Secre- 
tary to the Executive Council, £1,200 
—this officer was shown in the original 
estimate as in receipt of an inclusive 
salary of £600, with an allowance of 
£20 a month. The present rate is in 
substitution thercof and has been made 
retrospective to the Ist April, 192?#. 
It is not inclusive, and I take it, is at 
the rate of £1,200 plus bonus. I do not 
know what rate of bonus is now being 
paid, but basing it upon the figure in 
the last estiraate, which probably has 
been somewhat reduced, it would mean 
that the Secretary to the Executive- 
Council is now being paid at the rate 
of £1,200 plus bonus, which would havo 
amounted t.o something like £630. On 
that basis it makes the ratc of remu- 
neration higher than that of the Minis- 
ters. I may have made a mistake in 
thc calculation, but perhaps the Minis- 
ter will correct it. 

The PRESIDENT : About £240 or 
£250. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I know there has 
becn a reduction. That is what I am 
trying to arrive at. I want to get the 
Minister to make the correction, and I 
want to know exactlv what the pay- 
ment is. It is very nice to say some of 
those are inclusive, and then we know 
exactly what they are receiving. Some 
are not inclusive. I think it would be 
well to have a little more light thrown 
on the actual amounts paid to these 
higher oíficers. I draw attention to 
that because I notice, if the Ceann Com- 
hairle will allow me to refer to pay- 
ment for temporary clerks and typists, 
that the payments are inclusive down 
to the rate of about 30/- a week. I can- 
not see quite the consistency. My de- 
sire in raising this point is to try to find 
out from the Minister what is the ac- 
tual rate for this month to be paid to 
the Secretary of the Executive Coun- 
cil, and the Assistant Secretary to the 
Executive Council, neither of which 
salaries, as stated on the estimate, is to 
be inclusive. 
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Mr. WILSON: The Vote is £720 over 
and above what had been originally 
agreed npon. I take it the Secretary’s 
salary is therefore £600, plus £240, or 
£20 a month, plus this excess of £720, 
making £1,560 a year, or £130 a month. 

I do not think anyone can say that 
those figures are wrong. There is £720 
over what was originally voted. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : The 

figure is £1,448. 

Mr. BLYTHE : It is morc. 

Mr. WILSON : It is £1,560. 

Mr. BLYTHE : It is exactly £1,463 7s. 

Mr. WILSON: They are asking for 
too much so. The original Vote was £600 
a year plus £20 a month. That is £840. 
Now they want a supplementary esti- 
mate of £720. Add the two together. 
They amount to £1,560. 

Major COOPER: 1 am not so inuch 
disposed to quarrcl with the amount oí 
the Supplementary Estimate, because I 
realise this is a very important. func- 
tion, and you must have a very valu- 
able Civil Servant for it. What I do 
quarrel most emphatically with is put- 
ting down in the footnote that this 
rate has bcen made retrospective from 
the lst April, .1922. That is not a busi- 
nesslike way of doing things, to double 
an officiaPs salary, and to put it down 
here as retrospective for the last two 
years. 

The PRESIDENT: I should like to 
explain that. Owing to absence on 
other service this partieular officer’s 
case did not come before us for con- 
sideration. Thc Deputy, I think, 
understands exactly what is meant by 
a combination of old Dáil servants and 
the Civil Service. Now, this particular 
officer might be said to be the scnior 
officer of all the Dáil servants. Tle was 
Secrctary of the old Cabinet. of Dáil 
Eireann and Secretary of the Dáil 
itself. At the time we started business 
here he was away on military duties 
and was so cngaged until some time 
last summer. His case came up for 
consideration after the Estimates had 
been passed and when practically every 
other officer who had been in the service 
of the old Dáil had had his case settled 
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and considered, by reason of the fact 
that he was there on the spot to have 
his case considered. While it appears 
on the face of it to have been an extra- 
ordinary act, the only thing extra- 
ordinary about it is that he ought to 
have been the first officer to be con- 
sidercd, and I think he was perhaps the 
last. 

Major COOPER: I am grateful for 
the President's explanation, and I do 
not want to make any unfair com- 
ment. At the same time, it is rather 
remarkable that he was not remem- 
bered by those w r hom he served so well, 
and consequently it seems undesirable 
t.hat he should have been paid this in- 
ereased salary for the time that he was 
n ot, on thc work, and was absent on 
military service. 

The PRESIDENT: May I interrupt 
the Deputy again to explain the njat- 
ter. Ile was aetually engaged from 
January. 1919, in the first instance, in 
the service of the Dáil and the Cabinet 
of the Dáil, and in April, 1922, was 
actually in the service of the Cabinet. 
When hostilities started herc he was 
put into another position, as others also 
were. But we did not allow that fact 
to prejudice them in considering their 
services afterwards. 

Major COOPER: I quite understand 
we werc then living in abnormal times. 
Am I right in thinking that he received 
this salary, and received no military 
pay? 

The PRESIDENT: Yes. 

Major COOPER : In that case, I 
withdraw my objection. Otherwise I 
should have objected to a man receiv- 
ing an inereased salary and military 
pay at the same time. 

If that point is finished, I want to 
draw attention to the allowance for 
Private Sccretary to the President. 
This is a eomparatively small point, 
but, again, I have to call attention to 
the footnote: “ The position of Private 
Secretary is at prescnt held by the As- 
sistant Clerk of the Dáil, and the al- 
lowance is payable as from the lst 
December, 1922.'' I am not going to 
quárrel with the allowance.^ I recognise 
that we have been living in abnormal 
times, whcn combined arrangements of 
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this kind sprang up very easily. If a 
reliable man was wanted, and he was 
filling another post, it was found very 
easy to combine the two positions. But 
I venture to think it is an undesirable 
arrangement, which should be termi- 
nated as soon as possible. Officials of 
the Dáil ought to be servants of thc 
Dáil, and not servants of the Executive 
Gouncil. I think as a matter of prin- 
ciple it is sound that they should have 
an undivided allegiance. We all re- 
member, about threc weeks ago, the 
deplorable incident, when it was sug- 
gested that you, a Chinn Comhairle, 
had acted under the direction of the 
Executive Council. That was imme- 
diately repudiated here on all sides. 
An arrangement such as this, whereby 
our Assistant Clerk is also Private 
Secretary to the President, does teiul 
to lend colour to suggestions regarding 
the relations of thc Executive with the 
House. I do not believe that our offi- 
cials are anything but officials of the 
Dáil. I think they would give us their 
first allegiance; but, in my opinion, 
this is an undesirable arrangement, and 
should be terminatod as soon as may 
be. 

The PRESIDENT: I will undertake 
to have this matter settled by lst May. 

I thought I would have been able to 
do it sooner. 

Mr. DARRELL FIOOIS: I want to 
raise one point, arising out of what 
the President has just said in answcr 
to Deputy Bryan Cooper. Is it not a 
fact that the Assistant CJerk of the 
D£H, or the gentleman holding that 
title, is actually doing work as Secre- 
tary to the President ? Is it not a fact 
that he is practically doing no work 
as Assistant Clerk of the Dáil at pre- 
jsent, except when the House is actually 
in session? 

13*e PRESIDENT : If the Ceann : 
OomÍHtirle wiere not present, I would 
regamd that as ;a fairly dangerous -ques- 
tíon. In view of his feeing here, I re- 
gard ftt as a higMy dangerous question. 

AN <3EANN OQMHAIRLE: That is 
one of my grievances against the Prasi- 
dent. I agree that it is a particularíy 
had arrangement, but the particular 
officer who acts as Private Secretary to 


the President, acted previously as Pri- 
vate Secretary to General Collins, when 
he was Chairman of the Provisional 
Govemment. He came over here as 
Assistant Clerk of the Dáil, and he had 
qualifications and abilities which made 
me vcry anxious that he should remain 
Assistant Clerk of the Dáil. There were 
circumstances from, I think, September, 
1922, onwards, which made it very diffi- 
cult to take from the service of the Pre- 
sident such an officer, who had already 
in his hands the threads of a great deal 
of confidential work for the President’s 
predecessor, as Chairman of the Provi- 
sional Government. I consented to the 
arrangement then, very unwillingly, as 
the President will tell you. If it eon- 
cludes now, we may, perhaps, be satis- 
fied. 

1 Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: The only 
reason I askcd the question was—if I 
inay put it in a personal form—that we 
I have a certain jealousy in this matter, 

' because we can quite conceive the Presi- 
dent wanting this particular officer as 
his Private Secretary, because he is an 
exceedingly efficient officer. Por that 
very reason, it is all the more desirable 
that we should cleavc on to him and let 
1 the President look elsewhere, rather than 
let the Dáil look elsewhere. 

AN CEANN OOMHAIRLE: My 

proposal is that the President should 
look elsewhere. I felt, in the circum- 
stances, that arose last year, rt was im- 
possible for me to insist and I did not 
insist. The President has intimated 
that the arrangement will end by the 
lst of May. He promised me that 
it would end on the lst April the last 
time I was talking to him on the subject. 

Major CQOPER: You know the 
value to be attached to promises for the 
1-st April. I would like to raise a ques- 
tion as to the A.D.C’s attached to the 
I President. There is an A.D.C. with a 
I salary of £500, rising to £700. There 
are three more A.D.C’s who get army 
pay, in addition to an allowance, which 
altogether comes to another £550. Does 
I the President need to be surrounded by 
all this pomp and circumstancel There 
was once a candidate for the Presidency 
of the United States, and he thought it 
would enhance his chances if he sur- 
rounded himself with an elaborate hody- 



2449 The Executive . 26 Maroh, 1924. Council. 2480 


guard, commanded by a Hungarian 
Prince. But it is a matter of history 
that General Fremont was not elected 
to the Presidency, the people of the 
United States preferring a plain man of 
the people. If I may say so, without 
ifrakmg him blush, I think our President 
haa more in common with Abraham 
Lincoln than with General Fremont. It 
may have been necessary in the past 
that the President should have some- 
body around him who would be swift 
to protect him. But I hope those times 
are gone, or, at any rate, that they are 
going, and that instead of A.D.C.’s the 
President may require some more Sec- 
retaries, if he can obtain them without 
depleting the staff of the Dáil too far. 
It is not quite eonsistent with the gene- 
ral framework of our exceedingly demo- 
cratic State that the President should 
find it neeessary to go on the Estimates 
for over £1,000 for the salaries of 
A.D.C’s. I admit that if the A.D.C’s 
were paid at the same rate as those of 
the Govemor-Gcneral, it would be a 
much more serious item. But I hope 
the President will indicate to us that 
he will be able in time to shed some of 
these officers, and that he will not re- 
quire such a resplendent trail behind 
him when he goes down to inspect new 
bridges or waterworks, or when he goes 
voyaging in aeroplanes. 

The PRESIDENT: I think my mili- 
tary estaMishment will be rcduced at 
least fifty per cent. by the lst April. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I do no.t thinlv that 
that answer really satisfi.es the question 
put forward by Deputy Bryan Cooper. 
I would Jike -to know why they are called 
Aides-de-Camp ? Surely, that in itself 
rather suggests a militaiy President. I 
am «ure it is ncft the intention of the 
President to put himself in the position 
of ibeing a military President. Are we 
to understand that these persons, de- 
scribed as Aides^de^Camp, are not 
A&es-de-Camp, but rather prcrtectors 
or body guardst If so, let us describe 
them as such. After all, those p&pers 
will probably go down to posterity, and 
tíbe character of this period will be writ- 
ten up from the estimates, because the 
tendenqy amongst historians is to go into 
very dose research, and they will see not 
the broad generalisation that is talked 


about, but they will look into the intri- 
cacies and details of those things, and 
they will see down here an Aide-de- 
Camp , and they will say: “ Ah, this 
describes the character of the President 
of that period. ,, Please let us know 
something more about these officers. 

I Mr. HEFFERNAN: I was rather 
anxious to know how the President in- 
tcnds to rcducc his staff of Aides-de- 
Camp by 50 per cent. secing that there 
are three? 

The PRESIDENT: Deputy Heffer- 
nan forgets the principal. There is 
one over that: 

Mr. WILSON: Seeing that the Pre- 
sident is now Minister for Defence, per* 
haps it would l)e necessary for him to 
continue those officers. 

, Mr. CORISH: It will not be ncces- 
j sary for him to continue it long. 

Mr. WILSON : I believe it is reason- 
able to expcct that a Vote like this 
should come before us, and under tho 
circumstances it is only in keeping 
with the times. 

Mr. OSMONDE ESMOND: I think 
the Deputies should realise that this 
estimate was printed, in the first place, 
before the raid on Devlin’s publie- 
house; and, secondly, Deputies should 
rcalisc the position whieh our Presi- 
dent has occupied during the last two 
j years—a very dangerous position. 
j This is a Supplementary Estim&te not 
dealing with the year 1924-19125, but 
dealing with the year 1923-1924. Jfc is 
not a question of the future, but it Í3 
a question of the year coming to an 
end. I thmk the Deputy should re- 
member the vcry dangerous tinjes 
through which the President has had 
to pass during t'hat period, and also, 
quite apart from that, I think it is im- 
portant that Deputies should remem- 
ber the actuál position of thc Presi- 
dent in the State which, to a certain 
extent, is different from the position of 
an ordinary Prime Minister, in that tíie 
position of President is the highest 
office in the patronage of the Irish Na- 
tion. The Seanasehal, who also has got 
Aides-de-Camp, is here in Ireland the 
representative of the Commonwealth of 
Nations of which this nation is a part; 
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but the President is actually the 
highest officer in the State. I would 
most strongly object to any attempt to 
lower the dignity of the President in 
the State, and in anv (*ase I would rc- 
mind thc Deputics that this is refer- 
ring to vcry dangcrous and diffi- 
cult t-imes during which thc President 
has passed in the last 12 months. 

Mr. DARRELL FIOGIS: The point 
that Deputy Esrnonde has raised is one 
that th(í majority of Deputies would 
remember. It is for the ycar that is 
passing that this estimate is in respect 
of and wlicn this protection was re- 
quired. I saw the othcr day a story 
of the gentleman who is now Premier 
of England. He wcnt on a visit to 
Scotland. and he saw people spying at 
him from around a stone wall when he 
was out walking. He sent to inquire 
who they were, and he learned that 
they were his protectors. They were 
protectors, and such protectors have 
been much more necessary in Ireland 
during the past ycar for the hcad of 
the State than they are in the neigh- 
bouring country, disturbed though that 
country very frequently is. The empha- 
sis I wish to make here is: I feel that 
some protection is required. but if it 
is required, let it be providcd in a civil 
form and not in a military form. 

Mr. ALTON : Is it necessary that an 
aide-de-camp should be a military man? 
I do not know the history of this, but 
I think it is questionable. 

Mr. HEWAT: Are you going to take 
the whole estimate? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Yes. 

Mr. HEWAT: I have not felt at 
liberty to review the number of items 
in this No. 3 becausc many of them- 

Mr. JOHNSON: Before we get on to 
the general estimate. I would like to 
have sonie further enlightenment as to 
the items that I touched upon earlier 
of the Clerks. There are two tem- 
porary clerks, £173 inclusive, no bonus, 
and two temporary shorthand typists, 
£159 inclusive, no bonus. Now, is that 
the rate that we are proposing to pay 
clerks.and typists? Is that the rate 


we have been paying? I maintain it is 
not likely to evoke the kind of service 
that we should get, and it is not likely 
to cnsure the kind of, shall I say 
loyalty, in the office of the Executive 
Council. You are not going to get a 
good quality of clerk to come and do 
shorthand typing for 30s. a week, and 
we ought to be ashamed to suggest that 
we are going to pay shorthand typists 
at this time such a salary. 

The PRESIDENT: It is possible the 
Deputy is making a misinterpretation 
of this particular Vote. This estimate 
has been separated from that of the 
Ministry of Finance, with which I was 
previously connected. The separation 
took place on the 21st September, and 
the Vote came off the Ministry of 
Financc. They are both now in the 
same Department, and I think the sum 
here is from t.he 21st September to the 
31 st March. 

Mr. JOHNSON: May I take it then 
that there is no rate fixed for these 
clerks? 

The PRESIDENT: Yes. 

Mr. FIGGIS: Perhaps the President 
will state 'what the weekly or annual 
rate of pay of these clerks is? 

The PRESIDENT : I should say 
that roughly it would be £180 for the 
female elerks for the six months; it 
would be bctween £3 and £3 lOs. a week. 

Mr. WILSON : Under the Vote of 
the Minister for Finance last year the 
salaries of two female clerks 
10 o f clock . were set up at £3 14s. 2d. 

and £2 15s. 8d. per week, in- 

clusive. 

Major COOPER: Those clerks are in 
thc Paymaster-GeneraPs Office. The 
Ministry of Finance has not fixed any 
definite salarics, wages or allowances. 
Deputy Wilson is referring to the Pay- 
master-GeneraPs Office. He will find 
more in the Teachers , Pension Office. 

Mr. WILSON : You are right. 

The PRESIDENT: There was a bulk 
sum put in last year, and it is in respect 
of that bulk sum it was charged. 

Mr. HEWAT: I would like to express 
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what I feel about this Supplementary 
Estimate as a whole. Included in this 
are items which really go back to history, 
and which I cannot, as an individual 
Deputy, criticise as having come within 
my purview in any shape or form. Look- 
ing at the whole Estimate, I find the 
original sum was £5,349, the revised 
Estimate, £12,129* and the additional 
sums required £6,780. On the face of it, 
without the explanations, that have 
been either satisfactorj r , or have at all 
events been given, I must look at it as 
very bad budgeting in the first instance. 
Raising questions throughout the whole 
of the items may be excusable under 
present circumstances, but they are in- 
exeusable as a business proposition. 

To say that the travelling expenses are 
estimated at £500, and the revised Esti- 
mate at £1,000, would seem to me, as a 
business man, to require a great deal of 
explanation. I am not prepared to eall 
for that at present for the reason that I 
have stated, but I would not be discharg- 
ing my duty if I did not say that, taken 
as a whole, this position is quite un- 
satisfactory. It may be that we are 
emerging from a period, as somc De- 
puties have indicatcd, when these things 
will cease; but at all events I, for one, 
*say that whatever excuse there may have 
been in the past, this Dáil ought not to 
excuse a repetition of anv of thesc pro- 
ceedings in the future. 

The PRESIDENT: As far as travol- 
ling expenses are concerned, it is 
utterly impossible to hit upon the 
exact amount that would be requircd 
in the year. If the other complaint be 
that instead of taking one officer in 
September last year I had taken two, 
it would have saved a good deal of the 
trouble in connection with this Esti- 
mate; at present I have two, and I do 
not guarantee that after a couple of 
months I may be able to get rid of 
one. If the Minister for Finance has 
to bring up a Supplementary Estimate 
it would be rather hard on him if 
through any fault of mine I would not 
discharge tlie two officers and the 
Minister would get the blame. 

Question put and agreed to. 


StJPERANNUATION, COMPENSA- 
TION AND RETIRED ALLOW- 
ANCES. 

Mr. BLYTHE : I movc:— 

“ That a Supplementary sum, nor 
exceeding £10, be grantcd to defríiy 
the charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year cnding 
on the 31 st day of March, 1924, for 
supcrannuation, compensation, com- 
passionatc and additional allow- 
anccs and gratuities under sundry 
Statutcs; compensation under Ar- 
ticle 10 of the Treaty of the 6th 
December, 1921; compassionate ai- 
low r ance, gratuitics and supplemen- 
tary pensions awarded l)y the Mini- 
stry of Financc; the salary of the 
medical refcreo, and sundry repay- 
ments in respect of pensions at pre- 
sent paid by the British Govcru- 
ment . 9 ’ 

In rcgard to this matter, the Yoto 
that is being asked for is £10. The 
Suppl^nentarv Estimatc as printcd 
was for £110,000, but sincc that Esti- 
niate was printed it has been found 
that the dcmand made by the British 
Govcrnment in respect of repayment 
of ordinary pensions and disbandment 
pensions to the R.I.C. w r as over 
£100,000 in excess of what it ought to 
liave been. Consequently, not only is 
no additional sum rcquired in respect 
of sub-head (i), but there is actuallv 
sufficient to make it nccessary only to 
take a token votc of £10 so as to create 
the new' sub-heads (j) and (k). These 
payments to the British Exchequer are, 
of course, subject to adjustmcnts when 
therc has been time betw'een the two 
Governments to go into thc matter \a 
a complete way and arrive at the exact 
amount which we will have to pay. 

The prcsent amounts to be paid are 
approximate amounts subject to adjust- 
ment. Therc is no sum required for 
sub-head (i). Sub-head (j) is to pro- 
vide for pensions for resigned and dis- 
missed R.I.C. The Order undcr which 
these payments' are to be madc w r as- 
discussed recently in the Dáil. I do not 
now believe that any such sum as is in 
the Supplementary Estimate can be 
paid before the end of the fínancial 
year. We hope to pay some fcubstan- 
tial sum. I am afraid it cannot be any- 
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thjjag as large as that, and it will have 
to be carried over into next year. 

The remaining sum of £1,000 is in 
respect of pensions to widows and 
children and dependents of the C.I.D. 
and the Protective Corps. 

i Mr. DARRELL FIQGIS: In regard 
to sub-head (K), I wish to say nothing 
at all about tliat part of the Vote that 
goes to widows, children and dep('n- 
dents of such members, but when one 
refers to the members of the C.I.D., 
perhaps the Minister will explain how 
the mone.v is to be ineurred in respeet 
of persons who, while thev did very 
admirable and excellent servicc, only 
gave service for a short time and could 
have been taken over into other Depart- 
ments. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : That is 
explained in the footnote. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: Yes, I see 

that now. I had not observed tlje foot- 
note before. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: I desire to ask 
the Minister for Finance in regard to 
Sub-Head (J) relating to dismissed 
and resigned R.I.C., whether these men 
have yet got any payments. I undcr- 
stand there has been some delay in 
making payments. 

Mr. BLYTHE: There has been a de- 
lay. We expected to make a substan- 
tial payment before the end of the 
fínancial year, before Monday next, but 
I am afraid we will not be able to do 
that now on account of the delays that 
have taken place in dealing with the 
matter, I am not in a position to say 
what sum exactly we can pay. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN : Am I to under- 
stand that there will be a payment of 
some kind made to these men within 
a week or so? 

Mr. BLTTHE: Yes. 

Question put and agreed to. 

VOTE XI.—PUBLIC WGRKS AND 
BUILDINQHB. 

Mr. BLTTHE : I beg to move:— 

“ ^hat a Supplementary sum, not 

exceeding £60,000, be granted to de- 

íray the charge which will come in 


course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of Maroh, 
1924, for expenditure in respect of 
public buildings; for the mainten- 
ance of certain parks and public 
works; for maintenance of drainage 
works on the River Shannon, and 
sundry grants in aid. ,> 

Thc need for this supplementary 
estimate is attributable entirely . to 
military requirements. When the origi- 
nal estimate was prepared, the Army 
was in process of rapid expansion, and 
it was not possible to foresee with 
accuracy the extent of the expenditure 
on the work and services which the ex- 
pansion might involve. The original 
estimatc of £78,267 under sub-head 
(D) for fumiture, fittings and uten- 
sils, included only £45,000 for military 
supplies, whereas the expenditure for 
military purposes has necessitated a 
furthcr £212,000, for which provision 
is now being made. The total amount 
that is being provided for military pur- 
poses amounts to over £250,000, and 
includes about £100,000 for bedding, of 
which it was necessary to make large 
purchases early the last year. Between 
£30,000 and £40,000 was required for 
the furnishing of quarters for officers, 
single and married. The remainder of 
thc expenditure was in great part re- 
quired for providing ordinary barraclv 
fumiture for the troops, including 
chairs, tables, buekets, utensils, etc. It 
has to be borne in mind that the bar- 
racks already equipped with these 
neeessaries were not available for the 
accommodation of thc troops. In re- 
gard to sub-head (EE) (compensation 
for preraises commandeered by the 
Army), this is a sub-liead that fioe 3 
not require any explanation. At the 
time the estimate was prepared it was 
not possible to foresee with «ny de- 
gree of accuracy the amount thtít 
wouldhe required. 

The savings of £228,000 expected 
under other sub-heads cf ihe Vote are 
due largely to three causes. The ex- 
penditure for fuel and light for fhe 
Army áhows a saving of £126,000 as 
compared with the originál esthngte. 
This is due mainly to the refiuefion df 
the Army strength and fo the Tefiuc- 
tion in the number of intemees. A 
saving of £45,000 is expected in the 
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pí&viaioa originally made for rents 
aue to the fact that separate provision 
is now being made in respect of com- 
pensation fór commandeered premises, 
and the original sub-head for rents, 
including £45,000, will not be callcd 
upon. A saving of £52,000 is expected 
in the original sub-head (C), which 
was £365,862 for maintenance and sup- 
plies. This is due, of course, to the 
reduction in the Army. Deputics will 
readily understand that in a matter 
cf this sort, with the Army and tlie 
country in the condition in which they 
were, and with military operations 
going on, it was really impossible to 
do more than to give as good a guess 
as possible whcn the estimates were 
being prepared. 

• Mr. JOHNSON : Under Sub-head 
(D), I want to raisc a question of the 
eataloguing of this furniture, fittings 
and utensiís. I take it that the normal 
course would be to take a record of the 
goods coming in and also a record of 
the goods going out. I want to know 
whether we can be assured that there 
has been a record taken of the goods 
going out. The additional sum re- 
quired under this sub-head is £212,000. 
The furniture, fittings and utensils arc 
mainly for the Army, and I suggest 
that the item is a very large one. 
They may have all been necessary, but 
I have very good reason for believing 
that a considerable portion of this 
£212,000 worth went in and came out, 
but that no record was taken of it 
going out. That is to say, that there 
has been a great deal of leakage of 
utensils, íittings and furniture. Very 
many of the items for which this 
£200,000 is required are not now in the 
barracks, but are in the homes of 
people who have either supplied their 
own homes or sold the goods. I want 
to know whether the Army authorities 
have recently altered their procedure 
in regard to goods going out, and if it 
can be said that now at any rate there 
is no trafficking in Army utensils, fit- 
tings or furniture. The fact is that cer- 
tain information has been more than 
once conveyed to the authorities with 
regard to the theft of Army property, 
and I think notwithstanding that infor- 
mation and waming that a kind of 
theft is continued, and I am afraid that 


the responsibility rests with the Ad- 
ministration in not having had any 
method of checking the outgo of 
materials. 

I would like to have some assurance 
from those responsible that there has 
been a ehange in this respect, and that 
the property of the Army is retained in 
Army possession. The same thing 
might well apply to munitions and 
arms, but as we are not discussing 
armamcnts, I suppose there is no use 
referring to them. I would like to 
know what the regulations are regard- 
ing the checking of materials, and 
whether there. is a periodical check 
taken of, say, the number of blankets, 
knives, forks, and larger items of furni- 
ture which have been known to go out 
of barracks piled up in lorries and dis- 
tributed. Perhaps the Minister can 
give us some information on that. 

Major COOPER: I arise, partly to 
support Dcputy Johnson, and partly 
to anticipate Deputy Hewat, because 
ho described a mere exeess of £6,000 
as bad budgeting, and I rather* 
tremble to know what his adjectives 
may be when confronted with an ex- 
cess of £212,000. It is a matter of very 
great seriousness, however. This Vote 
last financial year was for £22,575; the 
Minister budgets for £78,000 now, 
which is an incrcase of £50,000. That 
is, he budgeted for more than double. 
But now he is forced to come down 
here and ask for a supplementary esti- 
mate of £212,000, so that last year what 
cost £22,000 is this year to cost 
£290,000. The Army has not increased 
on such a scale as to warrant such an 
increase in the Estimate as that. Thc 
Army has been housed to a considerable 
extent in private houses, or else in 
barracks taken over from the British 
troops. We have no information as to 
whether the British troops handed over 
furniture with their barracks, but if 
they did, then this Vote is simply enor- 
mous. I do know that private houses 
were taken over for the Army, because 
my house was one of those taken over, 
and iío furniture was supplied by the 
Army. The soldiers slept on satin arm- 
chairs; the only thing they provided 
was an Army blanket, and^ nothing 
elsc, and eventually thc Minister for 
Piuance will have to pay for the* 
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damage to the furniture in privatc 
houses. These matters have been trans- 
ferred to the Board of Works. But 
what control have the Board of Works 
over the Army, and to what extent have 
they inspected the furniture taken over 
by the Army, and what effective con- 
trol have they over Army expenditure? 

Mr. WILSON: I object to this Esti- 
mate from another angle. I take it 
that there wúll be a lot of surplus stock 
uow that half the Army is demobilised, 
and I would like the Minister to give 
us an estimate of how much of this 
£250,000 would be recoverable by the 
sale of this surplus. stock. 

Mr. ALFRED BYSNE: I wish to 
raise a point on item (D.) I would like 
to know if the members of the Dáil 
can have placed before them documents 
to show who the contractors are and 
what they are paid. It would be very 
useful to know that. A good many 
members of the House are interested, 
but so far nobody has asked for such 
information. I think it would not be 
asking too much to say that whatever 
contractors are engaged in these matters 
their names should be known to mem- 
bers of the Dáil. We are anxious to see 
who these contractors are, and we are 
anxious to ascertain the value of the con- 
tracts. I have heard that contracts have 
been entercd into at considcrably higher 
rates than are paid to other traders for 
similar business. I take it if these 
things are not so, that they should not 
be whispered about, and, therefore, by 
placing this information in the hands of 
members of the Dáil they would be able 
to verify them for themselves, and see 
whether there was any justification for 
the rumours. 

LEAS-OHEANN COMHAIRLE, at 

this stage, took the Chair. 

Mr. GOREY : Before the Minister re- 
plies, I should like to say that some of 
the barracks taken over from the Bri- 
tish were fumished, and some of the fur- 
niture is there still. I cannot say if it 
is all there. Wherever the British were 
in barracfcs they almost sold the title 
deeds of the place before they vacated it. 

I know that in Kilkenny there was a 
•certain Regiment of Horse, and before 


they cleared out eveiything was sold» 
except the title deeds of the building. In 
other towns where the barracfc accom- 
modation was bumed down, a different 
state of affairs prevailed, and, of course, 
accommodation had to be found. Private 
buildings had to be occupied, but I can- 
not see where this £212,000 comes in at 
all. I want to know if there was excess 
stores or stock of the description men- 
tioned in the estimate, what is to be the 
method of disposal. I have heard that 
a decision has been come to—it is com- 
mon report at any rate—that all surplus 
of the Army clothing and so on, is to be 
disposed of as rags, they are to be cut 
up and sold as rags. That is the com- 
mon report, and I should like tp have 
some information on that point. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN : With regard to 
sub-head (D.)—fittings and utensils— 
I imagine these would be small articles 
that came into temporary use and 
would not be included in Army outfit 
such as equipment. They are matters 
thab' only come iuto temporary use 
and would, in natural course, disap- 
pear aft.er use in a short time. The 
expenses under that head seem to be 
very high. 

Mr. BLYTHE: On the point of a 
very big excess under sub-head (D.), 

I might say that with regard to one 
purchase of bedding alone it amounted 
to £100,000. I think that probably a 
eertain amount of pilfering goes on in 
every army. I am sure it is very hard 
to check it, and I am perfectly certain 
that a great deal more pilfering went 
on in our army than in one that might 
be a little older and more under con- 
trol. 

Mr. GOREY: On a point of expla- 
nation, I speak from experience, and I 
say there was no pilfering. It would 
be a great insult to the.Volunteers who 
came in to say that they were pilferers. 
Pilfering went on with the ex-British 
soldiers, and nobody else. 

Mr. BLYTHE : The organisation of 
the^ Army was not as well developed 
as it might be. Checks were not in 
operation as they should be. For in- 
stance, in the matter of store records, 
there is no doubt at all that until some 
months ago there were no proper store 
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acfcouruts. Now tbere are proper store 
accounts, and the receipt and' issne of 
stores is properly recorded, but in the 
early days, when the whole organisa- 
tion of the Army was still in process 
of being improvised, these checks and 
these records were not kept and, of 
course, failure to do a thing like that 
does lead to further slackness down 
the line, and I would not say that a 
eonsiderable quantity of property did 
not go wrong. I think that there is 
probably little doubt that a good deal 
of property was made away with. The 
matter is being tightened up, and I 
think that it can be guaranteed for the 
future that there will be proper treat- 
ment of property of this particular 
nature. In regard to the past, I thinlc 
that we have simply to recognise that 
we were throwing an Army together 
almost anyhow, spreading it out and 
having it íighting while it was being 
created, and there was confusion and 
all the results of confusion. Some of 
the contracts for furniture, fittings and j 
such things, although they fall to be j 
paid by the Board of Works, were 1 
bought by the Army. I do not know 
whether anybody was to blame or not, 
but there was a plea of urgency, and 
goods had to be supplied. They were 
bought by the Army and the Board of 
Works had to take the responsibility 
of paying the bills. That is a thing 
which we have grown out of and which 
I should hope will not occur in the 
futurc. I do not know what amount 
might be received from surplus stock, 
and I would be prepared simply to say 
that all proper steps will be taken to 
see that it is disposed of to the best 
advantage. In regard to contracts, I 
■jWÍll consider the matter that Peputy 
Byrne has raised, and communicate 
with him. 

Mr. JOHNSON: On that point may 
I take it that a great part of this 
£212,000 has still to be paid away, and 
whether, before doing it, or in the 
doing of it, if it is now going on, any 
attempt is being made, in view, per- 
haps, of a little more time to do it than 
was possible twelve or six months ago, 
to see that the orders that were given 
were given in proper form, that the 
prices charged were not excessive, and 
that if orders were given without con- 
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tracts beirig made, if they were given 
as emergency orders, that no exeessive 
prices are being paid for these emer- 
gency orders. 1 would like some assur- 
ances, too, as to the method of giving 
contracts; as to whether these con- 
traets, which are Public Works 
aceounts, although for the Army, have 
all been given through the Contracts 
Committee. I assume that the larger 
ones, such as a bedding contract which 
avc havc had beíore us previously, were 
given through a Committee. I am 
anxious that the Minister for Finance 
should at least have some means of 
checking the Verv large number, pro- 
bably of smaller items, which were 
given away under the plea of emer- 
gency and perhaps without having due 
regard to all the requirements of the 
strictest economy. I would like to 
know whether the Minister can give us 
an assurance that all checks possible 
in regard to the prices are being taken, 
and that where no previous quotation 
was reeeived and no contract entered 
into a very careful watch will be placed 
upon the amount charged and the 
quantity received. One learns that 
there has been a good deal of looseness 
in that respect, and I think it may still 
be possible to recover some of the losses 
if that eare is taken before payment. 

Mr. BLYTHE: I know that many 
accounts are being and have been con- 
tested, and have been reduced. I do 
not know really whether they are those 
that come under tliis Yote, or other 
Army expenditure of that nature, but I 
know a great deal of care has been 
taken to bring down excessive eharges 
to a reasonable level. 

Mr. DARRELL PIOOIS: Am I cor- 
rect in assuming, with regard to item 
“ D, M that furniture, fittings and 
utensils provided for Army use in- 
cludes the furniture, fittings and 
utensils provided for the camps in 
which internees were kept? In that 
case there would be, presumably, a 
very large amount of material that. will 
now be available for sale. 

Mr. BLYTHE: There would be sur- 
plus stock. What it may be sold for I 
do not know. 

Mr. T. MURPHY: I would like to 
call the attention of the Minister to the 
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question of compenBation for premiaes 
commandeered by the National Army, 
nnder the sub-head “ BE, ,> and I 
would like to make the case that is 
common to my own knowledge. I think 
the general feeling is, and I agree with 
it, that the awards in a good many 
cases are very unsatisfactory. I have 
knowledge of the awards made in three 
or four cases in my constituency. The 
same position will apply to a great 
many other claims. I have knowledge 
of a particular case where a claim was 
made for £200 for the occupation, dis- 
turbance and damage done to premises 
by a man who is a private householder, 
and the award made by the Board of 
Works, on the recommendation of the 
Inspector, was £17. I know another 
case where the award on a claim for 
£1,000 was £250, and I understand that 
within the past few weeks the man who 
received the £250 had had a letter from 
the Commissioners of Public Works 
asking for a refund of £30. In other 
cases in County Cork people living in 
hotels and carrying on business were 
deprived of their premises for practi- 
cally twelve months, and their cases 
have not been settled at all. In the 
case where settlements were made the 
awards were so ridiculous that the 
people returned the cheques. Their 
prcmises are in a dilapidatcd state, the 
business is entirely held up, and the 
position is quite unsatisfactory. 
Another aspect of the case is that, in 
that particular district at any rate, the 
niethod of making the inspection of 
the premises with a view to arriving at 
a íigure for compensation is very un- 
satisfactory. I know the case of one 
particular gentleman who represents 
the Commissioners of Public Works, 
and in two or three cases where he was 
sent to make investigations where there 
were large claims, he said that he had 
about ten minutes to make the investi- 
gation and catch a train. How could 
he go over all the items in a claim for 
£500 or £600 in ten minutes? I put it 
to the Minister that that is not a reason- 
able way of dealing with claims. I 
know that the claimants do not expect 
to be met perhaps entirely, that they 
were bound to make certain sacriflces, 
but it is not fair that people should be 


absolutely ruined as a result of tbe 
sacriflces that had to be made. I 
would like to point out also that 1 un- 
derstand that the idea is that where an 
award is made by a local Inspector it is 
afterwards reduced by the Commis- 
sioners of Public Works, in fact, I be- 
lieve it is divided by two in some cases. 
I would like to urge that something 
should be done in this matter, and that 
a more reasonable spirit should be 
adopted in regard to the claims. I 
daresay the Minister's answer will be 
that the claims were exaggerated. I 
have no doubt that that is the case in 
some instances, but I do know cases 
where claims were reasonable, and the 
people who made them were reasonable 
people who had no desire to make any 
money out of what had occurred. I put 
it to the Minister that in future there 
ought to be a more reasonable attitude 
in dealing with claims, and that in 
several of the claims that have been 
dealt with, where awards have been 
oífered and have not been accepted, the 
matter should be re-considered in a 
favourable light, and the inspector 
making valuations should be asked to 
spend more than ten minutes when he 
is making an examination. 

Major COOPER: In connectáon with 
these commandeered buildings, I want 
to know what control the Board of 
Works has over buildings in occupa- 
tion of the military. There is no doubt 
these commandeered buildings are de- 
terioratjng in such a way that this 
compensation we are asked to vbte to- 
night is not a tenth part of the com- 
pensation needed. I would like to read 
a letter I have received; I have not had 
time to check it. I know the writer, 
who is a tenant of mine, and I plaee 
reliance on it. I should say there would 
be not more th’an 10 per cent. of exag- 
geration in the letter, and I allow 10 
per cent. for exaggeration in any 
woman’s letter:— 

Ballisodare. 

Deax Sir,—The Government took. 
over my house as a barrack for the 
troops on the 13th December, 1922, 
and were in occupation for 10J 
months. They smashed all my dim 
ing-room furniture, kitchen, bedroom 
and shop fittings. They^ took the 
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doors ofE the Mnges, and burned I 
them; 8kirtihg and monlding of the j 
rooms, broke three new grates up- 
stairs and kitchen grates, burned 
dressing tables, washstands, and 
presses, and there are a lot of holes 
broken in partitions, and broke all 
the windows downstairs, and took 
oflf the brass knocker and letter-plate 
and box. I have received £1 a week 
for use of furnished house. 1 . 
have received in all £68 10§., leaving \ 
only £26 lOs. for the damage done. 
There was a claims oflicer here a 
month ago, and he says I am en- 
titled to £100 more. 

That damage is in a house of which 
the total rental is less than £5 a year, 
and I believe it is a fair statement of 
the damage done. In my own house, I 
have been told—I do not know, for I ( 
have not been there, for 18 months it j 
has been occupied by military—they 
took doors off the hinges and bumed 
them. Many of these doors were made 
of valuable wood, walnut and rosewood, 
and were of a peculiar shape, and I 
suppose for compensation I shall be 
given the pricc of ordinary deal doors. 

I know for certain that the windows 
that have been broken for over a year 1 
have not been mended. In the West 
of Ireland, if you leave a window in 
a house broken for three months, the 
whole fabric of the house deteriorates 
owing to the damp. It would pay the * 
Board of Works, the Government, and 
the country to have a staff going 
around repairing these injured pre- 
mises, and then we should not 
be asked to vote such large sums for 
commandeered buildings. Apparently 
nothing is done, and apparently the 
Board of Works have no control. I 
do not know if the Board of Works 
ever send down an Inspector, but if the 
Inspector makes an adverse report it | 
appears to have no effect on the Army ! 
authorities whatever. It is really a j 
serious situation. j 

I see Vote E. in the original estimate i 
is for rent. What rent is ^eing paid ’ 
for these commandeered premises? Is 
any rent being paid? Has anybody 
ever got rent for premises taken over 
by the Government? Many of these 
people whose houses háve been taken f 
over, like the woman whose letter I i 
Voh 6. 


have read, are poor people, and cannot 
afford to stand out of their rent for 
long periods. Another thing, the 
Minister, I suggest, should make a 
large saving on the Vote for light. 
For eighteen months I have been sup- 
plying the troops with light for 
nothing. I have sent in repeated 
claims that have not been acknow- 
ledged. I have had to spend over 
£100 on the lighting in order that the 
troops may not set íire to the house 
by going about with candles. . These 
are abnormal times, and since I have 
been in the Dáil I have not spoken 
about my own affairs at all. I ap- 
proached the ex-Minister for 'Defence 
only once, and I asked him to take the 
troops away. They are not there for 
my protection. I must say, in justice 
to the irregulars, that though they 
knew my house was used as a barrack, 
and though thev thought it might be 
used as a barrack again, when it was 
left absolutely open to them when the 
troops left, nothing was done. I have 
suffered nothing from those who 
flouted the authority of the State. I 
have suffered damage to the extent of 
at least £10,000 from the troops. I 
think it is useless for the ex-Minister 
for Defence to say, as he did say on 
this already, a We have transferred 
the responsibility for these premises to 
the Board of Works ” unless the 
Board of Works, or the Minister for 
Finance is given some authority to 
deal with this matter. At present he 
is merely in the position of paying at 
long last—very long last—for the 
damage caused by the troops when the 
troops go out. That is not a satisfac- 
tory state of affairs. While I recognise 
the financial exigencies of the State, I 
am not going to press for a reduction 
in this Vote, but when the new esti- 
mates come on, unless I see that some 
effective machinery has been set up to 
check this lavish waste of money due 
to lack of discipline in the Army and 
lack of control by,the financial branch, 
then I shall have to move some reduc- 
tion. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I want to say, in 
justice to the troops, that they have 
been delightfully impartial in their 
destruction. Last June they occupied 
the house down in Leix in.which my 
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family lived np to a year ago, and the 
troops left it a month ago pretty much 
in the condition of the Four Courts or 
the Custom House. 

Sir JAMES CRAIO: I could give you 
a similar example of a widow lady who 
is living 011 the proceeds of the rent of 
certain ílats in one of the most im- 
portant residential parts of the City. 
Her flats were commandeered. She 
had a considerable number of valuable 
books belonging to her late husband in 
her house. Some of these volumes cost 
£30. They stuffed these books in the 
windows. They took no thought of her 
carpets, and they were all destroyed. 
Her satin chairs were used as beds. 
She has received no rent up to the pre- 
sent, and no comp.ensation for the 
damage done. The Board of Works 
are supposed to consider the matter. 
She is applying to me week after week 
to know if I would bring some pressure 
to bear on some oflicial of the Board of 
Works to get her cJaim passed through. 
She is anxious to get her rent at least 
paid, although she does not expect to 
get paid at once anything like the 
amount of damage done. 

Mr. HEWAT: I think the Minister 
for Finance has somewhat disarmed 
criticism by admitting that the large 
amount covered by the expenditure 
was owing to the exigencies of the 
times we have gone through, when the 
supervision and control of expenditure 
was not what it should be in a well- 
ordered and well-regulated State. 
While the Minister has disarmed 
criticism as regards the past, I think 
we must recognise that that plea loses 
largely in effectiveness unless the 
Minister can point to the institution of 
reforms that would prevent a recur- 
rence in the future. Deputy Cooper 
has instanced a case of his own, and 
Deputy Sir James Craig has mentioned 
another case, while the Minister for 
Home Affairs has indicated a state of 
affairs which we know is common all 
over the country. It is not happening 
to-day or yesterday. It has been going 
on for a long time. The amount that 
is accumulating in claims against the 
State is increasing every day because 
the oause of complaint is not being 
dealt with. It is a deplorable state of 
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affairs. It ia not one cpse 1 could give, 
but a good many. We all know tnese 
things are occurring all over the 
eountry. There is no use coming here 
and discussing them. The question we 
must ask is, What is being done to 
remedy this state of affairs? Is this 
thing to go on until we will either have 
to repudiate the claims people make or 
foot a bill which is going to be very 
much larger than any of us at present 
can anticipate, and which nothing in 
the Estimates can, in my opinion, pro- 
vide for? 

i' Mr. HEFFERNAN: Some complaints 
I have also reached me with regard to 
( this matter. I understand that some 
houses have been commandeered for 
a considerable time. The information 
I got is that the owners have not been 
or cannot be compensated until the 
houses are vacated by the troops, 
regardless of the fact that the compen- 
sation may be urgently required. I do 
| not know if my information is correct, 

; but that is what I heard. I heard also 
I that in some cases the compensation 
awarded is altogether inadcquate. I am 
not conversant with the machinery set 
up for dealing with compensation 
claims. I do not know if an appeal can 
be made or if claims can be re-heard, 
so that compensation would not be 
fixed arbitrarily by the Board of 
Works. I do not know if it arises in 
; connection with this Vote, but I know 
cases where furniture was comman- 
deered for the troops in 1922 and where 
the owners have been unable to get 
compensation, regardless of the fact 
that they were in a comparatively small 
way of living and required furniture. 
These people are certainly entitled to 
compensation within a reasonable time. 

Professor MaoNEILL: Some of the 
statements might convey the impres- 
sion that it was the universal expe- 
rience that where troops occupied 
houses this tale of woe, as it has been 
called, resulted. I do not think it was 
the univ.ersal experience. I am sure 
that the cases recounted are not the 
majority and are not typical cases. I 
may say that for months, in my ab- 
senee, there were troons in my house, 
and they did not do any damage. They 
were most careful of all the property. 
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Mr. DABRELL FIOOIS: You were 
there as well. 

Professor MacNEILL: I was away 
the entire time. 

Mr. OOBEY: You must have struck 
oil. 

Major COOPER: I agree that there 
were officers who were most careful. I 
had experience of them myself. There 
were also officers who were not. I 
think the Minister will agree that it is 
only reasonable that those who have 
suffered, owing to the fact that officers 
did not take care of premises, should 
be reasonably compensated. 

Professor MacNEILL : I only spoke 
in order to remove the impression that 
things that were said to have happened 
were general. 

Mr. DARRELL FIOOIS: The only 
point I want to put is this: the Public 
Works Department is under the Minis- 
ter’s control. All this matter of com- 
pensation for premises to be accounted 
for is here accounted for in this Vote 
for the Public Works Department, and 
is directly under the Minister’s super- 
vision. I suggest to t-he Minister that 
he should consider the practicability of 
getting the Inspectors of the Public 
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Works Department to make periodic 
visits in future to all buildings that 
have been commandeered and occupied 
by the military, their reports to come 
before him, in order to see that the 
damage that has been complained of 
shall be put a stop to, so that items like 
this may not be incurred in íuture. 

Mr. P. HOGAN (Claxe) : There is 
much in the point that Deputy Cooper 
has made. If the Board of Works com- 
mandeer a house they take no inven- 
tory of the furniture or the fittings 
or of the value of them. Then the 
Board of Works Inspector comes along 
when a claim is put in. If the owner 
says ,there was a sideboard worth £20 
the ínspector says the local carpenter 
could make one for £5. Other things 
are valued in the same way. 

Mr. BLYTHE : I move to report 
progress. 

DAIL RESUMES. 

Progress reported; Committee to sit 
again to-morrow. 

Mr. BLYTHE: I move that the Dáil 
adjourn until 12 o’clocfc to-morrow. 

The Dáil adjourned at 11 p.m. until 
12 o’clock on Thursday. 


26 Mabch, 1924. 
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DAIL eireann. 


DÉARDAOIN, 27adh MÁRTA, 1924. 
( Thursday, 21th March, 1924.) 


Do chuaidh an Ccann Comhairle i 
gceannas ar a 12 a clog. 


CEISTEANNA—QUESTIONS. 

ORAL ANSWERS. 

SAFEGUARDING IRISH 
INDUSTRIES. 

Mr. A. BYRNE asked the Pregident 
if he will cause enquiries to be made as 
to the best means for safeguarding 
Irish industries and if he will state 
whether the Government have yet de- 
cided on any proposals for this pur- 
pose. 

The PRESIDENT : Enquiries are 
continually being made as to how best 
to promote the welfare of Irish indus- 
tries consistently with the public in- 
terest, and such measures as are de- 
cided on for this purpose will at the 
proper time be brought before thc 
Dáfl. _ 

Mr. A. BYRNE: Will the President 
say when the proper time will arrive? 

The PRE8IDENT: No; I am not in 

a position at the present moment to 
state when that time will be. 

GLENGARRIFFE PREMISES 
DAMAGED 

TADHG 0 MURCHADHA asked the 
Minister for Finance whether award 3 
amounting to £90 have been made to 
Mrs. Hannah M. O’Sullivan, Glengar- 
riffe, Co. Cork, in respect of damage 
to the premises caused by British 
forces, and, if so, whether payment 
will be expedited. 

MINISTER for FINANCE (Mr. 
Blythe): An award of £20 in favour 
of the person named by the Deputv 
was received in the Ministry of Fin- 


ance from the Compensation (Ireland) 
Commission at the beginning of the 
present month, and it is hoped to 
effect payment at a very early date. 

Another award of £70 in favour of 
the same person was received a few 
days ago, and will be published for 
payment in a supplement to Iris Oifi- 
giúil on the 28th instant. Payment 
will be made as soon as possible after 
the expiration of the period of ten 
days from the date of publication 
allowed for the submission of any 
legal charges on the award that may 
exist. 

WOUNDED MAN’S COMPENBA- 
TION OLAIM. 

Mr. A. BYRNE asked the Minister for 
Finance if he will have the claim of 
Andrew Delaney, 46, Mountpelier Hill, 
re-considered; if he is aware that this 
man was wounded in thc right leg on 
2nd July, 1922, and that for twelve 
months was unemployed and on 
crutches; if he is aware that the Com- 
pensation (Personal Injuries) Commit- 
tee have awarded the sum of £20, out of 
which he has to pay legal and other ex- 
pcnses incurred owing to the accident. 

Mr. BLYTHE : I am having enquiries 
made into the faets of this case. 

RAID FOR WIRELESS SET 
(CLARE). 

PADRAIG 0 hOGAIN (An Clár> 

asked the Minister for Home Affairs 
whcther the raid on the premises of Mr. 
M. Vaughan, Lahinch, Co. Clare, for a 
wirelcss receiving set was sanctioned 
by his department, and if he is in a posi- 
tion to give the terms of the warrant 
for search issued on that occasion. 

MINISTER for HOME AFFAIRS 

(Mr. O’Higgins) : The search on the 
premises of Mr. M. Vaughan, Lahinch, 
County Clare, was carried out by the 
Gárda Síochána,, in accordance with 
general instructions issued to them to 
report all cases in which persons were 
found to be in possession of wireless 
sets for which no permit had been ob- 
tained. At present I do not know the 
precise terms of the search warrant on- 
which the police officer acted, but I 
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shall ascertain that for the Deputy’s 
information. I may say I do not regard 
that answer as adequate in view of the 
reply given to a question by the De- 
puty on the 29th February, but it is all 
I have at the moment, and I will make 
immediate inquiries. 

Mr. HOQAN: For the Minister’s in- 
formation may I say that my informa- 
tion is to the effect that the warrant 
was issued to search for and seize any 
wireless apparatus and to arrest the 
person who owned the wireless ap- 
paratus. 

ENFIELD UNEMPLOYMENT 
BENEFIT CLAIM. 

AODH 0 CULACHAIN asked the 
Minister for Industry and Commerce 
ii he will state the reason why Joseph 
Keating, of Johnstown Bridge, Enfieíd, 
Co. Kildare, was refused unemploy- 
ment benefit at Edenderry Labour Ex- 
change Office, although he has a num- 
ber of stamps to his credit, and 
whether instructions will be given to 
•»xpedite payment t.o this man, who has 
made repeated applications without 
success. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS, replying: Joseph 
Keating, Johnstown Bridge, claimed 
benefit at the Edenderry Branch Office 
on the 28th December, 1923, and re- 
ceived 23 days’ benefit on that claim. 
He again claimed benefit on the 22nd 
February, 1924, but on this occasion 
was unable to lodge his regular Unem- 
ployment Book, and on this account 
payment of benefit due on his second 
claim has had tfi be delayed. Every 
effort is being made to adjust the 
Hatter, and it is anticipated that pay- 
laent of any further benefit due to him 
fvill be made within the next few days. 

EEPOBT OF IRISH PUBLIC 
HEALTH COMMITTEE. 

Major COOPER asked the Minister 
for Local Qovemment if he will lay on 
the Table of the Dáil a copy of the 
Report of the Irish Public Health 
Committee, 1920. 

MIN1BTER for LOGAL GOVERN- 
MENT (Mr. Burke): A copy of the 
Report referred to has been sent to the 


Clerk to be laid on the Table of An 
Dáil. 

DRIMOLEAGUE HOUSEHOLDER’S 
CLAIM. 

TADHG 0 MURCHADHA asked the 
Minister for Defence whether payment 
of an account for use of a room in his 
house as a first aid station, due to 
Nicholas Hales, Drimoleague, Co. Cork, 
amounting to £25 17s., will be expedi- 
ted. 

Mr. E. J. DUGGAN, replying: A 

cheque in settlement of Mr. Hales’ 
claim was issued on the 25th instant. 

I DEPENDENT S ALLOWANCE 
1 (DRIOCHEAD NUA). 

AODH 0 CULACHAIN asked the 
! Minister for Defence if he will state the 
j reason why Mrs. J. Brophy, Thomas 
i Strcet, Droichead Nua, Co. Ivildare, 
mothcr of Private C. Hughes, Army No. 
13466, Curragh Hospital, has not re- 
eeived dependent’s allowance sincc last 
October, and whether enquiries will be 
made with a view to payment of ar- 
rears. 

j Mr. DUGGAN, replying: The depen- 
dent’s allowance formerly paid to Mrs 
Brophy in respect of her son, Private 
Hughes, was stopped because she was 
in receipt of an allowance in respect of 
her husband, who is serving in the 
Army. The allowance in respect of her 
son will not be resumed. 

WRITTEN ANSWER. 

LEDFORD (ROSCOMMON) 0. A. P. 
CLAIM. 

TOMAS 0 CONAILL asked the Mini- 
ster for Local Government why an old 
age pension has been refused to William 
Kelly, of Ledford, Boyle. 

Mr. BURKE : The old age pension has 
heretofore been refused to this appli* 
cant on the ground of insufficient evi- 
dence that he had attained the age of 
70 years. 

An appeal is at present under con- 
sideration upon a recent claim from 
Mr. Kelly, but the case has not yet been 
decided. The appeal on this occasion 
also concerns age, and the claimant’s 
solicitor has been asked for further evi- 
dence. 
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ODMMITTEE ON FINANCE. 

SUPPLEMENTART ESTIMATES. 
(PUBLIC WORES & BUILDINGS.) 

Question again proposed: “ That a 
supplementary sum, not exceeding 
£60,000, be granted to defray the 
Charge which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on 
the 31st day of March, 1924, for ex- 
penditure in respect of public build- 
ings; for the maintenance of certain 
parks and public works; for mainten- 
anoe of drainage works on the River 
Shannon, and sundry grants in aid.” 

Mr. HOGAN (Clare); I was endea- 
vouring last night to extract from the 
Minister some information as to how 
the Board of Works assessed damages 
long after the occupation of premises 
by the military. I pointed out that 
the military occupy the premises some 
six or twelve months before the Board 
of Works Inspector or official goes 
around. It is usually the case that 
there is no valuation made of the pre- 
mises, and there is no inventory taken 
of the furniture and fittings at the 
time of occupation. During occupa- 
tion the general opinion is—and I 
think it is fairly well founded—that 
the premises deteriorate in value, and 
in some cases it would require an ex- 
pert to tell the condition of the pre- 
mises and the furniture at the time of 
occupation. An official of the Board 
of Works goes to assess damages and 
to see whether the claim is just or 
otherwise. He has no data as to the 
value of the premises and the condi- 
tion in which they were when handed 
over, or of the nature of the furniture 
in the premises when the military took 
them over. He has to go purely on 
guess work, and I do not think any 
Board of Works official would be cap- 
able of saying what was in the pre- 
mises in advance. 

As far as the official is concerned, it 
is not a question of what furniture 
was there, but what furniture should 
be there. The official says :—“ We 
must assume you had furniture of this 
or that value—tables and chairs, side- 
boards and mirrors, of this or that 
value.” The tastes of the official and 


the owner of the premises in regard 
to the furniture might be totally ai 
variance, but according ,to the official 
mind, their taste must be supreme, and 
they assess damages accordingly. 1?ake 
the case of a house being comman- 
deered in the country, and the fuel in 
the place is used up by the military. 
The Board of Works Inspector then 
comes along, and there is a dispute as 
to the actual amount of fuel used. How 
ean any assessment be arrived at in 
that ease? The real position is that the 
Board of Works official is sent down 
to reduce the claim for damages, and 
something on the Sherloek Holmes 
principle, he suits the problem to fit 
the solution. 

Mr. BLYTHE : It is an admitted fact, 
I think, that a great deal of very un- 
necessary and wanton damage has been 
done in buildings that have been com- 
mandeered. For some time little was 
done—in fact, nothing was done—to- 
wards dealing with these cases at all. 
It was only some time ago when the 
matter was taken up by’a sort of Com- 
mittee representing the Board of Works 
and the Army authorities that progress 
was made. So far, they have dealt com- 
pletely with only about 800 cases. 
There are 1,207 cases outstanding, and, 
of course, there are other cases eoming 
in. I can promise that every effort will 
be made to expeditc dealing with these 
eases. Deputy Cooper drew attention to 
the faet that buildings, having been 
damaged to a certain extent, suf- 
fered veiy severely through not 
having that damage to any extent at- 
tended to while the tijpops were there, 
which tended to deteriorate the houses 
at an inereasingly rapid rate. It is im- 
possible, of course, for the Board of 
Works to do very much in the matter; 
From the Ist April next, under the pre- 
sent arrajigements barrack maintenance 
will be dealt with apart from new 
works. This would be dealt with by 
the Army Corps of Engineers. I will 
take up with the President the ques- 
tion of having the Army Corps of En- 
gineers to do repairs to commandeered 
premises. That will prevent greater 
deterioration than is necessary, and it 
will be done with a view to saving in 
the ultimate the State funds. I see no» 
reason at all why efforts should not be 
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made, even while the premises are in 
the oecupation o£ the troops, to do some 
temporary repairs that would prevent 
permanent damage to the property 
being greater than it otherwise would 
be. I think we could undoubtedly save 
a great deal in that way. The number 
o£ commandeered premises in the oceu- 
pation of the troops is decreasing. Of 
course, the object of the Government 
and the object of the Army has been 
for a considerable time past to with- 
draw troops from as many stations as 
they could possibly be withdrawn from, 
and to concentrate them in places 
where there are buildings in the nature 
of barracks for their aceommodation. 
It has been in some cases found that 
where they were withdrawn from posts 
certain activities by the outlaws at 
large in thesc districts have recom- 
menced and made it necessary to re- 
estáblish the posts. I am afraid that 
for some time to eome it will not be 
possible to have the clearances of com- 
mandeered buildings that we would 
like, but there will be a diminishing 
number, and I can promise that the 
work of dealing with eommandeered 
premises, from the point of view of 
settling claims, will be expedited. 
There was an enormous accumulation 
of arrears when the work was £fctually 
taken in hands, and it is only now that 
the back of the work is beginning to be 
broken. A great many claims sent in 
in respect of commandeered premises 
are very difficult claims to deal with. 
Because they do not deal merely with 
the queStion of rent for the premises 
while these premises were in the occu- 
pation of the Army, and a charge for 
the damage donc to the premises while 
so occupied. You will have claims that 
will include such items as these—(1) 
rent for the period during which the 
Irregulars were in occupation; (2) 
damage caused by Irregulars; (8) dam- 
age caused by attacks on premises by 
Irregulars; (4) damage caused by 

troops resisting attacks by Irregulars; 
(5) looting by Irregulars; (6) looting 
by the public; (7) looting by the 
troops; (8) consequential loss arising 
out of the occupation of the premises; 
and (9) wanton damage caused by 
troops. Some of these are properly 
payable under this particular head by 


the Ministry of Finance. Others would 
come under the Damage to Propertv 
Act, and would have to be assessed in 
the method provided by the Courts, so 
that the claims are extremely compli- 
! cated, and they are rather difficult to 
I deal with. The Board of Works have 
i no instruction to eut down claims un- 
duly. Their instructions; are to give 
what is fair so far as they can estimate 
it. But we must remember that in thw 
particular sort of case the claims will be 
exaggerated. People are hurt in theij 
feelings, and if £500 worth of damage is 
done to his house the owner feels and 
! asserts that he would not take £2,000 
for what was done. lt is necessarv 
that some impartial outsider whose sen- 
timcnts are not involved should review 
the case. It is also natural that his re- 
view should not be fully accepted by 
the injured party. If any case is 
brought to notice in which there is 
genuine dissatisfaction with the award 
| made by thc Board of Works, and some 
; clear statement is put in, indicating 
that that award in all the circum- 
stances of the casc is not a fair award, 
the matter will be investigated and re- 
considered. As far as we are coneerned, 
we have no desire that people should 
| be chcated in the matter, but we have 
| to see that exaggerated claims are not 
admitted and that people are not 
awarded compensation for anything of 
the nature of what you might call sen- 
timental damage. This wanton damage 
by troops is largely a matter 

of discipline. There have been 

| officers who have been efficient 
. and conscientious and who have 
j prevented damage. There have been 
other officers who took no efforts 
to prevent damage, and we read in the 
paper some time ago of the case of an 
officer in the early part of the Four 
Courts fight who took off the stuff to his 
ownipremises. I hope we will have none 
of the latter sort in.the future, and that 
so far as any officer who does not show 
some conscientiousness in the matter of 
safeguarding property under his charge 
is concerned, when further demobilisa- 
tion will have to be considered, that 
officer will be amongst the demobilised. 
We sometimes find officers being de- 
mobilised because of certain persopal 
acts of indiscipline and so forth. I think 
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that the officer who allows a house of 
which he is in charge to be wrecked is 
also a person whose case should be con- 
sidered if there is any surplus of officers 
to be disposed of. 

Professor THRIPT: I tbink it is ad- 
mitted that there has been great delay 
in the payment of arrears of rent. I 
have a casc in mind in which there 
were sixty-four weefcs' arrears due in 
Novembcr last. These particular pre- 
mises were surrendered either in De- 
cember or January last, but no pay- 
ment has yet been made. Could the 
Minister assure us that some steps will 
be taken to expedite such payment ? 

Mr. BLYTHE: I will undertake to 
try to get the long-standing cases dealt 
with in order of priority, and before 
the later ones. 

Mr. CONNOR HOGAN : Will the 
Minister give an assurance in the case 
of public buildings which have been 
occupied by troops, such as court- 
houses and town halls, that the repairs 
and renewals will be carried out? 

Mr. BLYTHE: Compensation will, I 
take it, have to be given for these the 
same as for private houses. I might 
say that rents are actua11y being paid 
tu a large number of eases where the 
military are stijl in occupation. We 
hope to arrange to pay rents in all 
cases very soon. 

Mr. 0’MAH0NY : In many cases a 
large amount of public money has 
been lost as a result of an early deci- 
sion not having been come to with 
respect to vacated premises. No 
agreement as to the amount of damage 
done to commandeered private pre- 
mtóes has been arrived at in some 
cases. In others an amount unsatis- 
factory to the claimants has been ar- 
rived at. The result is that the pre 
mises still remain vacant, I assume at j 
the public expense. The premises, as 1 
Deputy Hogan said, are deterioraling 
and rents are accumulating. The Deputy 
also suggested that there was a sort of 
Sherlock Holmes method of estimating 
value. I acquiesce in that suggestion. 
Men who were sent to make a valua- 
tion of damage to premises never took 
the trouble to consult those who made 
the valuation on behalf of the owners, 


and assessed the damage without being 
in possession of all the details that 
would have been available if the per- 
son first called in to make the estiipate 
had been consulted. 

The Minister said that there were no 
instructions given to Boards of Works 
officials in respect of valuation. I 
have made valuations in some of these 
j cases, and my experience is to the con- 
trary. I know of one particular case 
where the Board of Works officials 
said that they had specific instructions 
with respect to painting and paper, 
that the tenant would not get by anv 
means the value of maldng good the 
damage. Paper had been destroyed 
and painting injured, necessitating re- 
newal. Thc'suggestion put forward 
was that as it was assumed the paper 
and painting had tcn years’ life, if it 
had been five years since they were re- 
newed, compensation for five years only 
was due to the tenant. He was, however, 
compelled íive years before t.he time 
which, on their own statement, it 
would be neeessary to renew them, to 
do the work and was to get no com- 
pensation for the sinking of his capital 
during those five years. I will go 
further than Deputy Ilogan, and say 
that there is a rule-of-thumb method of 
valuatidn in a great many cases. If 
these cases were brought into Court 
and competent witnesses produced on 
behalf of the owners, the flovernment 
would have to pay a great, deal more 
than if the officials acting on their be- 
half adopted the commonsense method 
of consulting those concerned‘in the 
valuation in the first instance. 

We can understand and appreciate 
thc difficulties confronting the Gov- 
ernment in dealing readily and 
effectively with these matters. ~At 
the same time, I submit that there is a 
great deal of room for improvement in 
the methods employed. I was called 
in to make a valuation in respect of a 
house fitted with high-class joinery of 
exposed pitch pine. The shutters had 
to be removed from the windows, and 
instead of getting a turnscrew to tak^ 
the screws out, the troops pulled the 
shutters down and destroyed the join- 
ery. The door was treated in a simi- 
lar manner. They could not get a key 
for the lock, and they put a common 
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padloek on it with nails and screws. 
They would not even take these ont 
carefully when leaving, but dragged 
them out. You could not replace that 
door and these shutters in the condi- 
tion in which they were before this 
avoidable damage was done. You have 
big plug holes in the door and big 
slices taken out of the shutters.. In ^a 
case of that kind the question is 
whether the person would not be en- 
titled to absolute renewal, and I 
believe that if he went into Court he 
would get it. 

Mr. BLYTHE: After the evacuation 
of premises by troops there is no further 
liability either for rent or clamage. I 
would hope that there are not manv 
cases where every effort is not made 
by the representatives of the Board of 
Worlcs to find out all the facts of the 
case. I certainly would not approve 
of any asscssment of damages without 
the fullest effort being made to find 
out exactly what the amount of 
damage was. I do not agree entirely 
with some of the things that Deputy 
0’Mahony has said. It seems quite 
rcasonable that thc State should not 
bear the whole charge of providing 
new wall-paper instead of other wall- 
paper which was, perhaps, nearly due 
for renewal. You have to deal with 
these cases in a reasonable manner. 
We took care in the Damage to Pso- 
perty Act to see that if people were 
going to be given a new building in 
place of one destroyed, account should 
be taken of the greater value 
of the new building than of the old 
one. I think that is reasonable. 

Mr. JOHNSON: There is a point 
which has not been met by the Minis- 
ter, that the officials who have been 
valuing on behalf of the Board of 
Works have not had time to do the 
work properly, and, as a consequence, 
have given awards unsatisfactory to 
the claimants, and probably not satis- 
factory to the State, because of the 
ill-will that such awards generate. I 
suspect that one explanation is that 
in the zeal for economy sufficien't men 
have not been made available for this 
work, and that they have been forced 
to do work in that rushed manner 
becausé of shortage of staff. They 


have to go from one place to another 
and be inefficient in their work in all 
the places. The Minister has not met 
the point that the methods of valua- 
tion and the time spent in inquiries 
have not been adequate. I would like 
to hear the Minister speak with some 
information at his disposal on that 
point. 

Major BBYAN COOPER: I want to 
come back to the question of painting 
and paper that Deputy 0’Mahony 
raised, because I cannot accept the 
Minister's reply as entirely satisfac- 
tory. In these times of heavy taxation 
people having houses are making paint 
and paper last much longer than they 
used to in the past. If it was only a 
question of ordinary wear and tear 
while in oeeupation of houses, and a 
question of the paper being a little 
dirtier, I should say that there would 
be no claim against the Board of 
Works at all. The complaint is that 
the paper has been covered with eigar- 
ette pictures, although I suppose the 
Board of Works would write that off 
as an asset, and also with the kind of 
rhymes you see written in places I will 
not mention. It is a horrible thing. 
Some of these things have been written 
in my house in the wing where my 
children normally live. I could not let 
any child go into that wing until it is 
papered and painted. Where that sort 
of damage is done, wanton mis- 
chievous, filthy damage, I think the 
owner is entitled to full compensation 
for the expense he will be put to in 
having the place painted and papered. 

Mr. BLYTHE: I could only consider 
individual cases if they were brought 
to my notice as to insufficient time 
being spent in doing the work in a pro- 
per way by any of these inspectors. 
Certainly, I have no reason to believe 
that that is the general practice. They 
are not being forced to do work in that 
way. It is no part of Government 
policy to do that. A complaint was 
made about the amount of travelling 
expenses incurred by the Inspectors. 
Probably they got over a very consider- 
able amount of work, and paid a very 
large number of visits; but there is not 
and will not be any pressuíe on them 
to take less time at work than is neces- 
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sary. I will go further, and say that I 
am prepared to see that they shall do 
the work in a proper manner. I would 
not refuse to have any staff that is ne- 
cessary so that the work might be done 
properly, and at the same time with 
some measure of expedition. It is un- 
desirable to have these claims dragging 
over any longer than can be helped. I 
would not get that expedition at the 
cost of not doing the work in a reason- 
able and fair way. 

Mr. DARRELL PIOOIS: As the 

Minister has dealt with the question of 
expedition, and as I suppose every De- 
puty is more or less concerned, I know 
of cases to which my attention was first 
drawn a year ago, and where I sent let- 
ters to the Minister for Defence. I am 
still receiving letters in respect of them. 
In one particular case, in the West, 

I had a letter about six or seven months 
ago, and I sent it to the Minister for 
Defence. This lady had written three 
or four times respecting the matter. Ap- 
parently, her repeated demands were so 
exasperating that she was raided to see 
if there were any Irregulars in the 
house, and further damage was done. 

I do urge that if a certain sense of 
injustiee is to be created, as it will be 
created in all awards that are given, 
let that íact be recognised—at least, 
let the sense of exasperation be brought 
speedily to an cnd where it is now only 
being continued by delay. 

i 

Mr. HEFFERNAN : I want to ask the 
Minister if he remembers that last 
night I referred to premises that 
are not yet handed over, and if it is 
possible for the owners to get payment 
on account? I would like to emphasise 
the necessity of having inspections car- ! 
ried out in a thorough manner so that 
the proper amount will be paid and 
also that precautions will be taken that 
excessive amounts are not paid. My ex- 
perience is that the amounts demanded 
bear no relation to the amount of com- 
pensation that should be given for 
houses that are injured or destroyed. 
In most cases the claims are excessive, 
not by 20 or 30 per cent., but sometimes 
by three or four times the amount of 
actual damage done. I do not say that 


applies to all cases, but it applies to* 
some cases, so that I think it is essential 
that every precaution should be taken 
so that excessive claims are not paid. 

Mr. CORISH: I think it is under this 
Vote the renovation of police barracks 
comes. 

Mr. BLTTHE : I do not think so. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: This is 
dealing with eompensation for premises 
commandeered by the military. 

Mr. BLYTHE : Perhaps Deputy Hef- 
fernan did not hear me when I said 
that in a great number of cases the 
rents were already being paid for pre- 
mises in which miUtary wcre in occupa- 
tion. I hope before very long that pay- 
ment of rent will be made in all such 
cases. 

Major MYLES: Might I ask the 
Minister on what basis rents are as- 
sessed on commandeered property? On 
what basis is it suggested the rent 
should be fixed on a hotel that has been 
commandeered and where there are 50 
or 60 rooms ? Will the Minister see the 
advisability of getting such claims 
settled at as early a date as possiblef 
Otherwise, in view of the games that 
are to be held in the summer, these 
hotels will be unable to function, and 
the country will be the poorer. 

Mr. CORISH : In eonnection with the 
matter to whieh I drew attention a few 
minutes ago, I think, if I am allowed 
to explain, it will be found that I am 
in order. I have two police barracks in 
mind in Wexford that were occupied 
in July, 1922, by the military. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : That 

would come in under this Vote. 

Mr. CORISH: To a great extent the 
premises were wrecked. The Civic 
Guard are now in occupation of them^ 
and they are certainly in anything hut 
the condition in which police barracka 
should be. I think in cases of that 
kind attention should be paid to them 
at once. If you want respect for the- 
law you want the Civic Guard living in 
decent surroundings which will appeaL 
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to the respect of the people. I would 
lay stress on that point and ask the 
Minister to considerit. 

Mr. BLTTHE: In regard to hotels, 
the amount that would be fixed would 
undoubtedly vary with the type and 
place of the hotel. • If it were an hotel 
that had only a short season, and was 
half idle or shut up during the remain- 
der of the year, the amount of rent 
would have to be gradually lowered. I 
could not, at the moment, give in de- 
tail the factors that would be taken 
into consideration, but in a great many 
cases the rent has been arrived at by 
agreement. Certain claims have been 
put forward by proprietors of pre- 
mises for rent. Negotiations have taken 
place, and in a large number of cases 
agreement has been arrived at as to a 
fair and reasonable rent. 

Major MYLES: Might I ask the 
Minister if he thinks the 5 per eent. of 
capital value would be too niuch ? 

Mr. BLYTHE: I will not give any 
statement until I know more. 

Question put and agreed to. 

ARMY VOTE. 

Mr. BLYTHE: I move: €< That a 
supplementary sum, not exceeding £10. 
be granted to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1924, for the Cost of the 
Army.” I think that this rnatter is 
really sufficiently explained in the notc 
on the Supplementary Estimate itself. 
The purpose of taking this Vote is to 
create a sub-head under which these 
gratuities may be paid. The amount 
already voted for the service of the 
Army is sufficient to discharge these 
particular payments without any ad- 
ditional sum being granted by the 
Dáil. However, as these are gratuities 
which are not in the way of pay, it 
is necessary that the Dáil should 
actually pronounce on them. I think 
it will be regarded as only reasonable 
in all the circumstances that officers 
who have given a very long period of 
service pre-Truce and in the National 
Army should have some special granfc 
made to them when they are being 


returned to civil life. Many of these 
have sacrificed their ordinary pros- 
pects by their National service. Many 
of them gave up their business or oc- 
^ cupations, or when leaving school 
failed to take up business or occupa- 
tions, because they entered the Volun- 
teers and were engaged in active 
serviee. They have gone into the 
National Army, and now there are 
some of them who in the new circum- 
stances would not be suitable for re- 
tention as officers. Many of them 
would not be willing, in view of the 
past ; to go into the ranks or non-com- 
missioned ranks of the Army. Thero 
are cases of men of this sort who re- 
signed, and it is intended that even 
those who resigned rather than wait 
for demobilisation may be eligible 
for these particular grants that woulcl 
enable them to do something in the 
way of preparing themselves for busi- 
ness or undertaking business in civii 
life. It may be asked why these grants 
are only being made to officers. The 
j officers are being demobilised. A man 
with pre-Truee service ean, if he 
! chooses, remain in the Army, but the 
j officer, for all practical purposes, is 
j being discharged. There may be offi- 
! cers who have gone down to the non- 
! commissioned ranlcs, but others cannot 
j and would not, and there might be 
| men who would not be very good non- 
commissioned officers. A man might 
have given great service to the coun- 
j try and been a very excellent fighting 
! man, and a very good patriot. Still. 
for lack of education or other reasons. 
he eould not really be retained with 
any satisfaction in the Army. It 
would not be for the good of the Armv 
or for his own happiness and welfare 
that he should be retained. I have 
heard of men who had very good 
fighting records and who had becomc 
officers, but who were on the verge of 
illiteracy. I heard of the casc of á 
man, who was actually illiterate, be- 
coming an officer. It would be impos- 
sible under ordinary conditions to 
retain such a man as an officer. A 
great many have gone. As far as 
possible men who gave pre-Truce ser- 
vice, having regard to the require- 
ments and their own capabilities, hav rt 
been retained. Mistakes may have 
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been made, but, apart from mistakes, 
any man who would make a suitabie 
and eapable offlcer, who had giyen 
pre-Truce service, will be retained in 
the Army and given an opportunity 
of serving as an officer in the Army. 
A considerable number have gone, and 
it is desired that it should be possible, 
in addition to demobilisation pay 
whieh they will get, that these addi- 
tional grants should be given to them. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I think what the 
Minister has said now in a very few; 
words, is the first information which 
the Dáil has had of the principles which 
have actuated the Ministry in the 
matter of demobilisation. We gather 
now that officers with pre-truce service, 
who are literate and capable of per- 
forming the duties of officers, have been 
retained. We have also been told that 
soldiers of the rank and file with pre- 
truce service and willing to continue 
service, have all been retained, I take it, 
unless they had a bad character. 

Mr. BLYTHE: And medical unfit- 
ness, of course. 

Mr. JOHNSON: And who are medi- 
cally fit. That again is information 
which we have not had before. I won- 
der then what have been the principles 
on which the gratuity has been paid. 
Gratuities vary from £50 to £250. I 
think we should require to have some 
information as to the principles on 
which amounts have been allocated. Is 
it only service or is it service and rank 
or is it the conditions under which the 
demobilisation has been applied to the 
particular officer? I am inclined to 
think that we should be told here what 
we have not yet been told, what was the 
reason which led the Executive Council 
to say that there were circumstances 
connected with the activities of 
mutinous officers which somewhat 
tended towards at least minimising the 
prima facie offence. 

We have been rather led by public 
rumour to believe that questions of de- 
mobilisation had something 
1 o’cloclc. tó do with it, that other 
principles had been at work 
besides those of bittemess, and that 
there had, as a matter of fact, been 
many officers who were qualified by ex- 


perience, by pre-truce service, by intel- 
ligence, and by education, to retain. 
their position in the Army, but who, 
nevertheless, had been demobilised. I 
say that public rumour, and more than 
public rumour, private, well-founded 
information, has been conveyed to De- 
puties, that other principles had been at 
work than those the Minister has 
touched upon. I desire that before 
proceeding with the discussion on this 
Estimate, we should have from the 
Minister a fuller statement. I hoped 
that we should have had a full state- 
ment yesterday, but it was not forth- 
coming. This, again, provides an op- 
portunity to study the position with 
some exactness, and without involving 
discussions of a character which rather 
cut across the question. The granting 
of gratuities does not seem to meet the 
case of an officer of education, proved 
ability, pre-truce service, and against 
whom nothing can be alleged of de- 
famatory character, and yet who has 
been demobilised. I say we require to 
have more information, and, further, 
we require to know whether we are 
right in assuming that the immediate 
factor, apart from the predisposing 
causes which led to the eruption in the 
Army, which led to the Executive 
Council treating that eruption with 
more leniency than otherwise would 
have been applied, was dissatisfaction 
with the scheme and methods of demob- 
ilisation of officers. I say these things 
in, perhaps, a quieter atmosphere to 
give the Ministry an opportunity to go 
more fully into this question, and to 
satisfy the Dáil on the matter. 

The PRESIDENT: With regard to 
the general question of reorganisation 
and demobilisation, the Army Council 
brought up each one of the nine General 
Officers Commanding the various com- 
mands, and together they sat down and 
considered both the reorganisation 
scheme and a list of officers for appoint- 
ment to the various commands, bat- 
talions, brigades, and so on, in the 
entire scheme. With regard to that 
matter I should say that very few 
people will criticise the personnel of 
that establishment, that is, the Army 
Council or the Defence Council, consist- 
ing of the ex-Minister for Defence, 
General Mulcahy; the ex-Adjutant- 
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General, General O’Sullivan; the ex- 
Quartermaster-General, General 0 'Muir- 
thille; and the Chief of Staff, with the 
other G.O.C’s. I will mention the 
names:—General McKeon, General 
Sweeney, General Peadar McMahon, 
General Prout, General Dan Hogan, 
General Brennan, General Reynoíds, 
General Michael Hogan, and General 
Daly. Of that number, I think I know 
personally that certainly ten of them, 
possibly more, perhaps the whole lot, 
were men who had been assoeiated with 
military matters for a number of years, 
and it was on presentation of the lists 
of officers to them that their recommen- 
dations came before the Executive 
Council. A list of something like 2,500 
officers was submitted to that meeting 
of the Defence Council and of the Gcne- 
ral Officers Commanding. It will be 
admitted it was a very large list, and 
subsequently their recommendations 
eame beforc the Executive Council, 
where some very slight alterations were j 
made. It would be a physical impossi- 
bility for the Executive Council to re- 
view a list of that sort with any degree 
of satisfaction from the point of view 
of alloting to commands different per- 
sons from those who were recom- 
mended, but taking the thing in its 
actual setting, I would say it does not 
appear to me that more satisfactory 
methods could have been adopted. That 
there were, and there are possibly, in- 
firmities in the matter therc.is little 
doubt, having regard to the large num- 
ber. The recommendations of the 
General Officers Commanding the nine 
various commands wcre placed before 
this body, and their recommendations 
came before us. Further than that, the 
Executive Council knows no more than 
those reconimendations that were made 
to them, and I am sure that the fitness, 
the suitability, and the records of the 
various officers were considered by that 
Council sitting together, for a number 
of days. I believe for something like a 
week, that matter was under considera- 
tion. When I say a week I mean seven 
days of sitting. It may have béen 
under consideration for a very much 
longer time. It may be that certain re- 
commendations were made that ought 
not to have been made. I do 


j submit, from the point of* view 
of the method of dealing with it 
I and of the capability of the persons so 
j engaged, that I fail to see how any 
j better selection of persons to deal with 
| it could have bcen made. I do admit, 
as I have already stated, that the re- 
commendations may not have been, in 
all cases, the best. The percentage, 
however, would lie, I think, having re- 
gard to all the circumstances, in favour 
of the best selection having been made. 

Mr. CORISH: Would the President 
say if General Vize, who was in charge 
of the Marine Investigation Depart- 
ment, was consulted in connection with 
demobilisation, as he had very impor- 
tant pre-truce individuals under his 
chargc? 

The PRESIDENT: I cannot say. E 
am almost certain—I would say I am 
positively certain—that in eonsidering 
these cases other persons than the 
thirteen were consulted in the matter. 

Mr. CORISH: Perhaps I put the 
question the wrong way. I do know 
that General Vize was not consulted, 
but in view of the fact that his was 
a very important Department during 
the trouble last year, I am of opinion 
he should have been. As I know 
General Vize had two men under him 
who would be looked upon as two of 
the most important men who took part 
in the war between Great Britain and 
Ireland. One of them líved practicaljy 
all his life in Liverpool. He was an 
Irishman, but had to go to Liverpool 
to earn his livelihood, and that man 
sacrificed all he had in the interests of 
the Irish nation. At Liverpool he took 
charge of the ammunition and sent it 
out to this country. There is another 
man, I daresay the President knows his 
name, but it would not be right to 
mention his name now. He gave up 
his place, and his successor now is in 
receipt of 10 guineas a week. These 
two men have been thrown upon one 
side. These men made representations 
to the Government, but they had not 
the courtesy of a reply. 

The PRESIDENT: In the case of 
the first person whose name is not 
mentioned, but whose name I know, 



2491 Army DAIL EIEEANN. Vote . 2492 


[Thc President.] 

that case was raised at the Executive 
Council. 

Mr. CORISH: You know who he is? 

The PRESIDENT: Yes. As regards 
the second person, there w T ere circum- 
stances in connection with him which 
i£ we live long enough will apply to 
us all when we reach a eertain stage 
and whieh rendered him as no longer 
suitable to be continued in the Army; 
but it is not to be inferred from that 
that liberal provision was not made 
for'him. It is certainly the intention, 
as far as I can gather, of the Exeeu- 
tive Council to see that that person 
shall not be dissatisfied by reason of 
demobilisation. 

Mr. CORISH: That is the point I 
want to make clear. So far as I ean 
hear, representations werc made on 
behalf of this man, not with a view 
to keeping him on in thc Army, be- 
cause I know he is beyond the time 
when he would be of much 
service, but certain promises .were 
made to him by the late General 
Michael Collins, and they should be 
kept. He occupied responsible and 
dangerous positions in the late war 
between Great Britain and ourselves, 
and his grievanee is that his communi- 
cations were not even aeknowledged. I 
am now very glad to hear the assur- 
ance given by the President. 

The PRESIDENT : I do not remem- 
ber receiving any representations from 
the man referred to, but I eannot say 
that some did not go to the Depart- 
ment. 

Major COOPER: I cannot help feel- 
ing that if we are to discuss individual 
cases the Minister for Finance will not 
get his Yote to-night. Deputy Corish ’s 
point is, of coursc, a proper one. It 
is generally in connection with techni- 
cal services where the heads are not 
sufficiently consulted as to different 
officers that should be retained and 
those that should be dispensed • with. 
I have heard that complaint made in 
connection with services at the other 
side. There are cases of men where 
their immediate superiors, knowing 
their work, were very anxious to keep 


I them, but nevertheless they have been 
j demobilised. Now, I think that the 
various cases have been disposed of, 
we should get on to the general ques- 
tion. 

Mr. JOHNSON : Oh, no. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: I wish to 
address a few words to the general 
subject. I think the statement made 
by the President a little deepens the 
general mystery. I agrec with him 
entirely that the tribunal appointed 
was, I will not say the best, but there 
: was really no other tribunal that could 
| be appointed to deal with the subject. 
j Nevertheless, complaint has been made 
! and fairly widely circulated, and has 
bcen brought to the attention of seve- 
ral Deputies, that discharges and de- 
mobilisation did run along the lines 
| of the earlicr party cleavage—the kind 
of party cleavage which the Minister 
for Home Affairs referred to last Wed- 
nesday. That, and the letter that was 
j described as the ultimatum, seemed to 
| give countenance to that. gencral 
I rumour and that circulation. TIow 
exactly did that come about, in view 
of the faet that in addition to the 
members of the Army t'ouncil, as it 
then existed, the general officers com- 
manding should have been called into 
consultation, I franklv confcss I am 
not able to see. But there is that, sug- 
gestion, and it is made and widely 
circulated, and in view of the fact 
that the tribunal operating decided 
whieh officers should be retained, was 
a tribunal of the kind mentioned by 
the President as the only possible tri- 
bunal, it would be intcresting to have 
some fuller information as to what 
led to the dissatisfaction that, has been 
expressed, and which is that the de- 
í mobilisation was not impartial, and 
I where it has actually been said, and 
; said fairly publicly, that officers that 
have been demobilised have been 
drawn from the ranks of those who 
endured the contest as between Eng- 
land and Ireland pre-truce, rather than 
from those who joined since. 

Mr. JOHNSON: The Minister for 
Finance spoke of the rank and file, and 
rather tried to anticipate criticism that 
might come in regard to the gratuities 
to officers and not to the rank and file. 
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He said that those with pre-truce service 
and good character were free to remain 
in the Army, and then said provided 
they were medically fit. There is the 
rub. Many of these men are medically 
unfit because of Army service; many of 
these men are being demobiíised and 
are not allowed to remain in, although 
they may desire to do so, because of 
Army service; many of them also sacri- 
ficed possibilities in trades, and. 
perhaps, professions, and joined and 
served in the Army pre-truce, and have 
been rendered medically uníit, and yet 
are not sufficiently unfit to go into the 
category of wounded; they are medi- 
cally unfit from a service point of view, 
but not medically unfit from a medical 
point of view. There is, I think, re- 
quired equal consideration for members 
of the Army who were not officers. We 
have not had an answer to the question 
as to what are the principles upon 
which this gratuity is going to be allo- 
cated. Is it strictly confined to length 
of service or length of service plus 
rank, or are other considerations 
allowed to enter? Is it family require- 
ments or dependency7 I think we 
should be told what are the general 
principles to be applied in the alloca- 
tion of these grants which will range 
from £50 to £250, and are we to under- 
.stand that every officer who has been 
demobilised after having prolonged ser- 
vice, is to receive a grant in addition 
to the three months pay? 

The President told us that there was 
a Council appointed, comprising the 
Army Council and the General Officers 
Commanding the various districts. It 
met for a week to go through a list of 
2,500 names, with a view to selecting 
those who should be demobilised, and 
those who should be retained. One 
might naturally assume that that was 
the reasonable, almost the only method 
of selection r but unfortunately, it de- 
pends upon whether the General Officers 
the Army Council brought in to con- 
sider this matter, are entitled to the 
confidence that would be required to 
consider it. It appears in the sequel 
that the Army Council was not 
entitled to that confidence, and I want 
to know whether it is a fact that one of 
the reasons for lack of confidence was 
the method of selection of officers for 


j demobilisation? Something has not 
j been told us that ought to have been 
I told to us. The Army Council was 
I scrapped, and the Minister for Defence 
was scrapped. The incidents which led 
to that scrapping appéar to have been of 
long standing, but it appears, although 
we are not being told it, that the imme- 
, diate cause was dissatisfaction within 
| th® Army as to the methods of demob- 
| ilisation and the methods of retention, 
and as to the principles which actuated 
the Army Council in demobilising cer- 
tain officers and retaining certpin other 
officers. 

I am raising this because I have a 
fear that unlcss we are told something 
more than we have been told that the 
rankle will remain. and that many 
J officers Avho have not resigned will still 
; feel a grievance, that men are fceling 
{ a grievancc, and are showing the griev- 
ance, and are exhibiting dissatisfac- 
tion and discontent because of the 
retention of certain officers and the de- 
mobilisation of certain other officers. It 
may be said t.hat this is one of the 
matters that will be the subject of en- 
quiry. Is il ? We do not know. If the 
methods on which t.he Army Council 
proceeded in demobilising is to be the 
| subject of enquiry, how soon will that 
enquiry bc concluded in that section of 
| its work? Can we have some knowledge 
i as to what the intentions of the Go- 
vernmcnt are regarding the scope of 
that enquiry, and is this one of the 
questions for submission? I hope that 
the Minister will give the Dáil some in- 
formation on this point. I am not rais- 
ing these matters for the purpose sim- 
í ply of rooting out putrid rnatter, but 
j because I feel it is essential to an un- 
derstanding of the situation, and that 
the Dáil should undcrstand it, and that 
there should be some confidence within 
the Army that the interests of the sol- 
diers in the Army who have given ser- 
vice in the Army have been considered 
by Deputies in the Dáil—in the Dáil, I 
say. If there was confidence that that 
interest was being considered and con- 
served, I have little doubt that the kind 
of, shall I say, sedition, that kind of 
sedition which has been bruited about, 
would not occur and would not con- 
tinue. It is essential, I maintain, that 
we should have matters of this kind 
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fully ventilated, and where a reason- 
able ground for eomplaint arises these 
complaints should be made publicly. As 
it appears reasonable grounds of com- 
plaint have been made and have been 
accepted as reasonable by the Executive 
Council, we sliould have some explana- 
tion of what these complaints were, and 
whether in view of them they are satis- 
fied that the principles upon which the 
Army Council, after consultation with 
th(í Oeneral Officers Commanding in 
the varipus areas, were fairly applied, 
and that injustice has not been done in 
many cases, and that regard has been 
paid to the circumstances of the coun- 
try and of the Army and the public re- 
quirements. 

Mr. McORATH: Deputy Johnson was 
speaking when I entered the Dáil, and 
I just heard his references to those who 
joined the Army in pre-truce days. I 
just want to lay emphasis on the fact 
‘that to say that men joined the Army 
in pre-truce days is hardly a correct 
expression to use, because, properly* 
speaking, there was no Army in pre- 
truce days. The men who served 
gave their services freely to the coun- 
try. Many of them, as a result of the 
services they rendered at that time, 
took big risks and lost their limbs. They 
made these sacrifices without payment 
of any kind. That is a thing that 
should be taken into consideration and 
remembered. It was not as if they had 
joined the Army and were paid for 
their services. There was no payment 
for what they did, but they went and 
did their duty as they conceived it in 
the interests of their country, and many 
of them made big sacrifíces. 

Naturally, they must be and should 
be treated in a different way altogether 
than as if they were paid soídiers 
who suffered as a result of their action. 

I do not want to, and certainly will 
not, say anything that would stop, or 
block, these Estimates, nor am I going 
to use any information I gained when I 
was a member of the Executive Coun- 
cil, but I certainly will say this, that I 
have gained information since, within 
the last couple of days, and I do not 
think it is possible that the President, 
in his capacity as Minister f or Def ence, 
can answer this, but it is well that i 


, should mention, and if possible, get him 
j to promise that he will make inquiries 
| as to how the sums of money granted 
by way of gratuity, were arrived at in 
the different cases. My iilformation is 
this—and it may help him—that 
certain sums of money were allocated 
to the G.O.C’s in their different com- 
mands, and they gathered around them 
one, two, three or four officers, and they 
sat down solemnly and divided that 
money. In the end, they found there 
was a sum over, and they went back 
| and gave a fiver here, a tenner there, 
or £20, as the case might be. If my in- 
formation is correct, something like 
that has happened. I will keep away 
from the partieular area where I got 
the information. We will take Kil- 
dare, for instance, and that the G.O.C. 
for that area had around him a number 
of officers and they were going through 
j a list of men that had been demobbed, 
i who had pre-truce service. The result, 
according to the procedure that I have 
been told was carried out, was 
that none of these officers knew 
of A. B., and a pen or pencil 
was drawn through his name and 
he got nothing. That man might 

have had an exeellent record pre-truce, 
j but he did not get a penny, while 
another individual, perhaps with half 
the record, or with no record at all, 
was known to some of the offlcers, an<í 
he got money. I only got that informa- 
tion within the last three or four days. 

I doubted it very much when I heard 
it, but I have since had corroboration 
j of it. I do not expect that the Presi- 
J dent, in his capacity as Minister for 
Def ence, is in a position to answer that, 
and I do not think the Dáil would 
expect it from him, but I think it is 
well that I should mention it here on 
this particular Estimate. Further, if 
it was possible—I am not sure how this 
could be brought about—the Dáil 
should get definite information, if not 
now, at a later date, as to how those 
particular sums were allocated. I 
would not have mentioned that 
particular matter if I thought 
it would be .part of the promised 
inquiry. I do not see how, 
under any terms of reference, that 
could come in. As regards the method 
of demobilisation regarding efflciency, 
that is a matter perhaps that might be 
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developed somewhat by the President, 
as to who were the judges of efficieney 
in these matters. Who are * the 
judges in the case of whether a 
derk, a common clerk, ranking as a 
Captain or Lieutenant, who had pre- 
Truce service, and good service, ser- 
vice given to the country without any 
recompense, should be thrown on a 
scrap-heap, as it is properly described, 
and another clerk who had no ser- 
vice, who came in with the ruck in 
the rush when the money was there, 
and they were to be paid for their ser- 1 
vices, should be retained? That is all 
I want to bring before you, and again 
I have had to be very careful, and 1 
am not, I definitely say, using any in- 
formation that came my way while 1 
was a member of the Executive Coun- 
cil. As to whether any of thcse ma'i- 
• ters are to be a subject for the inquiry 
I am not in a position to state, bur 
certainly I do not see how the ques- 
tion about the gratuity and how these 
men were dealt with regarding effi- 
ciency, ean be brought in under this 
inquiry. 

Mr. BLYTHE: I might just state the 
terms of reference that were given to 
those officers who were alJocating 
grants. (1) Thc particular services 
rendered in pre-TrUee days by the par- 
ticular officer; (2) The period over 
which these services extended; (3) The 
extent and result of his loss and the 
consequent upset in the ordinary 
course of his life; (4) Services ren- 
dered in the National Forces; (5) The 
man’s general character and the good | 
use likely to be made of such amount 
towards re-establishing him in civil 
life. M ^ There was a proviso between 
the Minister for Finance and the Minis- 
ter for Defence that in cases where 
over £150 was granted a formal state- 
ment of the reasons for the proposed 
grant should be submitted to the 
Minister for Finance for formal sanc- 
tion so that the case would be spe- 
cially considered. The other cases 
were given at the discretion of the 
Minister for Defence alone. 

Mr. Á. McCABE: Might I ask the 
Minister for Finance why there should 
be a differentiation between olfi- 
cers . and privates? The gratuity 
is not given to men who might 


happen by luck or certain . cir- 
cumstances to be placed as a private. 

Mr. BLYTHE: I stated that before 
the Deputy came in. The officers are 
being diseharged, but privates are nol: 
being thrown out. 

Mr. McCABE: Well, for privates 
who are being discharged and havc 
pre-Truce service—why is it no pro- 
| vision has been made for these? 

Mr. BLYTHE : It would depend 
upon the circumstances under which 
they wcre discharged. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Will the Minister 
say, if the circumstances are similar 
to the circumstances whieh led to tho 
officers > dischargc, they will be treated 
in a similar manner, if not exactly in 
an equal manner? If they are ineffi- 
(‘ient by virtue of failurc to at.tain 
a standard of health whieh the new 
medical examination requires, and they 
, were capable of doing service for the 
i last three or four years, will thcy be 
treated as the officers are being 
treated? 

Mr. BLYTHE : I think that that is a 
matter that would have to be dealt 
Avith in some deliberate way. I think 
there is not anything like the case for 
privates that there is for officers, and 
while I had no hesitation in agreeing 
to the proposal of the Minister for De- 
fence that this thing should apply to 
officers, the matter of provision for 
privates is another thing that w.ould 
have to be eonsidered. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: I take it that the 
Minister for Finance is responsible—in- 
directly responsible, at any rate—fór 
seeing that these gratuities go to the 
pcople to whom it is intended they 
should go. But I would like to know 
what steps hc has taken to see 4:hat the 
regulations are such that the state of 
things which Deputy McGrath tells us 
is happening could not, and will not, 
happen. He has told us what the terms 
of referencc are, but what steps, if any. 
has he taken to see that the condition» 
laid down there arc carried out? For 
instance, is it necessary that those who' 
are disbursing this money should get 
particulars, say, from each demobilised 
officer, of his pre-truce services, and to 
have forms of applications filled up, and 
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which should be before the Council 
when making the grantV Surely, if the 
state of things is as Deputy McGrath 
states, where a body or Council con- 
cerned simply take a list of men and 
make grants in a more or less hap- 
hazard way, I think the responsibility 
rests in the long run in any case with 
the Ministry of Finance to see that the 
grants which are provided for in this 
Fstimate are distributed fairly and im- 
partially to the people for whom they 
are intended. 

Mr. BAXTER: I would Hke to ask 
who will be responsible for the Terms of 
Reference of this enquiry which 

is going into the whole Army 

administration. These Terms of 
Referenec should be broad enough 

to take into account these sums 

tliat havc becn paid out to these officers, 
and in the cases where it is discovered 
and proved that officers have not been 
fairly dealt with there should be power 
to give these officers gratuities accord- 
ing to what they would be entitled to 
for their scrvicc in the past. 

Mr. O’MAHONV: Deputy O’Connell 
raised a very important issue, and that 
is as to whether the claims of all de- 
mobilised officers were considered, or 
whether the names were only submit- 
ted to the Council referred to by the 
President or the Committee of Officers, 
or whether only the names of special 
officers were submitted to that Commit- 
tee. I have a case of a demobilised 
officer in my district, who was treated 
very badly. He was a very active 
factor in the Anglo-Irish war. He 
gave valuable services, and as a result 
of his activity he finds himself 
*on the world without anything 
but the miserable three months > pay, 
and his family are suffering so severely 
that their position as farmers is jeop- 
ardised also. That is the case. I do 
not think the man himself wants to 
push his ease. If only specific cases 
suggested at the meetings of the Com- 
mittee of Officers were dealt with, then 
I say the question of reconsidering 
grants in favour of officers who 
were not considered ought to 
he gone into. I think the issue 
raised by Deputy 0 ’Connell * is 


very important, that all cases of officers 
who had pre-truce service, ought to be 
considered, and that their cases should 
be considered whether they have 
already been considered or not, and if 
not considered, that it should be 
open to the officers to make a case 
before this fund is finally distributed. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I want to press for 
an answer to my question. One of the 
considerations which led to the trans- 
fer, or shall I say the scrapping, as the 
word has been used, of the Army Coun- 
cil, was the method whereby the officers 
had been demobilised. Is that a con- 
sideration which led to the decision of 
the Executive Council to call for the 
resignation of the Army Council, and 
eventually to ask for the resignation of 
the Minister for Defence? If that is 
so, if that is one of the reasons for want 
of confidence, then I say you cannot 
rely on that Council, that Committee of 
General Officers who were appointed 
to act under that Council, and of which 
the Council was presumably the domi- 
nant and finally deciding authority. 
You cannot say that that tribunal 
which decided the allocation of these 
gratuities was a fair one, and that fair 
principles aetuated the allocation, 
otherwise why w r as the Army Councií 
disbanded, removed? We have not yet 
been told, except in a general way, 
what were the circumstances which led 
immediately to the disbanding of the 
Army Council, except the incident m 
Parnell Street, and we ought to know 
whether there is satisfaction in the Exe- 
cutive Council with the method of allo- 
cation of gratuities, the method applied 
to demobilisation, and are they con- 
fident that that demobilisation is car- 
ried out fairly and with full regard to 
the highest public interests? 

Mr. BLYTHE : Referring first to 
what Deputy 0’Mahony stated, I think 
that the amount being voted now will 
not cover all the gratuities that will 
be paid, and that an additional sum 
will have to be found next year. In 
regard to the question whether the 
Army Council was dismissed because 
of lack of confidence in its method of 
selection of officers for demobilisation, 
I have to say that that is not the 
reason why it was dismissed. The 
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decision was come to, as stated by the 
Minister for Home Affairs, on account 
'of a particular incident, and on ac- 
count of dissatisfaction in regard to 
many matters felt by various members 
of the Executive Council, in some 
cases for a considerable period, bui 
the question of the method of selecting 
ofíicers for demobilisation was not one, 

I think—certainly not in my mind— 
and it was not stated to be in any- 
body’s mind, as one of the reasons for 
eausing the Army Council to resign. 
Different views may be taken, but my 
view is, while I believe, and in 
faet am fairly certain, that there 
were some cases of men being demo- 
bilised who deserved to retain a placc 
in the Army, they rcpresented’a very 
small portion indeed of the total num- 
ber of officers demobilised. 

Blr. SHAW: I wish to ask whether 
iL is the same Committee that dealt 
with the selection of officers for 
demobilisation that also dcalt with the 
reduction of status of thc various 
officers. A large number were reduced 
from positions they oecupied to minor 
positions, and I would like to know 
if they would have an opportunity of 
putting forward their cases. In the 
particular area I come from there wa* 
one man I am aware of who did ser- 
vice during pre-Truce times and after- 
wards, and I have no hcsitation in 
saying he did five men's work. He is 
reduced from the position of Captain 
to a Second Lieutenant, and I would 
like to know if it is the same Com- 
mittee that made the selection as 
regards the reduction of status that 
dealt with the reduction of the number 
of officers. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : This | 
would be a completely different ques- 
tion from the question of demobilisa- 
tion and gratuities. 

Mr. WILSON : This is a matter of 
very great importance, but at the same 
time we would like to know the mag- 
nitude of the financial operations 
which will be necessary. I am rather 
unacquainted with matters in pre- 
Truce times, but as far as I can under- 
stand there were not two thousand 
'fighting men in the pre-Truce times. 


Now, provision is made here for 
£120,000. Surely some of those two 
thousand fighting men must be officers, 
and they cannot all be scrapped! 
Therefore, I would like to understand 
why sufficient accommodation cannot be 
given to those men who are not con* 
tinued in the Army, having regard to 
the amount voted. There is £120,000 
to be voted, and that, amongst 1,000 
officers, would mean £120 each. I can 
hardly understand how such a number 
of men, with fighting service in pre- 
truce times, could be serapped. I would 
like to understand the exact magnitude 
of the financial operations, and why ali 
these men who had claims could not 
send them to a Board for consideration. 
Thc country is quite willing that they 
should get proper eonsideration for the 
services they rendered, and they un- 
doubtedly rendered good service. 

Mr. BAXTER : Arising out of Deputy 
Johnson's question, I would like to be 
told was it. the Executive Council that 
was responsible for determining that 
the Divisional Officer Commanding and 
the Army Council should make these 
selections of officers who were to stay 
and those who were to be demobilised, 
or was it thc Army Council? 

The PRESIDENT : It was the Mini- 
ster for Defence. Deputy Johnson 
raised some question about the terms 
of rcference of the inquiry. The terms 
of referencc of the inquiry are as fol- 
lows:— 

“ To enquire into the facts and 
matters which-have caused or led up 
to the indiscipline and mutinous or 
insubordinatc conduct lately manifes- 
ted in the Army.” 

With that statement was the follow- 
ing covering letter:— 

“ To enquire into and report to 
the Executive Council upon the facts 
and matters which have caused or led 
up to the indiscipline and mutinous 
or insubordinate conduct lately mani- 
fested in the National Army, and 
generally to investigate and report 
upon the state of discipline prevailing 
amongst all ranks in the Army, and 
any facts or circumstances adversely 
•affecting discipline, as, for example, 
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the existence o£ faetions, conspira- 
cies, secret societies, or political or- 
ganisations or groups amongst the 
officers and men, the considerations 
determining the making of promo- 
tions or appointments, and to enquire 
and report whether the discontent 
amongst certain officers and men 
shown in the recent threat of mutiny 
and insubordination is justly and 
fairly attributable to ‘muddHng, mis- 
management and incompetence in the 
administration of the Army 9 ; and, in 
addition, to report on such specific 
matters and reply to such specific 
querics as may from time to time be 
referred to them by the Exccutive 
. Council. M 

That is the eovering letter, and I 
assume it disposes of the questions 
raised by Deputy Johnson and others 
on that point. With regard to the 
next point, the Ceann Comhairle has 
stated it is rather outside the scope of 
the matter that we are immediately 
concerned with. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : I am 

allowing scope for an open discussion 
on the matter of demobilisation. 

The PRESIDENT : It was decided 
that there should be a lowering of rank. 
The original intention was that every 
rank in the service was to go down one 
step. That was altered afterwards. I 
think there were eighteen Major-Gene- 
rals in the Army when it consisted of 
something like fifty thousand men. I 
believe under the' re-organisation 
scheme the number would be seven, so 
that the real reduction started at the 
top. I expect that in any such re- 
organisation there would be discontent 
on that aecount, but because 
eighteen men had given excellent ser- 
vice as major-gencrals, to ask us to 
still continue the same numbcr would 
be most unreasonable. The tribunal 
which dealt with the grants in the first 
case up to the 7th March—that is with 
officers who were demobilised prior to 
the 7th March—consisted of Major- 
General Dan Hogan, Officer Command- 
ing the Dublin District ; Major-General 
P. McMahon, and Major-General Rey- 
nolds. The recommendations weré in 


all cases subject to the approval of the 
Minister. I have four such specimen 
casQS here, but I do not think it is ne- 
cessary to read them. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Will you read the 
j terms of reference to that Committee? 

The PRESIDENT : I think the Minis- 
ter for Finance read them. They are 
as follows:—“ As indicated in the let- 
ter of the 7th September, it is intended 
the amount of these additional grants 
would be based on (1) the par- 
ticular services rendered in pre- 
Tnice days by the particular officer; 
(2) thc pcriod over which this service 
extended ; (3) the extent and result 
of his loss, and the consequent upset 
in the ordinary course of his life; (4) 
services rendered in the National 
Forces; and (5) the man’s general 
character, and the good use likely to be 
made of such amount towards re-estab- 
lishing him in civil life. ,> 

Recommendations for supplementary 
grants to any officer demobiíised on the 
7th March were left to the 
2 o’clock. individual G.O.C’s. I must 
say I am not altogether at 
home in dealing with thcse matters, be- 
cause I have scarcely taken up the 
, duties of the officé yet. 

Mr. WILSON : Scarcely taken off 
your coat, so to speak. 

1 The PRESIDENT: Some question 
was raised about Army Pensions, but 
they deal only with wounds. 111- 
fiealth does not come within the pur 
view of that particular Act. I think 
we should now move to report progress. 

DAIL RESUMES. 

Progress Reported, the Committee 
to resume at 3 o'cloch. 

Sitting resumed at 3.10 p.m. 

EXTENSION OP SITTING. 

The PRESIDENT: Before we pro- 
ceed, I move that we sit beyond 8.30 
p.m. if necessary. 

Question: “ That the Dáil sit later 
than 8.30 p.m. if necessary 99 —put and 
agreed to. 
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Question again proposed. 

Mr. JÓHNSON : The question I 
wanted to raise may be a little wide 
of the Vote, but I think it will be 
acknowledged as perhaps important 
enough to allow of a little latitude. 
It will not take more than a minute 
or two. It has been very widely cir- 
culated, and is, I think, a quite im- 
possible story, that the present Army 
reorganisation scheme is based upon 
an agreement arrived at, at the British 
Imperial Conference, and was intended 
to secure that the Irish Army orga- 
nisation should conform to some well- 
understood British Army plan. I 
think, in view of the fact that that 
story is being disseminated within thc 
Army, and may be calculated to excitc 
or give occasion for already discon- 
tented people to develop their dis- 
content, there should be some definite 
repudiation of the story if it can be 
repudiated. 

The PRESIDENT: I would like at 
the very first moment to deny abso- 
lutely in toto that story which has 
been circulated. There is no truth in 
it. I repeat there is absolutely no 
truth in it, not a shred of truth, not 
a scintilla of truth. I make that state- 
ment in my capacity as President of 
the Executive Council. Not having 
been present at any but one meeting 
of the Imperial Conference, I am not 
in a position to say anything about 
what transpired there, unless what was 
intimated to me by the Minister for 
Education, the Minister for External 
Affairs, the Minister for Home Affairs, 
and, I think also, General Mulcahy, 
who was there at one time. But at 
no time during the whole of that 
period was there ever a question raised 
in connection with that matter. I am 
in a sense pleased that Deputy John- 
son has raised it, because outside of 
an Irregular publication I have not 
either heard the story nor seen any 
reference to it. But I do say with per- 
feet candour that it was never raised 
by the British Government. There was 
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no question as to our quota or any 
interference with us. 

General MULCAHY : I, too, should 
like to say that the question of the 
Irish Army, its strength, its commit- 
ments in any way, or its scheme of 
organisation, was never discussed in 
any way, either at the British Impe- 
rial Conference or with any British 
official or British Minister of any kind; 
nor did any British official or British 
Minister ask any qucstion of any kind 
with regard either to our strength, 
our policy, or organisation. 

Mr. McGRATH : As one of those 
who attended one portion of the Con- 
ference connectcd with my Depart- 
ment, I also wish to state that I never 
heard anything that could be 
construed in any possiblc way 
as having reference to the Army. 
What occurrcd when I was there 
was published. What I said was 
published, and that was the only com- 
munieation I had with any Department 
while on the other side. I have not 
heard it from anybody, but, just like 
the President, I saw the Irregular 
publication in which it was stated 
that what I had to say, but refrained 
from saying in the Dáil, had reference 
to an agreement entered into by 
General Muleahy while in England. 
All I can say here is, that is absolutely 
untrue. I never heard of any agree- 
ment being entered into, nor a hinc 
of it from any quarter until I saw the 
Irregular publication. 

Mr. DESMOND FITZGERALD: I 

was at the Imperial Conference from 
the beginning to the end, and I have in 
my office a complete record of all that 
took place there. When I read the ar- 
ticle in the Irregular paper I was grati- 
fied to see what a singular lack of in- 
formatíon they possessed. 

Mr. PEADAR DOYLE: I think it is 
extraordinary that no action has 
been taken from timc to time 
regarding Irregular propaganda such 
as the kind that has been 
referred to. The Publicity De- 
partment should make some effort to 
contradict such statements before thejr 
go too far. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: That wiU 
have to arise on the Estimates of tho 
Publicity Department. 
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Mr. FITZQERALD: My attitude to- 
wards that is qui s’excuse s’accuse. 

Major COOPEE: Shall we get 
back to these Estimatcs, beeause I think 
the question of how the officers were 
selected for demobilisation was very 
fully dealt with this morning. I want 
to go into the question of the manner 
in which the demobilised officers are to 
be assisted. I agree entirely with the 
principle of compensation. I am pre- 
pared to vote £120,000 compensation to 
provide assistance for those demobilised 
officers, but I am in serious doubt as to 
whether giving them gratuities is the 
bcst either for themseíves or for the 
State. I have certain experienee of 
this. I saw a certain number of officers 
demobilised after the European War, 
and they received gratuities. Some re- 
ceived resettlemcnt grants. In general 
that money was not well or wisely ap- 
plied. You must remember that in this 
instance you are dealing with men who, 
as the Minister for Finance has said, 
werc very young when they joined the 
Army. They are still in their early 
twenties, and they have not had ex- 
perience in the handling of even such 
comparatively small sums as £150 or 
£200. If you put that money into their 
hands without guidance I am afraid it 
will not be of much assistance to them. 
Possibly here and there it may be of 
some assistance, but in many cases they 
will find that there are people with 
more experience and less scruples than 
themselves, who are anxious to obtain 
possession of that money. They will run 
the risk of being swindled out of a con- 
siderable portion of the money they 
have received, owing to what may be 
made to appear, to an inexperienced 
young officer, a desirable investment. 

I do not believe it is a good thing for 
that reason to give them a lump sum 
of money, and from the point of view 
of the State, I think it is inadvisable, 
because when you give an officer his 
grant he will probably not be satisfied; 
he will think that as he has served five 
or six years and has run risks that 
other people did not run, he should get 
more than £15.0. There will be the 
danger that he will feel the State has 
done with him, and that the State has 
given him this lnmp sum to discharge 
its liability. He may tum his activities 


against what he considers to be an tm- 
grateful country. I would sooner that 
I the Minister for Finance would make 
some provision in the way of retired 
pay or a retaining fee for those officers, 
and let it be paid monthly or quarterly. 
That would be of assistance to them, 

| and it would also be a hold on them in 
I the sense that if their services were— 
God forbid—needed again, it would be 
known where they were, and they could 
be called back to the Colours. It 
would also be a retaining fee in the 
sense that they would still feel they had 
something to come from the Statc, and 
that the State was still concerned with 
them. Of course, there are the cases of 
men who might like to migrate, or 
perhaps settle in businessj and some 
who might desire to buy a Ford car and 
use it for hackney purposes. In that 
case it might be reasonable to give a 
lump sum. As a general principle, 
however, it is sounder to give some 
form of pay or pension in cases where 
the State has an obligation; it probably 
would cost more in the long run, but it 
would be better for the country. 

B/Lr. BLYTHE: I am aware of the ob- 
jections urged by Deputy Cooper in re- 
gard to gratuities. There are men who 
will not, perhaps, be able to make the 
best use of gratuities. There are a con- 
siderable number of officers who, in 
some cases at least, have made use of 
their gratuities to help to pay off 
certain debts that their people, who 
may be small farmers, had incurred on 
their behalf. The family might them- 
selves help them in 'turn. This proposa) 
that was put up from the Army is the 
most practicable means of giving sonje 
assistance to the officers going out. The 
question of providing some special sys- 
tem of training has; also been under 
consideration, but a definite scheme has 
not yet been agrced to. I feel myself 
that in many cases it would be better to 
give them a course of training that 
would enable them to undertake some 
business outside rather than give them 
a lump sum of money. The question of 
retiring pay is a big one. There are 
many men going out who probably 
would not be suitable to be recalled to 
the Army as officers. They may be 
people deserving of a great deal of con- 
sideration, but tí»ey might not be at all 
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suitable to be rec&lled to tbe Army as 
officers, and probably tbis pay and this 
retention of them in some sort of officer 
status may not be a desirable thing. 

The Government is prepared to con- 
aider anything further that can be done 
for these men, or anything as an alter- 
native to the present arrangement, in 
cases to which the present arrangement 
does not apply. The main fact is that 
after consultation with the late Minis- 
ter for Defence, this was the proposal 
that came up, and it was agreed to. It 
has its faults, but I think it will be a 
great help to a very considerable num- 
ber of officers, and it is the best that we 
could do in the circumstances. 

Oeneral MULCAHY: As the Minister 
for Finance says, the proposal that is 
being discussed now was the best one to 
meet a certain set of circumstances that 
we could put up at the time. It must 
be rcmembered that there was a large 
number of officers retained in the Army 
who, from the Army point of view, 
were unnecessarily retained, but if 
officers had beeu demobilised at an 
earlier period, we would be in the posi- 
tion of demobilising men who could 
turn around and say, “ Well, I have 
been active in such a way that it would 
not be safe for me to retum to my own 
home district at the present moment,” 
and we therefore had to delay demobil- 
ising officers. We retained officers in 
the Army unnecessarily. The Army 
problem was then to demobilise these 
officers and demobilise them in such a 
way that they would not simply be 
thrown out of the Army with no hope 
of sustenance of any kind immediately, 
and it was necessary to make provision, 
which was made generally for demo- 
bilised officers, to give them something 
like three months’ demobilisation pay. 
In addition, it was felt that it was most 
desirable that men who had been absent 
from their ordinary avocations for a 
protracted number of years, men who 
had been engaged in pre-truce days, 
should be assisted in a special way, 
even at the present moment, to the 
extent of getting a larger amount of 
money placed at their disposal, than the 
ordinary three months’ demobilisation 
pay would mean. We all realise, and I 
am sure the members of the Executive 
Council realise, simply because of 


their own circumstances and the gene- 
ral circumstances of the country, that 
they could not deal in a more effective 
or a more adequate way with the men 
who are being demobilised from the 
Army under present circumstances. I 
feel that the Minister for Finance 
would be prepared to agree that some- 
thing further remains to be done on the 
part of the Govemment with regard to 
officers who had given certifiable prc- 
truce service to the country with a view 
to securing that these men are assisted 
in every possible way, and assured of 
being able to establish themselves in 
the life of thé country that they had 
done so much to serve. 

I am sure the Executive Council will 
be prepared to agree that a further in- 
vestigation should be held of the claims 
of men who liave given what I must 
call certifiable service, because there are 
many spurious claims which will be put 
forward. I trust that those genuine 
claims to which I refer will be investi- 
gated as soon as possible, not ncces- 
sarily immediately, and that such men 
will be kept in mind by the Govern- 
ment in order to give them any help 
that the Government can give so that 
they may be enabled to re-establish 
themselves in the ordinary life of the 
country. The fact that they are get- 
ting now a small supplementary grant 
of any kind should not prejudice the 
men themselves or prejudice the atti- 
tudc of mind of t.he Government in pro- 
posing to do anything further that thev 
possibly can to tneet these deserving 
eases. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: I would like to 
press a point I raised earlier in the dis- 
cussion on this matter, and that is to 
ask what steps have been taken with 
regard to seeing that the people who 
get these grants are those for whom 
they were intended. Deputy McGrath. 
in the course of the discussion, made 
what, to my mind, was a very serious 
complaint, to the effect that the grants 
were given in a more or less haphazard 
manner. The President, I think, told 
us that three officers were responsible 
for disbursing this money. What I 
want to know is, what steps were taken 
to inform officers about to be demobi- 
lised that such grants were available? 
Were they informed that these grants 
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were available, and were they instrue- 
tecl as to how they should make appli- 
eation, and told of the opportunities 
that were to be given to those who had 
pre-Truce serviee? 1 want to know if 
they got an opportunity of submitting 
evidence of pre-truce service and so 
forth. I think it is most essential that 
that particular aspect of the case 
should be attended to. If the allegation 
made by Deputy McGrath is well 
founded, undoubtedly injustice is 
bound to be done, and, as I said earlier, 
the primary responsibility in this mat- 
ter rests with the Minister for Finance. 
I would like to know what steps have 
been taken to see that these people were 
afCorded every opportumity of making 
their case fully before whatever Com- 
mittee is charged with the disburse- 
ment of the money. 

Major COOPER : I am not entirely 
convinced by the Minister’s enthu- 
siasm for the scheme. He has prac- 
tically admitted that he is making the 
best of a bad job in accepting thc 
scheme of the Army authorities. The 
scheme has been accepted, and I agree 
with General Mulcahy that some 
scheme was necessary. Since a scheme 
has been adopted of putting a lump 
sum of money into the hands of men 
who, as the Minister says, may not be 
suited to be officers in existing condi- 
tions and who may be illiterate, I do 
think that these men ought to be 
given some advice as to how they 
should spend that money ; that they 
ought to have some Department of the 
State to which they can go for help 
and advice so as to save them from 
frittering away the money on bogus 
schemes. I would suggest to the Pre- 
sident, who is now Minister for De- 
fence, and to the Minister for Finance, 
that where you are demobilising a 
large number of officers you should 
have something akin to the Officers’ 
Friend established by the British 
Ministry, which would give these men 
advice and help and offer them sug- 
géstions as to employment, pensions 
and other matters, and generally to 
give them a helping hand to start in 
civil life again. I do not say that that 
advice should be confuaed to officers of 


prc-trucé experierice. I think all offi- 
cers should have the right to go to 
a Department of State such as I sug- 
gest should be established, which 
would give them advice and help. I 
know that there is a resettlement 
branch established under the Ministry 
of Industry and Commerce, but that 
may not be able to go far enough, and 
I think the officers in these cases have 
a special claim for consideration. I 
am not asking for an answer now, buf* 
I urge the President to take the mat- 
ter into consideration. 

The PRESIDENT: I would like to 
correct Deputy O’ConnelFs statement 
that three officers disbursed the money. 
Three officers considered the cases and 
made recommendations, which in turn 
had to be approved by the then Minis- 
ter, General Mulcahy. He made recom- 
mendations to the Executive Council 
how this money should be paid. I am 
not saying that, and the Executive 
Council doos not say that, with a view 
to throwing upon General Mulcahy 
the onus of establisbing a case for 
this particular method. That was his 
recommendation. I think few men in 
this country ever had the gigantic task 
that General Mulcahy had in connec- 
tion with the Army. It absorbed more 
time than any other Department of the' 
State, and I admit it was unreasonable 
to place the onus for dealing with this 
particular type of mcn, who gave good 
service to the State, upon him, but that 
was his recommendation, and we ac- 
cepted it. We had no better method of 
dealing with it. Perhaps it was oi^r 
duty to consider a better method, but 
having regard to the large number of 
officers concerned, to the necessity of 
doing something immediately, and to 
the fact that a good many other pro- 
blems were engaging our attention at 
the time, that may be the excuse or ex- 
planation of our not having given this 
matter graver, fuller and much more 
attention. But I would not like the 
House to consider that we were throw- 
mg upon General Mulcahy the onus of 
establishing a case for this. If better 
methods of dealing with these cases are 
placed before us, we will be very T 
pleased to consider them. We have, how* 
one P ar íícblar braneh o£ 
the Mmistry o£ Industry and Com-' 
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merce to deal with the case 
of demobilised officers and . men. 

I do not know whether there is any 
information given there as to rights 
under the Pensions Act or anything of 
that sort, but it is one Department of 
State anyhow that does consider ap- 
plications for employment. And with 
regard to that, I should say that, 
although the number which has been 
placed is relatively small, it is never- 
theless a considerable number. We 
have, I think, something like 800 re* 
cruits now in the Civic Guard Depót, 
and I think 600 of these are from the 
Army. We have had examinations, I 
certainly one, possibly two, for ap- ' 
pointments to Customs and Excise. In 
other Departments the same attention 
has been given to appointing men 
who have Army service. If it were 
not that we were faced at the same 
time with setting up Government 
machinery, introducing legislation and 
so on, it would have been a much 
easier task to have dealt with this 
thing, but, with all the other 
problems that had to be considered, 
it may not have got that place that 
it ought to have got. We are prepared 
to give fair consideration to any fur- 
ther reasonable demands that are pui 
before us with regard to these people, 
but I do say in all sincerity that the 
whole position of the finances of the 
country ought to be considered with 
regard to them, not that we wish to 
do anything niggardly, but that the 
general needs of the country should 
also receive some consideration from 
us, even in settling a matter of this 
sort.^ I should also say that forms of 
application were sent witl^notification 
of demobilisation to the officers con- 
cerned, except in the cases of men 
demobilised on the 7th March. 

Goneral MULGAHY : Perhaps I 
ought to say, arising out of the point 
made by Deputy O’Connell, that up to 
Christmas last 750 officers with pre- 
truce service who were demobilised got 
forms to fill up. They gave references 
as to their pre-truce service, and refer- 
ence was made to these in 
assessing the grants. You cannot 
assess grants of this particular kind by 
a regular rule of thumb. Certain heads 
ánd markings were arranged so that 


when a grant was considered on the 
general statement of claim put in by 
any applicant for a grant it could be 
referred to a particular type of formula 
to see whether the man concerned came 
under that standard formula as set 
down. Bctwcen Christmas and the de- 
mobilisation on the 7th March about 
200 other officers Avere demobilised. 
Pre-truce officers of that particular lot 
got their forms also. The demobilisa- 
tions on the 7th March numbered, ap- 
proximately, 940. This demobilisation 
arose out of a eonfercnce lasting some- 
thing like eleven days. The various*. 
officers in the country got full notice of 
that, perhaps two or three weeks be- 
fore. That gave an opportunity for 
sizing up the relative merits of the 
officers they wished to retain and the 
offieers they wished to demobilise. 

We considered it desirable to wind 
up all matters in connection with the 
demobilisation of officers before the end 
of the financial year, and on the Com- 
mittee that dealt with demobilisations 
an officer from each particular com- 
mand was represented. He took his 
own men on the demobilisation list and 
indicated as far as he could readily do 
so the pre-truce men. It made certain 
recommendations with regard to the 
grants for these particular men. 

When the recommendations that 
could readily be made in the case of 
pre-truce men on that demobilisation 
list were completed for every Command, 
the officers who dealt with the demobil- 
isations and nominations—that is, the 
G.O.C’s, the Chief of Staff, the Adju- 
tant-General, the Quartermaster-Gene- 
ral. and myself—took each particular 
recommendation and came to a deci- 
sion. The decision was not actually 
final; it was that we would make in 
schedule form recommendations in 
respect of a certain number of officers, 
which probably went up to about three 
hundred men, who we knew definitely 
were pre-truce men, whom the G.O.C’s 
had personal knowledge of. That left 
on the demobilisation list pre-truce 
officers in respect of whom no recom- 
mendation was then being made, and 
the intention was that those officers 
would be sent out the usual form of aj 
plication f or a grant, so that they would 
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be given an opportunity for making ap- 
plication, and tliat. their application 
could be dealt with in the ordinary 
way. It was proposed that. approxi- 
mately 300 or so would be dealt with in 
the way I have indicated. Actually, 
those recommendations had not been 
pubmitted from the Defence Depart- 
ment by the time the recent changes 
came about. I do not know whether 
they are yet in the hands of the Minis- 
ter for Pinance, or whoever is dealing 
with them, but it would explain why 
certain officers with pre-Truce service 
had not got a form of application—be- 
cause we were dealing with as many of 
them as wc could in that straight-ofE 
method when we had machinery there 
that was as effective, and perhaps more 
effective than the ordinary machinery 
we had been dealing with. 

Mr. JOHNSON: In view of what De- 
puty Mulcahy has said, may I ask for 
an explanation of the phrase “ gratui- 
ties payable on demobilisation to cer- 
tain officers with prolonged (including 
pre-Truce) service. ,, One might think 
from this that ‘‘ including pre-Truce, M 
was to show that they were not ex- 
cluded. I rather gather now that these 
gratuities are for pre-Truce service of- 
ficers only. Is that correct? 

Mr. BLYTHE: That is correct. The 
prolonged service must include pre- 
Truce service. 

Mr. WILSON: Can Deputy Mulcahy 
say how many of those officers are 
likely to come into the category? 
There are 300 already to be given no- 
tice, but there are some others who are, 
as be says, dealt with in a straight-off 
manner. How many will he have alto- 
gether? 

Oeneral MULCAHY: I am afraid I 
cannot risk hitting a figure. I think it 
would be unreasonable to give a figure, 
but the whole lot would not certainly 
go above 800. 

Mr. BLYTHE: 1,500 is the figure I 
have got. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: I want to ask 
one qúestion. I do not know whether 
I should ask the present Minister for 
Defence or the ex-Minister for De- 


fenee. With regard to the matter of 
gratuities, I have heard one or two 
complaints from demobilised officers 
that they did not get their gratuities 
at the time of demobilisation. I know 
of one case: the man has been demo- 
bilised for two or three months. He 
came to me recently. I do not know 
why he called on me, except that 1 am 
representing his constituency. He had 
not got a gratuity at that date. I 
think it is possibly due to 3ome d^fect 
in the machinery for payment, but 
these matters should not be alíowed 
to happen. I would like to know if 
measures are being taken to avoid 
delays of that kind. 

General MULCAHY: It is quite 
reasonable to expect that there would 
be a delay where a man has to es- 
tablish a claim to sérvice over a par- 
ticular period, and establish a claim 
even to service of a particular type 
in order that he may get full justice 
The persons whom he gives as refer- 
ences have to be referred to. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: I think Deputy 
Mulcahy misunderstands me. I did not 
refer to the gratuity for pre- 
Truce service. I referred to the ordi- 
nary gratuity for service in the Na- 
tional Army. 

AN CEANN COMHAERLE: Three 

months , pay. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: Yes. 

AN CEANN COMHAERLE: It does 
not arise here, really. 

Question put and agreed to. 

MINISÍRY OF FISHERIES. 

I Mr. BLTTHE: I move:— 

" That a supplementary sum, not 
exceeding £23,265, be granted to de- 
fray the charge which will come ín 
course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 
1924, for the salaries and expenses 
of the Ministry of Fisheries, and to 
provide for the administration of 
schemes in connection with rural in- 
dustries in congested districts.” 

I may say that this vote is like the 
vote in connection with the Land Com- 
mission. It is a re-vote of moneya 
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already granted by the Dáil under 
another heading, but which it is neces- 
saiy to vote again, because of the legis- 
lation which abolished the Congested 
Districts Board and prevented moneys 
which were voted to the Congested 
Districts Board for fi 3 hcry develop- 
ment and for rural industries being 
drawn from the Exchequer. 

Major COOPER: I would like a little 
more explanation about this, particu- 
larly under sub-head (Dl), £34,000. I 
cannot find that there was anything 
particular in the Congested Districts 
Board about fishery development. 

Was this £34,000 for the administra- 
tion of schemes for the development of 
sea and inland fisheries, dredging, grants 
to Boards of Conservators, and so on! 
That surely could not have been a Con- 
gested Districts Board Vote. The Con- 
gested Districts Board had nothing to do 
with Boards of Conservators. The 
Boards of Conservators have always 
dealt with the Department. It is a re- 
markable increase. We have an in- 
crease from £3,000 in the original esti- 
mate for fisheiy development to £37,000. 
Does that indicate a change of policy? 
At least we might know how much of 
this money is to go ior dredging, how 
much for the devclopment of sea and 
inland fisheries, and how much for 
grants to Boards of Conservators. I 
think it should have been shown under 
the various heads, instead of having the 
whole thing lumped together. It is de- 
sirable to have some distinction made 
between sea and inland fisheries. I 
think the Minister should give us some 
enlightenfnent. 

Mr. DARRELL FIOOIS : I would like 
to ask where a large addition is made to 
a Vote indicating an extension, and the 
Minister concemed is in his place, 
whether we could not have an explana- 
tion from the Minister responsible after 
the Vote is moved by the Minister for 
Finance, in order that the matter might 
be put in a dearer form before the Dáil. 

Mr. O'OONNELL: Do I understand 
from the Minister for Finance that no 
new money is being voted in thisí 

Mr. BL7THE: No. 

Professor THBIFT: Would the Min- 


ister show us where the saving is effected 
in the Estimates before us? Does it ap- 
pear under other heads—the Land Com- 
mission, for example? 

Mr. BLYTHE: The Congested Disr 
tricts Board and the Department of 
Agriculture. The present Ministry of 
Fisheries is really doing work that was 
done by the Fisheries Branch of the 
Department of Agriculture and by the 
Congested Districts Board. The Con- 
gested Districts Board has been 
abolished by the Land Act. The money 
that it had available for fisheries and 
also for rural industries, which the 
Ministry of Fisheries has taken on. 
was not drawn from the Exchequer. 
This is the amount of money that 
would be available under other Votes 
if it had not been for the legislatjon 
which abolished the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board and prevented the money 
being drawn. 

Professor THRIFT: Does it appear 
under Ll, page 17, in these Estimates. 
for example? 

Major COOPER : Under the Con- 
gested Districts Board we have already 
taken credit for a total sum of 
£194,000 for the Land Commission. The 
total vote for the Congested Districts 
Board was £169,000. You have stated 
that £194,000 for the Land Commission 
comes out of the Congested District3 
Board, and now we are being asked to 
accept the fact that a íurther £23,000 
is coming out of it. The Minister for 
I Finance must be more than a Minister. 
He must be a wizard, if he can do 
these things. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAHMLE 

at this stage took the Chair. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGOIS: The De-. 
partment of Fisheries, as such, is a 
separate Department and, as a sepa- 
rate Ministry, has now been in exist- 
ence for something like 16 months. It 
was established, presumably, for the 
purpose of fishery development, ana 
all matters that appertain to fisherv 
development were taken over under 
the new Department, even though, up 
to then, they had appertained to other 
Departments. The fishery cruiser was 
being looked after by the new 
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Ministry. It would seem to follow in 
regard to these two items, D1 and D2 
—I leave out D3, because one can 
clearly follow the change there—that 
moneys granted a year ago for fishery 
development and for the fishery cruiser 
were moneys voted to this new Depart- 
ment that had been created. How, 
then, is it possible to say now that 
these moneys for these specific pur- 
poses, which were being tended by a 
separate Ministry were, in fact, not 
the Yote of that Ministry but of some 
other Department? Only now, sixteen 
months after that Ministry or Depart- 
ment has been created, do these 
iponeys come over for the original pur- 
pose for which they were intended. If 
these two sums under D1 and D2— 
£34,425—for fishery development, and 
an ^additional £3,000 for the fishery 
cruíser, were voted previously under 
the Congested Districts Board for 
íishery purposes, then the Fishery De- 
partment for the past twelve months 
has not been tending the whole of 
íishery work. Further, it would be 
interesting to have the exact location 
of the sums from which these trans- 
íers are now being made. 

Professor THRIFT: The full supple- 
mentary vote for the Land Commission 
was £234,000. We took credit there for 
a saving of £40,000 under several sub- 
heads, and it seems to me that that 
£40,000 probably included these sums 
which are now being put forward to be 
voted under a new heading. That is 
the point I wanted to submit to the 
Minister for Finance. 

Mr. HEWAT: On page 18 it is esti- 1 
mated that a sum of £33,000 approxi- 
mately may be regarded as attributable 
to Fisheries and Rural Industries. I 
suppose if that is the figure this £33,000 1 
comes out of the Congested Districts 
Board and goes into the Ministry of 
Fisheries. All the discussions that have 
taken place as to the need of the Minis- 
try of Fisheries were based on the con- 
clusion that the expenditure was small— 
£34,000. Now it is raised to £51,840, 
which certainly does inflate the impor- 
tance of the Ministry of Fisheries. 
Whether the additional duties that have 
fallen upon the Ministry of Fisheries, 


, through the allocation of the duties of 
the Congested Districts Board to the 
Ministry, are going to be economically 
discharged under the new arrangement, 
is a question we will have to go into at 
a later date. I take it from these 
figures that we may estimate the ex- 
penditure by the Ministry of Fisheries 
at £58,000, including the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board. 

Mr. BLYTHE: As regards the point 
raised by Deputy Thrift, in addition to 
the money voted to the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board—£169,750—the Congested 
Districts Board had also an income of 
over £41,000 from the Church Tempora- 
lity Fund—that is, interest on money 
invested. 

Mr. SHAW: I would like to ask the 
Minister for Fisheries what money is 
spent on inland fisheries, and where it 
is spent. There are some of the most 
celebrated lakes in the country, like 
Loch Oule and Loch Ennel in the Co. 
Westmeath, and I am not aware that 
there is any money spent on either the 
rivers, or lakes, or preservation of fish, 
in that county. If there is money spent 
| there, I am not aware of it. 

Mr. DARRELL FIOGIS: With re- 
gard to the origin of these sums, I 
would like to have an answer from the 
Minister quite clearly. I have before* 
me the Estimates for Public Services 
for the current year, to which these 
Votes are supplemental. We have a de- 
finite Vote for Fishery Development, 
and a grant in aid for a Fishery 
Cruiser. Let me stick to the first— 
Fishery Development—as being the il- 
lustration. A certain sum was voted to 
the new Department for Fishery De- 
velopment. Now that is extended; it is 
enlarged. Certain additional moneys 
come in. Are we to understand that 
these additional moneys that come in 
are not the moneys that were voted oq 
a previous occasion to some other De- 
partment—to the Congested Districts 
Board—to be used for fishery purposes? 
Are they moneys that were the revenue 
of the Congested Districts Board which, 
with the disappearance of the Con- 
gested Districts Board, fell back again 
into the Central Fund? 

Mr. BLYTHE: There is no increase 
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in the money available for fisheries. 
The money that is being voted now is 
money that was available either as a 
result of a Vote to the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board or of an income that the 
Congested Districts Board had from 
their cndowments. 

Major COOPER: Will the Minister 
turn his attention to page 18 of these 
supplemental estimates—the Vote for 
the L$nd Commission. There he will 
see out of a total sum for Development 
Grant and the Congested Districts 
Board, £33,000 approximately may be 
regarded as attributable to Fisheries 
and Rural Industries, serviees which 
now have to be financed from other 
Votes. 

Now we find that our additional esti- 
mate here is not £33,000 but £51,000. 
* There are £34,000 for fish- 

4 o'cloch. eries development; £3,000 
for the cruiser, and £14,000 
for rural industries. I take it the dis- 
crepancy is due to the income of the 
C. D. Board. Should not that be put 
down in the Estimates? Ought not 
there be a foot-note? Foot-notes are 
often the most interesting part of these 
Estimates. There should be somc indi- 
eation of that. money, otherwise it is 
impossible for us to understand the 
Estimates. We havc not the advantage 
of oflScial knowledge that the Minister 
has. We have to puzzle those matters 
out as best we can. To begin with, 
there is no indication that it is a re-vote 
at all. It is not fair to place us in the 
position of coming here and finding the 
whole situation entirely different to 
what we had imagined. 

Mr. BLTTHE: I agree that this sys- 
tem of various Boards and Departments 
having income available from endow- 
ment is most unsatisfactory and confus- 
ing. My idea is that though in some 
cases legislation may be necessary, 
these various endowments should come 
into the Exchequer, and whatever 
money is required for ordinary services 
should be voted out each year by the 
Dáil. There was a reason for the ex- 
isting system in the past. Sometimes 
money was voted for a particular ser- 
vice ‘in England, and funds were 
'ereated in Ireland to ensure that an 
equivalent amount would be paid. 


There is no reason for it now and the 
intention is to do away with it as soon 
as possible. 

Mr. JOHNSON : On that point, apart 
from later discussion that may be 
necessary, can the Minister for 
Fisheries, after consultation with the 
Minister for Finance, tell us what was 
the total sum available for administra- 
tion by his Department, say, for this 
current year, and how # that has been 
spent? What proportion of the total 
sum is spent in salaries and what pro- 
portion is spent in other works? If we 
had that information it would perhaps 
help us in the discussion of D (1)—that 
is, fishery development. We would 
perhaps bc saved the task of asking 
how much of that £34,000 is for 
administration or salaries in connection 
with administration. How much money 
is spent on works or schemes of assist- 
anee? Perhaps if the Minister will 
give us a general survey of his work 
from that side it would shorten the dis- 
eussion eventually. 

Mr. HEWAT: If the Minister would 
give us at the same time some indica- 
tion of what these rural industries. 

I mean, and what the £14,000 is going 
l for, it would be very desirable. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: I suggest that we 
should keep on to fishery development. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: I would like t& 
ask the Minister for Fisheries what is 
the intention of his Department with 
regard to fishing rights which have 
becn taken ovcr by the Land Commis- 
sion under thc 1923 Actf The fishing 
rights have been taken and there is no 
indication of what will now be donc^in 
regard to them. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAQtLE: 

Wc are not dcaling with that particular 
subject now. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: Are we not deal- 
ing with the subject of fisheries? 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLEr 

The question of policy does not arise. 

Mr. McFADDEN : Does the Minister 
intend to give loans or grants for the 
development of deep sea fisheries? In 
the present state of things along the 
coast lihe, the fishermen are in verjr 
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poor circumstances and they are almost 
starving. 

Mr. DARRELL FIOOIS: I would 
like to refer to the deéision that a 
question of policy does not arise. I 
-suggest the question of policy very 
peculiarly arises because the re-voting 
of moneys, and thereby the enlarge- 
ment of the original Vote, does raise 
tery acutely the question of policy of 
the Minister fór Fisheries, the manner 
in which the Ministry is at present 
being condueted and what it purposes 
to do with these moneys. Before any 
discussion could arise on these heads, 
a statement from the Minister might be 
desirable. 

MINISTER for FISHERIES (Mr. 
Lynch) : 1 am prepared to make 

a statement covering the whole matter. 
The estimate submitted to the Dáil at 
the beginning of this financial year 
amounted to £28,575. There was a foot- 
note to that estimate which I succeeded 
in getting in after a certain amount of 
diificulty. I saw that the estimate ap- 
peared wrong. It was explained in that 
footnote that in addition to the sum 
mentioned there were moneys available 
for fishery development out of the 
C.D.B. funds and out of the statutory 
endowment of the D.A.T.I. We esti- 
mated at the time that the amount avail- 
able from these sources was something 
like £42,650. 

Mr. HEWAT: Is that additional? i 

Mr. LTNCH: Yes, in addition to the 
£28,575. It was thought, as these sums 
were payable under statute, it was better 
for the time being to let them go into 
the accounts of the Departments con- 
•cemed and merely let it be a book-keep- 
ing matter between them and the newly- 
established Ministry of Fisheries. That 
was more or less queered by the aboli- 
tion of the C.D.B. Deputy Hewat is 
desirous of knowing something about 
rural industries. 

Mr. O’GONNELL: Would it not be 
better first to deal with D (1)—Fisheiy 
Development—as we are on the subject 
oí fishery development? 

Mr. LTNCH: Very well, take that 
estimate of £34,425. That is the chief 
item in the estimate. Under that sub- 
heading—that Is me of the things 


that has been chiefly raised— 

pi*ovision is made for the grant- 
ing of loans, £10,650; for fisherjr 
transit and subsidies, £4,500; for 
grants to the Board of Conservators 
I there is a sum of £5,700. That will 
answer Deputy Shaw to a certain ex- 
tent. That is where the Inland Fishery 
money is spent. There is a little more 
from the point of view of hatchery sub- 
sidies at Lismore. The insurance on 
fishing vessels is £4,900. The insured 
property is valued roughly for about 
£150,000. Thcn there are instruc- 
tions in boat building, marine 
motor driving, fishing goar, dredg- 
ing harbours, and so forth. That 
covers practically every item of that 
£34,425. There are at the moment 
heavy arrears due by the fishermen for 
loans granted them for the purchase of 
boats in what might be called the boom 
years. For the last two or three years 
many of those boats have remained idle 
owing to the depressed state of the in- 
dustry generally, and, therefore, the in- 
stalments have not been paid. 

Mr. HEWAT: Will the Minister give 
the figures for these? 

Mr. LTNCH: The actual arrears are 
between £30,000 and £40,000. The out- 
standing loans are about £140,000. Of 
that sum £100,000 is not in arrear. 

Mr. WILSON: Are they long-run- 
ning loans? 

Mr. LTNCH: They are spread out 
over a number of years. I should say 
about ten years, with annual instal- 
ments. Now, in certain cases of these 
loans we found that the boats were 
being neglected. They were let go, tha 
engines were being neglected, and so 
on. We exercised our powers as mort- 
gagees, and took over thc boats. This 
rather refers to the bigger loans. The 
smaller loans for £50, for gear, have, 
as a rule, been very well met. These 
are very important, because they help 
the very poorest of our people—that is, 
the half-farmer and the half-fisherman 
—to elce out a livelihood on his little 
holding, and I have hopes very soon of 
a definite promise from the Minister 
for Finance that these will again be 
available in the very near futúre—that 
is, for the provision of gear for these 
small fishermen. There is another type 
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of fisherman also for whom I hope that i 
these loans will very soon be released. 
That is, the owner of the yawl, a com- 
paratively larger sized boat. Sail and 
motor-boat owners, during these bad 
years, used up their gear in a rather. 
depressing task. They have now no 
money to refit their boats. These boats 
eould, I believe, make a profit if 
equipped for going towards the fishing 
grounds. I hope the loans will be rc- 
leased to enable these men to refit those 
boats with gear. I refer now to tran- 
sit. We are subsidising steamers in 
Arran and Galway, and a steamer to 
Erris, at a cost of about £1,600; that is 
provided for in the estimate. There is 
also involved in that estimate a scheme 
of ours which last year resulted in a ; 
nett loss to the Ministry of £2,000. 
That was to provide transit from Balti- 
more to Wales when the railways were 
broken up at the time of the spring 
mackerel season. Now, I mentioned in- 
surance. Provision is made for giving 
assistance to fishermen to meet the cost 
of insurance óf motors in the Saorstát. 
Large loans had been granted from 
£1,000 to £3,000 to provide boats in the 
past. There was a rule that some per- 
sonal security should be had, and really 
that was of very little account, and the 
only security the Department had was 
the boat itself. Therefore the Depart- 
ment had to see that the boats were 
insured, and the usual system was to 
pay half the amount of the insurance 
premium. 

Mr. WILSON : To whom did the 
Minister pay that money? 

Mr. LTNOH: It was to a company 
in the North of England. This thing 
was mherited from the Congested 
Districts Board, and from the 
D.A.T.I. There was a particulav 
scheme of a certain mutual company 
formed to provide specially for fishing 
boats. The old Department insured 
with them* and we, of course, con- 
tinued it. 

Mr. HEWAT: Was it a fixed rate 
or a call on each boat? 

Mr. LTNOH: It was a very peculiar 
arrangement. The rate was fixed in 
accordance with tbe number of boats / 


claims that were on the company dur- 
ing the year. It was on these that the 
rates were fixed. 

Mr. HEWAT: I think that is quite 
clear. It was a call on each boat, on 
the tonnage. 

Mr. LTNGH: Quite so. This amount 
of £5,735 for inland fisheries was prin- 
cipally in the form of grants to Boards 
of Conservators, for assistance to 
hatcheries. In reference to that, Deputy 
Shaw asks what are we doing to pro- 
tect them. That is what we are doing. 
It is not our function to provide 
bailiffs as the law now stands. I do 
not say that the present arrangement 
is ideal, but as the law now stands it 
is not our function primarily. It is 
the function of the Boards of Con- 
servators to preserve the inland 
fisheries and appoint bailiffs to do that 
work. We make them certain grants. 
I hoped to make the grant this year 
considerably more, but I was unable to 
do so because of the financial situation, 
but we give them about £2,000 more 
than they had been getting prior to 
this estimate, and we give them 
something more in thát sense than pro- 
bably ever before, at least under the 
old regime. There never was sueh 
concentration by the police foree on 
fishery proteetion as there was last 
year by the Civic Guard. In speaking 
on these estimates, it is only fair for 
me to pay a tribute to what the Civic 
Guard has done in connection with 
fisheries. I am now referring to thc 
protection of the inland fisheries. 
Various schemes carried out by the Mjn- 
istry have also been providcd for in 
this estimate. They include the dredg- 
j ing of harbours, the improvement and 
repair of landing places, which cost 
this year £3,000, providing instruction 
on boat-building, marine motor driv- 
ing, fish curing, and kindred vocations, 
and the management of a salmon river 
in Tirconaill costing £1,000. A good 
deal of the expenditure arose from 
appropriations in aid and is partly re- 
payable. It is anticipated, as will be 
seen under heading No. 4, that we ex- 
pect to get back £6,810 from receipts 
from schemes of fishery development. 
Now, wben we come to tbe " Helga,” 

" Muirchu, M there was 



2527 * Ministry of DAIL EIR|SANN. Fisheries . 2528 


[Mr. Lynch.] 

an additional sum of £8,000 required 
to improve that vessel. Last year the 
estimate we put in was £5,800. We 
knew. it was going to cost that, but at 
any rate the Dáil voted £6,000. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

Sub-head D is not undei’ discussion y©t. f 

Mr. LYNCH: I was asked to make a 
general statement. 

Mr. DARRELL PIQGIS: I think it 
would be a good thing if the Ministcr 
would niako a statement covering the 
whole ground and then we could deal 
with thc different items of his Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Does the Mmister 
suggest that the Dáil declined to vote 
the amount he asked for? 

Mr. LYNCH: No; but at any rate it 
was cut down to £6,000. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Not by the Dáil. 

Mr. LYNCH: There was an arrangc- 
ment made by which £2,500 would be 
found out of some saving on another 
heading for the Department. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Did the Minister 
present to the Dáil an estimate which 
the Dáil refused to grant? 

Mr. LYNCH: Of course I am not 
presenting anything to the Dáil from 
•the point of view of a money vote. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Are we to under- 
stand from the Ministe,r that he re- 
quested the Dáil to vote a sum of 
money which the Dáil refused, or does 
he want rather to say that the Minister 
for Finance, to whom he submitted an 
estimate for £8,000, reduced that esti- 
mate to £6,000? 

Mr. LYNCH: Well, that is the exact 
position. The increase, therefore, in 
the sum which I originally asked for is 
only £500, and that is due to the rather 
unexpeeted heávy cost of overhauling 
lle steamer. 

Mr. JOHNSON: That was no sur- 
prise to anyone who knew anything 
about it. 

Mr. LYNCH: Deputy Hewat asked 
me aboút the rural industry scbemes. 


These schemes involve the employment 
of 67 teachers and assistant teachers at 
47 centres, as well as the cost of main- 
taining premises at these centres. The 
Vote also provided for the purchase of 
raw material, wool, silk, thread, etc., 
to the value of £7,300, of which it is 
anticipated that £6,500 would be repaid 
to the Vote on the sales to the workers. 
I have not legally taken over this par- 
ticular branch of the functions of the 
Congested Districts Board yet; I am 
only handling it pending the passing 
of the Ministries and Secretaries Bill, 
but that will fairly well explain the ex- 
penditure of the money. Now with re- 
gard to questions asked by several De- 
puties. Deputy Johnson asked for the 
proportion of salaries to the amount 
spent upon development. Of course 
the question of salaries does not arise 
at all on this occasion on this estimate. 
The figures, as far as I have beeH 
able to remember them, are about 
£21,000 for salaries. But that question 
is entirely outside what we are now 
dealing with. They are provided for in 
the proper estimate, whereas this is a 
supplementary estimate. 

Mr. HEWAT: Are they provided 
under the estimates for the Ministry of 
Fisheries at all? 

Mr. LYNCH: This is a supplementary 
estimatc to thc cstimate passed at the 
beginning of the current year. 

Mr. QOOD: This sets out thc original 
estimate of £28,000. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: I would like to 
ask permission to develop a little fur- 
ther tlie point I made a little while ago. 
T think it comes under the policy of the 
Ministry of Fisheries. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAERLE : 

It may come under the policy of the 
Ministry of Fisheries but it does not 
arise on this supplementary estimate 
and we cannot debate it here. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: It wlll come un- 
der the future policy of the Ministry. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE : 

Yes, but we cannot deal with it here. 
Any question of policy that does not 
arise out of the items mentioned in the 
supplementary estimate would be out of 
order. 
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Mr. WILSON : I would likc to ask for 
some information upon thc question of 
loans. The Minister told us that thcre 
was £140,000 outstanding and £30,000 
or £40,000 in arrear, and then he is mak- 
ing provision this year for a loan of 
£10,000 and he hopes to be able to re- 
new the proeess of giving these loans in 
thc future. Does h(i mean that hc hopes 
to inerease the Vote to the cxtent of so 
many more thousands a year in loans? 

Mr. HEWAT : Loans are generally 
rcpaid. 

Mr. WILSON : I am saying that 1 am 
quite satisfied the Minister does ad- 
minister, but the sums under this Vote 
are more important than T realised last 
vear, beoause in iny eleotion tinie I 
*talked of £27,000 for the Ministry of 
Pisheries and £21,000 for salaries. I 
now find that the salaries are £28,000 
and that the Ministry is £51,000. I 
should like to ask, having regard to re- 
sponsibilities that the Minister has 
taken over, suoh as various De- 
partments ot* the Congested Board, 
does h(» mean that he must 
liave a greater stafi* or is the 
staff of the Ministry of Pishories 
adequate? With regard to insurance, as 
far as I can gather, while the Irish Gov- 
ernment are putting £4,000 or £5,000 
a year into insurance they are getting 
no benefit, beeause the industry is in 
such a depresscd condition that easual- 
ties to the boats are nil. The boats are 
not worldng, but the English boats are 
working and meet with accidents and 
£4,900 is paid a year for insurance. 
That applies to England w r here they 
make the claims and we are called upon 
to pay the money because our boats are 
idle. Of course, I think it is a proper 
thing to insure them, but we seem to 
have got the wrong end of the stick. 

Mr. O’GONNELL: On this question 
of loans raised by Deputy Wilson, I 
took it that. he was pressing the point 
that no further loans should be given. 

Mr. WILSON: No, I only wanted to 
know the policy of the Minister upon 
that point. I did not ask him not to 
give loans, I only wanted to know what 
he is going to do. 

Mr. O’OONNELL: I rather gathered 
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I from Deputy Wilson that he was un- 
! easy about the loans; which reminded 
! me of the story in the Bible of the man 
I who, whcn he was forgiven his own 
debt, went out immediately and col- 
lared the other who owed him sorae* 
thing. If there is one thing more than 
another we hear rcpeatedly from the 
farmer these days, it is about arrears, 
; but when this question in connection 
| with arrears of fisheries arises the last 
! people who ought to be hard in exact- 
; ing payment are the farmers. Now, 
the Minister told us that, especially in 
the case of small loans, they were fairly 
well paid. I should like to make a plea 
I on behalf of the fishermen to whom 
| loans were granted, that every con- 
i sideration should be shown to them in 
the matter of paying these arrears. Thc 
Minister knows, and we all know, that 
for the past two years or so there has 
1 been practically nothing doing in 
físhery matters, and consideration 
should be shown to those who have out- 
standing loans, and every chanee ought 
! to be given to them to pay back with- 
out undue pressure from thc Ministry. 
Now, in the matter of giving loans, the 
Minister expressed thc hope he would 
soon be in a position to make loans 
again. I hope that will be at the 
earliest possible opportunity. I am in- 
formed this year that the prospects of 
the ílshing are hopeful, and that it is es- 
sential, seeing that this industry is a 
seasonal industry very largely, that the 
fishermen should be put in a position 
to avail of whatever chances and pros- 
pects oífer in good time, and I do hope, 
therefore, there will be no further de- 
lay in the men getting these loans when 
they are available. If they are to be 
available, they should indeed be made 
available immediately. The Minister 
referred to the subsidy that was being 
paid to the Arran-Galway steamer. 

Mr. LYN0H: £1,100. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: I would like to 
know whether the Minister is going 
give any further consideration to t' 
suggestions made from time to time on 
behalf of the Arran people, especially 
the fishing people, with regard to the 
institution of a new route between 
Arran and the mainland. The present 
Arran-Galway route is over thirty miles, 
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I think. There is an alternative route 
where the sea journey is something about 
nine miles from the land, and if the sub- 
sidy available for the Arran-Galway 
steamer were used in an altemative 
route I think it would be a very much 
greater benefit to the fishermen, and 
would afíord many advantages to the 
fishermen for disposing of their fish 
which the present route does not offer. 
It would mean that the Arran fishermen 
eould land their catches at Coshla Bay 
after the night’s fishing, whereas at pre- 
sent they lose a day or two days in the 
week in going to Galway with their fish. 
There have been many complaints that 
the present Arran-Galway steamer ser- 
vice is not at all satisfactory. I would 
like to know what the Minister has done 
in regard to this question which has been 
raised once or twice for consideration. 
There are some points in item (D2) 
which 1 will raise again. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS : With 
regard to the question of thc loans and 
the outstanding loans which the Minister 
has given at a figure something like one- 
third of the whole, anyone who has had 
occasion to examine into this matter in 
the past, or who hás read the various 
reports made by the various Depart- 
ments responsible for the last ten or 
«twenty years, will know that there is no 
opinion which is more unanimously held 
than that these loans have always in the 
past been punctually repaid, and the 
smaller tlie type of fisherman the more 
punctual has been the repayment. 
Therefore, when you come to an occasion 
like the present where you have a large 
amount in arrear, it is quite clear that 
thc causc is to be found in 
thc undoubtcd fact that for 

the last two or three vears 

the whole of this industry has bebn in a 
very bad state of disrepair, largely re- 
sulting from the state of economic chaos 
into which the country has been thrown 
by the recent intemal dissensions. It is 
is chaos and this disrepair into which 
e industry has fallen that is respon- 
sible for the arrears of these loans, and 
there will be no likelihood of these loans 
being repaid until further money is ex- 
pended in putting this industry into 
a healthier state than it is in at the 
present moment. 

Anyone who has seen, as I havc 
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scen, and as others of this House who 
have had occasion with me to go 
around a good many of the fishing 
ports in Ireland have seen, know that 
without that amount of assistance the 
| fishing industry in Ireland, which may 
| provc to be one of the richest indus- 
| tries in this country, will never be 
j placed in a healthy state of organisa- 
I tion. I am opposed personally—and 
I have always been invincibly opposed 
—to anything in the way of doles or 
gifts in this matter.. This is not a 
case of doles or gifts. It is a case of 
an economic loan. The fishermen in 
the past have had advanccs made to 
thcm because of their poverty, and 
they have always punctually repaid. 
Now they arc not in a position to do 
so, and the loss is not merely the loss 
to the fishermen—the loss is not 
merely a loss to the industrv—the loss 
is a loss to the State. I think, from 
the fishery point of view, it is re- 
quired that something definite be 
donc in the way of further advances 
to help the industry that at the pre- 
sent moment is almost at a standstill. 
The facts that thc Ministcr for 
Fisheries has brought before this Dáil 
are an argument, not mcrely sound in 
fishery development, but sound in 
finaneial recoupment. íf the moneys 
that are owing are to be returned, fur- 
ther moneys will have lo l>e expended. 
I do not notice that the Minister for 
Finance looks extraordinarily en- 
couraging about it. 

Mr. BLYTHE : I was afraid to listen. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: The fact 
is, nevertheless, as I say, that the 
arrears will extend until something 
definite has been done to enable the 
people who are in arrears to carry on 
their industry. If I am correctly in- 
formed—I am continually receiving 
letters from various parts of the 
country on this matter, not mereíy 
from those who are engaged in the in- 
dustry, but from those with whom I 
came into touch in the past, and who 
are interested now from the point of 
view of endeavouring to assist their 
own localities—the position now with 
these físhermen, in many cases, is that 
a crew of four, five, feiic Pr seven, ac- 
cording to the different parts of tht 
country where crews vary in size, otvn 
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a boat, or onc of the crew owns a 
boat, and the other members of the 
crew have shares in the equipment of 
that boat, and' owing to the lack of 
business during the last two ycars 
these boats, which have been pur- 
chased because of advances made by 
the State, cannot carry on. They 
have not even the equipment and 
tackle to do it. They are looking íor 
loans in order to get that cquipment 
and to get that taclde. Until thc 
State can come forward and assist 
them to put their boats into such a 
state of repair that they can once 
again engage in business, it is not 
merely a question of thirty per cent. 
or forty pcr cent. of the loans that 
,will be in arrears; the pereentage must 
inevitably grow. Whereas I am per- 
fectly eonvineed that if the moncy be 
forthcoming, that is to say, if steps 
be taken—let mc avoid the mention of 
money in that regard—to enable boats 
that have bcen purchased, and that 
are at present without tackle or equip- 
ment, to equip themselves as they 
ought to be equipped in order to 
begin in a few weeks the spring fish- 
ing, the industry will revive. And if 
the industry is brought to a rencwed 
state of health—it was never worse than 
it is now—economic advantages wili 
acerue to thc entire country, and irici- 
dentally—a matter of much narrower 
concern, but much more immediate to 
the Minister for Finance—the Minister 
will be able to look with greater con- 
fidence to getting back the moneys 
that have already been advanced. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I want to say a 
word in favour of the line of argu- 
ment pursued by Deputy Figgis, inas- 
much as the money expended or guar- 
anteed by the State in this matter is 
going to be the most quickly reprodue- 
tive of any money. Unless there is a 
State guarantee, which means a sort 
of national insurance, the opportumty 
for fishermen to equip themselves and 
their boats is gone. Private enter- 
pnse cannot .do it—private enterprise 
will not do it in the way it ought to 
be done, because the risk is too great 
for an individual, and if it is not too 
great, then the private individual ex- 
pects so big a retum that it makes ít 
uneconomic for the fishermen. It h 


essentially a case for sharing the 
burden amongst the whole community. 
The second best course, perhaps, 
would have been if the Minister for 
Fisheries had been able to produce to 
us a scheme of mutual insurance of a 
very widespread character, which 
would insure the State against any 
risk of loss accruing from loans which 
might be granted. I would like to 
have heard from the Minister some 
more information regarding the 
schemes of dcvolopment referred to in 
Dl, which might have had to do with 
the provision of markets within this 
country and improvements in methods 
of transit within the country. 

There have been statements made 
thal the Minister had considered, or, 
shall I say, spcnt some of the moneys, 
undcr this head, making inquirics re- 
garding the marketing of fish. I 
would like to have heard from him 
what has become of these inquiries. 
What is thc result of them? IIow 
soon may we expect to see markets 
established in all the smaller townsV 
IIow soon may we expect to see a 
system of transportation through thc 
eountry, supplying those towns from 
the fishing stations? I would like to 
have hcard a little more, too, about 
the schools for training which he 
speaks of. Certain sums have been 
expended on boat building, net-mak- 
ing, and other matters of that kind, 
and I would like to have heard some- 
thing about them. I would like to 
hear what are the extensions we may 
look for during the coming year, whe- 
ther the cooperage proposals have 
been undertaken, and we would also 
liké to have some idea from the Minis- 
ter whether he conceives this industry 
as one which may be of great national 
importance, worthy of the establish- 
ment of a Ministry. I am very sórry, 
indeed, to note that he has not much 
prospect of getting any larger sums 
of money, unless speoial Votes^are 
taken at a later stage. I see b^the 
preliminary paper that has been issued 
for the coming year that he is not 
going to be much better served in re- 
gard to fínance. That is to be re- 
gretted, but I suppose that regret wilf 
have to be expressed on another occa- 
sion. 
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Mr. WILSON: It is only a Votc on 
account. 


It is, in fact, national defcncc of tlie 
right kind. 


Mr. JOHNSON: Do not make any 
mistake. I hope Deputy Wilson will 
support me and others in urging that 
larger sums of money xnay be avail- 
able than those referred to. 

Mr. HEWAT: The milch cow. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I would remind 
Deputy Hcwat that there is notliing 
in this Estimate regarding the 
Ministry of Agriculture or the dairy 
stock of the country. Milch cows are 
not referred to, though Deputy IJewat 
appears to think that it is primarily 
a subject for milking the cow. I v/ant 
to urge seriously upon the Minister 
for Fisheries and the Minister for 
Finance that the fishery industrv is 
one that has hitherto been too great 
a gamble, the risk of which has been 
undertaken by the individual fisher- 
man. It is too great a gamble to be 
undertaken by the individual fisher- 
man, and it is impossible for anv in- 
dividual fisherman, without assistance 
from an outside authority, to organise 
the industry in such a way as to 
spread the risk. From the natioual 
point of view, where you have an in- 
dustry of the potentiality of the fish- 
ing industry, and where to be success- 
ful great risks must be undertakcn 
not merely of life but of money—risks 
that cannot be met by any foresight; 
natural risks that are beyond the risks 
undertaken by any other industry or 
calling—there should be a very wide 
extension of what might be called 
mutual sharing of the burden, so that 
where men do undertake the risks oí 
fishing round 'the coasts, where they 
bear some—as they must—of those 
risks themselves, other portions of ihe 
risk should be undertaken by the 
community at large. I bclieve it is 
possible to develop a system of mutual 
insurance, part of which risk will be 
borpe by 'the*State and part by the 
fishermen themselves. I am sorry it 
is not possible for the Minister to say 
that under the sub-head D1—fishery 
development—some such proposal as 
that has not been developed and ac- 
cepted by the Ministry of Fisheries 
and also by the Ministry of Finance. 


Mr. WILSON: I íorgot to ask thc 
Ministcr a question in connection with 
oysters. There is an inquiry in Ark- 
low as to whether they could supply 
to the Ijondon market oysters of a 
certain quality. I am told that on 
investigation thcrc and in Courtown 
it was found that thc oystor beds had 
been allowed to get into such a state 
that they will require dredging and 
treatment of a peculiar nature to 
cnable the oysters to be marketable 
in London. 1 would like to ask the 
Minister has ho heard anything on 
that subject, and would he let us 
know what he is doing in the matter. 
I want also to remove the impression 
given by Deputy (VConnell that I am 
opposcd to the granting oí facilities to 
the fishermen. TTaving regard to the 
fact that there are two fishing villages 
in my constituency, that would be a 
very foolish attitudc for me to take up. 
Apart from that, whcrc I am not 
quite in accordance with the method 
adopted in the past is that where loans 
are granted some provision should bc 
made for marketing the fish caught. 
More attention should be paid to the 
markets, so that when you provide 
fishermen with boats and they catch 
fish you will bc repaid. 

Mr. HEWAT : In conncction wit.h 
this grant for fishery development, 
the debate that has taken place should 
indicate to the Minister for Fisheries 
the absolute necessity of giving us 
these Votes in much greater detail in 
the future. The Minister for Fisheries 
is, I think, in a peculiar position. He 
has now apparently to take charge of 
an industry, and the claim that is 
made on behalf of sections of the Dáil 
is that he should occupy a grand- 
motherly position in connection with 
the industries of the country. It may 
be quite good and proper that the 
country should subsidise fisheries, but 
if so, they should do it .on some com- 
monsense lines. The fitting out of 
obsolete sailing boats to compete with 
the modcrn steam trawler does not 
appeal to me as an economic proposi- 
tion for which a levy should be made 
.011 the country. Deputy Johnson, oí 
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course, is consistent. His ideas are 
socialistic and are, I think, socialistic 
to the extent of being carried on at 
the expense of the State, the State, of 
course, being Deputy Johnson and 
myself and others like us. J3ut it 
seems to me that he need not in this 
matter go further than a proposition 
that the people in the fishing industry, 
or who run the risks o£ íishing for the 
purpose of gaining a livelihood on the 
sea, might themselves co-operate. 
There is nothing to prevent their 
doing so. As regards the íishing in- 
dustry as a whole, if you look round 
other countries you do not see, I think, 
that the Governments arc called upon 
to provide subsidies. Privatc enter- 
prise, in most eases at all events, is 
quite sufficient to provide not only 
development of the fishing industry 
but the carrying on of it in a very 
active Way, so that one of the troubles 
of recent years has been the 
tremcndous competition that has 
arisen and that has so alfected the in- 
dustry that thc demand has been in- 
sufficient for the supply of fish in thc 
markets. Deputy Figgis and Deputy 
Johnson, notwit.hstanding that, want 
us to fit out obsolete tonnage along 
the coast with the hope of making 
money out of it. Going down to thc 
extremp west of Ireland, there are op- 
portunities for development of the 
inland fisheries. 

The main thing, I think, is that this 
whole question of fishery development 
should really be looked on 
5 o’cloch. as an eeonomic proposition. 

It should not be looked upon 
as a means of getting grants from the 
Government which cannot be repaid. 
We see all around the coast boats that 
have been bought, possibly at the 
people 's own expense, as they were pro- 
bably to a large extent optimistic as to 
the likelihood of making a living. The 
boats are practically all tied up to-day, 
and the owners have not even a hope 
of making a living. To consider the 
development of industry on these lines 
is only contemplating throwing good 
money after bad. I would rather fos- 
ter and encourage, as far as possible, 
private enterprise in the provision of 
up-to-date trawlers, which would be 
more benefit to the fishing industry, in 
my judgment, than attempting to 


spend further money on boats of the 
kind referred to here. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Does the Deputy 
mc;on that the State should foster the 
encouragement of private enterprise by 
prc.viding trawlers? 

Mr. HEWAT: Deputy Johnson does 
nor, I think, want an answer to that 
quostion from me 

Mr. SHAW: In reference to the reply 
of the Minister with regard to the 
money allocated to thc Conservators, it 
does not sccm to be so much his fault, 
as that the sum allocated is entirely in- 
adequate, considering thc very grcat 
importanee of the subject. I think he 
mentioned that £4,500 werc allocated 
to Conservators. I hope when the next 
! estimate for this thing comes round, 
thc amount allowed will be very much 
I larger, becausc the fishing industry, 
I froin thc point of view of food supply 
; and other things, is one of the most im- 
portant, and is only second to the cattle 
industry. I asked for an explanation 
as to why therc was no money available 
for the various counties where there are 
lakcs and rivers. I attach more im- 
portance to inland fisherics than to sea 
fisheries; I am more interestcd in them. 
I am now ventilating the subject so 
that the Minister may endeavour to ob- 
tain a very much larger sum whcn this 
important matter again comes forward. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: I think Deputy 
Hewat can hardly accuse mc of being 
socialistic in my ideas. 

Mr. JOHNSON: You never know. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN : I would like to 
remind the Deputy that fishing is not 
the only industry which has reccived 
subsidies from the Government. I re- 
collect that quite recently the building 
industry received a subsidy from the 
Government, and in those circum- 
stances, the fishing industry can be 
excused. 

Mr. HEWAT: I do not think the 
building industry got the subsidy. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: Well, it is a 
matter between Deputy Johnson and 
’ Deputy Hewat as to whether the work- 
ers or the building industry got it. 
With regard to the fishing industry, it 
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is a mátter of very great importance 
that everything within rcason should 
be done to develop fisheries along the 
coast, and in the rivers and lakes. I 
know there are many men who carry on 
the combined business of small farmers 
and fishermen. Their capital is very 
small, and they have been extremely 
hard hit during the last two or three 
years by the bad demand for their pro- 
ducts. 

Although I am not in favour of ex- 
penditure, still I think expense incurred 
along the lines suggested by Deputy 
Johnson might eventually mcan a pay- 
ing undertaking for the Government. 
Beforc fishing can be made a successful 
proposition, it is necessary that some 
efforts should be made to reduce the 
freight rates between our ports and the 
English markets, and some effort should 
be made to get special methods of trans- 
port, such as fast trains and motor ser- 
vices, with refrigerating cars for the fish. 

The inland fisheries are matters of 
great importance, and I am sure the 
Minister has given some attention to 
them. I think the interest of thc far- 
mers who occupy lands through which 
rivers flow should be considered, and, if 
possible, the fishing rights which have 
been recently taken from them should 
be restored. Possibly there are certain 
restrictions in regard to the formation 
of Boards of Conservators. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS rosc. 

AN LEAS-OHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

Deputy Figgis has already spoken three 
times, and he cannot speak now unless 
upon a point of explanation. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGOIS : Deputy 
Hewat made certain comments upcn 
statements I made, and I would like to 
deal with them. They are not very im- 
portant, however, and I could bring 
them under Sub-head D. (2). 

Major COOPER: I movc under 
S tanding Order 49, that the Dáil pro- 
ceed to the next business. 

Mr. WILSON : But thc Ministcr must 
reply. 1 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: The next *; 
business would be the next item on the 
Orders of the Day; that would mean we » 


would leave the Supplementary Esti- 
mates altogether. 

Major COOPER: I mean that we 
should proeeed to the next sub-head of 
the same Estimate. If the ruling is that 
the motion would involve leaving the 
Supplementary Estimates, I withdraw 
it. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

Standing Order says that an Teachta 
may move ‘ * That the Dáil proceed to the 
next business. ,, I take it the next busi- 
ness is the next Sub-head. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: With regard to 
the fishery eruiser, I would like to draw 
the Minister's attention to numerous 
eomplaints which have been made and 
in regard to which questions have been 
asked. They have reference to thc cap- 
ture of trawlers which were found fish- 
ing within prohibited areas. l'he alle- 
gations are to the effect that, while 
many of these trawlers have been cap- 
tured, no prosecutions have followed, 
and I would like if he would give us 
a return covering a given period, say, 
the past six or twelve months, of th(‘ 
number of captures which have been 
made, the number of trawlers which 
have been caught engaged in illcgal 
fishing, and the number of prosecutions 
which have followed from them, if any t 
and whether a fine has becn inflicted, 
or whether convictions have followed. 
Now, a further allegation is to the effcet 
—and I would like to be put right on 
this matter if I am wrong—that if a 
prosecution does not follow within six 
months, the law is that there can be 
no prosecution. I do not know whether 
that is the ease or not, but I would like 
to have a statement frorn the Minister 
on the matter. The fishermen them- 
selves have also complained that they 
have reported trawlers which they 
have discovered within the prohibited 
area. They have given their numbers 
and marked on charts where the traw- 
lers have been found. They reported 
these to the Ministry of Fisheries, and 
still no action has been taken, and no 
prosecution has followed. The com- 
plaints under this head are very serious 
and very numerous, and it has cven, 
I am informed, extended to the crew* 
of the cruiser itself. They say they 
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havc rcpeatedly made captures, and 
have made reports, and that nothing 
has followed, and there does not seem 
to be much use in capturing thosc j 
trawlers. I would like to point to a | 
moi'c serious aspcíct. of these allegations 
to thí' effc'et Ihat the reason 
that proseeutions have not followed, 
especially in the case of British traw- 
lers, is that the Free títate authorities ^ 
have neither the right nor the power 
to order a prosecution. Now, I would 
like to have this mattcr clearcd up, 
because it is being said, and politieal 
eapital is bcing made out of it, if I 
may say so, that while Belgian or 
Freneh trawíers are or can be prose- 
e.uted, that the position is that under 
the Treaty wc are not in a position 
to proseeute Bnglish trawlers which 
may l)e found poaehing on our fishing 
ground. Personally I do not believe 
that is the case. But I would like to 
have the matter eleared up. I do trust 
that whcn these trawlcrs are capturcd 
that a prosecution will immediately 
follow. I would further say that a fine 
of such a eomparatively large amount 
as £50, £80, or £100 does not meet the 
position. Because a trawler will not 
mind paying a fine of £50 or £100 when 
the value of its catch on that occasion 
may be £2,000. Some more drastic 
punishment than a fine should be in- 
ílicted in ordcr to be effective, if it is 
within the power of thc Court to have 
it inflicted. I suggest in such cases, 
and especially in the case of a second 
offence, that thc gear and trawl should 
be confiscated. That is the only way 
I think in which this poaching can ever 
be effectively dealt with. It is un- 
doubtedly a very grave evil indeed. Off 
the Aran Islands a dozen of these Eng- 
lish trawlers may be seen just on the 
borders of the prohibited area very 
often, and therc is no doubt that they 
are constantly invading the fishing 
grounds in that direction, and the 
(Tovernment does not seem to be taking 
the steps that are necessary and that 
should be taken in order to afford the 
necessary protection to our fishing 
industry. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I think it the Minis- 
+or will answer that definite statement 
by Deputy O’Connell now it would be 


bettcr than that we should repeat the 
arguments. 

Mr. LYNCH: I havc not answered 
the statement made undcr D. 1 heading 
yet. We procceded from D. 1 to D. 2 
without my answering thc points 
raised. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

It might be as well to answer thc point 
raised by Deputy O’Connell now. 

Mr. LYNCH: Vcry well. I will take 
D(‘puty O’Conncirs point first, and I 
think it is a far more important point 
than any point. that has been raised 
here to-day. I quitc agree with him 
that therc is rcal ground for complaint 
in this mattcr. I happen to have thc 
actual figures in connection with this 
j subjcet. Since I eame into officc it is a 
1 matter that has bccn troubling me con- 
siderably. There havc been 21 cases of 
British trawlers since January, 1923, 
dctectcd illcgally fishing inside the pro- 
hibited ar.ea. In two of these cases 
prosccutions wcrc talcen and thcy were 
brought bcfore the District Justices. 
Thc question of jurisdiction was raised 
and thcy wcrc refcrred to the Chief 
State Solicitor. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: Were these 
British trawlers? 

Mr. LYNCH: Ycs. British only. Out 
of the rcmaining 19 cases the papers 
wcrc sent to the Chief State Solicitor 
in the ordinary way by thc Minister, 
and so far no proceedings have becn 
takcn. Tn 15 of thosc cascs, as far as I 
ean understand, thc right of prosecu- 
tion has now lapscd through the effiux 
of time. In other words, I believe 
Deputy O’Connell is right in suggcsting 
that aftcr six months’ lapse we have no 
longer the power to prosecute. In thc 
remaini ng four cases a prosecution is 
still pending. In addition to these 
offences by the British trawlers, reports 
of offences by seven Belgian trawlers 
have also been received. Thcse cases 
are still under the consideration of the 
Law Advisers of the Oovernment. Now 
it is not correct, as far as I know, to 
assume that this Government has no 
right to prosecute British trawlers, 
while wc could prosecute trawlers be- 
longing to other Powers. In fact if 
anything, the reverse is the case. The 
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British havc admitted our bye-laws. 
They are bound by our bye-law limits. 
And with rcgard to that, therefore their 
position is the same as pre-Treaty; that 
is, they can be prosecuted by us for in- 
fringing the limit beyond the three-mile 
limit where the bye-laws of the old 
D.A.T.I. are in existenee. The position 
is different with non-British trawlers 
in this sense, that they can fish between 
the three-mile limit and the bye-law 
limit with impunity if they do not land 
thcir fish in this country. Tf they do 
land their fish in this country we ean 
seize it, but we have no power to take 
thcm once they are outside the three- 
niile limit. 

Mr. JOHNSON : What are the bye- 
law limits? 

Mr. LYNCH: There are different. 
bye-laws. The one that this applies 
particularly to is the one analogous to 
that of Moray Firt.h. The Moray Firth 
section is identieal with ours for Dun- 
garvan. The Belgian and French can 
come within the bye-law limit and the 
t.hree-mil(í limit and fish with impunity 
and then elear off to France and 
Belgium. If they landed the fish in 
Ireland we could capture it, and we 
are trying to make arrangements 
such as obtained in the old days; t.hat 
is, if thcy landed their fish in Eng- 
land it would bc forfeited. I admit 
the present condition is unsatisfac- 
tory, and I admit it would bc wrong 
of me to come before the Dáil with a 
new estimate and to ask for £10,000 
to spend in the upkeep of the 
“ Muirchu ” and £10,000 for the pur- 
chase of another cruiser and for it.s 
upkeep. It would be wrong and I 
am not going to put up a casc to ask 
for that money unless there is a 
change and an immediate change. 
There is no use having fishery patrol 
’boats making captures if nothing can. 
be done about thern, and as far as 
Deputy O'Connell has raised that 
point, I am in agreement with him. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: The Minister’s 
statement is satisfactory as far as it 
goes, but it is quite evident the mat- 
ter cannot be left at that. We have 
his statement to the effect. that in 15 
PUt of 19 cases the time for prosecu- 


tions lapsed, and that these prosecu- 
tions cannot now be brought because 
proceedings were not started within 
the specified time. We have been told 
that there are four prosecutions pend- 
ing, but we do not know how long 
ago it is since these four cases were 
detected, and probably the period for 
prosecutions in these caáes will lapse 
in a short time also. I am glad thafc 
the Attorney-General has come into 
the House, as the matter under dis- 
cussion is onc that would specially 
eoncern him. Perhaps he would be 
able to inform the Dáil what exactly 
is the position, because it is quite 
, plain that the position as stated by 
! the Minister íor Fishcries is not at all 
! satisfactory. I do not sec how the 
j moncy under this Estimalo can be 
votcd, because the usefulness of this 
fishing cruiser seems to be nil. That 
appears to be thc case anyway in the 
slatement made by tlie Minister. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL: E under- 
| stand that there has been a discussion 
for a considerable timc on this matter, 

! but, unfortunately, I have been engaged 
| elsewherc, and, thereforc, I am not. fami- 
! liar with all the matters which have bcen 
1 mentioned here. The position as regards 
. these proseeutions has been one of con- 
; siderable difficulty. The important 
i thing is to try and catch these British 
j ships beforc t.hey leave the three-mile 
Jimit. If thcy can be caught and held 
they can be dealt. with, as has been done 
in some cases. There is no question that 
we cannot toueh, say, Belgian or French 
boats which are outside thc three-mile 
limit until we enter into some kind of a 
convention. I think there is a conven- 
tion between tíreat Britain and France 
on the subjeet. The only thing possible 
with refcrence to this was done on one 
or two former occasions, when the 
French Consul was approached, and he 
communieated with his Government. The 
French Govemment did, I believe, on 
one occasion send a warship of some kind 
to scatter the offending French trawlers 
which were injuring the fisheries. We 
cannot. prosecute these people unless we 
catch them inside the three-mile limit 
and hold them until we can convict 
them. 

As regards the British ships, the posi- 
tion is not clear. It is dear if we can 
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catch them within the three-mile limit 
and hold them. When I speak of British 
ships I mean ships registered in Great 
Britain and whose owners live in Great 
Britain. Somc of these peoplc have 
taken up a very defiant attitude. If thcy 
are caught outsidc the three-mile limit 
some ot* them take up an attitude of 
defiance and say 4 ‘ you can do nothing,' J 
that the effect of the establishment of 
the Free State has been to alter the pre- 
existing condition of affairs by whicíi 
you could pursue them across the water. 
Similarly the bye-law area has been onc 
of quite considerablc doubt. Questions 
analogous to those arising with rcfer- 
ence to the fisheries have been raised in 
another case which is at present beforc 
the Courts w T ith reference to worhmen’s 
compensation, and as to how far the 
rules set up under the Worhmen's Com- 
pensation Act enable us still to have 
proceedings taken here and enforced 
against a shipowner in England, as was 
the case before the establishment of the 
Free Statc. These qucstions are now r 
before thc Courts. Their decision to a 
certain extent affects the position of 
these trawlers which are eaught in the 
bye-law area. I do not know that there 
has been any admission by any of these 
peoplc that the bye-law area applies to 
them, but w T e have ccrtainlv had it under 
consideration, and it has presented eon- 
siderable difficulties. On the whole, we 
believc that, as far as we are concerned, 
the old rules and bye-laws continue in 
force, and it is intended to enforce them, 
but that question is affected by the case 
that is put up here. The value of the 
Minister’s cruiser is to catch the ships 
and hold them insidc the three-mile 
limit. 

Mr. JOHNSON : I suppose the rcal 
explanation of its failure to do so up to 
the present is that the cruiser is not 
fast enough. I notice that Paragraph 6 
of the Treaty deals with this question 
of coastal defence, and states that until 
an arrangement has been made between 
the British and Irish Governments, 
whereby the Irish Free State under- 
takes her own coastal defence, the de- 
fence by sea of Great Britain and Ire- 
land is to be undertaken by the Eng- 
lish Govemment. The second para- 
graph of the Artiele reads:—“ But this 
shall not prevent the construction or 


i maintenance by the Government of the 
I Irish Free State of such vessels as are 
neeessary for thc proteetion of the re- 
venue or the fisheries.” I suppose, ac- 
cording to the Attorney-General, the 
vessel is not suitable for the protection 
of the fisheries. One that would be 
suit-able, I suppose, would have to be a 
very fast vessel and well armed. I 
think that the cruiser referred to in 
this Vote is slow, and not very well 
armed. I am reminded that it had 
certain armaments a few r years ago, 
when its present crew, as a matter of 
fact, were responsible for the perform- 
ance in 1916' when Liberty Iíall was 
shelled. I suppose the oflicers respon- 
siblc for the shooting were not the navi- 
gation oíficers. The vessel, at any rate. 

| is not suitable for proteeting the fish- 
| eries. I am told that she is capable, 
when put to the test, of doing six knots 
an hour. There were, I think, a num- 
ber of faster vessels, but I understand 
that some of them have been withdrawn 
í from serviee—dcmobbed. I understand 
i that they wrere faster than what was 
j formerly the “ Helga, ,> and I wonder 
i w'hether it has not been possible, pend- 
j ing a declaration of thc law regarding 
the protcction of the íisheries, to have 
! something done. This proposition 
; rather suggests that the íishery cruiser 
had bettcr be withdrawm from service, 
bccause if 15 out of 21 cases were in 
I the first half of last year, and only four 
j cases within the second six months, it 
appears as though there had been no 
j attempts to catch offenders, and as a 
I mattcr of practice, the offending traw- 
; lers are putting their fingers to their 
j noses. 

í ATTORNEY-GENERAL : One of thc 

| proprietors so expressed his fcelings in 
w r riting. 

j Mr. JOHNSON: I do not know r 
I whether it would not be a very good 
j case to take up and challenge the right 
of these trawlers in some very drastic 
fashion and enforce action in the Courts 
from the other side of the w T ater. lí 
•we are entitled to proteet the fisheries 
according to this Article of the Treaty 
we are entitled to make due provision 
for that protection, and we are entitled 
to take all the steps that are necessary 
within our jurisdiction. The explana- 
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tion given by the Attorney-General 
suggests a long period of litigation 
unless some more satisfaetorv method 
of arriving at agreement with the Bri- 
tish authorities is eorne to. A Conven- 
tion or Treaty respecting this matter 
cannot bc arrived at quickly. I won- 
der whether there has been any con- 
sideration given to the proposal to ex- 
tend the limits of the jurisdiction by 
international Convention to the twelve 
miles suggested by two Governments. 
Perhaps thc present state of * opinion 
in Ameriea regarding the prohibition 
area might inducc them to come to an 
agrcement to extend the limit to twelve 
miles, and I bolicve Russia is of the 
same opinion. Perhaps with the United 
States, Ireland, and Russia in agree- 
ment on this matter, we could pcrsuade 
all the other nations of the world to 
extend thc lirriit to the twelve miles. 
I would like to urge, though, tliat this 
matter, as woll as other rnatters of the 
same kind, should be prcssed forward 
very rapidly, and if Conventions or 
agreements with Britain are neeessary 
tliat that should be the line to be takon 
rather than a continuous round of 
litigation. It is quite clear from all 
one has heard tliat there is a great 
deal of dissatisfaction around the coast 
in this matter, and thc statement of the 
Minister for Fisheries is sufíicient to 
warrant the Dáil in supporting his eon- 
tention that the Executive Council 
should press this matter of agreement 
between the two eountries forward as 
fast and as earnestly as possible. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : There is 
one matter that I should have men- 
tioned, and it is this, that the Govern- 
ment has ready now a Bill dealing 
with the reciprocal enforccments of 
various kinds of decrees and orders 
of courts between Great Britain and 
this country. That Bill will be intro- 
duced into the Dáil immediately. It 
is actually drafted and will be ready 
for introduction when the Courts of 
Justice Bill is passed, probably within 
the next week or so. When that Bill 
has been dealt with, I think the posi- 
tion will be very materially eased. 

Mr. A. BYRNE: Arising out of this 
matter, might I ask the Minister for 


Fisheries whether, quite recently, the 
vessel formerly called the “ Helga ” 
went into a Belfast dockyard for re- 
pairs without any estimate being ob 
taincd from any other íirm? 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

Thc Deputy cannot raise that ques- 
tion now, as it has already been dis- 
cusscd on thc original estimatc. 

Mr. SEARS: With regard to rural 
industries, I desire to ask the Minis- 
ter if he intends to re-open the small 
iudustries closed during thc last few 
years, partieulai i ly those in the County 
Mayo. One or two were closed be- 
cause the buildings in which the in- 
dustries were earried on were attaclced 
and dcstroyed by the Blaek and Tans, 
and the industries have not since been 
re-opened. Some other industrics are 
closed for other reasons. In thesc 
years of dcpression it is an unfortu- 
natc thing in these poor localities that 
no attempt has becn made to re-open 
these little industries and givc cm- 
p!oymcnt to thc very poor people who 
werc formerly employed in them. I 
would bc glad to havc an assurance 
from the Minister that thcy will bc 
rc-opened. 

Mr. WOLFE: I would like to ask 
the Minister if he can see liis way to 
do anything about a suggestion I 
made some time ago for the establish- 
ment of an ice factory in connection 
with the fishing industry, and also as 
to the establishment of industries for 
nct and barrel making. The estab- 
lishmcnt of such industries would givc 
much needed employment in the 
country. 

Mr. LYNCH: With regard to the 
point raised by Deputy Sears, this De- 
partment is only in process of being 
handed over to me; that is, the Depart- 
ment dealing with rural industries. It 
has not yet been legally handed over to 
me, and I am not quite versed in all the 
ramifications of it. I am aware, of 
course, that jat several centres these 
little industries had to be closed in 
reeent years from one cause or another, 
and the question of their re-opening ia 
one which will have to be considered 
on its merits, and, of course, will have 
to be governed by the amount of money 
available for them. 
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I may as well go back to deal with 
the different points as they were 
raised. Several Deputies referred to 
the loans—Deputies McFadden, Wil- 
son, O’Connell and Figgis. I thínk I 
answered Deputy McFadden to the 
extent that I said I hoped, and had a 
certain amount of assurance, that these 
loans would be again made available in 
the near future. I think that answers 
Deputy Wilson also. I hope thcse loans 
will be made available. I agree with 
Deputy Figgis’s argumcnt that giving 
these loans now is «the only liope not 
only of putting the poorest portion of 
our population on their feet, but of re- 
covering the amount that is outstand- 
ing. He made some point about how I 
managed the staff. My staff is rcally 
what, you might call a coalition stafí f . 
It is a coaleseing of the Fishery 
Branches of the Department of Agri- 
culture and of the Congested Districts 
Board. I am now getting three or four 
men who were dealing with the Rural 
Industries Section of the Congested 
Districts Board. All except the Rural 
Industries were brought into one build- 
ing under the permanent head of thc 
Department—the Seerctary to the 
Ministry. As a matter of faet, as far 
as the fishery portion of the staff is 
coneerned, a saving has been made. 

AN OEANN COMHAIRLE rcsumed 

the Chair. 

Mr. LTNCH: Going back again to 
the loans, Deputy 0 ’Connell asked that 
consideration should be given, and con- 
sideration has been given, as far as 
Finance will allow it. They have ocea- 
sionally given us a eertain amount of 
liberty. Considcration will be given to 
persons so long as thc Department is 
genuinely satisfied that an honest 
effort will be made to repay. 

Mr. WILSON : Will the Minister 
wipe out the arrears? 

Mr. LYNOH: No. 

Mr. O’OONNELL: Why not twenty- 
five per cent. off? 

Mr. JOHNSON: Issue fishery bonds. 

Mr. LYNOH: Deputy Wilson refer- 
red to the question of insurance, and to 
the fact that we have been more or less 
throwin g money into a sieve. He 
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asked are we going to pay for casual- 
ties. Yes; where a boat is lying up 
premiums are refunded. There have 
been a few casualtics this year where 
payments were made by the insurance 
company in this country. The insur- 
ancc works out about one and a half 
per cent. per annum, which is not, I 
think, very high. With regard to the 
question of the subsidy to the Ai^in- 
Galway steamer, as an alternative 
routc, first, of all this subsidy of £1,100 
is also one of our inheritances. We 
inherited this from the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board. Thc alternative scheme 
is undcr consideration. All that I can 
really say about- it, is that it is being 
considered. There are many things 
against the Coshla routc as well as 
against the Galway route. 

Mr. WILSON^Is there a railway? 

Mr. LYNCH: There is not even a 
road. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: Oh, yes; there is. 

Mr. LYNCH: There is no railway 
station ncarer than Maam Cross, ten or 
twelve miles. As far as I can remem- 
ber, when the thing was before me first, 
it was stated that it would require the 
making or the rehauling of at least two 
or three miles of road, which would be 
the work of the County Council. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: The suggestion 
was that a lorry service should be es- 
tablished between Galway town and 
Coshla Bay. For twenty miles of that 
distance there is a good steam-rolled 
road. There is only a short distance 
that would have to bc widcned or re- 
constructed. 

Mr. LYNCH : I would recommend the 
Deputy then to get the Galway County 
Council to do that part first, and we 
will see what we will do. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Will you persuade 
the Ministry to provide the money on 
loan? 

Mr. LYNCH : It is not for my Minis- 
try. Deputy Hewat thought that the 
Department is apparently being made a 
grandmother for fisheries. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: A milch cow. 


27 Maech, 1924. 
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Mr. LYNCH: The fact is that we 
are trying to get out of that position. 
The Congested Districts Board was, if 
anything, more or less in that position. 

I think tlic new method of the Vote 
coming on here instead of being as it 
was before, morc or less freely handled 
by a body like thc Congested Districts 
Board, will remove all possibilitj r of the 
grandmother element appearing. He re- 
ferred to the question of help. In prac- 
tically every countrv in which fishing 
has made any headway there has bccn 
Government help—in Canada, Norway, 
Denmark, and so on. He talked about 
grants. I have never raised the question 
of grants. There is no question of 
grants. They are loans. and loans on 
reasonable security, and loans wliich, as 
Deputy Figgis said—I agree with him 
for once in my life—have becn up to the 
recent slump years most honourably re- 
paid. They have not been able to meet, 
them in thc last few ycars, but many 
other portions of the community were 
also hard hit during the last few years, 
and the} r havc not been able to meet 
their liabilities. The farmers asked L'or 
time for repaymcnt of their land annui- 
ties, because of the position in which 
they are. These men were hardcr hit 
even than the farmers. They have such 
an extremely good record that I do not 
feel like coming down to bitc their heads 
off at this particular juncture. 

Mr. WILSON: Compound the ar- 
rears! What about the oysters? 

Mr. LYNCH: I am afraid Deputy 
Wilson did not give me anything very 
definite to go upon. I think he was a bit 
mixed about the dredging. 

Mr. WILSON : I understand that 
when the people who were applied to 
to supply these oysters came to examine 
the beds at, Courtown and Arklow, they 
found that by reason of the ncglect for 
the last four or five years the beds re- 
quired certain treatment to bring them 
into operation again. I brought it to 
your notice with a view to asking yi u 
whether application had been made to 
your Department- 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : The 1 

Deputy must address the Chair. He 
cannot enter into a conversation with 
the Minister. 


I Mr. WILSON: I beg your pardon 
My object was to direct the Minister’s 
| attention, to tliis market for oysters and 
to the fact that the beds require treat- 
ment to make the oysters suitable for 
marketing in London. 

Mr. LYNCH: This matter was 
raised with me privately by Deputy 
Byrne. The Arklow fishermen have 
promised to put up a proposition to 
mc, and when that is put before me 
it will bc time enough to considcr it. 

Mr. HEFPERNAN: Before you put 
the Estimate, am I in order in asking 
the Ministcr a question about rural 
industrics? Is that part of the Esti- 
matc finished? There was no discus- 
sion upon it. 

Mr. LYNCH: I do not mind the 
quostion being asked. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: I would like to 
makc a suggestion to the Minister 
with regard to rural industries. I 
presume by rural industries he means 
industries like knitt.ing and lace-mak- 
ing, homespuns and things of that 
kind. I would suggest to him that 
tbese articles have not been anythipg 
like sufficiently advertised. The people 
do not know where they are made or 
what is made. ln many cases the 
articles made are not suitable for tlic 
market, as you will find if you go 
into a shop in Dublin to get a pair 
of socks for city wear. The same 
thing applies to homespuns. We have 
a lot of Scotch homespuns advertised 
and sold, and I would suggest that if 
portion of the funds of the Ministry 
were spent in advcrtising more fully 
to the Irish public, and perhaps to the 
English public, these articles which 
constitute the rural industries that a 
very big trade might be built up, with 
great advantage to the poor people 
concerncd. 

Mr. LYNCH: We actually have a 
scheme under consideration which we 
hope will put these industries on an 
economic basis. 

Mr. HEWAT: I hope the accounts 
will be kept, so that we will be able 
to see the profit and loss. 
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Mr. LYNCH: You can ask that on 
next jrear’s Estimates. 

Question put and agreed to. 

LEAGUE OF NATIONS. 

Mr. BLYTHE : I movc Vot.c 63: 
° That a suni not excceding £3,250 bc 
granted to defray thc chargc vvhieh 
will come in course of paymcnt during 
the year (‘nding on thc 31st day of 
March, 1924, for a grant. in aid of tbc 
expenses of the League of Nations 
and for other expenses in conneclion 
therewith. M I think the details appcar 
fairly fully on the face of tlie Esti- 
mate. 

Question put and agrecd to. 

Mr. BLYTHE: I move to report 
progress. 

DAIL RESUMES. 

Progress rcportcd. Committee 
ordered to sit again at 7 p.m. 

The Dáil adjourncd at 6 p.m. and 
resumed at 7.5 p.m. 

COMMITTEE ON FINANCE. 

ARMV PENSIONS. 

Mr. BLYTHE: I movc: “ That a 
sum uot exeeeding .£10,000 be granted 
to defray the eharge which will eorne in 
course of payment during the year end- 
ing on 'the 31st Mareh 1924, for 
wound ^ pensions, allowances and 
gratuities under the Army Pensions 
Act, 1923, and for sundry contribu- 
t.ions in respect of the administration 
thereof. ,, 

This estimate is for a new service, 
and it is presented pursuant to Sec- 
tion 14 of the Army Pensions Act, 1923, 
which enacts that pensions shall be 
paid out of moneys provided by the 
Oireachtas. It is cstimated that 
£120,000 will be rcquired to defray ex- 
penses under the Act to the 31st March, 
1925, and £10,000 is taken as the figure 
which may be expended before the 31 st 
March, 1924. The Army Pensions 
Board has had a number of sittings for 
the assessment of pensions and allow- 
anees, $nd has now sat twice this week, 
and it is expected that at the end of 


j this week it will have dealt with a 
large amount of the most urgent and 
easily assessablc cases. The sum for a 
supplemcntary estimate appears to be 
( a very large one for such a short 
j pcriod, but the fact is that in the case 
of allowances granted in respect of the 
deatlis of persons killed before April, 
j 1922, the pensions are payable from 
j thal day, representing two years J 
! arrears. 

•Mr. JOHNSON: There is a matter 
that I vvould like to bring to the notice 
of the Minister undcr this Vote. It is 
I with regard to the Medical Board and 
I the possibilitics of an appeal to a 
referee. I think that that has bcen the 
practice undcr the British Pensions 
Act, and gavc, I think, somc satisfac- 
tion. It seems almost to be dcsirable 
from cvery point of view. The Medical 
Board makes an assessment, and I take 
it that it is still within the right of the 
Minister to veto that, but it. is sug- 
gested, and I think with somc force, 
that there should be an appeal made to 
a specialist in the ease of wounds; at 
least they should bc open to an appeal. 
The existencc of such a referee would, 
I believe, ensure more satisfaction than 
his absenee. I do not think it would 
eost very much. I think it would be a 
valuable addition to the scheme of ad- 
( ministration under this Act. 

I Mr. WILSON : Wh«*n tlu« Army Pcn- 
sions Bill was being introduced in the 
Dáil the financial clauses were, I under- 
stood, to bc made up by savings on the 
Army Vote, and therefore I am won- 
dcring why you did not show that this 
expense would be part of thc savings 
which must have bcen made last year 
on the sum of ten million pounds voted 
for the Army. I am not taking excep- 
tion to the new Votc, but I thought you 
would show this as a grant-in-aid from 
the Army Vote and not in the way of 
new money. 

Mr. BLYTHE : I am not sure but 
that the amount might have been met 
out of the Army Vote. But this is 
really an entirely separate thing from 
current expertditure on the Army. The 
general rule is to keep the Army Pen- 
sions Vote a separate vote entirely 
from the Army Votes, and not to be 
taking the savings under one head into 
account in the other. No matter what 
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savings we might make in the Army, if 
we abolish the Army altogether the 
Army Pensions wonld have to continue 
for a ccrtain length of time. I believe 
that the amount of £10,000 could havc 
been found within the limits of the 
present Army Vote only that we re- 
garded this thing as an entircly diffe- 
rent matter. With regard to the 
matter of the referce, I can sce a good 
deai to be said for the referee, but’ I 
would like to havc an examination of 
the matter made before committing my- 
self to agreeing with thc suggestion of 
Deputy Johnson. I would discuss it 
with him at some futurc time if he 
would raise it. 1 sec on the face of it, 
that it is gcncrally desirable to have 
an appeal in such cases, but I would 
not be prepared really to discuss the 
matter now. 

Question put and agreed to. 

CIVIL SBBVICE COMMISSION. 

Mr. BLYTHE : I move:— 

“ That a sum not exeecding £1,650 
be granted to defray the charge 
which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the year ending on the 
31st March, 1924, to pay the salarics 
and expenscs of the Civil Service 
Commission.’ 9 

This is a new service. The Commis- 
sion was set up under the Civil Serviee 
Regulation Act of 1923, which expired 
on the 8th February. A new Act has 
since come into operation, and the 
officers of the Civil Service Commis- 
sion, now that permanent legislation 
has been secured, will be appointed de- 
finitely to their position. For instancc, 
the salary of thc Secretary at present 
5s paid from the vote of the Supreme 
Court of Judicature, and he is paid an 
allowance from this vote. But now, 
from the Ist April, he will be paid en- 
tirely from the Civil Service Commis- 
sion Vote. The same applies to the 
next officer. The Commission so far i 
has held, I think, 16 examinations of 
one sort and another, for Customs and 
Excise, County Surveyors, two exam- 
inations for writing assistants, tempor- 
ary typists, examination of D.M.P. for 
promotion, an examination for Marine 
posts in connection with the transport 
section of the Ministry of Industry 


and Commerce, inspcctors of weights 
and measures in the Gárda Síochána, 
boy messengers in the Post Office in 
Dublin, and through the provinces, and 
other examinations of that sort. The 
number of candidates that have so far 
sat in examinations held by the Com- 
mission, is 1,608. The examinations 
have been held in Dublin, Cork, Gal- 
way, Letterkenny, Sligo, Athlone, 
Limerick, Tralce, Waterford and Dun- 
dalk. Therc has been a great variety 
of standard. 

* This Estimate was prepared two or 
three wceks ago, and I think the amount 
is a little more than will be required, 
but I could not give the exact figure at 
the moment. The examiners are drawn 
from the Universities, and the Secondary 
Schools and the superintendents of the 
examinations are gcnerally sccondary 
teachers. The only figure that I see 
which would strike onc as a bit high is 
the amount í'or subsistence allowances 
and for travelling expenses. I believe 
that amount will not bc required. That 
is an excessive item in the Estimate. All 
the other items, 1 think, are low. The 
hii ing of examination rooms ánd so forth 
does not amount to much. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Is it intended to 
make this service a profitable one? There 
is, I understand, a considerable charge 
made to at least somc of the applieants 
before they are allowed to sit for exami- 
nation. If it is only £1, I can imagine 
that if 1,608 persons have already been 
examincd, and if each paid £1, that 
might havc covered very nearly all the 
cxpenses. Somc, I know, have paid much 
more. I do not know what the custom is 
in regard to the matter, or whether all 
or only a few pay a fee for sitting for 
examination. The Minister has read out 
a number of classes which have gone 
through examination. I was curious to 
know whether there had been any exami- 
nation to qualify for Commissioners to 
act for Ijocal (íovernment bodies. Pcr- 
haps the Minister will tell us whether 
there has been any examination for that 
section of public service? 

Mr. BLYTHE : Not yet. I think 
the amount that has been received in 
fees was something like £400. I had the 
figure, but I have mislaid the paper on^ 
which it was. 
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Major COOPER : I suppose wheu 
the examination adumbrated by Deputy 
Johnson, which, as the Minister suggests, 
is in the womb of the future, comes into 
being, there wili be a special examina- 
tion in surcharging. The Minister 
rathcr disarmed me in advance by ad- 
mitting that the £400 is excessive for 
subsistence allowances and travelling 
expenses. I cannot see why there should 
be any votc for subsistence allowance 
and travelling expenses íor examiners 
and superintendents. At. all thc places 
thc Minister has named, where examina- 
t.ions werc held, I think it is possible to 
find suitable superintendents. It is cer- 
tainly possible in Sligo. I am sure the 
Minister for Fisheries could find them in 
Traiee, and in Letterkeimy, I am told by 
Deputies suitablc superintendents could 
bc found. It is only a question of look- 
ing out to find people on the spot who, 
for the fee paid, will exercise supervi- 
sion at the examinations. It is not an 
onerous task. It requires integrity and 
intelligencc, but, nevertheless, it is not a 
very difficult duty to perform. 

As far as the examiners are con- 
cerned, I cannot speak with the autho- 
rity of Deputies on my right, who spcnd 
their whole days cxamining and come 
back and boast of the number in the 
bag as if they were out fishing. I ean- j 
not see why subsistcnce allowances and 
travelling expenses should become 
necessary in the case of the examiner, 
who sets the paper and then it is sent 
down to the place where the cxamina- 
tion is held. I cannot see the necessity 
for those expenses in the case of the 
examiner. The examiner lives probably 
somewhere in my const.it uency, and he 
goes down to the University, whichever 
it may be, and in his officc he sets the 
examination paper. The Minister then 
sends it down to the place of examina- 
tion. 

I do not know if he trusts it to the 
post, or if, as is thc case in Italy, all 
examination papers and answers are 
conveyed by Civil Servants of a minor 
type. I travelled with some of them, 
and I must say they are men of an 
unpleasant type, who spat on the floor 
all the time. The post is not trusted 
there. In this country I thirik the 
post might be. I do not see any neces- 
pity, not merely for an excessive Vote, 
but for any Vote at all, for these sub- 


sistence allowances and travelling 
expenses. 

Mr. BLYTHE : I think it is generally 
regarded as undesirable to have local 
suporintondents, and one has only to 
think over the matter a little to roalise 
that there would at least be grave 
charges made, even if tliere was no 
foundation for them, and that there 
would not be any confidence if we had 
local superintendents. 

Mr. ALTON: Thc Minister has really 
taken my (piestion out of my mouth. 

! There is the dassical case of a local 
! superint(»ndehtwho was retained twelve 
nionths in advance. I think it is really 
impossible to have loeal superintcn- 
dents. Would I be in order in aslring 
when there will be a forrnal syllabus 
published, that will be aecessible to 
eandidates and their instructors? Per- 
j liaps I might incidentally be permitted 
to eongratulate the Minister on the 
schcme of examination held up to date. 
I t.hink it is desirable that (letails and 
the courses or the curricula of our first 
and second class Civil Serviee examina- 
tions should bc known as soon as pos- 
j sible, and as widely as possible, in the 
form of a syllabus. 

Mr. WILSON : I wish again to direct 
attention to the financial aspect of this 
Vote. We have £1,650 plus £400, that 
is £2,050. Sixteen cxaminations were 
held, that. is, it. cost £125 for each 
cxamination. While I consider that a 
reasonable amount ought to be paid 
in this case, T think thc aspect. of the 
1 case is such t.hat it shows there is some 
extravagance in the administration of 
this particular service. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: I am afraid De- 
puty Wilson would not succeed at anv 
of these examinations, or in one par- 
ticular branch, at any rate. 

Professor THRIFT: I think it is only 
fair to point out to Deputy Wilson that. 
this £1,600 provides for a good deal 
more than eondueting examinations. 
The work of the Civil Service Commis- 
sion is much wider than that. Deputy 
Cooper was trying to draw those who r 
like myself, have the misfortune to in- 
dulge in that pcculiar form of torture 
j called conducting examinations, but he 
will not draw me on thia occasioH more 
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than to draw attention to onc word. I 
think those who are cxposed to sueh 
obloquy should have the same title 
throughout the Paper and not be called 
Examiners in one plaec and Assistant 
Examiners in another. One line in the 
Paper sets out the cost of Examiners 
and Superintendents, but the total is 
madc out a little lower dowm. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: There is 
an excellent explanation for that which 
I might be allowed to give. Senior In- 
spcctors of the Intcrmediate Education 
Board set a good many of the examina- 
tion papers as part of their ordinary 
work. Ilence a good deal of the fees 
are fees to Assistant Examiners who 
oxamine the papers when there are a 
big number of candidates. Usually in 
cases where there is a University 
standard, the Examiners are Univer- 
sity Professors, and they could, of 
course, in no cireumstances be called 
Assistant Examiners. On the point 
Deputy Alton raised, I do not follow as 
to what exactly hc meant. 

Mr. ALTON : I mean that we should 
have a more or less standard syllabus 
that would hold for year «to year so 
that it might be known what course or 
standard you would cxpect from first 
class Civil Service Candidates and what 
from sccond class; that is to enable us 
to know approximately. . 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : The 

Civii Service Commissioners can only 
hold an examination when requcsted to 
do so, and havc not yet. held a First 
Division Examination, but one is an- 
nounced for the end of the year. The 
standard has becn announced as an 
Honours Degree Standard. A detailed 
syllabus is in course of preparation, 
and will be published, but the difficulty 
is to arrange for a course that will give j 
fair play to candidates from the two | 
Universities, and not only from the two I 
Universities, but really from the four 
institutions, namely, the three Univer- 
sity Colleges of the National University 
and Trinity College. The intention of 
the Civil Service Commission has been 
that examinations conducted by the 
Commission would never cut across the 
ordinary educational policy of the 
«country, but would be the same as the 
examinations held hy the Ministry of 


Education, and the Universities. There 
have bcen special reasons urged by the 
departments concern^d for ccrtain ex- 
aminations, and owing to the transition 
period, I thinlc one departure was made 
in whieh an examination was fixed with 
an age limit bcginning at 19, which 
was very undesirable, but was done for 
j special reasons. 

Mr. ALTON: Might I suggest that 
there might be some laxity for certain 
appointments, appointments for special 
departments where you require rather 
specialists than the average type of 
students, as, for example, for such Qo- 
vernment appointments as a Museum ap- 
pointmcnt. I would lcave that to the 
discretion of the Director or Govemor, 
or* the gentlcmen who look after these 
places. I just thought I would simply 
emphasise this particular aspect of the 
Civil Service for the moment. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: The 

Civil Service Commission, besides con- 
ducting examinations, also nominates 
and approves of Selection Boards for 
certain appointments. Deputy Alton’s 
point is that there should bc certain 
Selection Boards for certain posts. That 
is actually tlie case at present. 

Question put and agreed to. 

VOTE 66—REPAVMENTS TO CON- 
TINGENCV FUND. 

Mr. BLYTHE : I beg to move— 

That a sum, not exceeding £810, 
be granted to defray the charge 
which will come in course of pay- 
inent during the year ending on the 
3.1st day of March, 1924, to repay to 
the Contingency Fund ccrtain mis- 
cellaneous advances. 

The Contingency Fund was estab- 
lished in 1923-24 by the vote of a grant 
in aid of £20,000. The fund is placed 
at the disposal of the Executive Coun- 
cil to defray urgent or unforeseen ex- 
penditure not covered by the ordinary 
Votes and for which it may be im- 
practicable to seck the immediate ap- 
proval of the Dáil. The Minister for 
Finance may make advances from the 
fund to meet deficiencies on ordinary 
Votes or for new services. All advances 
from the fund will be repayable to the 
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fund from the appropriate ordinary 
Votes, if there is a Vote in existence 
in respect of the service. Where the 
service is not covered by an ordinary 
Vote the advances will be paid from the 
repayment to thc Contingency Fund 
Vote. 

The Bstimate, I think, contains par- 
ticulars of all the advances made. Sena- 
tor McPartlin was in Gcneva rcpre- 
senting the Saorstát when he died. The 
expenses of his funeral were, conse- 
quently, very high, and were a proper 
charge to be borne by thc State. A 
grant-in-aid of the Trish section of the 
intcr-Parliamentary Union was, felt to 
be proper assistance, and one which 
would give benefits to the Statc com- 
mensurate with the very small expen- 
diture involved. The last item is really 
a book-keeping itcm. It is simply a 
payment to the Revenue Commissioners 
in respect of stamp duties payable on 
deeds and other documents. It is a 
matter just of transferring money frotn 
one pocket to another, but it is put 
down just to show that things have 
been accurately kept. 

Sir JAMES CRAIG: 1 desire to ask 
the Minister if only one case oecurred 
in the Free State where a grant was 
paid to the mother of triplets. The fact 
that only one case occurred in the 
Free State is, I suggest, rather a dis- 
grace t.o Ireland. I saw in the papers 
the other day that a lady gavc birth to 
four in England, and I do not sec why 
this country should be behind in tliis 
respect. I desire to know if this elaim 
has been paid or if it has becn lield 
overf 

Mr. BLYTHE: It, has bcen paid. 

Mr, WILSON: Do I understand that 
the sum of £20,000 originally voted for 
the Contingency Fund is still extant, 
and that these sums are mcrely being 
paid in order to keep that £20,000 al- 
ways in being? 

Mr. BLYTHE: Yes. 

Question put and agreed to. 

VOTE 67—SCHOOL GRANTS 
(NORTHERN IRELAND). 

Mr. BLYTHE: I beg to movc— 

That a sum, not exceeding £11,000, 

be granted to defray the charge 
Vol. 6. 


which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1924, for payment 
of grants to schools in Northern Irc- 
land. 

These are grants due to intermediate 
sehools in Northern Ireland. In 1922, 
aíter the setting up of the Provisional 
Government, an examination was held 
by the Intermediate Board at which the 
pupils from eertain schools in Northem 
Ireland sat. The examination was held 
in Belfast and other centres in the 
North. As a eonsequence of the pupils 
frorn these schools entering for the ex- 
amination which we held, rather than 
for the examination which was held by 
j the Government of Northern Ireland, 
i they lost the grants whieh were payable 
j as results fees for these examinations, 
i namcly, £2,500. Other grants which 
i were lost. to the schools as a result of 
| following a eertain line of conduct, also 
resulted from our holding these exam- 
inations in the North. There was also 
lost a sum of £2,300 teachers , salaries; 
a sum of £2,400 of what was called an 
additional grant, and £3,600, science 
and art grant. The Northern Govern- 
ment refused to pay any o£ the grants; 
they not merely refused to pay the 
, £2,500 which would have been payable 
1 on the results of the cxamination, 
j but they also reíused to pay 
I any other grants. There is no 
j doubt that these schools suffercd 
I a loss entirely as a result of 
our policy in holding that examination 
in the Six Counties. Personally, I am 
not conversant with how the matter 
arose. It was at a time when there was 
a dual system of Government in the 
country. You had here a Dáil Eireann 
Cabinet, and you also had the Provi- 
• sional Government. I was a member of 
the Dáil Eircann Cabinet and not of the 
I Provisional Government, and I do not 
I know exactly how the matter arose, but 
! perhaps it could be explained. In any 
case, the schools certainly lost their 
I money entirely as a result of the line 
of action which we took. 

Mr. WILSON: Can the Minister say 
who gained this £11,000? Into whose 
pocket did this sum of money go by 
reason of it not being paid out? 

’ Mr. BLYTHE: The Government of 
Northern Ireland. 

m4. 
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Mr. O CONNELL: I was interested 
to hear the Minister for Finance saying, 
in the course of his statement, that he 
was proposing this Vote in order to 
make igood the loss that was suffered as 
a result of their policy at that parti- 
cular time. Now, perhaps, the Minis- 
ter is aware that there are others who 
suffered, and are suffering, as a result 
of a certain policy which was pursued 
at that time. I would like to know if 
the Government is prepared to make 
good the losses which were suffered in 
all cases. 

Mr. BLYTHE : If the Deputy will dis- 
cuss with me the matter he has in mind 
I will answer him. 

Question put and agreed to. 


Mr. GOREY : I intend to move a re- 
duction of £850,000 in connection with 
the Post Office in order to bring certain 
grievances up. 

Mr. ALTON: I might suggest that 
| we defer discussion on the particular 
I Votes till the Estirnates come on. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: I am 

quite clear about that. 

Mr. O CONNELL: Of course, there 
may bc mattcrs of urgcncy that we 
would wish to'bring up now. 

I . Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: If there 
were ptit an amendment to reduce, 
would that amendment not be merely 
for the total sum, and not apply of 
neeessity to any of the constituentsf 


AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: I think 
we ought to go on now to discuss the 
Vote on Account and report the two 
things together rather than report the 
Supplementary Estirnates now and the 
Vote on Account separately. Before 
we take the Vote on Account we will 
have to settle what procedure it is pro- 
posed to adopt. 

Mr. BLYTHE : I propose to move the 
motion that is on the Paper. I presume 
it is possible to discuss anything that 
arises. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : That 
would be an extraordinary discussion. 
All these amounts will appear in the 
Estimates which will be introduced in 
a fortnight’s tirne, and in thc discussion 
of the Estirnates detailed discussion of 
the amounts and of the method of 
spending the amounts will, of course, be 
allowed. If I knew the minds of De- 
puties as to what exactly they want to 
raise on this Vote on Account we could 
arrange for the discussion. 

Major COOPER: I will want to call 
attention to the discrepancy of the 
amounts claimed as bctween one De- 
partment and another. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : That is 
one point. I would like to hear others. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I intend to move a 
reduction of this Vote by half, that is 
to reducé it by five millions. 


Major COOPER: Would it be pos- 
I sible for the, amendment to reduce to 
be takon on Number 5—that we should 
vote the whole amount on account and 
only allow £5,909,520 t.o be granted out 
of thc Centraí Fund? That would pro- 
bably be more convenient than making 
a general reduction all through these 
figures. That would leave the Ministry 
of Finance free tb allot the money as 
they think best. 

Mr. JOHNSON : That would probably 

| be the better way. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: That is 

to say, take the Vote on Account and 
move a reduetion of Number 5 on the 
Order Paper? 

Major COOPER: That is what I 
would suggest. 

Mr. JOHNSON: That will serve my 
purpose better than taking the reduc- 
tion on this motion. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: That 

would serve Deputy Cooper’s purpose, 

, too? 

Major COOPER: Yes. 

1 AN OBANN OOMHAIRLE: Wn 

cannot havc the discussion on the ad- 
ministration of all thcse Departments 
at this stase. We could arrange for 
onc reduction to be moved so as to 
draw attention to one particular De- 
partment, and leave it at that, but it 
would be better to confine the discus- 
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sion to gcneral questions, and to take 
the detailed discussion later on on the 
Estimates. 

Mr. BLYTHE: l move: That a 
sum not exceediiig’ £10,909,510 be 
granted on account for or to- 
wards defr*ayinK th(‘ charges for 
ccrtain public services for the 
year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1925. I want to say 
just one or two things with regard to 
the Vote on Aceount. In thc first place 
no money can be paid as a result of 
passing a Vote on Account on any new 
•service that has not been specifically 
before the Dáil. For instance, if these 
Supplementary Estimates had not been 
taken for Army pensions, it would have 
been impossible as a result of putting 
in a Vote on Aceount of Army pensions 
to have expended any money on Anmy 
pensions or any similar matter. Money 
can only % bc expended out of a Vote ón 
Account of existing scrvices that have 
already been before the Dáil. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: Why ? ls it 

because the precedent has been estab- , 
lished in some other place, or is it that ! 
it has been found convenient, or is it a j 
rule of the Department? 

Mr. BLYTlfE: It. is a definite rulc. 

I am not sure whether it is statutory or 
not. I think it is. It certainly is re- 
garded as one of the canons that a Vote 
on Account only jirovides for the carry- 
ing on of existing services on which the 
Dáil has already pronounced. With 
regard to the arnount asked for in the 
Vote on Account, the Standing Orders 
of the Dáil contemplate that Estimates 
shall be passed before the lst August. 
That is that from the beginning of the 
financial year, a period of four months 
shall be allowed during which the Dáil 
can consider the Estimates and can deal 
finally with them. They have to be 
through all stages in the Dáil before the 
lst August. The practice in Great Bri- 
tain is to take one-third of the total re- 
quired as a Vote on Account. I think 
if Deputies will reflect on the anlount 
<rf time that will be required they will 
see that you cannot well ask for less 
than one-third of the amount required. 

I hope that in a day or so the Esti- 
mates will be circulated to the Dáil. 


I They will not come before the Dáil for 
i consideration until about a fortnight or 
so. Almost about the same time the 
Budget and the Finance Bill will come 
before the Dáil, and will occupy a con- 
sidcrable amount of the time available. 
If we diseuss the Estimates in detail, as 
we really ought to discuss them, there 
is no reason why we should rush over 
I them in the way they are rushed over in 
! England. If we then pass our Central 
Fund Bill and our Appropriation Bill, 
and allow the three weeks that will be 
necessary in the case of Money Bills to 
elapse, you will see that you could not 
hope to have the matter finally dealt 
with before the cnd of June—it might 
very wcli approach nearer to the end 
of July, which is the limit contemplated 
by the Standing Orders of the Dáil. 

As to thc disparity in the amount of 
varions Estimatcs, look at the Ministry 
| of Fisheries. The net estimate of the 
1 Ministry of Fisherics is £56,000, but 
there arc Appropriations in Aid, as will 
be seen in the Supplementary, of some- 
thing like £27,000 or £28,000, so that 
the gross expcnditure is nearer £90,000 
than £56,000. These Appropriations in 
Aid mav not come in until well on in 
the year, so that. t.hc amount asked for 
on aecount even in that particular Mini- 
strv is not much more than one-third 
of the total. The general principle is 
that we ask for what is estimatcd to 
carry a Department over a period of 
three months. If the Department de- 
sires to initiate any new scrvices then 
wc must arrange to take the estimatc 
of that Department early. It is unde- 
sirable, in my opinion, that we should 
have to rush thc Estimates or that we 
should have to cut in in the middle of 
our consideration of them with one 
Central Fund Bill and follow it with 
another. In this matter, as in many 
other matters of financial procedure, I 
thinlc we are following the British prac- 
tice. In this particular regard I think 
it is a practice that is reasonable, al- 
though the amount seems to be large. I 
would suggest in the circumstanccs that 
the Dáil should be prepared to grant 
the amount that is aslced for. It com- 
mits the Dáil certainly to nothing, ex- 
cept to a continuance, during the period 
of three months, of the existing ser- 
vices. It does not commit them to the 
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total sums; it enables them to discuss 
in detail every item that wilhappear on 
the Estimates, just in the same way as 
if the Vote on Account had not been 
taken at all. 

Major COOPEB: The first point I 
want to make is, that we are at a great 
disadvantage in dealing with a Vote on 
Account that we saw for the first time 
when we came into the Dáil yesterday. 
We sat yesterday for twelve hours with 
certain intervals for refreshments, dur- 
ing which we were not able to study 
Votes on Account. It is unfair to aslc 
us to go on with this Vote on Account 
with so little notice and so little oppor- 
tunity of studying the matter. That is 
my excuse for not having gone in de- 
tail into the figures. In the figures I 
have gone into there seems to be an ex- 
traordinary discrepancy in regard to 
the proportion demanded by thc various 
departments. Taking one or two figures 
as I took them—mostly during the 
speech of the Minister for hhsheries— 
arbitrarily I found that we were asked 
to vote for the Oireachtas £40,000. The 
total vote last year for the Oireachtas 
was £95,000, so that instead of voting 
onc-third we are voting nearly half I 
cannot anticipate any extraordinary 
expenditure, any increase of staíf, even 
any increase of salary that will necessi- 
tate an increased vote of that kind. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: You never know. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Things are changing. 

Major COOPER: I think Labour De- 
puties have almost lost hope of any rise 
in their emolumcnts. Deputy O’Con- 
nelPs Union has, I think, lost hope if 
Deputy O’Connell has not. Looking 
down the list in a most arbitrary way— 
I only took out a few items—Secret 
Service is less than a fourth of what 
was voted last year. I do not know 
whethcr Deputy Wilson's discovery 
last night that Parliamentary secre- 
taries were possibly lurking under 
cover of Secret Service and have now 
come out, has had anything to do with 
that. But the fact remains that where 
we voted £50,000 last year for Secret 
Service, we are only asked to vote 
£12,000, or less than one-fourth, now. 
The average of the Vote on Ac- 


count is about one-fourth of the 
year's expenditure. I look down 
the list and I find that the Qárda 
Síochána are asking for more 
than one-third of last year’s Vote, 
| though, as I understand, there is to be 
a cut in their pay and they will not, 
presumably, require as much money. 
On the other hand, an important Minis- 
try—the Ministry for Local Govern- 
ment—are asking for less than one- 
fourth of last year’s Estimate. Whether 
that is the effect of the criticism of De- 
puty Corish, and that the Ministry of 
Local Qovernment is feeling small and 
drawing in its wings, I do not know 
Again, Hospitals and Charities are thc 
most surprising of the lot. Hospitals 
and Charities last year were £16,000. 
They are asking for £12,000 on a»ccount, 
or just three-fourths of what they had 
beforc. I can ouly suppose that thc 
Government is seized with penitence, 
and is making its soul with charitable 
donations. We come then to an ex- 
tremely important Ministry, the Minis- 
try of External Affairs, which is asking 
a Vote on Aceount of less than one-fifth 
of what it had last year. The Ministry 
of Fisheries, on the other hand, is ask- 
ing for a good deal more than the 
original Vote. The Minister for 
Finance explained that# to a certain 
extent, but while he explained that ap- 
propriations in aid do not fall until late 
in the year, he told us nothing about 
those invested funds of the Congesíed 
Districts Board in the Church Con- 
solidation Fund, or whatcver it is, 
which bring in a certain amount of in- 
come. He did not explain how the 
balance would be redressed. I have 
taken these figures more or less hap- 
hazard, and they show no governing 
principle. The Government Depart- 
ments have not been rationéd. I have 
a feeling that the Departments have 
been asked, “ IIow much do you want 
on account to carry you on to such and 
such a date.” That, to my mind, is not 
the function of the Ministry of Finance. 
The Ministry of Finance have takén 
these things from the Departments, 
whether they were excessive or whether 
they were low. The Ministry tíf 
Finance should have said, 4t You can 
have so much to carry you on to such 
and such a date, and not one penny 
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I leave out that point of discrepan- 
cies, and I come to the other point. 
The Minister has quoted the practice 
at Westminster. So far as my recol- 
lection goes, the practice at Westmin- 
ster is not to crowd discussion on the 
Estimates into the dog-days. I un- 
derstand that they have already at 
Westminster discussed the Army and 
Air Force Estimates, and, in practice, 
the greater part of April and the 
early part of May are given to the 
discussion of Supply. I am speaking 
from memory, but that is my impres- 
sion. Only a few odd Estimates, in 
which people do not take much inte- 
rest, such as the Scottish Estimates, 
the. Indian Budget, and so on, are 
crowded into the later days of June 
and July. If we pass this Vote on 
Account in its entirely now, we will 
be crowding our Estimates, which are 
probably the most important things 
we discuss here. Legislation aífects 
individuals. Estimates aífect taxation 
and taxation afFects every person in 
the Saorstát. If we do that, we shall 
be discussing them as a tired Dáil, in 
hot weather, languidly going through 
and trying t.o keep a House. I think 
that would be a misfortune. Conse- 
quently, if we pass this very large 
Vote on Aceount—this Vote on Ac- 
« count which is £909,000 larger than 
the National loan; whieh is a quarter 
of the ^ear’s expenditure—it will be 
in the power of the Government to 
adjourn us. They will have the money 
they want, and, if our debates are in- 
convenient, it will be in their power 
to adjourn us for at least three 
months. By doing so we 
' s o’clocJc. shall abdicate. our consti- 
tutional function. I, for 
one, cannot support that. I agree that 
a Vote on Account is necessary, but I 
think this Vote, produced at such 
short notice, with no more explanation 
than we have just received from the 
Minister, is an excessive Vote. There- 
fore, I would ask the Dáil to consider 
very seriously before they decide upon 
it. 

Mr. DARBELL FIOGIS: With re- 
gard to the íirst point that Deputy 
Bryan Cooper has raised in respect to 
discrepancies, I think the query he put 
very largely answers itself in the White 


Paper that was circulated to us yester- 
day. When these various items that 
are given on the Orders of the Day are 
comparcd with the Votes that were 
asked and given at thc beginning of the 
eurrcnt financial year, certain discrep- 
ancies do appear. But whcn they are 
eomparcd with the revised Estimates 
that are to be ealled for for the coming 
year, as shown in this White Paper, 
the discrepaneies that were apparent 
beforc disappear. That is to say, one- 
third, or whatever is the amount re- 
quired on account, is generally propor- 
tionate to the Vote that will be required 
for the whole figure. That leaves the 
last question, which is, whether the vote 
be or be not too large. I do not think 
any Deputy here exactly fears that the 
Executive Council is going to do what 
Deputy Bryan Cooper suggested as a 
possibility—that is, to dispense with 
the Dáil because it had got the neces- 
sary amount of money which it needed. 
But the constitutional position rcmains 
the same. It is eonstitutionally sound 
that no legislature abdicates its func- 
tions to the extent of not keeping the 
Executive generally in elose touch with 
the legislature in the only possible way 
—by voting moneys for shoil periods 
only. If any rnotion be made, as I un- 
derstand motions will be made, for a 
reduction of thc Vote on Account, on 
the ground that the Vote on Account is 
excessive and lasts for too long a period, 
I shall support it. As regards my third 
point, I asked the Minister a certain 
question in regard to a statement he 
made that Votes could not be asked 
on account where a Vote had not ap- 
peared already in the previous íinan- 
cial year in somc form, either originally 
or supplementary. I asked that because 
in regard to No. 12—I can understand 
what the Vote is; it is an earlier Vote 
under a new name, but it is a new name 
—no earlier Vote did appear in any 
previous estimate for an item that was 
called a State laboratory. How far the 
rule which is offered to this House is 
consonant with the existence of this old 
Vote under this new form is a matter 
I put to the Minister now. 

• 

Mr. BLTTEE: The State laboratorjr 
has existed. It is simply a matter of 
separating one particular service from 
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another, and there is nothing new in 
that. Since the Customs and Excise 
has been in existence, it is necessary to 
have it. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Deputy Cooper 
pointed out certain anomalies, as he 
thought, in the preparation of the 
various Votes which are asked for on 
account. He did not note No. 21. 

Major COOPER: If I may interrupt 
for a moment, I made it clear that I 
was on!y able to make a cursory survey 
of the Supplementary Estimatcs. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Thc total sum 
rcquircd under thc Rcprcscntation 
of thc Pcoplc Act and undcr 
the Elcctoral Act last ycai% was 
£54,000. Thc total Estimatc for 
1924 was £41,000, and £27,000 are now 
asked for. I wonder whether the Gov- 
ernment is expecting a General Elec- 
tion? ^ I understand, of course, there is 
a Register, and I understand there is a 
likelihood of local elections. This is an 
Estimate for four months whicli will . 
£ake us on to July. Again, I think this ' 
period is too long. I would support en- 
tirely what Deputy Cooper has said re- 
garding the necessity for keeping this 
mattcr in our hands more tightly, and ! 
not allowing control for so long a 
period as four months to go from our 
grasp until we have had an opportunity 
of examining these Estimates more 
thoroughly. We have now reached the 
27th of March, and we are supposed to 
get through this Vote on Account, and 
the necessary legislation to follow, be- 
fore the 31st of March. I can imagine 
some very important matters arising 
within the next month, and I think 
there should be an opportunity for a 
doser examination of these figures, and 
at least spme of the Estimates, some 
time within the period covered by the 
Vote on Account. It is on those 
grounds I suggested I would move for a 
reduction of this sum, so as to cover 
two, rather than four, months. While 
on this matter, I want to raise a more 
detailed point, if it is opportune. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Is it 

about a particular Department? 

Mr. JOHNSON : It is. 


AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Better 
not refer to it, or we will have to deal 
with all departments, and I am afraid 
we might have sixty discussions. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Perhaps it will come 
up a little later. 

Mr. WILSON : I believe that a great 
deal of the fear of Dcputy Johnson 
and other Deputies would be allayed if 
the Minister would indicate when he 
will set up the Committee on Public Ac- 
counts, which is provided for under 
Standing Order 100. It is due to func- 
tion from the beginning of the next 
month. If we were assured that that 
particular Committee would be forth- 
with appointed, we might, perhaps, 
leave in the hands of the members of it 
the scrutiny of these matters connected 
with the expenses of next year. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: They 
will be considering a report on the 
Accounts for 1922-23. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: These are old 
accounts. 

Mr. WILSON: In the Vote on Ac- 
count for the period 1924-25 I do not 
see any provision made to meet the 
coupons that will be due in June in 
connection with the National Loan. 
The coupons will be payable in June. 

Mr. BLYTHE: That will come out 
of the Central Fund. It will not re- 
quire a Vote. 

Mr. DAVIN: Your money is all 
right. 

Mr. WILSON : The Minister for 
Agriculture is not here, and I wished 
to ask him a question. It is not any- 
thing of a detailed nature—it is on 
the general policy in connection with 
matters over which he has detailed in- 
formation. In the first place, we are 
waiting for a long time for a report 
on the Agricultural Commission- 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Nowl 

Mr. WILSON : No use? Very good. 

I believe that we would be doing the 
right thing when this item No. 5 
comes along in reducing this Estimate 
by the amount which Deputy Cooper 
has suggested. Because, after all, to 
vote £10,000,000 in a cursory manner 
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which will give the Government four 
months' time to waste £10,000,000, 
before the Dáil would be able to give 
the items any scrutiny, would, I think, 
be a very ill-advised policy for us. 

Mr. GOREY: Would I be in order 
in referring to a particular item? 


AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : No. 

Because the right to refer to particu- 
lar items would jextend to sixty items 
and the right of speech would be 
three speeches on each subject.. 

Question put. 


' The Dáil divided: Tá, 59; Níl, 11. 
Tá. 


Earnán Altún. 

Pádraig F. Baxter. 

Eamán de Blaghd. 

Séamus Breathnach. 

Seoirse de Bhulbh. 

Próinsias Bulfin. 

Sóamus de Búrca. 

John J. Cole. 

Sir James Craig. 

Louis J. D’Alton. 

Máighréad Ní Choileáin Bean Uí 
Dhrisceóil. 

Patrick J. Egan. 

Osmond Grattan Esmonde. 

Darrell Figgis. 

Henry J. Finlay. 

Desmond Fitzgerald. 

John Good. 

John Hennigan. 

William Hewat. 

Connor Hogan. 

Alasdair Mac Cába. 

Domhnall Mac Cárthaigh. 

Liam T. Mac Cosgair. 

Pádraig Mac Fadáin. 

P. McGilligan. 

Seán Mac Giolla *n Ríogh. 
Risteárd Mac Liam. 

Eoin Mac Neill. 

Seoirse Mac Niocaill. 


Liam Mag Aonghusa. 

Pádraig S. Mag Ualghairg. 
Martin M. Nally. 

Peadar O hAodha. 

Mícheál O hAonghusa. 

Ailfrid O Broin. 

Criostóir O Broin. 

Seán O Bruadair. 

Próinsias O Cathail. 

Aodh Ua Cinnéidigh. 
Conchubhair O Conghaile. 
Séamus N. O Dóláin. 

Pádraig O Dubhthaigh. 

Eamon S. O Dúgáin. 

Seán O Duinnín. 

Donchadh S. O Guaire. 

Mícheál R. O hlfearnáin. 
Aindriú O Láimhín. 

Séamus O Leadáin. 

Fionán O Loingsigh. 

James O’Mara. 

Domhnall O Mocháin. 

Séamus O Murchadha. 

Pádraig O hOgáin (Gaillimh). 
Seán M. O Súilleabháin. 
Patrick K. Hogan (Luimneach). 
Caoimhghín O hUigín. 

Patrick W. Shaw. 

Liam Thrift. 

Nicholas Wall. 


Nfl. 

Seán Buitléir. i Tomás O Conaill. 

Bryan R. Cooper. Aodh O Cúlacháin. 

Séamus Mac Cosgair. Liam O Daimhín. 

Tomás MacEoin. Eamon O Dubhghaill. 

Risteárd Mac Fheorais. Tadhg O Murchadha. 

Tomás de Nógla. 

Motion declared carried. 


DAIL RESUMES. 

Resolution reported. 

Mr. BLYTHE : I move—That the 
Dáil agrees with the Committee in the 
said Resolution. M 
Agreed. 

DAIL IN COMMITTEE. 

Mr. BLYTHE: I move: 

That towards making good the 
supply granted for the.serviee of the 


vear ending on the 31st day of 
Mareh, 1924, the sum of £338,832 be 
granted out of the Central Fund. 

Agreed. 

Mr. BLYTHE: I beg to move— 

“ That towards making good the 
supply granted for the service of 
the year ending on tbe 31st day of 
March, 1925, the sum of £10,909,520 
be granted out of the Central 
Fund. M 

I would suggest to the Dáil that the 
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reasons that have been urged for the 
reduction of the amount mentioned in 
this particular Voté should not be 
accepted. There is no possibility of 
the Executive Council dispensing with 
the services of the Dáil for a period 
of three months. The session of the 
Dáil can only be ended by the con- 
sent of the Dáil, and adjournments 
are taken on a Vote of the Dáil. The 
Standing Orders prescribe that while 
in session, unless otherwise ordered, 
the meeting shall take place on cer- 
tain days and at certain hours of the 
week. The Dáil can only adjourn for 
any period by consent, and if that 
suggestion was made at 8.30 anybody 
wanting to talk out a motion for an 
adjournment for three months could 
succeed in talking it out. Probably 
the suggestion is one not put forward 
seriously at alí. As for the question 
of giving a four months , supply to 
this Government, I think I have indi- 
cated that no matter how we got on 
with the Estimates we would be irito 
June before we would be at all sure 
of having them passed. Then, after 
we have done with the Estimates we 
have to have these Bills. The Bills 
will not become law for a period of 
three weeks unless the Seanad so 
chooses. I presume in the present 
case, where we have a Central Pund 
Bill dealing with the amount in the 
Supplementar^Estimates, the Seanad 
will send it back to the Dáil forth- 
with, and no question like the present 
one cóuld exist if it sent it back, so 
that after the Dáil has dealt finally 
with the matter you would have a 
period of three weeks lapsing before 
you had your Bill ready for signature 
by the Governor-General. If the 
Seanad makes recommendations, the 
Dáil is bound to consider these recom- 
mendations, and you may easily have 
a week spent upon that. 

A month might elapse actually 
between the time the Estimates are in- 
tpoduced and dealt with; in fact a good 
deal more than a month. If we had to 
take all the stages of the Central Fund 
Bill it would take something like three 
weeks to get the Central Fund Bill 
paaaed, and it might be something like 
a month ixom the time the Central 

Fund Bill passed the Dáil, until it was 


ready for signature. If we were stand- 
ing upon all thesc details, it is quite pos- 
sible it would not be possible at all to 
carry on 011 lcss tlian four months’ Vote. 
I suppose we would have nobody in the 
Dáil, in the case of a Central Fund Bill, 
after the preliminary stages have 
been gone «through, which must 
be largcly a formal matter, insist- 
ing upon the usual notice being given 
for every one of the five stages of the 
Central Fund Bill. The Labour Gov- 
ernment in England, which I suppose 
is no more representative of the general 
body of the electorate than the Execu- 
tive Council is here, is trusted with four 
months’ supply, and I think there is 
really no good argument for reducing 
the amount asked for here. If the Exe- 
cutive Council, in the interval, is forced 
to come to the Dáil again, and to go 
through all these details in getting a 
Central Pund Bill, supposing we 
were to meet with delay in the Seanad, 
and supposing we were to meet delay 
in the Dáil, so that notice should be 
given for such, it would practically 
mean we should begin all this business 
of having motions for Supply and a 
new Central Fund Bili next week. The 
points made against giving this four 
months’ supply seems really to be de- 
bating points, and good enough as de- 
bating points, but I do not think that 
they are substantial at all. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I beg to move that 
the Vote be reduced by a sum of 
£5,000,000. The Minister has built up 
a story about the various stages and 
processes, but he has missed the essen- 
tial matter. Deputy Cooper pointed 
out that this is a series of items of 
Votes on Account that we have had in 
our hands for a very short time, and. 
when we are almost on the last day. 
Now, I do not know what the actual 
facts are in this case, but I would ven- 
ture with a good deal of confidence, to 
say that the example quoted by the 
Minister of the Labour Ministry in 
England, does not find a parallel here. 
They do not produce their motions for 
a Vote on Account two days before the 
end of the financial year, and expect 
the Bill to be passed the same night. 
The Dáil will have to leam constitu- 
tional lcasons by practice and experi- 

ment, and 1 think it well that we should 
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íeel. that we have command of the 
Ministry through the financial weapon 
more effectively than in any other way. 
If the Ministry is granted, without dis- 
cussion, as it will appear, supplies for 
four months, they have a free hand 
over expenditure, and over the various 
Departmental operations. Even Minis- 
ters External to the Executive Council 
will have a free hand if the Minister for 
Finance approves. At least the Dáil 
will have consented to the expenditure 
of money on behalf of these Ministries, 
and we will not have an opportunity of 
considering matters of policy or details 
of Estimates that may come forward, 
and a Vote on Account may require to 
be repcated in a month's time. The 
Minister says that we will have to go 
through thc pi'occss of passing a Central 
Fund Bill which may mean delay. It 
rnight, but is there any more reason for 
expecting delay in a month ’s or in two 
months’ time, than there is to-night? 
If there is a possibility of that delay 
then, there is a possibility of that delay 
now, and if the Ministry is counting 
upon no delay now because we are 
challenged to hold up the whole busi- 
ness of the country, then I say it is 
taking an unfair advantage of the Dáil 
if that is his view. The end of the 
financial year is upon us, and we are to 
l>e cxpected to pass this Vote of Supply 
and to pass the Central Fund Bill with- 
out giving them consideration. I have 
no doubt the Minister will get his Bill, 
and that it will become an Act in due 
course. But there is no reason why he 
should not apply in a month’s time or 
two months , time equally if we have 
the right to discuss financial questions, 
so that the fabric of his story falls at 
once. 

It is desirable that the Dáil should 
have command at all times of the 
finances, and tjie proposal to reduce 
this Vote by £5,000,000 simply means 
that between now and the end of 
April, or the end of May as the case 
may be, we cán go into these mat- 
ters, when we will have a little more 
leisure and a little more time to give 
them consideration than we can give 
them to-night or to-morrow. I want 
to make at least my protest that we 
should not be expected to do these 
things in so short. a time, and to 
assume that the finances are perfectly 


. right and that we need not have any 
hesitation in presenting powers to 
spend £11,000,000 to the Government. 

True, of course it is as the Minister 
says, that the Dáil is likely to be in 
session. But supposing it is not ? 
Even when it is in session the Minis- 
ter forgets that financial questions can 
only be raised at the instigation of 
Ministers, so that the Dáil is tied 
very much if it loses control of its 
money. If within the next four 
months we have not the right to raise 
these financial questions, then we are 
giving away some of our authority, 
without having duly considered the 
position. For these reasons I move a 
reduction by £5,000,000 of the sum 
to be granted as supply. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: I would 
like to second that. I want to make 
it perfectly clear that there is no sug- 
gestion whatever that any member of 
the Executive Council proposes taking 
an extended holiday with the money 
that will be voted. The position 
actually is, as I see it, that we have 
already voted that the Departments 
concerned will have four months > 
supply, but inasmuch as there has 
been no time to consider these things 
in detail the amendment which I am 
now seconding is that of that sum 
which we have agreed to vote, only 
approximately half will be moved out 
of the Central Fund. The other half 
will remain there in order that on a 
later occasion these matters might be 
gone into more fully than is possible 
at the present moment. There is no 
difficulty in regard to it. It would 
only mean that in April or in June 
another motion would be taken in 
Committee on Finance, and what is 
now being done in respect of half of 
the money that it is agreed to vote 
will be then done in respect of the 
other half. I think in view of the 
fact that these Estimates have only- 
been put into our hands and are now 
being considered with such haste, in 
order to comply with the Constitu- 
tional provisions, that the amendment 
is a very fair and just one It leaves 
the Executive Couneil in the position 
that it desires, It also leaves the D&il 
in the position that it can at an early 
date, in case it should then desire to 
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do so, raise a debate as to the provi- 
sion of the other half of the money. 
I second the arnendment. 

Mr. BLYTHE : I would like to say to 
the Dáil that I regret that these Esti- 
mates have not been produced earlier. 
If I were to have any responsibility 
ngain I certainly would make every 
possible effort to have the detailed Esti- 
mates out in good time before a Vote 
on Account was asked for. I certainly 
did what I could to cxpedite them this 
year. Thev probably would have been 
out in a reasonable time if it had not 
been for some matters such as the Army 
reorganisation. We had most of thc 
other Estimates a good while before the 
Army Estimate. We only succeeded 
in getting the Army Estimate at the 
last moment. There were other Esti- 
mates, like the Land Commission, which 
presented peculiar diíficulties in view 
of the reorganisation, and there was a 
delay in the Departments supplying 
them. Then there was the necessity for 
a certain scrutiny in the Ministry of 
Finance. I admit quite frankly that 
members of the Dáil have a right to be 
aggrieved at not having the detailed 
Estimates in their hands, some weeks 
before they are asked for the Vote 011 
Account. I hope that what has occur- 
red this year will not occur again. 

Last year we were a great deal later 
than this. I think it was the 19 th April 
before.we succeeded in having detailed 
Estimates. I had hoped that this year 
w^e would have them in sufficient time 
to allow no grounds for complaint, but 
circumstances and difficulties inter- 
vened that caused delay. We have not 
yet a perfect machine, as Deputies know 
very well, and there is a great deal of 
difficulty in getting things entirely up 
to time. I do not think the Govern- 
ment will have a free hand for four 
nw>nths. It must be prepared to have 
all its business done in four months. It 
must be prepared to have all the Esti- 
mates considered in four months, and 
consideration of the detailed Estimates 
must begin practically as soon as the 
Standing Orders allow. It has been the 
practice that any members of the Dáil 
can demand that a particular Estimate 
be dealt with first. We agreed last year 


that the Opposition should have their 
choice of the Estimates on which we 
were to begin. 

( Major COOPER at this stage took 

i the Chair. 

Mr. BLYTHE: What I said with re- 
gard to the necessity for introducing a 
resolution and starting on a Central 
Phind Bill almost at once does hold in 
spite of what Deputy Johnson said. We 
have now the Estimates. We were not 
able to get them up to this. Conse- 
quently we were not able to take steps 
to put the matter in train. Now that 
we have the Estimates there would be 
no reason for not putting the matter in 
train at once, so that full time could be 
given and all the necessary details 
could be allowed in regard to the 
second portion of this Vote. I do not 
think that if we went to the Seanad 
with one Bill and asked them in view 
of the circumst-ances to take it at once 
that we could then come back in a 
short time and again throw ourselves 
on thc mercy of the Seanad in that par- 
ticular way —a way which is not fair. I 
admit it is entirely undesirable and 
unfair to rush these matters. I have 
tried, so far as T could, in any Bills I 
was responsible for, not to rush them, 
but to allow all the time that anybody 
wanted for their consideration. 

Mr. BAXTER: I think the reason the 
Minister for Finance has given as to 
why he was not able to put the Esti- 
mates in our hands earlier is really the 
reason why we must consider them. We 
have not been given a chance to go into 
the Estimates in the way we would like 
to. We have agreed to vote a certain 
sum into the Central Fund. The right to 
expend this money which the Minister 
seeks is another matter for us. There 
are items in the Estimates which we 
would like to criticise. There are 
matters of policy on which we want in- 
formation. We are not satisfíed with 
them. We have not had this evening 
an opportunity to criticise these items 
in the way we would like. Accord- 
ingly, we can hardly feel it is fair to 
expect us to give the Minister for 
Finance the right to spend money on 
certain services that we are not per- 
fectly satisfied with at the moment. 
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The Ministry admits that we have not 
had any opportunity to consider this 
matter fully, and the Minister will re- 
cognise that it is fair to the House that 
he should not ask us to consent to grant 
him the right to spend moncy on ser- 
vices that we have been denied the 
right of criticising. 

Mr. BLTTHE: If Deputy Baxter 
would be met in any way, I would guar- 
antee, say in the case of the Army 
Vote, that that Vote should be taken 
first among the Estimates, and that we 
should begin discussion of it in full de- 
tail, say, somewhere about the middle 
of April. Thc Vote on Account simply 
enables the carrying on of existing ser- 
vices as they stand. It does not enable 
the Executive to launch out in any par- 
ticular way. I suggest that the Dáii 
should give us this amount, which is the 
usual amount in other places where 
they have experience, and where there 
is a good deal of scrutiny, and where 
Governments have been kept in check. 
If the Dáil gives us this amount, they 
will not be giving anything away, and 
they will be merely facilitating busi- 
ness and allowing a straight run on the 
discussion of the Estimates, instead of 
having to come forward again for 
another Vote on Account, and spending 
time that that will involve. Besides, 
as I have pointed out, once we have got 
the Estimates we ought really to be 
going on at once with this matter, and 
we should do it in a formal way. 

Mr. BAXTER: I think the Minister 
will recognise that if he is given the 
£5,000,000 which Deputy Johnson's 
amendment permits him, that will 
carry him on to the date he mentions— 
15th April. We would then have an 
opportunity of eriticising these items, 
perhaps, in detail, which we would like 
to do, and which the House is entitled 
to do. 

Mr. HEWAT.' I think we are entitled 
to agree with the Minister for Finance 
that he has not given the Dáil a suffi- 
cient opportunity of criticising this 
Estimate before it is passed through. 
On the other hand, in that very admis- 
sion, he asks for the consideration of 
the Dáil, under peculiar circumstances. 
While I would agree with the amend- 
ment as being quite reasonable, I think, 
under present circumstances, it will be 
necessary to vdte for the Qovernment 


, to carry them over this period. It is 
not a very long period. In retum, I 
think the Government ought to give us 
the earliest opportunity of criticising 
the amount in detail. 

Mr. JOHNSON : That is very gene- 
rous of Deputy Ilewat. But Deputy 
Hewat does not remember 
9 o'cloch. the assurances we received 
last year that these things 
would all be made right this year, that 
matters of procedure would be care- 
fully considered, and that due con- 
sideration would be given to the consti- 
tutional formalities. I am asking that 
the Dáil should insist upon retaining 
control, while allowing the Government 
as much money as is necessary to carry 
on, and to ensure that the services 
would be maintained long enough to 
enable matters to be considered by the 
Dáil—even much longer than is neces- 
sary. We have got lump sums put be- 
fore us, but we have not any details. If 
we had those details, we might be able 
to raise specific questions before this 
Vote is passed. Not having those de- 
tails, I believe that we are bound to 
hold the Government on short leash, 
and say, “ We will allow you to carry 
on for, say, two months, and you will 
corae to us again for more money. We 
will see how you conduct yourselves in 
the meantime, and if you conduct your- 
selves fairly and reasonably, and be 
good administrators, then we wiH allow 
the remainder.” But let us, at least, 
feel for once that we are masters. De- 
puty Hewat, of course, need not try to 
think himself in that position. But it 
is new to some of us, and I think that, 
as a collective body, the Dáil should 
assert its authority in this matter, and 
show that it intends to maintain a rigid 
control over the supplies of money and 
that it will not allow the control 
to be handed over for this period 
of four months, without having 
had a proper account rendered and a 
proper Estimate presented of what it is 
proposed to do with the money. This 
is not an unreasonable proposition. 
There has been no attempt to take ad- 
vantage on this side in this amendment. 
I think, as a matter of fact, it is toa 
reasonable. If we wanted to be very 
strict in the matter, we should re- 
fuse the Vote altogether without a 
much more definite promise or guaran- 
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tee of better conduct. But when we 
are suggesting that the Vote shall be 
reduced from £11,000,000 to £6,000,000, 
it allows about two and a half's months 
of expenditure without knowing how 
the money is going to be spent. Really 
that is what it means. We have 
agreed to the Vote on Account for 
certain items and certain Departments. 
But we only know those as lump sums. 
We do not know how they are to be de- 
tailed, and I submit that the Dail ought 
to keep a tight hold over this money, 
and not allow £11,000,000 to be voted 
out of the Central Fund, because it 
would carry us on too long without 
that rigid control that is required. Let 
us grant them £6,000,000, and insist 
iipon their coming again for further 
supplies. 

Mr. DAVIN: In agreeing to the Vote 
on Account that is being asked for by 
the Minister for Finance, we have got 
to keep in mind—I think it is only right 
we should keep in mind—that there is 
just the possibility that the present Oo- 
vernment may not be in existence dur- 
ing the whole of the intervening period 
that is being provided for. Let us 
assume, for instance, that a new Ad- 
ministration takes the place of the pre- 
sent Government and that Deputy 
Figgis is President- 

Mr. GOREY: Give us something a 
little less than that. 

Mr. DAVIN : In that particular emer- 
gency, we have got to visualise and 
realise that Dej)uty Figgis has antici- 
pated a new currency, and that the Dáil 
must keep some control over any sueh 
possibility and not allow such a thing to 
crop up without having the right to 
criticise it. I want to ask the Minister 
for Finance, arising out of the Army 
Estimates, when we were asked to vote 
a sum of £10,000,000- 

ACTING - CHAIRMAN (Major 
Cooper) : The Deputy cannot go into 
questions of detail on the amendment. 

Mr. DAVTN : I would like to know if 
we are going to be provided with de- 
tails of expenditure in the Army Esti- 
mate in a different form to that of last 
year, when we were asked to vote 


£10,644,510 without knowing what the 
establishment of the Army was to be. 
I think that is a serious point, especially 
in view of the fact that when this Esti- 
mate was arranged by the Minister the 
present Army crisis had not arisen. 
Things havc happened since that might 
alter the Estimate. I am not prepared, 
at any rate, to agree to the passing of 
an Army Estimate that would not give 
full details as to the strength of the 
Army which were not given last year. 

Mr. BLYTHE: The Army Estimates 
for this year will contain full details. 
It will be nothing at all like the Army 
Estimate of last year. 

The PRESIDENT : I would like to 
remind the Deputy also that last year 
I think I mentioned the number of men 
1 in the Army whcn I was introducing 
the Budget. I would also remind the 
Dáil that while we may make promises 
of amendment they should know that 
the way of the sinner is long and the 
penitent is vory slovv at times. I 
am certain that when those who criti- 
cise us now come along here and serve 
their apprenticeship t.hey also in their 
time will promise amendment and 
make great efforts, but the amendment 
in their ease also will be slow. This 
year we will be at least 18 days ahead 
of last year in regard to the presenta- 
tion of thc details of the Estimates. I 
would also like to draw the attention 
of the Dáil to the fact that while the 
sum asked for may seem very large in 
amount, and in particular cases be of 
almost colossal proportions, it is not 
within the discretion of the Executive 
Council or of the Minister for Finance 
to say tliat there are particular amounts 
which he is entitled to spend or particu- 
lar amounts which he could divert to 
other purposes. Take some of the 
larger amounts mentioned, such as pro- 
perty losses, for which £2,500,000 is 
asked. Let us suppose there was 
extraordinary activity on the part of 
the County Courts, and that huge sums 
were awarded, and that before the end 
of the month even we had exhausted 
that sum. Obviously, we would have 
to come along again before the end of 
the month to ask for á sufficient sum to 
discharge our liability in respect of that 
item. Even excluding for a moment the 
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work of the County Courts and the Be- 
corder’s Court in dealing with damage 
to propertyj there is the Wood-Renton 
Commission awards which we have to 
discharge, and over which the Minister 
for Finance has got no discretion. Take 
the item old age pensions. Is it within 
the discretion of the Minister to say 
whether or not he will mterrupt pay- 
mcnt on aecount of that particular 
item? 

Deputies can understand that while 
saying they will refuse us particular 
sums of money that it is not the Gov- 
ernment they are refusing them to, but 
the particular services in respect of 
which w T e are asking this sum to be 
funded in order to enable us to dis- 
charge duties for which we are at the 
moment responsible. It goes on in the 
same way with various other items. The 
actual sum over which the Executive 
Council can exercise discretion, is rela- 
tively small. For these particular 
Estimates, in which there should be dis- 
cretion of that sort, we have, I think, at 
all times been wilíing to come before 
the Dáil and allow them to be discussed 
at length. The Minister for Finance 
has had only six months experience in 
that particular Department. He has 
worked very long hours, and has had to 
deal with a somewhat different machine 
to that which we had at this time last 
year. There have been alterations in 
some of the Departments and Votes 
which appeared under certain heads 
then will appear this year under other 
heads. It is not unreasonable in the 
first years of Government, in the set- 
ting up of a new State such as this, that 
he should have to come here and say, 
if you like, Pcccavi . There has 
been an improvement, as he has saved 
17 days this year. I believe that while 
he may not reach perfection next year, 
if he should have the misfortune to re- 


main in offioe for another 12 months, at. 

any rate he will make some improve- 
ment. 

Mr. WILSON: While I sympathise 
very much with the attitude of the Gov- 
ernment and while each of them may 
strike his breast and say, Mea culpa , 
still it is always a very bad 
business to give a blank cheque 
or to give a cheque in advance. . 
What surprises me is how the 
business representatives who come into 
the Dáil to efliect a revolution in busi- 
ness methods, should now openly say 
they are quite mlling to vote 10 mil- 
lions of móney, having regard to the 
fact that the essential services of the 
country come to only 30 millions, and 
that the reduetions they promise the 
electors wcre to reach, perhaps, half of 
the original estimate. 

Mr. HEWAT : Will Deputy Wilson 
give a quotation for that? 

Mr. DAVIN : The County Dublin 
election. 

Mr. WILSON : The time of election is 
a time of make-believe. We have now 
got to the day when it is a question of 
reality, not make-believe. I cannot 
see how, having regard to the fact that 
we are willing to pay the way of the 
Government for two months, we are not 
doing them justice. We are not point- 
ing out that they promised us reforms 
last year. We are giving thcm half the 
time that they asked. Under these cir- 
cumstances, fairly judging the ques- 
tion, and without any idea of obstruct- 
ing the Government, but at the same 
time bringing before the public the 
monstrosities of thc business candi- 
dates, I wish to support the amend- 
mcnt. 

Amendment put. 
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Tlft Dáil divided: Tá, 21; Níl, 48. 


Pádraig F. Baxter. 

Tá. 

Liam 0 Dairahín. 

Seán Buitléir. 


Eamon 0 Dubhghaill. 

John J. Cole. 


Seán 0 Duinnín. 

Darrell Figgis. 


Donchadh 0 Guaire 

John Good. 


Mícheál 0 hlfearnáin. 

Connor Hogan. 


Domhnall 0 Mocháin. 

Séamus Mac Cosgair. 

Tomás Mac Eoin. 


Tadhg 0 Murchadha. 


Pádraig 0 hOgáin (An Clár). 

Risteárd Mac Liam. 


Patrick K. Hogan (Luimneach). 

Tomás de Nógla. 


Nicholas Wall. 

Tomás 0 Conaill. 

Earnán Altún. 

Níl. 

I 

Pádraig S. Mag Ualghairg. 

Earnán de Blaghd. 


Peadar 0 hAodha. 

Séamus Breathnach. 


Mícheál 0 hAonghusa. 

Seoirse de Bhulbh. 


Ailfrid 0 Broin. 

Séamus de Burca. 


Criostóir O Broin. 

Sir James Craig. 


Seán 0 Bruadair. 

Louis J. D'Alton. 


Próinsias 0 Cathail. 

Máighréad Ní Choileáin Bean Uí 


Aodh Ua Cijjnéidigh. 

Dhrisceoil. 


Séaraus N. 0 Dóláin. 

Patrick J. Egan. 


Partholán 0 Conchubhair. 

Henry J. Finlay. 


Peadar S. O Dubhghaill. 

Desmond Fitzgerald. 


Pádraig 0 Dubhthaigh. 

John Hennigan. 


Eamon S. 0 Dúgáin. 

William Hewat. 


Aindriú 0 Laimhín. 

Alasdair Mac Cába. 


Séamus 0 Leadáin. 

Domhnall Mac Cárthaigh. 


Fionán 0 Loingsigh. 

Liam P. Mac Cosgair. 


Pádraic 0 Máille. 

Maolmhuire Mac Eochadha. 


Risteárd 0 Maolchatha. 

Pádraig Mac Fadáin. 


Séamus O Murchadha. 

Pádraig Mac Giollagáin. 


Pádraig 0 hOgáin (Gaillimh). 

Seán Mac Giolla an Ríogh. 


Seán M. 0 Súilleabháin. 

Eoin-Mac Néill. 


Caimhghín 0 hUigín. 

Seoirse Mac Niocaill. 


Patrick W. Shaw. 

Liara Mac Aonghusa. 


Liam Thrift. 

Martin M. Nally. 



Amendment declared lost. 


Motion put and agreed to. 

ACTINO CHAIRMAN : The ques- 
tion now before the Dáil is that mo- 
tions number 4 and 9 be reported to 
the Dáil. 

Agreed. 

DAIL RESUMES. 

Motions reported. 

Question: “ That the resolutions be 
read a second time,” put and agreed 
to. 

Question: “ That the Dáil agree 
with the resolutions,” put and agreed 
to. 

CENTRAL FUND BILL—FIRST 
STAOE. 

MINISTER for FINANCE (Mr. 
Blythe): I move that the Central Fund 
Bill be read a first time. 


The PRESIDENT : I second the 
motion. 

The CEANN COMHAIRLE resumed 
the Chair at this stage. 

Motion put and agreed to. 

. Mr. BLTTHE : I beg leave to move 
the suspension of Standing Orders 79, 
80, 86 and 88, in order to enable the 
remaining stages of the Central Fund 
Bill to be taken to-night. It is neces- 
sary that this Bill become law before 
the end of the financial year, so that 
the Public Services may have funds 
provided to meet them. The Seanad 
is meeting at 12 o'clock to-morrow to 
consider the Bill, and it will be pos- 
sible for the Dáil, if it is passed to- 
night, to meet after the Seanad has 
dealt with the Bill, or on Monday. 

Mr. JOHNSOlf: Is the Bill printed 
and ready for distributionf 
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AN CEANN COMHAIBLE : Yes. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Can we not have 
the Bill before we are asked to take 
that questioní 

AN CEANN COMHAIBLE: Ycs, 
the First Reading has been passed. 

Major COOPEB: On tbe motion to 
suspend the Standing Orders- 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : The rc- 

quest to make the motion has to be sup- 
ported by 53 Deputies. 

Major COOPER : Can it not be dis- 
cussed before? 

AN CEANN COMHAIBLE : Not 

until it has been moved. The Minister 
for Finance desires to move a motion 
to suspend Standing Orders 79, 80, 86, 
and 88, for the purpose of taking the 
Second, Third, Fourth, and Fifth 
Stages of the Central Fund Bill to-day. 
Under new Standing Order 123, the re- 
quest to receive the motion must have 
the support of not less than one half of 
the Teachtai who have taken their 
seats. Teachtai who support the re- 
quest to take the motion, will please 
stand up in their places. 

The required number of Deputies 
having risen, the motion was moved by 
the Minister for Finance. 

Question put, and agreed to. 

SECOND STAGE. 

Mr. BLYTHE: I move the Second 
Stage of the Central Fund Bill. It is a 
Bill, the purpose of which is to 
authorise the Minister for Finance to 
íssue out of the Central Fund the sums 
that have already been voted in the 
Dáil for the years ending the 31st 
March, 1924, and the 31st day of 
March, 1925, and the usual power to 
borrow, which is in these Bills, with 
the Titíe. 

Major COOPEB: Before this Bill is 
read a second time I should like to 
make my position clear, and, as I take 
it, the position of other Deputies. This 
Bill corresponds to what in another 
place is known as the Consolidated 
Fund Bill, and it is one of the compara- 
tively few opportunities that private 
members have for raising general ques- 
tions of policy connected with the Gov- 
ernment. Now, I admit that in this 
Dáil. private members have greater 


i facilitifes than they have at Westmin- 
ster, that we have more opportunities 
of raising questions. For instance, De- 
puty Corish's motion, which was dis- 
cussed at considerable length some 
weeks ago, would probably have to go 
down as a discussion on the Consoli- 
dated Fund Bill in Westminster. I 
admit that. But I am not disposed to 
give up any particle of the rights of 
private members, and if I acquiesce in 
the taking of the Second Reading and 
the other Stages of this Bill to-night, I 
do so under protest, and submit that 
it should not, in future years, be re- 
garded as a precedent: that in future 
years we should be given a full oppor- 
tunity of discussing the First and 
Second Reading and the Final Stages 
of the Central Fund Bill. This year, I 
agree, circumstances have been un- 
usual. The President has been ill; 
there have been various crises; there 
have been resignations of Ministers, 
and so I am not disposed to press my 
point to-night in opposing this Bill. But 
I would urge the Minister for Finance, 
j in so far as he can in the future, to see 
j that our acquiescence now will not pre- 
judice next year, and that he will try 
to give us more time in which we may 
raise a general discussion. 

Mr. HEWAT: I would not ask for 
any promise on the part of the Minis- 
I ter for Finance as to what he would 
' do next year, or any other year, 
though I would say this, that, as far 
as I am concerned, I have accepted 
| the procedure to-night as a matter of 
urgency, and I agree with what De- 
puty Cooper has said on the matter. 
In emphasis of that I would say that 
J if asimilar practice was again adopted 
in connection with future proceedings 
I would oppose it from beginning to 
end. 

Mr. BLYTHE : 1 agree with Deputy 
1 Cooper and Deputy Hewat. I agree 
that a repetition of this particular 
proceeding would be indefensible. I 
am ashamed that it has happened. I 
would be very much more ashamed if 
it were not for difficulties over which 
I really had no control. 

Question: That the Central Fund 

Bill, 1294, be read a second time 
put and agrced to. 
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THE DAIL IN COMMITTEE. 

Mr , BLYTHE : I move Section 1, 
which gives power to issue out of the 
Central Fund the Vote on the Sup- 
plementary Estimates this year. 
Question put and agreed to. 

Mr. BLYTHE : I move Section 2, 
which is the Vote on Account. 
Question put and agreed to. 

Mr. BLYTHE : I move Section 3, 
which is the usual borrowing power. 
Question put and agreed to. 

Mr. BLYTHE : I move Section 4. 
Question put and agreed to. 

TIIE TITLE. 

An Act to apply certain sums out 
of the Central Fund to the service 
of the years ending on the thirty- 
íirst day of March, one thousand 
nine hundred and twenty-four, and 
one thousand nine hundred and 
twenty-five. 

Professor THRIFT: I do not want 
to cause any inconvenience, but if the 
Title can be amended slightly without 
any inconvenience 1 suggest it would 
read much better if you made it: 
“ the thirty-first day of March, one 
thousand nine hundred and twenty- 
four, and the thirty-first day of 
March, one thousand nine hundred 
and twenty-five. ,> 

Mr. BLYTHE: There would be a 
difficulty, of course, if the Bill is to 
go to the Seanad in the morning. 

Professor THRIFT: If there is any 
difficulty I would not press it. 

Major COOPER: Might I ask tlie 
Minister if he has already prepared 
copies of the Bill (i as passed by Dáil 
Eireann ”? 

Mr. BLYTHE: I am not sure. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: When 
a Bill is introduced in the Dáil and 
passed through all its stages without 
améndment, it is sent to the Seanad 
in this form, “ as introduced.” 

Mr. JOHNBON: On what date was 
this ordered to be printed? 


AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: To-day, 
the 27th. 

Mr. BLYTHE: I think the title is 
clear. i 

Question: That this be the title of 

the Bill ”—put and agreed to. 

DAIL RESUMES. 

Bill reported without amendment. 

The Bill was put through its final 
stages and passed. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: This Bill 
is a Money Bill for the purpose of Ar- 
ticle 35 of the Constitution. The Bill 
will be sent to the Seanad. 

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAMME. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I wish to ask the 
President if ho is here—or perhaps 
the Miuister for Fiuanee eould answer 
now or al a later stage—to give the 
Dáil some indication as to what is the 
Government’s intention as regards 
legislation and Estimates. 

We have a long list of Bills, 
some of them of very great im- 
portance, and no doubt of very great 
length, suggested to us as requisite to 
be passed. Since that time we have 
had quite a number of suggestions of 
new Bills. I believe it will be con- 
venient to the Dáil to know whether we 
are expected to sit right through the 
year, month after month, without any 
relaxation or intorval, or whether it is 
intended that there shall be some ad- 
journments. Deputies would like to 
know a month or two ahead. I think, 
and as far as one can see, the prospeci 
is to sit week after week and year after 
year until the year 3953, according to 
the legislative programme, if we are to 
give any reasonable consideration to 
these projects. There is, undoubtedly, 
a very big programme before the Dáil. 
If the Goverament intends to press for- 
ward this long string of legislative pro- 
posals, and I hope they are considering 
their budget of time as well as their 
money Budget, then the Dáil should be 
informed as to what their wishes and 
intentions are regarding the legislative 
year. 

Major COOPER: I would like to sup- 
port Deputy Johnson, and to remind 
the Dáil of some of the Bills of the Gov- 
ernment. There will be a Railways 
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Bill; that will be a large and compli- 
cated measure There is to be a Local 
Government Bill; that will not be very 
simple or very brief. There is to be a 
Defence Porces Bill; that might 
reasonably be postponed for a time for 
the convenience of the new Minister; 
but still it might call for careful and 
mature consideration. There is a Bill 
dealing with the regulation of prices; 
that will bc an extraordinarily difficult 
matter. There is a Bill dealing with 
patents, trade marks, and copyright; 
the Attorney-General was good enough 
some time ago to show me a draft of it, 
and I can only say the Bill was so bulky 
it concealed the Attorney-General from 
view. We shall have to give that full 
consideration. There are to be various 
Bills from the Ministry of Agriculture, 
a Bill of very great importance, ’dealing 
with the grading of butter, eggs, and 
such matters. There are all these 
things, the Budget Qnd the Estimates. 
ÍIow much time does the Government 
intend us to devote to these things ? I 
agree with Deputy Johnson, unless the 
programme is lightened somewhat, we 
shall have to sit until 1953, or there- 
abouts, dealing with this comprehen- 
sive programme. 

Mr. CtORET: I, too, am anxious as to 
the procedure that will be taken by the 
Government with regard to their legis- 
lative programme. Probably the Gov- 
ernment, and the Government Party, 
would know beforehand what the in- 
tentions are, the same as in the case of 
Ihe Army situation. But other mem- 
bers of the DáiJ should know also. I 
support, Dcputy Johnson that we should 
have some information as to the 
Government’s intentions. 

* 

Mr. HUGHES: I can assure the De- 
puty that the Government Party has no 
information about the matter he 
mentions. 

Mr BLTTHE: I think I heard the 
President say optiraistically one day 
that he hoped to have all these mea- 
sures passed early in July, and then to 
let the Dail adjourn for two or two- 
and-amalf months. Personally, I do 
not think we can get all these things 
done, and we may have to postpone 
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some of our programme if we are to 
have any Summer recess. 

I will ask the President to make a 
statement on the subject as soon as pos- 
! sible. The Cabinet Secretariat have 
| been endeavouring to draw a time-table 
of legislation, but the work before us 
is so heavy it has not been possible to 
do so yet. We have, for instance, the 
Railways Bill and the Patents Bill to 
deal with. We are up against the ap- 
pointment of a new Minister for Indus- 
try and Commerce, and probably one 
of those Bills could not, at any rate, be 
taken into account. As I)eputy Cooper 
j has suggested, the Army Act will again 
j have to be postponed for some length 
: of time. There is no definite time-table 
j prepared at the moment. 

j Mr. JOHNSON : I would like to press 
i the importance of letting the Dáil know 
! within a \veek or two when the Recess 
will begiu and how long is it likely to 
last. Unless there is absolute necessity 
to the contrary, I suggest that we 
ought to bind ourselves to that date 
whencver it is fixed. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: There it 
j a point that I am interestcd in. The 
j business of preparing matter for the 
! Dáil is of a somcwhat complicated 
1 nature, involving a staff which has had 
no liolidays beyond seven working 
days since the Dáil first met in Septem- 
ber, 1922. If we cannot get any indi- 
cation of how we shall stand in regard 
I to a summer Recess, I am afraid that if 
' the Dáil wants to meet in July or 
August its present staff will then col- 
lapse. I do not know how the Dáil will 
get on without thc staff which it does 
not see, but which, nevertheless, has to 
do the work. 

Mr. GOREY: It is very good of the 
Ceann Comhairle to think about the 
Dáil staff, but what about ourselvest 

Major COOFEB: Can the Minister 
give us any indication when the report 
on the Housing of the Oireachtas is to 
be taken? The Committee worked 
under a time limit, and it is rather. un- 
fair in the circumstances 1f we are now 
to be told that tbe report is to be post- 

poned from week to week as a matter 
of trivial importance. 
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Professor THBIFT: Might I ask 
the Deputies to allow a few days? I 
think there has been great pressure, 
which is the reason the Report. has 
not come up for discussion before this. 

I think it is desirable that that report 
should receive verv full and careful 
discussion in the Dáil. Probably there 
would not be a suitable opportunity 
for discussion before Wednesday or | 
Thursday next, and if the Government 
in making their arrangements could j 
íix some day before the ond of next > 
week, I think it would be a good time 
for discussion when that Report eomes 
before us. I do not want to argue the 
matter in any way now, but I am 
expressing my own attitude in thar. 
connection and I am trying to get as 
much information as I ean iti order 
that I may be in a position to urge 
that tho Committee did not take into 
consideration all the possible alterna- 
tive sites Ihat might be available. 

Consideration of the Report of the 
Joint Committee on the temporary 
aecommodation of the Oireaehtas fixed 
for Wednesday, 2nd April. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: There was 
one point I wanted to raise in regard 
to the matter Deputv Johnson brought 
forward earlier. I know it has been 
in the minds of one or two Deputies, 
and it is in relation to what. the Dáil 
has to consider wit.h regard to Pri- 


vate Bill Legislation. It is that when 
the Recess is taken for the Summer, 
it* there bc a Recess, we have to consi- 
der whether that means the end of the 
session, and what the definition of 
a session would be. I think that that 
ought to be considered in connection 
with thc possibility of a Recess for 
the Summer. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : If we 

have a Recess we will solve that prob : 
lcm easily. 

ARMS AND AMMUNITION 
SURRENDERED. 

Mr. DESMOND FITZGERALD: 

Before the adjournment is moved the 
President has asked me to announce 
that General 0’Duffy has reported to 
him that two Lewis guns and 500 
rounds of ammunition were handed 
in to-day in Tipperary. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: Might I ask if 
that is Tipperary County or Tipperary 
Town? 

Mr. FITZGERALD: My information 
is Tipperary. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN : We are a long 
way from there. 

Thc Dáil adjourned._at .10 o’cloch 
until 12 o’cloch on Friday, the 28th 
March. 
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(Friday, 28 th March, 1924.) 


Do chuaidh an Ceann Comhairle i 
gceannas ar a 12 a clog. 


CEISTEANNA,—QUESTIONS. 
[ORAL ANSWERS.] 


AMALGAMATED ENGINEERING 
UNION. 

PEADAR O DUBHGHAILL asked 
the Ministcr for Finance if he is aware 
that the Amalgamated Engineering 
Union, the headquarters of whieh are 
in London, have a Superannuated Re- 
servc Fund for the benefit of its mem- 
bers fbr the purpose of faeilitating 
them in the purchasc of tlieir houses; 
whether he is awarc that eitizens of 
the Saorstát who are members of this 
Union and who have eontributed to the 
said Reservc Fund through its Irish 
Branches arc now dcprived of thc ad- 
vantagc of securing loans for that pur- 
posc owing to the difficulties that exist 
with thc Saorstát regarding lneome 
Tax; if he will state whether the Re- 
servc Fund from which such loans are 
advanced is exempt from Income Tax 
under English law, and if he wdll con- 
sider thc matter of granting similar 
excmption of payment of the Income 
Tax on mortgage interest, viz., 5s. in 
£1, to citizens of the Saorstát for the 
purpose referred to. 

MINISTER for LOCAL GOVERN- 
MENT.(Mr. Burke) replving: The diffi- 
culties referred to in the question arise 
from the operation of Section 39 of the 
Income Tax Act, 1918, in the altered 
*circumstances resulting from the set- 
ting up of the Saorstát. The Section 
referred to exempts, inter alia, from 
Income Tax under Schedule D, all 
mortgage interest forming part of the 
funds of a trade union, registered in 
the Saorstfit, which are applicable or 
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applied solely for thc purpose of pro- 
vident benefits. As the Amalgamated 
Engineering Union is not registered in 
thc Saorstát, the interest on the loans 
made by it «to its Irish members does 
not comc within thc exemption con- 
ferrcd by thc said Section. 

I understand that the reserve fund 
out of whieh the Union advances loans 
is cxempt from British Income Tax 
under the provisions of Seet.ion 39 of 
the Income Tax Act, 1918. This re- 
sults from the fact that the Union is 
registered in (írcat Britain and that the 
Income Tax authorities in that country 
are in a position to see that the other 
provisions of the Section referred «to, 
as to the application of the funds, arc 
complied with. 

There is no authority in the law pre- 
vailing in the Saorstát t!or grantirig 
thc excmption from ineornc Tax re- 
ferred to in the last part of the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Can the Minister 
say whether hc has in contemplation 
any lcgislation to regularise the posi- 
tion of trades unions and friendly 
soeieties regarding registration in the 
Saorstát ? 

Mr. BURKE: I understand that the 
Minister is prepared to consider the 
question of bringing in lcgislation with 
‘ that objcct. 

CO. WESTMEATH POOR LAW 
OFFICIALS. 

SEAN 0 LAIDHIN (for Mr. 
McEenna) asked thc Minister for 
Local Government if he will state (a) 
the number of relieving officers em- 
ployed in County Westmeath prior to 
the amalgamation scheme and their 
total salaries; (b) thc total amount 
paid in pensions in respect of the re- 
lieving officers whose services were 
dispensed with; (c) the total amount 
of salaries paid to persons who re- 
placed tlie relieving officers; (d) the 
total salaries paid each of the officials 
in Mullingar, Athlone, and Delvin 
Workhouses prior to the amalgama- 
tion; (e) the total amount of pensions 
paid to the officials whose services 
were discontinued in those Unions on 
amalgamation; (f) the total salaries 
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[Seán ó Laidhin.] 

at present paid each of the officials in 
Mullingar County Homc, and Athlone 
District Hospital; (g) if it is a fact 
that each retained official has now a 
bigger salary for thc same work than 
that received prior to amalgamation. 

Mr. BURKE: The assembling of this 
information would occupy consider- 
able timc in my Department. If the 
Deputy would in the íirst instance 
address his inquiries to the local au- 
thorities concerned, I will be pleased 
to assist him as regards any matters 
which may remain on which infonna- 
tion is desired. 

Mr. LYONS: Is the Minister aware 
that it costs qver £3;000 morc under 
the present system of amalgamation 
than it cost under the old systern? 

Mr. BURRE: I was not aware of 
that fact, and I am surprised to hear 
it. 

Mr. LY0NS: Will the Minister 
cause an inq\iiry to be held into the 
matter of whether the amalgamation 
in Westmeath is costing more or whe- 
ther it is working successful1y ? 

Mr. SHAW: I am aware that tlie 
Deputy J s statement is not correet. I 
am a member of the Board. 

SCARIFF (CLARE) O.A.P. CLAIM. 

PADRAIO 0 hOGAIN (An Clár) 

asked the Minister for Local Govern- 
ment if he will state why an old age 
pension granted in 1923 to Mr. James 
O’Brien, Coolagoree, Scariff, Co. Clare, 
was recently withdrawn, and if he will 
state what fresh evidence came into 
the possession of his Departmcnt to 
disprove the evidence of the applicant 
that he was over 70 years of age, and 
if he will outline what evidence will 
be accepted as proof of age where 
names cannot be found in Register 
of Births or in Parish Registers. 

Mr. BUREE: The grant of the old 
age pension to James O’Brien, Coola- 
goree, Scariff, County Clare, was can- 
celled on the 4th instant on the ground 
of insufficient evidence to show that 


he fulfilled the statutory condition of 
age. 

As regards proof of $ge in cases 
where baptismal certificates are not 
available, the Deputy might be re- 
ferred to the answer given to Deputy 
Doherty on the 26th instant. 

Mr. HOGAN : In the answer given to 
Deputy 0’Doherty some time ago I 
understand that the Minister said he 
would outline in tho noar future his 
definition of what is eonsidered suffi- 
eient evidenec of the statutory age. 
How soon may we expect that defini- 
tion? 

Mr. BURKE: I expeet I may be able 
, to givc that information within a week. 

Major MYLES: Would tho Ministor 
givc us an idea of what is to happen in 
a ease whcro no ovideneo of ago is forth- 
coming? 

Mr. BURKE: In that ease I should 
say thoro should be no pension. If 
there is no evidcnco ot* ago thcre ean be 
no quostion ot‘ a pension. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: Even 
though thc applicant was born in the 
year of tho Big Wind. 

Major MYLES : A man inust somo- 
time or other roaeh the age of 70 
and- 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: The Do- 

puty must put down a separate quos- 
tion. 

LIMERICK CO. COUNCIL STAFF. 

PADRAIG K. 0 hOGAIN (Limerick) 

asked thc Minister for Local Govern- 
ment whother he can statc the number 
of thc pormancnt staff employed in the 
Limerick County Council Office on the 
week cnding. Ist March, 1924, with to- 
tal salaries for oither the week, month, 
or year, and, furthcr, whether he will 
statc thc numbcr of the tcmporary staff 
engaged on that week, and their total 
wages. ♦ 

Mr. BURKE : For the weck cnded lst 
March, 1924, it has bcen asccrtained 
that 14 permancnt officials were em- 
ployed in Limerick County Council 
Offices, including the Surveyor’s Of- 
fice. The annual salaries involved 
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amount to £4,876 lOs. In the same 
week there was one temporary ofíicial 
employed at £3 V2s. weekly. 

CROOEHAVEN (CORK) OLD AQE 
PENSION APPLICATION. 

PADRAIG 0 hOGAIN (for Tadhg 
O Murchadha) asked the Minister for 
Local Government if he will state the 
reasons for the rejection of a claim 
for an old age pension made by 
Miehael Driscoll, of 7, Eock Street, 
Crookhaven, Co. Cork. 

Mr. BURKE: A deeision has now 
boen given allowing the full pension 
to Michael Driscoll, Crookhaven, 
County Cork, from date of receipt of 
the claim. 

BLIND PENSION CLAIM 
(CLONAKILTY). 

PADRAIG O hOGAIN (for Tadhg 
0 Murchadha) asked the Minister for 
Local Government if he will state 
when the medical examination in the 
case of Owen Wade, McCurtain Hill, 
Clonakilty, Co. Cork, a elaimant for 
a blind pension, will take place. 

Mr. BURKE: The medical examina- 
tion of Mr. Owen Wade, MacCurtain 
Hill, Clonakilty, a claimant for the 
blind pension, will take place about 
the 9th proximo. 

Notice will be sent to him in the 
course of a few days of the Centre at 
which he should present himself for 
the examination. 

DUNMANWAY R.D.C. ENGINEER. 

PADRAIG 0 hOGAIN (for Tadhg 
O Murchadha) asked the Minister for 
Local Government whether he is aware 
that the Dunmanway Rural Council 
recently appointed an engineer to the 
Council; whether sanction has been 
given to this appointment, and whe- 
ther he will state the qualifícations for 
the position of the man appointed. 

Mr. BURKE: Sanction to this ap- 
pointment made by the Dunmanway 
Rural District Council was refused on 
the 26th instant. 

The qualifications for the post are 
set out fully in Rule 48 (1) of the 
Labourers > * (Ireland) Order, 1912, a 
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copy of which I am suppMng to tbe 
Deputy. 

JANINA AND CORFU INCIDENTS. 

Major COOPER asked the Minister 
for External Affairs whether he has 
rcceived the report of the Committee 
o£ ínternational Jurists appointed by 
the Leaguc of Nations to enquire into 
the ineidents at Janina and Corfu, and 
whether, if he has, he will lay a copy 
of the report on the Table of the D&il. 

MINISTER for EXTERNAL AF- 
FAIRS (Mr. Desmond Fitzgerald): 

The Report of the Committee, which 
was completed on thc 24th January, 
was not eonsidered by the Council of 
the League until the 13th March. It 
was sent out to the Member States by 
the Secretariat of thd League on the 
22nd and was reeeivcd here about one 
and a half hours ago. A copy wnll be 
]aid on the Library Table next week 
i for consultation by the Deputies. 

REMUNERATION OF ATHLONE 
OFFICERS. 

SEAN 0 LAIDHIN asked the 
Minister for Defence if he is aware 
that Captains P. Connell, Black Road, 
Athlonc; P. Rattigan, Patrick Streét, 
Athlone, and M. Carroll. Main Street, 
Moate, reeently demobilised, were 
only in receipt of £1 4s. 6d. per week 
during their period of service in the 
National Army; further, whether in 
view of the fact that this amount is 
not the rate of pay applicable to the 
rank held by these men, he will issue 
instructions to have arrears of pay 
expedited. 

MINISTER for DEFENCE (The 
President) : Claims made by the per- 
sons mentioned that they should have 
been graded as Captains of the Na- 
tional Army and paid accordingly are 
under consideration and will be de- 
cided as quickly as possible. 

RE-OPENING OF ATHLONE CASE. 

SEÁN 0 LAIDHIN asked the Minister 
for Defence if he will state whether the 
case of Thomas Mannion, of Berries, 
Athlone, who was arrested on Septem- 
ber 17th, 1922, and subsequently tried 
and sentenced to fíve years’ penal ser- 
vitude, will be re-opened; whether he 
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[Seán O Laidhin.] 

is aware that there are good grounds 
for believing that Mannion was wrong- 
fully imprisoned. 

The PRESIDENT : The case of 
Thomas Mannion, of Herries, Athlone, 
who was arrested on the 17th Septem- 
ber, 1922, appears to have been con- 
fused with the casc of another Thomas 
Mannion of Berries, Athlone, who was 
aprested on the 26th March, 1923. The 
cíetention of the prisoner referred to by 
the Deputy is no longer considered 
neeessary, and he wilí be released 
forthwith. 

Mr. LYONS: That. is very satisfac- 
tory. 

KILRUák INTERNEE. 

PADRAIG O hOGAIN (An Clár) 

asked the Minister for Defence if he 
will expeditc the release of Bernard 
Lowe, Kilrush, Co. Clare. 

The PRESIDENT: Mr. Lowe is 
about to be released. 

HAREPARE CAMP INTERNEES. 

SEAN 0 LAIDHIN asked the Minis- 
ter for Defence if he will state the num- 
bcr of prisoners interned at present in 
Harepark Camp, also, the numbcr of 
internees detained in the Camp hospi- 
tal, and whether any and how many of 
those are dangcrously ill; further, if h(* 
is aware that the food, clothing, hous- 
ing, and sanitary arrangements are in- 
adequate, and the general conditions 
are such as to endanger the hcalth of 
the prisoners, and whether it is in- 
tended to permit civilian doctors to 
visit the prisoners and to repoi’t as to 
íheir health. 

The PRESIDENT: Therc are 661 
prisoners in Hare Park Camp, of which 
23 are in the Camp Hospital. None of 
these prisoncrs is dangerously ill. I 
am not aware that the arrangements 
referred to are inadequate. They are 
inspected periodically, and are found to 
be sufficient. Civilian doctors are only 
permitted to visit prisoncrs for con- 
sultation with Army Medical officers in 
cases of serious illness. 

Mr. LY0NS ; Will the Minister say 


if these 661 prisoners or internees in 
Harc Park Camp have been tried, or is 
it likely that they will be tried with a 
view to their release, or what is the 
meaning of keeping them there without 
trial so long? 

The PRESIDENT : The íirst question 
was of a more or less hygienic nature 
and this question is of a different 
character. I would ask thc Deputy to 
put down a question on the matter. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Will the Deputy say 
whethcr there has been any visits from 
medical doctors, who wcre not military 
officers, in accordance with the under- 
standing that was arrived at some 
time ago, and will a report of their 
visits bc made to thc Dáil? 

The PRESIDENT : The third para- 
graph of thc answer says: “ Civilian 
doctors are only permitted to visit 
prisoners for eonsultation with Army 
medical ofíieers in cascs of serious ill- 
ness. ,, I have no direet information on 
the subjeet. 

Mr. JOHNSON: In regard to the 
general condition of camps and prisons, 
there was an understanding, I think, 
that thc Ministry would appoint a 
Medical Board or Committee of medical 
mcn to visit these camps and prisons? 

The PRESIDENT : I understand 
thcre arc statutory regulations with 
regai’d to that, and I will inquire 
further into it. 

Mr. BAXTER: Inasmuch as these 
prisoners are prisoners of the Dáil, 
would the Prcsident consider the ad- 
visability of nominating one l)eputy 
from each Party to visit this camp to 
considcr the complaints that have been 
madc, and with very good reason? 

The PRESIDENT: I am afraid that 
raises another question altogether. 

Mr. LYONS: If the President will 
not allow a representative from each 
Party in the Dáil to visit these prisons 
or camps, will he try to hasten the re- 
lease of the prisoners? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : That is 
a new matter, The Deputy must put 
down a separate question on the 
subject. 
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NAAS ARMY AOCOUNT. 

SEOIRSE de BHULBH asked the 
Minister for Defence if he is aware 
that the money due to W. Gaul, Rath- 
asker Road, Naas, and which was sanc- 
tioned by the Department some time 
ago, has not been paid, and in view of 
the fact that the man in question has 
great need of tlie money, he will see 
that the amount is paid forthwith. 

The PRESIDENT: A cheque finally 
settling Mr. GauUs aceount was issued 
on the 26th instant. 

NAAS POSTAL ARRANGEMENTS. 

AODH 0 CULACHAIN asked the 
Postmaster-General if he is aware that, 
with the exception of the Main Street, 
there is only one delivery of letters 
in the important county town of Naas; 
that this is the cause of serious incon- 
venience and loss to the business and 
general community, and whether 
he will consider the advisability of ad- 
justing the local postal servicc so as 
to help t.he trade and business interests 
of the town. 

POSTMASTER - GENERAL (Mr. 
Walsh) : Inquiry has bcen made into 
the question of extending the Second 
Town Delivery at Naas, but it is found 
that the volume of t.raffic is not suffi- 
eient to justify the additional expense 
which would be involvcd. I may add 
that the Second Delivery at Naas, 
which does not c.ommencc until 7.0 
p.m., is maintained as an exceptional 
arrangement. 

Mr. OOREY : Arising out of this 
question, may I ask the P.M.G. if it is 
his policy to provide two or three daily 
deliveries for certain citizens of the 
Saorstát, and to provide none at all, j 
practically, for other citizens who 
equally bear the burdens of thc State? 

Mr. WALSH: No, my policy at the 
moment is one of general retrenchment. 

Mr. WOLFE: May I explain to the 
Postmaster-General that I understand 
the second delivery at Naas does not 
take place until much later than the 
hour mentioned. It does not take place 
until about 10 o’clock at night. The 
want of a second delivery is very much 
felt, by the commercial classes, parti- i 


cularly, in Naas. The Urban District 
Councillors arc exercising their minds 
exceedingly on this matter. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Depu- 
ties will have to give information to 
Ministers in the form of questions. 

Mr. WILSON : Is the Postmaster- 
General aware that the result of his 
rctrenchments is keeping the citizens 
of the Saorstát from doing their cor- 
respondencc and, ncvcrtheless, his as- 
timates are almost the same as last 
ycar? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: That is 
a general question. It would have to 
bc brought up separately. 

WRITTEN ANSWERS. 

DUNGARVAN BLIND PENSION. 

SEAN BUITLEIR asked the Minis- 
ter for Local Government if he will 
state why a blind pension granted by 
the Dungarvan Sub-Committee to 
James Flynn, Ballyknock Lower, Dun- 
garvan, is being withheld. 

Mr. BURKE: The Dungarvan Rural 
Pension Sub-Committee on the lst 
instant allowed the claim of James 
Flynn, Ballyknock Lower, Dungarvan, 
to a pension of 10/- a week under the 
Blind Pcrsons Act, 1920. The Pension 
Officer has appealed, and it will be 
neccssary before a decision is given 
that the Medieal Inspector should 
examine the claimant’s eyesight. 

There will be no avoidable delay in 
making the medical examination. 

DUNGARVAN GARAGE CLAIM. 

SEAN BUITLEIR asked the Minis- 
ter for Defence if he will state when 
the balance of claim for billeting, 
motor hireage, petrol, oil, detaining 
and damage to motor, due to William 
Dunne, Devonshire Arms Hotel, Dun- 
garvan, will be settled. 

The PRESIDENT: It is hoped to 
effect a speedy settlement of the bal- 
ance of Mr. Dunne's claim, on receipt 
of .certain particulars which both Mr. 
Dunne and his solicitor have been 
asked to supply. 
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WATEBFOBD MOTOB COLLISION. 

SEAN BUITLEIB asked the Minis- 
ter for Defencc if he has received a 
claim for compensation from P. Sin- 
nott, 50 High Street, Waterford, for 
damage to a Ford motor, caused by 
collision with a Military tender, and, 
further, if he will have a settlement 
in this case cxpcdited. 

The PBESIDENT : A claim has 
l^pen received from Mr. Sinnott and is 
under consideration. Every effort is 
being made to expedite the matter. j 

ALLOTMENTS FOR LABOURERS. 

SEAN O LAIDHIN asked the Minis- 
ter for Agriculture if he can state 
whether occupiers of labourers , cot- 
tages living on, or in the vicinity of, 
ranch or other lands that are to be 
dividcd by «the Land Commission, are 
entitled to portion of said lands, and, 
if so, whethcr he can indicate what 
acreage is likely to be so allottcd. 

MINISTER for AGRICULTURE 
(Mr. Hogan): In the distribution of 
lands acquired by thc Land Commis- 
sion due regard is had to the cases of 
labourers living on or in the vicinity 
of the lands, whom the Land Commis- 
sion consider competent to work land. 
The area of land which may be allotted 
t-o such persons will depend on the 
amount of land available and their 
capacity and means to work the land. 

QUESTION ON ADJOURNMENT. 

General MULCAHY : I desirc to give j 
notice of my intention to raisc on the 
adjournment certain matters arising 
out of the announcement by the 
President yesterday of the terms of 
referencc for the Army Inquiry with a 
view to eliciting more precise informa- 
tion regarding the scope of the In- 
quiry. 

PRIVATE BILLS. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: I have a 
report from the Exatíiiner of Private 
Bills stating that in the case of the 
applications for leave to introduce the 
following Bills the Standing Orders 
have been complied with:—The East 
Leinster Electricity Supply Bill; The 
Dublin Electricity Supply Bill; and 


the Sligo Lighting and IJlectric Power 
Bill. In accordance with Order 47 of 
the Standing Orders for Private Busi- 
ncss, the Report will be laid upon the 
Table and stands referred to the Joint 
Committee on Standing Orders (Private 
Busincss). 

WIRELESS BROADCASTING BE- 
?ORT. 

FINAL REPORT OF SPECIAL COM- 
MITTEE. 

1. Sincc presenting its Second In- 
terim Report the Committee has held 
seventeen meetings, and has taken 
further evidence bearing on the sub- 
ject-matter of its inquiry. The Com- 
mittec has eonfined itself mainly to 
evidencc on the scientific or technical 
aspect of the subject. 

2. The Committee has taken into 
consideration also the fuither refer- 
ence contained in the Resolution adop- 
ted by the Dáil on Wednesday, the 
27th February, 1924, as follows :— 

“ That the evidence and docu- 
ments submitted to the Special Com- 
mittee on Wireless Broadcasting at 
any stagc of their proceedings be 
printed and eirculated, except such 
Departmental Minutes as, in the 
opinion of the Committee, are not 
necessary to be published . 1 y 
The Committee presents in a 
Volume accompanying this Report— 
(1) all the evidence taken since its in- 
vestigation; (2) copies of all docu- 
ments submitted to it; and (3) 
Minutes of the Proceedings of the 
Committee. 

3. In its Second Interim Report the 
Committee expressed itself unable, 
without further evidence and con- 
sideration, to give determinate 
answers to the following questions, 
viz.:— 

(a) Should Broadcasting be a 
State service purely: the installa- 
tion of the apparatus and the entire 
working of it in the hands of the 
Postal Ministry? 

( b ) If not reserved as a Statc 
monopoly, should it be at least par- 
tially so, and in such case to what 
extent ? 

(c) If, on the other hand, the pro- 
vision of a broadcasting serviee for 
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Ireland be made over to private en- 
terprise, should the concession be 
given to an individual firm, or to a 
group of otherwise separate com- 
panies associated as constituent 
units of an Irish Broadcasting Com- 
pany? And furthcr, how shoulcl 
such Irish Broadcasting Company 
obtain its revenue? 

4. The Committee would draw at- 
tention to certain basic considerations 
affecting any decision in regard to 
these questions conceming Broadcast- 
ing by wireless telephony :— 

( а) Wirelcss telephony, by which 
everyone within range of a central 
station (or a subsidiary “ relay ” 
station) can hear messages by means 
of receiving apparatus, depends for 
its effective range upon the power 
employed at the station and upon 
the receiving apparatus used by the 
listener-in. Thus, for a central sta- 
tion the power usually employed 
under present conditions is about 
one and a-half kilowatts, and a 
“ crystal M receiving set (costing 
from £2 to £3) suffices for a listener 
distant not more than ten or twenty 
miles; a “ single-valve set (cost- 
ing from £5 to £6) brings in listcners 
up to fifty miles; while more expen- 
,sive sets employing two, three or 
more valves, extend the radius 
of reception to hundreds of 
miles. The scienec of wireless 
telephony is merely in its infancy— 
it became of interest to the general 
public in a practical way little more 
than a year ago, and, so far, its 
principal application has been to the 
broadcasting of musical pro- 
grammes. Of this provision many 
who live at a distance from the 
usual places of entertainment have 
been eager to take advantage. 

(б) Already important advances 
have been made both in the methods 
of providing entertainment and in 
the application of Broadcasting in 
other and more important direc- 
tions. Whereas at first only musi- 
cad programmes specially provided 
for the purpose were broadcasted, 
to-day actual theatrical perform- 
ances and operas, concerts in con- 
cert halls, lectures and speeches are 
regularly broadcasted; and in more 


practical matters meterological in-‘ 
formation, weather forecasts, mar- 
kets and trade reports, financial 
news and lessons on languages form 
items in the normal programmes of 
the principal stations. Moreover, 
improvements in methods, and espe- 
cially improvements in apparatus 
are continuous and rapid. The 
prol)ability, then, is that íurther 
great advances will be made in thc 
immediate 1‘uture, and it is impos- 
sible to forecast how important this 
progress may be, or how much more 
easily aecessible to the general 
public the advantages of wireless 
transmission may soon become. 

5. Now it is precisely because of 
these probable developments and 
their manifest applicability to the 
Jiational serviee and expansion that 
the Committee considers Broadcast- 
ing to be of incalculable value; it 
views the use of wireless telephony 
for entertainment, however desir- 
able, as of vastly less importance 
than its use as ministering alike to 
commercial and cultural progress. 
It would be difficult to over-empha- 
sise its value as an instrument of 
popular education. In connection 
with the spread of the national 
language and of the phonetic teach- 
ing of modern languages, so neces- 
sary to commerce, there is no 
agency which lcnds itself so readily 
to the wide and cheap propagation 
of knowledge; the voice of one tea- 
cher may be made clearly audible 
in every quarter of the country at 
the one moment; a leeture, which 
othcrwise would require to be re- 
peated at different centres involving 
no little inconvenience and multi- 
plíed cost, can be heard simultane- 
ously in a thousand schoolrooms and 
in thc home of all who desire to 
learn; an eminent lecturer can put 
his erudition at the service of every 
listener-in, with ali the added- at- 
traction of the living voice as con- 
trasted with the printed page. In 
this way pupils may learn thc ele- 
mentary principles of hygiene, of 
gardening, of fruit-growing, bee- 
keeping, poultry-raising and the like 
direct from men of recognised au- 
thority in the subjects. Similarly, 
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exposition of tho reasons for and 
the applieation of new laws, lessons 
on the institutions of government 
and eivies general]y might be widely 
disseminated in an attractive 
fashion. Adult edueation, more par- 
ticularlv for those obliged to leave 
school at an immature stage, might 
well be supplied through the agency 
of Broadcasting. Its manifold ap- 
plications in the service of agricul- 
ture, industry and eommerce have 
already been outlined. As compared 
with its powcr ot projnoting such 
valuable encls the Committee regards 
tnc employment of Broadcasting for 
entertainment purposes as quite sul)- 
sidiarv, and worthy of considera- 
tion here, rather as a possible souree 
of revenue than as an essential ele- 
ment in the problem. 

6. Convinced that these advan- | 
tages from the installation of a 
Broadcasting Station would accrue 
to the Ministries of Agriculture, of 
Fishcries, of Industry and Com- 
merce, and above all of Education, 
the Committee returns as its answer | 
to Question (a): Broadcasting 
should be a State service purely— 
the installation and the working of 
it to be solely in the hands of the 
Postal Minist.ry. 

7. Expenditure of State funds on ] 
the installation and t.he working of 

a Ccntral Station would be well 
justified. As a commencement, one 
station should be cquipped in or 
near Dublin. Thereupon the follow- 
ing practical questions arise:— 

(i) What would be the cost of 
setting up and installing such a 
vstation; (ii) what would be the 
annual cost of the station; (iii) 
what estimate might fairly be 
made of the number of licences; 
(iv.) from what sources would 
the broadcasting station draw 
. revenue, and what would be the 
probable amount of that revenue? 

8. Dealing with these questions in 
detail:— 

(i) The Committce is of opinion 
that for some lime, whilc experi- 
ence is being gained and further 
sdentific developments awaited, an 
existing building, the property of 


the State, should be utilised for a 
station. Expert cvidence estimatos 
the cost of the installation in this 
manner at less than £5,000. 

(ii) Tbe cost of working such 
station has been similarly esti- 
mated at £5,000 a year. The cost 
of providing concert programmes 
and sueh like entertainments 
would, of course, be extra. 

(iii) Witnesses varied widely in 
their estimate of the probablo num- 
ber of licensees; one pcr cent. of 
the population may, however, in 
view of British experience, be 
takcn as a basis for an estimate. 
This w r ould mean that the numbcr 
of licensees wit.hin crystal set 
range of the Dublin station would 
be about 4,000, and initially, per- 
haps, there would be 1,000 users 
of valve ” sets throughout the 
rest of the country. 

(iv) In addition to the revenue 
Jerivable from the various Minis- 
tries using the service, the licence 
Cees would be one constituent of 
broadcasting revenue. On the es- 
timatcd number of licensees £1 per 
set. would produce £5,000 pcr an- 
num. A broadcasting service in 
Ireland might, in the beginning at 
least, have to be run at a loss, un- 
less there were other sources of 
revenue. But other sources of in- 
comc arc in sight. The user of the 
installation (worked by the official 
staff) for broadcasting approved 
matter at. specified 'times or over 
prescribcd periods might be rented 
by socicties, firms, companics or in- 
dividuals dcsirous of broadcasting 
statements or speeches or adver- 
tisement. . This would yield income 
on a considerable scale. Advertis- 
ing by this method would supple- 
ment rather than supersede news- 
paper advertisement, but even if 
broadcasting werc to become a 
serious competitor thc Committee 
cannot support the contention that 
the interests of the newspaper as 
an advertising medium ought to be 
proteeted from competition. So far 
as regards the broadcasting of cer- 
tain categories of news some such 
arrangements as those indicated in 
the White Paper could no doubt 
be made with the existing agen- 
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cies for news collection and distri- 

bution. 

9. The Committee has considered 
the Postmaster-Generars objection 
to the establishment and working of 
a broadcasting station by the Post 
Office as a State Department and his 
reluctance to make the provision of 
entertainments to the public through 
broadcasting a function of the State; 
and it does not regard his objection 
as sound. No new prineiple would 
be introduced. The State has for a 
long time subsidised national cul- 
ture, combined with entertainment, 
through its National Li1>rary, 
National Gallery of Painting and 
Sculpture and National Museum, not 
to speak of the Tailtcann Games, and 
in the enlightened municipalities on 
the Continent, the samc principle has 
been applied more directly and ex- 
tensively to the cultivation of oper- 
atic and dramatic art as well. 

10. In the present case the Post- 
master-General, through the agency 
of a Director working in conjunclion 
with a non-paid Board, might undcr- 
take thc provisioii and control of the 
entertainmcnt side of broadcasting. 
This unpaid Board would consist of 
chosen representatives from various 
scientific societies and other bodies 
interestcd in the diffusion of know- 
ledge, from linguistic, musical and 
other cultural associations—with 
possibly representatives of licensees. 
The salary of the Director, who 
would be chargcd with the duty of 
preserving a proper standard of 
taste and morals, as wcll as an ade- 
quate and continuous programme, 
should be met out of the funds of 
licence fees. The power of appoint- 
ment and dismissal of this Director 
should be exercised by the Post- 
master-General in consultation with 
the Board. The task of the Director 
in securing a continuous and regular 
programme would be considerably 
lightened—indeed reduced to a com- 
paratively simple matter—if arrange- 
ments were made to supplement the 
Irish programmes by “ relaying ” 
suitable items broadcasted from 
other stations; it is probable that on 
the scientific side there would be no 


difficulty in the way of such ‘ ‘ relay- 
ing. M 

11. Should the recommendation of 
the Gommittee in respect of Ques- 
tion (a) be not acceptable to the Dáil 
it would bccome necessary to rcfer 
explicitly to Question (b). In such 
event the Committee would recom- 
mend, as next best to the State- 
owned station, that broadcasting 
should be developed by rneans of a 
Company in which the State would 
have, direetly or indirectly, a con- 
trolling interest. To the Postmaster- 
General falls the task of framing, 
for submission to the Dáil, the condi- 
tions undcr which such a Company 
could be given the Broadcasting con- 
cession, whether it werc a Companv 
specially formed for the purpose, 
part of its capital publicly subscribod 
and part provided by the Htate, or an 
existing company conforming to con- 
ditions imposed by the Statc; and in 
this connection the Committee sug- 
gests that fuller consideration be 
given to the scheme propounded in 
the documcnts Nos. 28 aml 44 of the 
Appcndix I. of thc accompanying 
volumc. It believes that with some 
modification such a scheme might b( fc 
advantageous to the eountry aml 
would safeguard the national in- 
terests. Over any such Company the 
Oommittee considers it essential that 
full State control should be insurcd, 
and it would approve of a Companv 
which over and above the mert» pro- 
motion of broadcas-ting would dc- 
velop Irish electrical industry in 
gencral. 

12. As its answer to Question (c) 
the Committee recommends that 
Broadcasting should not be^ handed 
over to enterprise wholly private. 

13. By the original .terms of rcfer- 
ence the Committee was asked to re- 
port on thc White Paper proposal as 
to a Clearing Ilouse. As the Com- 
mittee does not recommend that a 
,tax on the sale or manufacture of ap- 
paratus should be sanctioned for the 
benefit of a company, the question of 
a Clearing House of the kind pro- 
posed in the White Paper, therefore, 
does not. arise. If, however, ^ there 
were question at any time of impos- 
ing such a tax it should be discussed 
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as a fiscal tax and as a matter of 
fiscal policy. 

(Sighnithe), 

PÁDRAIC 0 MÁILLE 

(Cathaoirleach). 
26adh Márta, 1924. 

PADRAIC 0 MAILLE: Is feidir linn 
indiú an tuarasgabhail deiridh ar an 
gceist seo a chur os comhhir na Dála. 
Geobhfaidh lucht na Dála imleabhar on 
Choiste indiú agus ins an leabhar san 
geobhfaidh siad an fiadhnaise uilig 
agus na paipeirí uilig a bhi os comhair 
an Choiste. Tá an leabhar beagnach 
réidh anois agus cuirfear idir lamhaibh 
agaibh i gcionn cupla uair. Bhi 36 
cruftmithe ar fád ag an Coiste agus 
tugadh a lán fiadhnaise. Ar an gCoiste 
bhi Teaehtai a bhi an-gnóthach acht 
d’fagadar a g-cuid oibre ar leathtaoibh 
chun bheith i lathair ag cruinnithe 
an Choiste. Ba mhaith liom a rádh 
fosta go n-deam na Tuairisgeóiri 
Oifígiula a gcuid oibre go maith agus 
go cúramach. Mar a dubhras cheanna, 
tugadh a lán fiadhnaise agus chuir sin 
obair trom ar na Tuairisgeóiri. Ta 
fhios againn uilig an meid oibre ata ar 
na Tuairisgeóíri le dheanamh. Tá orra 
a bheith i lathair ag cruinnithe na 
Dála agus cruinnithe an t-Seanaid 
agus tuarasgabhail ar imheachta an 
dha thighe a chur isteach. Taobh 
amuigh de sin, rinneadar an obair seo 
go beacht, cúramach. Ta athas orm 
an meid sin a rádh. 

I wish to state at the outset that this 
Report will be circulated to Deputies 
during the course of the Sitting, with 
the mass of evidence and documents 
that came before the Committee. A 
recommendation was made by the Dáil 
to the Committee to delete certain De- 
partmental files from the volume, but 
we thought it well to publish cvery 
single document that came before* the 
Committee, and that has been done. 
As this Report is in the hands of De- 
puties, it will not be necessary for me 
to read it through. I must say that a 
few members of the Committee, who 
are amongst the busiest members of the 
Dáil, left aside other important work 
of their own to come and devote their 
energies to the work of the Committee. 

It is also well, in face of the large 
amount of evidence that has been taken 


and the number of documents and 
papers that are being produced, to pay 
a tribute, of behalf of the Committee, 
to the excellent manner in whieh the 
Ofíicial Reporters did their work. We 
all know that these Reporters have 
very heavy duties. They attend here 
in the Dáil and in the Seanad. I re- 
gret the volume is not already in the 
hands of Deputies, but it will be before 
the Dáil ríses this evening. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I suggest that the 
Deputy should read it. 

PADRAIC 0 MAILLE: I am 

afraid if I were to read it the Sitting 
to-day would be a rather long one. 
When Deputies have an opportunity of 
reading this volume they will be able 
to appreciate the very heavy task 
which was thrown on the Oíficial Re- 
porters, and I thinlc that their work 
does them credit. It will take Depu- 
ties a certain amount of time to read 
through this volumc, and I am suggest- 
ing, therefore, that it would be well to 
postpone discussion on this matter un- 
til, say, Tuesday week. I beg to move 
thc following motion:— 

“ That the Final Report of the 
Special Committee to consider the 
Wireless Broadcasting Report be re- 
ceived, and that Tuesday, the 8th 
April, be fixed as the date for its 
consideration. ,> 

Mr. DOLAN: I second. 

Mr. HEWAT: It secms to me that 
this large volume w r hich is going to 
reach our hands will create very little 
interest. I have had an opportunity 
this morning of reading through the * 
Report of the Broadcasting Committee, 
and that seems to contain, within its 
four corners, the whole essence of the 
matters that are important as far as we 
are coneerned, and to expect that any 
more than a controversial interest will 
centre around the documents ordered 
to be published by the Dáil is to expect 
something that I think will not be 
realised. It seems to me that in »this 
Report the Broadcasting Committee 
have dealt very^ comprehensively. with 
the general position, and I think we 
ought not to delay longer in consider- 
ing the Report than is necessary—cer- 
•tainly not for such a length of time as 
would enable us to absorb this volume. 
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AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : The pro- 
posal is that the consideration of the 
Report be taken on Tuesday week. 
Will the Deputy suggest an earlier 
date and if so what date? 

Mr. HEWAT: I think some day early 
next week. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: lt is 

merely a matter for arrangement. 
There is nothing partieularly eontro- 
versial in the question of dates. 

Major COOPER: I think it depends 
very mueh on how much Cíovernment 
business there is next week and 
whether any new Bills will be brought 
in. There does not appear to l)e an 
(Miormous amount of business, unless 
we get back the Courts of Justiee Bill 
and the Ministers and Seeretaries Bill 
from the Seanad. 

The PRESIDENT: There is not 
mueh business next w r eek up to Thurs- 
day or Friday, but I do not know r 
whether we would be in a position to 
diseuss it. because we 'have not con- 
sidered it at all yet. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: The 

simplest thing would be to fix next 
Thursday. Deputies will in the mean- 
time receive the volume containing the 
evidence and the doeuments, and if any 
considerablc body of opinion w r ants to 
have an earlier date fixed the order 
could be diseharged and another date 
fixed. The Leas-Cheann Comhairle is 
not standing on any particular date. 

PADRAIC 0 MAILLE: We have no 
objection at all. The object of the 
• Committee was to give Deputies an op- 
portunity of going through this 
volume. 

The POSTMASTER-OENERAL: I 

think I have some responsibility for sug- 
gesting to the Chairman that Deputies 
should get an opportunity of perusing 
the heavy volume of material con- 
tained in this Report. After all, if it 
' was found necessary for a Committee 
of the Dáil to sit on well over a score 
of occasions, possibly nearer to two 
score of occasions, to thoroughly 
understand this subject and to enable 
them to arrive at what in their opinion 
was a satisfactory conclusion in rela- 
tion to the subject, then I venture to 


1924. Fvurth Stage. 

say it is the duty of Deputies in this 
House to take sufflcient note of the 
eontents of this volume to be in a posi- 
tion to give an intelligent view on it. 
It is not suffieient, I submit, for the 
Committee merely to put forward the 
report. The Committee’s report is in 
direet eonílict with the representations 
submilted by my Department. For 
that reason there necessarily must be 
tw^o sides to the question, and it, 
should not be assumed that the matter 
is not worthy of being carefully 
eonsidercd, or one that should be 
rushcd. But a few weeks ago every 
one was satisfied the subject was of 
some importance to the country. I 
do not think its importance has 
diminished in the interval, and I re- 
spectfully suggcst to the Dáil that a 
few extra days will, perhaps, be of ad- 
vantage in enabling Deputies to come 
to a more mature opinion upon this 
subjcct. 

Mr. HEWAT: There has been al- 
rcady a greát deal of delay in dealing 
with this matter, and I do not think 
there should be anv further unneces- 
sary delay. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: I take 
it that Dcputy Hewat moves as an 
amendment to substitute Thursdav, 
the 3rd of April,” for Tuesday, the 
8th April. ,, 

Amendment put and agreed to. 

Motion, as amended. put and agreed 
to. 

Consideration of Final Report of 
Special Committee on the Wireless 
Broadcasting Report ordered accord- 
ingly for Thursday, April 3rd. 

OLD AGE PENSIONS BILL, 1924.— 
FOURTH STAGE. 

Mr. DUGGAN: I beg to move 
amendment No. 1:— 

Section I., line 25, to delete the 
words and figures “ May lst, 1924/ * 
and to insert in lieu thereof the 
words and figures “ the 2nd day of 
May, 1924/ y 

The 2nd May, 2924, will fall on 
Friday. Friday is the day of the 
week on whieh old age pensions are 
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[Mr. Duggan.] 

paid. It ia convenient, therefore, that 
for administrative purposes the first 
appointed day should fall on a Frida/. 
Question put and agreed to. 

Mr. DUGGAN: I move amendment 
2 :— 

Section I., lines 26 to 28, to delete 
all from and including the words 
“ such day to the words “ this 
Act/' and to insert in lieu thereof 
the words and íigures the 5th day 
of Septembcr, 1924. ” 

The intention of this amendment is 
that the second appointed day shouid 
bc fixed by the Act, and not by the 
Minister, and the 5th September is sug- 
gested as being the most convenient 
date to the purpose. 

Question put, and agreed to. 

Mr. DUGGAN: 1 beg to move 
Amendment 3. ln Scction 1 to delete 
lines 29 to 33 inelusive. 

This amendment deletes from the 
Hill the defínition of the expression 
‘ ‘ third appointed day.” The expres- 
sion <4 third appointed day” occurs only 
onee elsewhere in the Bill, namely, in 
sub-section (2) of Section 3. That. sul)- 
section provides for the continued pay- 
ment of old age pensions payable at thc 
rate of onc shilling per week until the 
third appointed day. Jt is not con- 
sidered necessary to appoint a special 
day for this purpose other than the day 
atlready fixed as the “ seeond appointed 
day. M 

Question put, and agrced to. 

Mr. DUGGAN: I beg to movc aniend- 
ment No. 4, Seetion 3 (1), line 42, 
immediately after thc work weck ” 
to insert the words and is payable to 
a person who, on the first appoinled 
day, shall not have attained the age of 
eight.y years . f> 

The object of this arnendment is to 
take out of the operation of the Section 
old age pensioners at 80 years of age or 
over. The intcntion is that the first re- 
duction shall not apply to old age pen- 
sions payable on the 2nd of May, 1924, 
to old age pensioners of 80 years of age 
or over. 

Question put, and agreed to. 

Mr. DUGGAN: I beg to move 
Amendment 5, in Section 3 (2), line 49, 


to delete the word “ third 99 and insert 
in lieu thereof the word “ second.” 

The reason for this amendment has 
already been given. 

Question put, and agreed to. 

Mr. DUGGAN: I move amendment 
No. 6. In Section 4 (1), line 10, after 
the word “ week 99 to insert the word 
‘‘ and, ,, and after paragraph ( h ) to 
insert. an additional paragraph as fol- 
lows:— 

(c) are payable to persons who on 

thc first appointed day shall not havc 

attained the age of eighty years. 

This amendment also is intended to 
excludc existing pensioners of over 80 
veaiN of age from the operations of the 
Bill. 

Qucstion put and agreed to. 

Mr. DUGGAN : I beg to move 
Amendmcnt 7—To delete Section 4 (2). 
It is not considered advisable or neces- 
sarv that the return required by the sub- 
section should be presented to the Oire- 
aehtas by the Minister, and consequently 
it is proposed to delete the sub-scction. 

MINISTER for PINANCE (Mr. 
Blythe) : I may say that when 1 acceptcd 
tlie amendment to this sub-section 
I had not íully adverted to the effeet of 
my promisc made to Deputy Cooper to 
have a fixed day for the appointed day. 
There is no longcr any point in putting 
a sub-section such as this into the 
Bill, as there will now be a statutory 
Appointed Day in the Bill, and there 
could not be a question of review of 
that except by legislation. There is also 
the other matter, that it might 
be possible at that particular time, 
if we fixed the 5th Scptember, 
that the Dáil would not bc in 
Session, that is if we succeed in 
getting our summer recess at all, and, 
therefore, there might be a charge of bad 
faith if it happened at the time this cut 
came into operation there was no oppor- 
tunity of discussion. I will undertafce, 
however, that as soon as pos- 
sible, returns shall be submitted 
without any neeessity for a mo- 
tion in the Dáil for a retum. 

I said when it was first put forward it 
was unnecessary because the informa- 
tion could be got by any member who 
moved for a retum at any particular 
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time, and it is not a retum one usually 
finds in legislation. 

Question put and agreed to. 

Mr. DUGGAN: I beg to move Amend- 
ment 8, in Section 5 (2), line 57, to add 
after the word “ pension the words 
“ or who shall after the passing of this 
Act become entitled to reeeive a pension 
under Section I. of the Act of 1920. ” 

The effeet of thc amcndment is 
that this exception should be extended j 
to blind persons who hereafter become ! 
entitled to pensions under the Blind I 
Persons Act of 1920. j 

Question put and agreed to. | 

Mr. DUGGAN : I beg to move Amend- i 
ment No. 9, Section 5 (3), line 59, to de- j 
lete the words is hereby repealed ” ! 
and to insert in lieu thereof the words. | 
shall not apply to any ease to whieh 
this Seetion applies. M 

This is a drafting amendment; it is 
not considered logical to repeal a elause 
which will continuc to apply to some 
cases. 

Question put and agreed to. | 

Mr. DUGGAN : 1 move Amendment | 
10—In page 3 to insert before Seetion 6 
a new Section as follows :—* 

6.—(1) In calculating the ineome 
mentioned in paragraph (6) of sub- 
section (1) of Section 2 of the Act of 
1911, no account shall be taken of any 
amounts received during a period of 
not more than six months in any year 
by a person or by the husband or wife 
of a person (as the case may be) under 
a medical certificate as siekness bene- 
fit or disablement bcnefit from a 
Friendly Society or Trade Union or 
under the Nalional Insurance Act, 
1911. 

(2) Clause ( b ) of sub-section (1) of 
Section 4 of the Act of 1919 is hereby 
repealed. 

Clause B of Sub-section (1) of Section 
4 of the Act of 1919 provides that in cal- 
culating means, account should be taken 
of any amounts received during a period 
of not more tfian three months in any 
year by the persons named under a 
medical certificate as sickness beneíit 
f rom a Friendly Society or Trade Union, 
or under the National Insurance Act, 
1911. The amendment proposes to ex- 


tend the period of three to six months', 
and to include disablement benefit in the 
j exemption from calculation. 

! Amendment put and agreed to. 

| Motion made—That thc Bill, as amen- 
j ded, be received for final consideration. 

Mr. JOHNSON: On this motion I 
want to aeknowledge one or two 
amendments to the Bill which are 
really amendments, not merely alter- 
ations—perhaps I should say amend- 
ments in respcct to a rcduetion in the 
punishment. I will not. divide the Dáil 
on this Stage, which is merely to re- 
eeive the Bill for final consideration, 
but when we come to the next Stage I 
hope we shall be able to consider it. 

Mr. HEWAT : May I express 
pleasure that the Minister has been able 
to make the Bill more satisfaetory to 
Deputy Johnson? 

Mr. JOHNSON: A little less unsatis- 
factory. 

Question put and declared carried. 

Fifth Stage ordered for Wednesday, 
2nd April. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (TEMPOR- 
j ARY PROVISIONS) (AMENDMENT) 
j BILL, 1924— SECOND STAGE. 

MINISTER POR LOCAL GOVERN- 
í MENT (Mr. Burke) : I beg to move the 
’ Second Reading of this Bill. As I ex- 
plained previously, the object of thc 
Bill is to keep in operation eertain pro- 
visions of the Local Government (Tem- 
1 porary Provisions) Act, which would 
i otherwise lapse on the 31st March, dur- 
1 ing the life of the principal Act, which 
is until the 31st December of this year. 
Section 2 has the effeet of keeping in 
operation the various County Schemes 
that came into force under this Act. 
Section 3 keeps in operation the pre- 
sent borrowing pow r crs of local autho- 
rities, and Section 4 continues the 
powers to local authorities to strike a 
penny rate for the teaching of Irish. 

Mr. WILSON: I wish to ask the 
Minister for Local Government, before 
this Bill goes through, whether he is 
in agreement with the provisions of 
the original Act in respect of Cílause 14. 
That leaves a person who is in the em- 
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[Mr. Wilson.] 

ployment of a local authority the right 
to remain there until after the next 
election. Why does he hang on Hke 
grim death to that particular provision, 
having regard to what I pointed out to 
him before, and why does he not em- 
body an amending clause to that 
clausef 

Mr. BUEKE: I do not think that 
question arises on the discussion oí* this 
Bill. There is no provision in the Bill 
to amend Section 14. 

Mr. WILSON : It is an amending Bill 
to the principal Act, and I think I am 
quite justificd in raising the point. This 
is a BilJ to anwnd Act 9, of 1923. If 
you have the i*ight to arnend the pro- 
visions that suit you, why have I not 
the ríght 4o amend the provisions that 
suit me? 

Mr. O’CONNELL: Vou are not a 
Minister. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Deputy 
Wilson can bring in an amending Bill. 

Mr. WILSON: Can I bring in an 
amendment on this Bill to amend the 
particular clause that I object to? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: No. lf 

this Bill gets a Second Reading in this 
form, a Deputy cannot bring in on the 
Committee Stage amendments which 
have nothing to do with the Sections 
which are proposed to be amended in 
the Bill as it now stands. The Deputy 
could bring in a Bill himself to amend 
any clauses of the Local Government 
(Temporary Provisions) Bill. 

Mr. WILSON : We have not a 
majority. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: IIow do you 
know ? 

Mr. WILSON: Will the Minister ex- 
plain why he still clings to that par- 
ticularly objectionable Section? 

Mr. BURKE : I was not responsible 
for introducing that Bill, and I do not 
see. any particular objection to leaving 
it in force now. 

Mr. WILSON: I suppose the Minis- 
ter is aware of the provision? 


Mr. JOHNSON: I take it from what 
the Minister said that he is quite agree- 
able to support Deputy Wilson if he 
introduces a Bil^ to further the object 
he seeks. The Minister does not see 
any reason for keeping the Aet on the 
Statute. Can we get an assurance 
from him that he is prepared to use all 
his endeavours with his Party to secure 
support for Deputy Wilson? 

Mr. BURKE : I will have -to wait 
uiit.il . I see the form of Deputy Wilson’s 
BiU. 

Mr. WILSON : To • dclete all the 
words after “ Local Government.” 

Question put, and agrced to. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Whcn 
shall thc Committee Stagc be taken? 

| Mr. BURKE : This Bill had rather 
! liard luck owing to exceptional circum- 
! stanccs. It has been held up, although 
j it is a Bill which should be passed 
j before the 31st of March. 1 think the 
House should be inclined to facilitate 
mc in taking the Committee Stage now 
and agree to suspcnd Standing Orders. 

Mr. HEWAT : E vcn if the Dáil were 
willing to suspcnd Standing Orders, I 
do not think there is a sufficient num- 
bcr of Dcputies prcscnt to do it. 

Mr. BURKE: If thc Dáil agrces, can 
it not be done? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : I am 

afraid the Minister will have to make 
arrangements to have 53 Deputies to 
support his motion, whether the Dáil is 
agreeable or not. If he has not made 
arrangements for that support I am 
afraid he cannot suspend Standing 
Orders. 

Mr. BURKE: Perhaps it might be 
possible to consider the question later 
to-day. 

AN CEANN OOMHAIRLE: Does the 
Minister suggest leaving over the 
making of the Order until some time 
later in the sitting? 

Mr. BURKE: Yes. 

AN OEANN OOMHAIRLE: We will 
do that. 
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TEMPORARY ACCOMMODATION , 
OF THE OIREACHTAS. ! 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Thc 

next item on thc Orders o£ the Day is 
consideration o£ the Tieport of the 
Joint Committee on the Temporary 
Accommodation o£ the Oírcachtas. Lt 
was praetically agreed last night to 
discharge this Order and to put it down 
for some day next week. The Order 
Paper for to-day had, howcver, becn 
printed then. Wc could decide deíi- 
nitely to-day as to when we would take | 
up eonsideration of the Rcport. j 

Order discharged. Consideration ol! I 
Report fixed for hViday. j 

COMMITTEE ON FINANCE. ( 

i 

MONEY RESOLUTION. 

MINISTER for FINANCE (Mr. j 
Blythe) : I move: I 

“ That for the purposc of any Aet 1 
o£ the present Session to prevent the j 
obstruction of legal rcniedics and to j 
provide additional powcrs for en- ! 
forcing the paymcnt of judgmcnt j 
debts and otherwise for the enforce- 
ment o£ law, it is expedient to autho- 
rise the paymcnt out of moncys pro- 
vided by the Oireaelitas of the 
salaries or remunerations o£ persons j 
acting as Deputy Under-Sheriffs, of ! 
persons employed to carry out the j 
duties of bailiffs as regards the 
execution o£ writs, decrces and 
orders, and of Assistant Undcr- 
Sheriffs appointed under such Act; 
and of any ot-her expenses incurred 
in carrying such Act into effect. ,, 

Resolution put, and agreed to. 

DÁIL RESUMES. 

Resolution reported and read a 
Second Time. 

Motion made and question put— 

“ That the Dáil agree with the Com- 
mittee in the Resolution. ,> 

Agreed. 

DÁEL IN OOMMITTEE. 

ENFORCEMENT OF LAW (OCCA- 
SIONAL POWERS) BILL, 1924— 
THERD STAOE. 

. Section 1 put and agreed to. 

Yol. 6. 


SEOTION 2. 

(1) From and after the passing of 
this Act it shall not be obligatory 
upon any undcr-sheriff to employ any 
bailiff to assist him in the execution 
of a writ of fieri facias or writ of 
habere or othcr writ, or to cmploy 
any bailiff appointed undcr S(*ction 
5 of thc Oivil Bill (.-ourts Procedurc 
Amendmcnt Act (Ireland), 1864, to 
assist him in thc exccution of his 
ilutics undcr that Act, but in lieu of 
or in addition to sueh bailiffs it shall 
bc lawful for any under-sheriff to em- 
ploy such and so many suitablc pcr- 
sons as hc shall think fit to assist 
him in thc cxecution of any or every 
writ of fieri facias or writ of habcre 
or othcr writ and of any or every 
dccrcc or ordcr (whethcr for debt,' 
posscssion of lands or otherwise) of 
a Civil Bill Court. 

(2) Any pcrson employed by an 
undcr-shcrifif undcr this Section may 
be employed at a wcekly or othcr 
wagc to assist him gcncrally in the 
execution of such wríts and decrees 
or orders as aforesaid, or may be em- 
ploycd specially to assist thc under- 
shcriff in thc cxccution of a parti- 
eular writ or dccree or order. 

(3) Whcrcvcr pcrsons arc em- 
ploycd by an under-sheriff under this 
Section to assist him gencrally in the 
e.xecution of sueh writs and decrecs 
or ordcrs as aforesaid, the number 
and rate of rcmuncration (to bc paid 
out of moueys provided by the 
Oireachtas) of such pcrsons shall be 
subject to thc approval of thc Minis- 
tcr, and tho sanction of the Minister 
for Financo. 

(4) Whcrever any pcrsons are em- 
ployed specially by an under-shcriff 
undcr this Scction to assist him in thc 
cxccution of a particular writ or de- 
crce or ordcr, thc numbcr and rc- 
muncration of such pcrsons shall be 
in the discretion of the under-sheriff 
subject to the sanction of the County 
Court Judge on appeal by the debtor. 

(5) Every person employcd under 
this Section by an under-sheriff to 
assist him in the execution of a writ 
of fieri facias or a writ of habere 
shall have all the powers which are 
by law vested in a bailiff employed 
by an under-sheriff for that purpose, 
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and every person einployed nnder 
this Section by an under-sheriff to as- 
sist him in the execution of any de- 
cree or order ot* a Civil Bili Court 
shall have all t-he powers which are 
by law vested in a bailiff appointed 
under the Civil Bill Courts Procedure 
Amendment Aet (Ireland), 1864. 

Mr. P. HOGAN (Cla:e) : I move j 
Amendmeiit 1:— 

In Sub-section (I). Iine 44, aftcr 
the vvord “ persons ’’ to insert in i 
lieu thereof the vvords “ approved l>y | 
the County Court Jud«e. ” j 

The meaniiií? oí‘ the auiendment is \ 
obvious. I think it should commend 1 
itself to the Minister in eharge oi* the j 
Bill. ! 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : The 

amendment is, I think, wrongly 
printed. lt should be to delete the 
words in lines 44 and 45 “ as ho shall 
think fit,” and to insert in lieu thereof 
” approved by the Coqntv Court 
Judge.” 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I am not proposing 
to aeeept. this amendment for thc 
reason that the County Court Judge 
has no real means of eheeking the 
under-sheriff’s selections. A judge is 
not usually personally aequainted with 
the men who are likely to volunteer as 
special bailiffs and, in praetiee, he j 
would siinply take the under-sheriff’s | 
vord as to the suitability of the person | 
le proposed to appoint. The amend- | 
nent has all the outward appeai-anee of | 
i sound amendment drafted vvith a j 
dgilant eye to the proteetion of the j 


him in the execution of these writs. 
It has not been unknown that *the 
persons who have been employed in 
this vvork have been the most unde- 
sirablc sections in the eommunity. 'It 
is not a diffieult thing to say that 
under-sheriffs shall subrnit the names 
and perhaps the qualifications of per- 
sons applying for the post, and per- 
haps even pass under personal review 
those vvho are to be appointed to as- 
sist him in the execution of this duty. 
After all, if it is proposed to give the 
under-shcriff full liberty to employ any 
person vvhom he likes for this opera- 
tion, we ought at least to have some 
eheck upon the eharacter of the per- 
sons vvho are to be employed. They are 
going to oecupy decent premises some- 
times; they are going to bc placed in 
possession of deceut houses, and come 
in contact vvith decent ehildren, and 
unless we have some check upon the 
under-sheriff, there is no knovving what 
rlass of person vvill be engaged in this 
most unpleasant of duties. It is verv 
j often the most unpleasant of persons 
who vvill undertake to put into opera- 
tion these unpleasant duties. The pay 
is high enough, the ehanees of loot are 
good enough, and persons of distinctly 
bad charaeter rnay be <*hosen for this 
operation. I think there should be 
some little <*heck upon the under-sheriff 
in the choicc of his assistants. After 
all, the liailiff and the assistant-bailiff 
liave hitherto at least been known. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE 

took the Chair. 

Mr. JOHNSON: The public, or those 
members of it who made it their busi- 


ights of citizens, but it would simply j ness to íind out, or were able to íind 
m a futility in the Bill. The Oounty ' out, knevv who were the assistant- 
^ourt Judge would accept, as a mattcr bailiffs and who would be placed in thc 
)f course, the recommendations of a temporary possession of premises. In 
‘esponsible official sueh as the under- | this case you are throwing the 
heriff and the thing would work ' onus entirely upon and giving 
purely automatically in that vvay. the discretion, to the undej*- 

sheriffs to employ such persons 
Mr. JOHNSON: There is thc diffcr- | ad hoc for tho special job at any time, 
»nce that the County Court Judge and to take any class of person of any 
might like to see the persons who arc to character. I suggest that it. is not, quite 
je employed by the bailiff, and if he sufffcient protection for the honest 
law some of the persons chosen he dehtor, thc decent debtor. who has a 
uight no't give them his certificate. \ writ against him. We ought at least 
(Section. 2, as above, quotcd). We are to have a little check upon the charác- 
íot quite convinced that the under- te<* and the qualifications of persons 
jheriff is going to be very ehoice in the whom the undér-sheriff may employ to 
jelection of the persons who will assist assist him. I think the amendment is 
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probably as good a check as could be ! 
suggested, and it would really mean 
that a panel would have to be approved 
bet'ore-hand, so that such persons could 
then be chosen by the under-sheriff as 
his assistants. 

Mr. O’HIOGINS: The Deputy\s 
speech suggests that he has been re- 
reading l)ickens. My information is 
that under the normal law for which the 
Deputy has a certain remembrance— 
27 and 28 Vic., Cap. 99, Sec. 5—the 
under-sheriíf appoints and dismisses 
bailiffs at pleasure, and consequentl.v 
there is no distinetion between that posi- 
tion and the position of persons speciall.v 
employed under this Act. If the De- 
puty were to be logieal and eonsistent he 
should add: ‘ ‘ Approved by thc County j 
Court Judge after inspection and special J 
examination as to character, morals, | 
antecedents, heredity,and so on. That j 
is out of the question, and if we were to 
accept the Deput.v’s amendment it would 1 
simply add another fiction and another j 
shanrto the procedure and the trappings I 
of tho law. Tho recommendations of tho 1 
under-sheriff would be accepted automa- • 
ticall.v by every Countv Court Judge, i 
and every County Court. Judge would be i 
right in so accepting them. 

Mr. JOHNSON: That may be true. j 
but I happen, perhaps, to have a little ! 
more confidence than the Minister ap- ! 
pears to have in the County Court I 
Judges. I do not think thev would ap- 
prove automatically; at least they would 
i-ealise they were approving with a cer- 
tain responsibility, and that responsi- 
bility would be borne by them. Accord- 
ing to the temperament of the Countv 
Court Judge, and his confidence in the 
under-sheriff and the under-sheriff ’s 
discretion, he would exercise his own 
discretion as to whether he would ap- 
prove of these nominees or not. 

The Minister appears to think the 
County Court Judge, under the circum- 
stances, wQuld act as an automatic type- 


writer and do exactly what the under- 
sheriff suggested. But, if the Minister 
is right in saying there is no necessity 
for imposing any check here, and that 
under thc old law thc* undcr-sheriff 
might (‘mploy whom he liked, w r hat is 
the reason for this Section? Perhaps 
il the Minister eould explain that, it. 
might not be neeessary to press the 
amendment. 

Mr. WILSON : Alight 1 point out that 
the County Court Judge, as an institu- 
tion, is passing, and it wdll be neces- 
sarv for L)eputy Johnson to put in what 
we eall a Judge of the Circuit Court 
instead ? 

Mr. JOHNSON : W hen the new Bill is 
passed w r e will alter our phraseology. 

Amendinent put. and ncgatived. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: I beg to inove: 

To add at the end of sub-sectiou 
(2) the words— 

“ The eftiployinent of any person 
speeially to assist in the cxccution of 
a particular w r rit or decrce or order 
shall not relieve from any responsi- 
bility the under-sheriff by whom hc 
is employed. ” 

The object of this amendment is to 
make it quite certain that the ultimate 
responsibility for the actions of those 
special persons employed by the under- 
sheriff wdll remain with the under- 
sheriff. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: The amendment is 
unneeessary and. therefore, unaccept- 
able. It would not be any useful addi- 
tion to the Bill and would not effect 
any purpose that w r as not effected 
already. No lawyer would succeed in 
convineing a Court that because this 
Act allow T s an under-sheriff to get his 
bailiffs in one w ay rather than another, 
his responsibility is less than it always 
has been. 

Amendment put. 

• The Dáil divided: Tá, 19; Níl, 36. 
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Pádraig F. Baxter. 

Seán Buitléir. 

David Hall. 

Connor Hogan. 

Tomás Mac Eoin. 

Risteárd Mac Fheorais. 
Pádraig Mac Fhlannchadha. 
Risteárd Mac Liam. 

Tomás de Nógla. 

Tomás O Conaill. 

Eamán de Blaghd. 

Seoirse de Bhulbh. 

Próinsias Bulfin. 

Séamus de Búrca. 

John J. Cole. 

Sir James Craig. 

Louis J. D'Alton. 

Patrick J. Egan. 

Osmond Grattan Esmonde. 
Henry J. Finlay. 

Desmond Fitzgerald. 

.John Hennigan. 

William Iíewat. 

Liam T. Mac Cosgair. 
Pádraig Mac Ciollagáin. 
Seoirse Mac Niocaill. 

Liam Mac Sioghaird. 
Martin M. Nally. 


Tá. 

| Aodh O Cúlacháin. 

| Liam O Daimhin. 

j Eamon O Dubhghaill. 

Seán O Duinnín. 

Donchadh S. O Guaire. 

Mícheál R. O hlfeamáin. 

Seán O Laidhin. 

Pádraig O hOgáin (An Clár). 
Pádraig K. O hOgáin (Luimneach). 



1 

i 


I 


Peadar O hAodha. 

Ailfrid O Broin. 

Criostóir O Broin. 

Séan O Bruadair. 

Próinsias O Cathail. 

Aodh O Cinnéiaigh. 
Parthalán O Conchubhair. 
Séamus N. O Dóláin. 
Peadar S. O Dubhghaill. 
Eamon S. O Dúgáin. 
Aindriú O Láimhín. 
Séamus O Leadáin. 

Fionán O Loinsigh. 
Thomas O Mahony. 
Itisteárd O Maolchatha. 
Ailfrid O Raithile. 
Caoimhghín O hUigín. 
Líam Thrift. 


• Amendment declared Jost. 


Mr. O’CONNELL: E beg to move 
amendment 3, as follows:— 

In sub-scction (5), line 15, after 
the word powers ” to ijisert the 
words “ and be subject to all the 
obligations , 9 9 and in line 16, aíter 
the words “ vested in 99 to insert the 
words “ or imposed upon. ,> 

If the facts are, as the Minister for 
Home Affairs states, that the appoint- 
ment of these special bailiifs does not. 
relieve in any way the under-sheriif of 
any responsibility which attaches to his 
position, I think he will have no diffi- 
culty in accepting this amendment, the 
object of which is to make that position 
quite clear. 

Mr. O’HIOaiNS. T am prepared to 
accept the amendment, with the sav- 
ing clause: “ So far as it is consistent 
with the provisions of this Act. ,> 

Mr. JOHNSON: I wonder do the 
draftsmen of the Minister approve of 
that kind of provision being put into a 
Bill? The Minister is prepared to ac- 
cept an amendment. on behalf of the 
(Tovernment, which says: “ So far as it 
is consistent with the provisions of this 
Act. ,, He is imposing upon judges this 
obligation, which is really our obli- 


gation. Has that the approval óf the 
Attorney-(jleiieral, I wondorf 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: But, without this. 
saving clause, the amendment would 
have a -ring of intimidation about it. 
j We are quite franlv on thc matter that 
l it is necessary, in the existing circum- 
stances. to give increased powers to 
under-sheriffs and to lcan rathcr to- 
wards those officers who, in the face 
of very special and very abnormal diffi- 
culties, are trying to clear off arrears 
which are so large as to constitute a 
weakness in the whole internal credit 
and, to some extent, the external credit 
of the country. 

Novv, I do not question at all that 
it is right to state that these peojjle are 
subject to all the obligations that are 
imposed normally on the under-sheriff, 
but to balance that I want to put in 
that we are not imposing any ad- 
ditional obligation on them—any 
special obligation on them—and that 
the other provisions of this Act hold. 
It is just as reasonable for me to ask 
the Deputy to accept a saving dause 
as it is for the Deputy to ask me to 
accept an amendment, and it is not be- 
cause of their cancelling out or any- 
thing that way, but just to keep the 
balance. 
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Mr. O’CONNELL: I confess I can- 
not understand thc object the Minis- 
tcr has in mind, or what purpose he 
secks to gain by insisting upon the 
saving clause, unlcss it be to soothe 
the feelings of the undcr-sheriff ’s 
bailiff or special bailiff. That seems 
to me to be the only thing it can 
aecomplish. Surely the words that 
thc Ministcr proposes in the saving 
clause are ineonsistent with the Bill 
and do not apply hcre at all. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I would be satis- 
fied with the saving clause with thcse 
words: “ Subjeet to the provisions of 
this Aet.” 

Mr. JOHNSON : Will the Miuistcr 
tell us what this will mean? This is 
onc of thc provisions of this Act, and 
ií this is inserted what other provi- 
sions of the Act ean be referrcd to? 
Will the Minister tcll us what the 
oft'cct of such a phrase would be, and 
we, perhaps, could considcr it then. 

Mr. HEWAT: I think the amend- 
ment that has been moved is a reason- 
able one. The attitude of the Ministcr 
seems to be that it may be a wolf in 
sheep’s elothing. Wherc the wolf 
appears £ do not really see, but. thcre 
may be a reason for considering thc 
addition that thc Minister for Tlomc 
Affairs thinks is necessary. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I would like to 
explain that it may not be possible 
to be sure that all the obligations ap- 
plying to permanent bailiffs couid 
hold in thc ease of these special peoplc 
temporarily engaged. There are cer- 
tain obligations as to place of resid- 
ence and publication o£ names, and sn 
on, which apply normally and whien 
may not apply and may not be pos- 
sibíe to apply in all cases under this 
Act. I am perfectly prepared to ac- 
cept the Deputy’s ámendment only in 
such a way as to ensure that it could 
not be read or interpreted hereafter 
to cancel or militate against any of 
the other Sections or provisions of 
the Bill. 

Mr. JOHNSÓN : I am certainly 
mystified by the attitude of the Minis- 
ter. The claim of the Bill is that the 
under-sheriffs should have power to ap- 
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point assistants to the bailiff or himself 
to assist him in the execution of 
dccrces. Thesc assistants are to have 
all the powers of the bailiffs, but unless 
some provision is made that the grant- 
ing of the powers also impose respon- 
sibilities it will leave the position this 
wav, that the assistants will havc the 
powers but. no rosponsibility, and the 
aineiidmcnt sc?ms to be not only 
rcasonablc, but c‘iiiinently nccessary to 
(»nsurc Ihat thc uudcr-sheriff will bc 
carcful in his scicction of his assistants. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I arn accepting the 
amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON : As it stands? 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I am accepting the 
amendment with the addition. 

Mr. JOHNSON : One cannot under- 
stand the addition because the addition 
seems to be intended to deprive it of 
any force. If there are provisions in 
■thc Act which the Minister can point 
out would be weakened by thc accept- 
ance of thfc amendment. as it stands, 
then let us know where they are. I 
suggest to the Minister that, if ho ac- 
cepts the amendment as it is put down 
and then finds thcre are loopholes he 
would like to stop up that he could . 
find another oecasion for putting in a 
further amendment and explain why it 
is required. So far he has only sug- 
gested that there may be a possibility 
of loopholes, but he does not say there 
are any. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: If the Deputy will 
agree to the addition of thc words 
lt Subjeet to the provisions of this 
Aet,” I will accept tbe amendnient; 
otherwisc I am opposing it. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: I would be qiutc 
prepared *to accept the amendment in 
that form if I could understand the 
object of making the insertion sug- 
gested by the Minister. The Minister 
has not given any explanation as to the 
necessity for that insertion, and there- 
fore I will not be responsible for an 
amendment with what I regard as am 
unnceessary addition. 

Mr. 0 ’HIGGINS: Neitber will I. 

Amendment put. 

The Dáil divided: Tá, 19; Níl, 29. 
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Seán Buitléir. 

Tá. 

! 

Tomás 0 Conaill. 

Jóhn J. Cole. 


Aodh 0 Cúlacháin. 

David Hall. 


Liam 0 Daimhín. 

Connor Hogan. 

| 

Eamon 0 Dubhghaill. 

Séamus Mac Cosgair. 

i 

Seán 0 Duinnín. 

Tomás Mac Eoin. 

í 

Donchadh S. 0 Guaire. 

Risteárd Mac Fheorais. 

| 

Mícheál 0 hlfearnáin. 

Pádraig Mac Fhlannchadha. 

! 

Domhnall 0 Mocháin. 

Risteárd Mac Liam. 

i 

Pádraig 0 hOgáin (An Clár). 

Tomás de Nógla. 


Eamán de Blaghd. 

Níl. 

1 

Seán 0 Bruadair. 

Seoirse de Bhulbh. 

1 

Próinsias 0 Cathail. 

Próinsias Bulfin. 

( 

Parthalán 0 Conchubhair. 

Louis J. DAlton. 

1 

Séamus N. 0 Dóláin. 

Patrick J. Egan. 

l 

Pádraig 0 Dubhthaigh. 

Henry J. Finlay. 

i 

I 

Eamon S. 0 Dúgáin. 

Desmond Fitzgerald. 

1 

Seán 0 Laidhin. 

John Hennigan. 

í 

Aindriú 0 Láimhín. 

Liam T. Mac Cosgair. 

1 

Scamus 0 Leadáin. 

Pádraig Mac Giollagáin. 

Seán Mac Giolla ’n Ríogh. 


Fionán 0 Loingsigh. 


Thomas 0*Mahony. 

Seoirse Mac Niocaill. 


Ailfrid 0 Raithile. 

Liam Mac Sioghaird. 

1 

Caoimhghín 0 hUigín. 

Peadar O hAodha. 


Liam Thrift. 

Criostóir O Broin. 



Anicndraent dedarod lost. 


Motion nuulo: That Sootion 2 stand 
part of the Bill. 

Mr. DAVIN: I wish to i’ofor to a 
«tatement that was made b y the 
Minister í’or Home Affairs on the Second 
Reading of this Bill in my abscnee. I 
regret I was not present when the 
• Minister made the following statement: 
Deputy Davin, in the late genoral 
election, did me the honour of! writing 
me up in his election Jiterature as the 
bailiff’s pal. He referred to me in 
my new role of thc bailiff’s pal.” 

I was surprised when I was told ol* this, 
and was much more surprised when I 
read of it in thc Official Report. What- 
ever my opinion may be with regard to 
the Minister and his associates, that 
statemcnt, so far as I am concemed, is 
both unfounded and untruc. Thc many 
í>ood qualities oL* the Minister and my 
failings and shortcomings are known to 
the people of thc Division that sent me 
here. I cannot see how the Minister 
could draw on his imagination to thc ex- 
tent of making that statcment without 
any proof in support ot' it. I have 
never seen any document that would 
bear out the statement. Such a docu- 
ment was not issued by me. Even if I 
held that high opinion of the Minister 
which his words convey, I had not the 
money at my disposal to give him the ad- 
vertisement which he apparently would 
desire. Therefore the statement is 


ahsolutcly unfoundcd and imtruc, and if 
the Minister is not generous enough to 
1 withdraw it I hope he will take the 
I necessarv steps to prove thc statement. 

1 Mr. O HIGGINS: T do not see hovv 
the mattcr arises directly on Section 2 
oí the Bill. I have only to say this, that 
I I had the leaflet which I spoke of in my 
f)ocket for quite a long timc, intcnding 
lo speak privatcly about it to the 
I Deputv. I had it in my poeket until it 
' went to bits there. It contained the 
words I quoted and several other re- 
marks, and eoneluded with an appeal to 
the honest and intelligent electors of 
Leix to vote for Davin. 

Mr. DAVIN : Quite untruc. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: It is not untrue 
that I had such a postcr scnt np to me 
from Lcix by a friend of minc there, and 
that it concluded with an appeal to vote 
for Davin. Far too much has been made 
of the matter. If the Deputy were here 
when I was speaking he would realise 
that I was not taking it very tragically 
or losing much sleep about it. It is 
certainly true that a leaflet of the kind 
was sent up to me from Leix, and that 
the Deputy’s name appearcd on it. 

Mr. DAVIN: I ask the Minister in 
fairness then, as he does not withdraw 
what he said, to try to proeure a oopy 
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of that, beeause it was not issued at my 
expense or with my knowledge. 

Mr. WILSON : You are subject to the 
obligations of the law. 

Question put and agreed to. 

SECTION 3. 

It shall be the duty of a bailiff and 
of any other person employed by an 
under-sheriff pursuant to this Aet, 
immediatcly upon cntry and beforc 
seizure, to produec on demand to the 
dcfendant (or other the person in ap* 
parent possession of the larnls and 
premises upon whieh ne or thoy shall 
enter) the warrant of his or their 
authority frorn the under-sheriff, and 
to deliver a true copy thereof to sueh 
defcndant or other person. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN : l beg to move:— 
In line 24, to delete Ihe words “ on 
demand. M 

The intentio i of the amendment is that 
the ]>ailiff when h( i eomes to make a 
seizure will be requirod to produec his 
warrant withoul a demand from tíie 
porson upon whom the seizure is ma<le, 
or frorn the person upon the promisos 
at the tirne. I think the nocossity for 
this is obvious: many people who 
are not ae.eustomed to have thesc 
seizures madc upon them will bo in v 
state of excitement at. the approach o»‘ 
the bailiff, and they may not think of 
aslving him for his warrant, with tho 
result. that the Irailiff would r.ot bo 
bound to produce it. The amondmcnt 
would also havc the effect of prevent- 
ing pcople, who are not authorised to 
aet as bailiffs, pretending they werc 
bailiffs and making seizures on tliat 
prctcnce. f ask the Minister to aooept 
the amendment. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I do not agre.> 
with the Deputy as to the obvious 
necessity for the amendment. My 
vicw of tlie amendment is that it is 
unnecessary. The first and mo>t 
natural thing for a person to do, 
when his house is entered by a 
stranger who proceeds to take away 
property, is to ask him who he is and 
why he is taking the property. That 
is a demand within thc meaning of 
the Section. I cannot visualise anv- 
one refraining from asking such a 


question except for the dcliberate 
purpose of evading the law. Thesc 
words were in the Act of last year, 
and i know of no case of hardship 
that occurred under the Act which 
| was in forcc for six months of last 
! year. If the Deputy knows of any 
I case I will be giad to hear it. I think 
there is a possible conseqnenee of ih? 
amendment to which the Deputy did 
i not advert. If the amendment is in- 
! serted, and if the debtor purposel/ 
i rcfrains from asking, or purposely 
j makes it impossible for Ihe bailiff to 
j show his authority, just as men sue- 
ceed every day in evading the per- 
I sonal service of a writ, then under 
• the amendment nothing more could 1)e 
done to execute the judgment. In that 
| way the Deputy (iuite uneonsciouslv 
| would put a yory powerful and offoc- 
I tive weapon into the hands of a 
I fraudulont debtor. Ife would only 
j have 1o refrain from making any de* 
mand for the authority of tho bailiff, 
and then the bailiff or other offieers 
would simply have to wait. there in 
the hope that at some time the debtor 
might decido to ask the bailiff for his 
authoritv. 

Mr. WILSON : The effcot of the 
amendment is that it will not be 
j necessary for the owner or occupier 
I to ask for the production of th. 
warrant. It doos not neeessarily 
follow tha! the debtor is supposed to 
havc tho warrant produoed to hini. 
Anyone who is in apparent posscssion 
will do. That is how the Bill reads. 
We all know what viows people talce 
about. the strong arm of thc law and 
what. offoot tho ontry of a shoriff and 
his bailiffs has on many people. Ai 
such a time some people might forget 
thcir rights. It should be the business 
of bailiffs or others to produce thc 
warrant. The entry of a posse of men 
with the sheriff lias an effeet on the 
mentaHty of manv people, and ’as a 
result thoy might not. ask them for 
their authorit.y. I think it should be 
the duty of the State to see that per- 
sons entering should produce their 
authority. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: The explanation 
of thc Minister with regard to 
what is meant by demanding would 
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[Mr. Heffernan.] 
not, in my opinion, comply with what 
is meant here. I think the whole teu- 
dency of the Bill is to throw the onus 
on the debtor rather than on the 
bailiff or whocver is responsible for 
the seizure. The tcndency, I think, 
should be that the debtor is protected 
as far as possible and within reason- 
able limits. The onus of doing every- 
thing according to law should be 
thrown on thc officers of the law. 

Mr.VHIGGINS: Certainly. I agree, 
but we should not put any weapon into 
the armoury of fraudulcnt debtors. If 
you say that in all cases the warrant of 
authority must bc produeed to the de- 
íendant or to the person in apparent 
possession of the land and premises and 
if the bailiff is given no opportunity of 
producing that authority, then hc will 
simply have to mark time until some 
such opportunity presents itself. On 
demand no one is going *to let onc, two 
or three men into a housc to take 
away property without asking who 
they are and what right they have to 
remove the property. 

Mr. WILSON : Visualise a widow as 
a defendant. 

Mr. O HIGGINS: I put the case to 
the Deput.y of a debtor purposely re- 
fraining from asking for the authority 
or purposcly making it impossiblc for 
the bailiff to show his authority. That 
is the kind of case you havc to guard 
against. The routine thing, in prac- 
tice, when people come along to make a 
seizure under a writ or judgment is to 
say, “ Wc are So and So, and we have 
come on such an errand. ,, Tf that is 
not so—of eourse it is so, and every 


Deputy knows it—there is no person 
who, when a man goes into premises to 
take property, is not going to ask what 
right he has to takc his property. The 
words in the Bill are perfectly proper, 
and to eliminate them leaves an oppor- 
tunity to a cunning debtor to refrain 
fi’om giving the bailiff an opportunity 
of producing his authority. The obli- 
gation on the bailiff should be merely 
to comply with the demand whieh will 
be forthcoming in every case by officers 
going to effect a seizure on foot of a 
writ or judgment. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN : Still I am not 
convinced. I do not think that the de- 
letion of these words would prevent the 
sheriff from serving thc writ. The fact 
that a person does not ask does not pre- 
vent the sheriff from serving the writ. 
The only thing, as I wouhl visualise it, 
is that the debtor and the sheriff would 
líoth l)e there, and the sheriff might be 
running after the debtor to serve his 
writ. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: It moans simply 
that if a person lceeps a eareful watch 
for the under-sheriff's men and hap- 
pens to be no-t at home every time they 
call no seizure can be effected. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: Or other person 
in possession. 

Mr. O HIGGINS: The baby in the 
cradle. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: Or the poor 
widow who might be nervously excited 
and who might be afraid to say a word. 

Amendment put. 

The Dáil divided: Tá, 20 ; Níl, 33. 
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Tá. 

Seón Buitléir. ] 

David Hall. | 

Connor Hogan. j 

Séamus Mac Cosgair. i 

Tomás Mac Eoin. j 

Risteárd Mac Fheorais. ] 

Pádraig Mac Fhlannchadha. j 

Bisteárd Mac Liam. ; 

Tomás de Nógla. 

Tomás O Conaill. • 

Níl 

Earnán de Blaghd. 1 

Seoirse de Bhulbh. 1 

Próinsias Bulfin. ! 

Séamus de Búrca. 

John J. Cole. 

Louis J. D’Alton. 

Patrick J. Egan. 

Henry J. Finíay. 

Desmond Fitzgerald. 

John Hennigan. 

Liam T. Mac Cosgair. 

Pádraig Mac Giollagáin. 

Seán Mac Giolla J n Ríogh. 

Eoin Mac Néill. 

Liam Mac Sioghaird. 

Pádraig S. Mag Ualghairg. 

Peadar O hAodha. 

Ainenclmont dccla 
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Aodh O Cúlacháin. 

Liam O Daimhín. 

Eamon O Dubhghaill. 

Seán 0 Duinnín. 

Donchadh S. O Guaire. 

Mícheál R. O hlfearnáin. 

Domhnall O Mocháin. 

Pádraig K. O hOgáin (Luimneach). 
Nicholas Wall. 

Seán O Laidhin. 


Criostóir O Broin. 

Seán O Bruadair. 
Próinsias O Cathail. 

Aodh Ua Cinnéidigh. 
Partholán O Conchubhair. 
Séamus N. O Dóláin. 
Peadar S. O Dubhghaill. 
Eamon S. O Dúgáin. 
Aindriú O Láimhín. 
Séamus O Leadáin. 

Fionán O Loingsigh. 
Thomas 0’Mahony. 

Ailfrid O Raithile. 

Seán M. O Súillcabháin. 
Caoimhghín O hUigín. 
Liam Thrift. 

t-ed lost. 


Question—“ That Scction 3 stand 
part of the Biil ”—put. and deelared 
earried. 

SECTION 4. 

It shall be the duty of everv under- 
shcriff under whose authority execu- 
tion shall be levied upon goods, ani- 
mals or other chattels to cause itemised 
inventory of the chattels seized to be 
made out, and within 48 hours of 
seizure, and, if praeticable, before any 
removal to eause to be furnished to the 
defendant (or other the person in pos- 
session of such chattels) a duplicatc of 
such inventory signed by the under- 
sheriff or by a person acting on his be- 
half.” 

Mr. HEFFERNAN : I propose an 
amendment: In line 32 to deletc the 
words if practicable. ,, The idea of 
this amendment bears a certain amount 
of relationship to the idea of the pre- 
vious amendment. I want to throw on 
the officers of the law the responsibility 
of doing everything required. I be- 
lieve the use of the words, “ if prac- 
ticable. M takes away any advantage 
there is in this call for an inventory. 
That is, who is to judge what is prac- 
ticable and what is not? The reten- 
tion of those words, in my opinion, 
practically destroys the advantage in 
the portion of this Section with regard 
to the inventory. 


Mr. O’HIGGINS: The Deputy\s 
amendment may be taken to mean that 
the inventory must be furnished 
whether it ean be furnished or not. 
That is scarcely reasonable on the part 
of the Deputy. I thouglit better of 
him. Anothcr interpretation would be 
that if the invcntory cannot be fur- 
nished, then things come to a stand- 
still, and therc could be no removal. 
That, I think, is also unreasonable, 
though not quite as unreasonable as the 
other interpretation. If the Deputv 
has, say, five cows and a goat on grass 
ten miles from his house, and the sheriff 
decides that it is his duty to seize those, 
on foot of some writ or judgment, the 
position that is created, if the amend- 
ment is accepted, is that the sherifiPs 
men must proceed to the place, round 
the five cows and the goat up to a 
corner of the ficld, and send a dispateh 
rider to the Deputy to tell him that 
they had seized these five cows and a 
goat and that they proposed to remove 
them. Is not that so? 

Mr. HEFFERNAN : Within forty- 
eight hours. Does not ‘ 4 removal '' 
mean removal from the bailiwick or 
something of that kind? 

M?. O’HIGGINS: If the DepMy will 
make it clear that ” removal ” means 
removal from the bailiwick- 
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Mr. HEFFERNAN : That is the inten- 
tion, but I think that the Section itself 
is not clear as to what ” removal ” 
means. What is the meaning of forty- 
eight hoursV It would not take forty- 
eight hours to remove these cattle. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: Yes, but taking it 
even as a case of removal from the 
báiliwick, the Deputy does not at all 
advert in this, as in his previous amend- 
ment, to the possibility of a deliberate 
attemin to make it impossible for the 
under-sheriff or his officers to comply 
with certain provisions that are or may 
become statutory. I cannot believe 
fhat it is entirely due to innocence on 
the Deputv's part. Tipperarv has not, 
a ny more than (lare, a tradition of 
complete reverence for law and all its 
forms, and the idea of dodging service 
of a partieular document is not un- 
known there. Tlnder the terms of the 
Deputy J s amendment, it would merely 
become ne<*esRaiy foi* a person whose 
property has been seized to make it 
very difficult or to make it impossible 
to have such an inventory furnished to 
him, and no removal could take place. 
If the under-sheriff, undér this Rill as 
under existing legislation and under 
the Act of last year, seized wrongfully, 
in excess, if there is fraud or negli- 
gence, he is liable. Bnt to say that he 
mu»t not soize, he mnst not, take steps 
to remove t.he property until a full in- 
ventory has been served on the owner, 
puts him in the hands of a fraudulent 
debtor, and the whole basis of this Bill 
is that there is on a large scale in the 
country something like. a campaign as 
between fraudulent debtors and undér- 
sheriffs, and a very deliberate and per- 
sistent attempt to defeat the law, and 
the practiees of the law. I think the 
acceptance of the Deputy’s amcndment 
would help towards that end, and I 
could not aeoept it. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Tlie Minister says 
that the whole basis of this Bill is | 
the assumption that t.here aro a large 
number of peopte criminaBy intent 
upon evading legal obligat.ions. That 
may be, but running right through the 
Bill is an asstimption that all persons 
who may at any time be brought into 
the employment of an under-sheriff 
are upright, honost discriminating, 


earefui citizens. I deny that, and L 
am not prepared to agree to the 
Minister ’s view that the law should be 
such as to leave in such persons' dis- 
eretion, as he apparently intends, th*» 
duty of taking a eareful record and 
inventory of the goods seized. Ijet us 
take the incident that thc Minister 
adduced for Deputy Ileffernan’s eon- 
sideration—five cows and a goat. One 
of these eows may be a prize short- 
horji, but the under-sheriff or hÍ3 assis- 
tant will earc nothing about the valmi 
of that beast. It is a eow; it may be 
worth £20 or £200, but it is a cow to 
hini. If the under-sheriff or his 
officer is obliged to submit an inven* 
tory, then the dcbtor’s position will be 
very much more secure against what 
I think is a likelihood of indiserimi- 
nate seizures and irresponsible aetion, 
not to say illegal, or criminal, or im- 
moral action on the part. of the 
sheriff’s officers. Thc neeessity for 
submitting an invontory is clear. The 
use of these words “ if praetieable ” 
leaves a loophole to the sheriff’s offiecr 
not to do a thing ií: he wishes and if 
he finds an excusc for not doing it. 

Mr. O HIGGINS: No. 

Mr. JOHNSON: But it does. “ If 
practicable raises thc whole ques- 
tion of whether he can prove it was 
practicable. 

Mr. 0 ’HIGGINS : It is not a ques- 
tion of having an oxcuse; it is a ques- 
tion of having an explanation that 
would satisfy the court. 

Mr. JOHNSON : Yes, and the ex- 
planation he would givc would be oue 
word against another, and if he had. 
as he probably would bave, tho Stace 
Solieitor behind him, his explanation 
wonld be reoeived mueh more readily 
by the eourt tlian that of the debtor 
who was assumed to be evading t.he 
Iflw. The objeetion that the Minister 
has raised could easily be met. if ho 
would propose to inscrt a provision 
which would allow the under-sheriff 
to submit that inventory by rcgiotered 
P°»t within 48 hours. Bnt this term, 

if practieable, ” is too loosc alto- 
gether. It is 1ike the last proposal of 
the Minister, to insert the phrasc, “ so 
long as it is in accordance with tbe 
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Bill.” These loose phrascs in Acts of 
Parliament are very likely to lead to 
mueh litigaticn and expense, and I 
thinh that this pl\ra3e, if practie- 
abli;,” should not be embodiecl in the 
Bill 

Mr. GOREY: My reading of the Sec- 
tion is quite difforcnt from that of somc 
of thc Dcputies. An invcntory of thc 
chattels shall l>e madc within 48 hours 
of the seizure. I can understand objec- 
tion to thc words li if practicable 99 if 
they come immediately after the vvord 
“ seizure, M but betwecn seizure 99 
and “ praclicable ” comes the onc little 
word “ and. M To my mind, the inven- 
tory must be made out within 48 hours 
after the scizure, and, if practicable, 
beforc rcmoval. 

Blr. O HIGGINS: “ Seizure, M I take 
it, is the act of taking particular pro- 
pcrty into custody. There can bc no 
seizurc effectcd whilc the goods artí 
still on the man’s premises, in his house, 
or in his íield. Thc Deputy’s amcnd- 
mcnt, if he strikes out “ if practicable, ,, 
would mean what I have said; that if 
hc had stoclv on gj-ass t ími miles from 
his housc they mi«*ht be rounded up 
in to a cornei* of a field, but they could 
uot be removed from the field until he 
had becn served with an inventorv. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: What is the in- 
tcntion of introducinjí 48 hours? It 
should not take 48 hours to makc thc 
seizurc. You givo 48 hours after the 
scizurc to makc an inventorv. 

*Mr. O’HIGGINS: Ycs, 48 hours. 
Within 48 hours from the seizure he 
must present his inventory. If possible 
he must prescnt his inventory before he 
rcmoves the goods—if ])racticablc—and 
if he removes the goods without pre- 
scntini? an invcntory, if it could lx* 
shown that- it was practicable for hini 
to givc such invcntory before removal, 
then obviously he has broken the law 
and is liable. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: The punctuation 
of the Section is wrong thcn. Should 
there not. be a comma after removalf 

Mr. O 'HIGQINS: I áo not think that 
is very material; but as I said beforc, 
the Deputy’s amendment puts on tl\e 
under-sheriff and his offtcers the duty 


of performing an impossibility, or ©lse 
he puts a very real wcapon into the 
hands of a fradulent. debtor. He mav 
dodge thc fumishing of the inventory, 
and then there may be no 
removal. Deputy Johnson com- 
plained of vaguc and loose words 
such as n if practicablc, ,, and rc- 
fcrrcd to a prcvious amcndmcnt. whcrc 
I wishcd to inscrt “ subject to thc pro- 
visions of this Act.” I rathcr fancv 
that I havc socn that in a grcat manv 
Aets. • 

Mr. JOHNSON: You havc sccn 
j rcfcrcnccs to spccific sections. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: My contcnt.ion is 
that thc dcbtor whosc goods wcrc 
scizcd, and who was not scrvcd with an 
invcntory bcforc thc removal of thc 
| goods, can suc tho undcr-shcriff, pro- 
j vided hc can provi» it was practicablc 
to scrvc such an invcntory on him. 

, Mr. HEFFERNAN : I do not wish to 
j pcrsist, but I can scc that the actual 
amcndmcnt I havc put down mav havc 
cffccts it. was not intciulcd to produce. 
I think thc Ministcr can sí*c what I am 
aiming at. T would bc willing to acccpt 
Dcputv Johnsou’s idca, that thc invcn- 
tory should bc scrvcd by rcgistcrc»! 
post, but not having a legal mind and 
vicwing it puroly from a laymaii\s 
point of vicw. r objcct to thc inscrtion 
of thc words “ if practicablc, ,, as I 
think tbcv rciulcr tbc Scction quitc usc- 
lcss. T think thcy arc words which 
should bc vory rarcly uscd at all in an 
Act, for thcy throw on somcbodv th<* 
dccision as to what is practicablc and 
what is not. Who is to dccide? 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: Tbc Court. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN : I would ask thc 
Ministor if ho could scc his way to mect 
iny suggcstion without actually accept- 
ing my amcudmcnt. 

Mr. 0 ’HIGGINS : T do not scc anv 
way in which I could mcct thc Dcputy. 
An" und(T-sheriff rcmoving propcrfv 
without having furnished an inventorv 
ovcr his namo, or thc namc of his 
I agonts, must do tha-t with full advert- 
ouce to tho fact that if it ean hc shown 
to the Couvt that it was practicable fov 
j him to scrvc thc hivcntoij, then he is 
f liable. 

I Amendmcnt put. 

1 Thc Dáil dividcd; Tá, 18 ; NU,* 35. 
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Seán Buitléir. 

David Hall. 

Connor Hogan. 

Tomás Mac Eoin. 

Risteárd Mac Fheorais. 
Pádraig Mae Fhlannchadha. 
Risteárd Mac Liam. 

Tomás de Nógla. 

Tomás O Conaill. 

Earnán de Blaghd. 

Seoirse de Bhulbh. 

Próinsias Bulfin. 

Louis J. D'Alton. 

Patrick J. Egan. 

Osmond Grattan Esmonde. 
Henry J. Finlay. 

Desmond Fitzgerald. 

John Hennigan. 

William Hewat. 

Liam T. Mac Cosgair. 
Pádraig Mac Giollagáin. 
Liam Mac Sioghaird. 

Martin M. Nally. 

Peadar O hAodha. 

Criostóir O Broin. 

Séan O Bruadair. 

Próinsias O Cathail. 


Tá. 


Níl. 


Aodh O Cúlacháin. 

Liam O Daimhlín. 

Eamon O Dubhghaill. 

Mícheál R. O hlfearnáin. 
Pádraig O hOgáin (An Clár). 
John J. Cole. 

Bryan R. Cooper. 

P. McRenna. 

Domhnall O Mocháin. 

Aodh O Cinnéidigh. 

Partholán O Conchubhair. 
Séamus N. O Dóláin. 

Peadar S. O Dubhghaill. 
Eamon E. O Dúgáin. 

Aindriú O Láimhín. 

Séamus O Leadáin. 

Fionán O Loinsigh. 

Thomas O Mahony. 

Ailfrid O Raithile. 
Caoimhghín O hUigín. 

Seán Mac Giolla ’n Ríogh. 
Liam Mac Aonghusa. 

Pádraig S. Mag Ualghairg. 
Mícheál O hAonghusa. 

Seán M. O Suilleabháin. 
Seoirse Mac Niocaill. 


Amendmcnt dccdared lost. 


Qucstion: “ That Section 4 stand 
part of the HilJ,” put and agreed to. 

SECTION 5. 

From and after the passing of 
this Act, the necessary wearing ap- 
parel and bedding of a person 
against whom an execution shall be 
levied, and the nccessary wearing 
apparel and bedding of his íamily, 
and the tools and implcinents of his 
trade, not exceeding in the wliole 
the value of £15, shall be exempt 
from liability to seizure. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: I wish to move 
the amendment standing in my name. 
It is: In Section 5, line 48, to delete 
the words “ not exceeding in the whole 
the value of £15.” The intention of 
this amendment is that the Sheriff 
should not have power to seizc from 
artisans and others the tools and im- 
plements of their trade, and that the 
value should not be restricted to £15. 
My intention in putting down this 
amendment is not in any way to sup- 
port peoplc who wish to evade the 
law, and who wish to get credit with- 
out incurring the liabilities involved 
by the getting of such eredit. But I 
think there is a íault on the other 
side of the case also, and that is that 
a good deal of harm has been done | 


in reeent years by the excessive credit 
that has been granted to people oi 
very little means. We think it would 
be a very great hardship that the 
under-shcriff should have power to 
come aiul seize the tools of a trader oi* 
sueh persons. Credit is sometimes 
thrown at sueh peisons, and it should 
i*ather be that pcrsons should not giv'* 
credit, beeause it means that there 
must bc recourse to harsh mcans 1o 
get redress. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: Thc limit under 
the existing law is, in fact, very much 
lowcr than £15. It is £5. 

0 o'cloch. To raise that to £15 is a 
eonsiderable concession in 
an Aet of this kind. It was a conces- 
sion made last year in the Act 
which was in force for six 
months, and if my recollection is 
right, it was a concession to the com- 
bined eloquence of ex-Deputy Gavan 
Duífy and of Dcputy Johnson. I 
think Deputy Tleffernan is somewhat 
of an optimist if he expects to drive 
me to greater flights of generosity 
than ex-Deputy Gavan Duífy and 
Deputy Johnson did. 

Mr. WILSON : Under the old Act of 
Parliament, which covered this par- 
tieular question, £5 is allowed to be 
kept by the defaulting debtor. £5 
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worth of machinery or tools in pre- 
war days would not be purchased for 
£15 to-day. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: Thc cost of living 
has fallen sincc the Act of iast year. 

Mr. WILSON: The cost of machin- 
ery or tools has not fallen. But that 
is not the point. The JVlinister made 
a statcrnent of íact that under the old 
Act of Parliamcnt the limit was £5. 

I am not talldng about last yeai*’s 
Act, which was temporary. This is 
going to be a permanent Bill. The 
annuitics arc fairJy wcll paid now, 
but there are £150.000 of debts out- 
standing, principalJy 1‘or shop goods. 
Thosc who give the.se peoiile eredii 
should have known perfectly well 
that the law would not- givc them tne 
power to taJce away from thc debtor 
his means of existence. I cannet. 
understand why thc law should give 
power to the under-sheriíf to corne in 
and take away, t'or instance, a manV, 
plough. A man’s plough mav cost £9. 
Does thc Dáil thinJc that thc machin- 
ery on the farm would be sufficieiit!y , 
provided for by £15? It. is ridieulous 
to say so. Of course, we all agree 
that debts should be paid; but we also 
agree that the man giving credit is to 
blame in many cases. In the infiated 
period through which we have passed 
the shopkeepers actual1y pushed these 
goods on to the people, now deíaulting 
debtors, and they want under this Bill 
to t.ake away their tools and imple- 
ments and send the unfortunate people 
into the County Ilome. 

Major COOPER: I do not know whv 
the Minister for Homc Affairs would 
not aecept tlie amendmcnt from 
Deputy Ileffernan if it. is a reasonablo 
one, even though ir does exceed thc 
demand madc by ex-Dcputy Davan 
Duffy and Deputy Johnson. I am 
afraid that it is not a reasonable 
amendment, because if you leave ou- 
“ thc total value of £15.” it might. oe 
construed that almost everything on 
the farm was a tool or implement o c 
the farmer’s trade.. Take the case of. 
a man with a dairy farm, and he 
might almost, say that the cattle wcre 
neeessary to his trade and that hc 
could not carry on his business with- 
out them. 
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Mr, WILSON; Cattle are not toola 
or implements. 

Major COOPER : They are impic- 
ments in a scnse. 

Mr. WILSON: Thcy arc not impie- 
ments. 

Major COOPER: The danger to the 
íarmer is, if this amendment of f)eputy 
Heffernan’s is carried, that it will 
cause a restrietion of eredit. 

Mr. WILSON : A good joh. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN : A good thing. 

Major COOPER : [ do not agree witli 
the Deputies who say that it is a good 
Ihing. ln my opinion the farmer wili 
neod eredit for the ii(‘xt year or 
eighteen months very l>adly indeed. 
'Wc all know that farrners are earrying 
on on banlc overdrafts. [f you onec 
lessen security vou restrict credit, not 
merely i'rom merehants Imt i'rom the 
banks. At this time, ahos'e all other 
times, to frighten ereditors and make 
them feel that by on<* devict* or another 
the debtor may be able to exempt his 
property from distraint, would he to do 
the whole eountrv verv ill-serviee, and 
I oppose the amendment. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: [ agroo that 
erodit is of vital importanee to the 
farmer at tho present time; hut the 
t,ype of crcdit tliat he is gotting at pre- 
sont is the worst possiblo t'orm of orodit 
and it would bo a good thing for tho 
farmer if it eould he restrieted. It is 
very unlikely that banks and othor 
credit institutions wi-11 havo to ho 
forced to resort to soizing a man wear- 
ing apparel aiul hedding. T think the 
£15 set out in regard to farming imple- 
ments is ridiculous, because a reaper 
and bindor will eost at least. £50. 
Hardly any machine can bc bought 
undor £15. It would be a disgrace that 
any creditor would he put in the posi- 
tion of scnding a bailiff to soize a man’s 
woaring apparel or bedding. 

Mr. JOHNSON: It should he remem- 
bered that these Acts which fixed £5 
were passed at a time when farmers 
either never got credit or always paid 
their debts. Therefore farmers or their 
implements were never eonsidored as 
■ possible subjects of seizurc. Times 
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[Mr. Johnson.] 

íiave changed. On this score of credit, 
I would ask Deputy Cooper and the 
Minister to look at th(» question from a 
slightly different angle. If the farmer’s 
tools and implements are liable to be 
seized on foot of the tradesman's debt, 
what bank is going to give that man 
credit if he has not >the means of 
making his farm produetive? It is thc 
posscssion of his tools and implements 
that allows him to be worthy of credit. 
If they can be seized, theri his occupa- 
tion is gone and he ean get no credit. 

After all, a nian’s fingers are not 
able to do very much in the way of 
turning up soil. In a long timc he 
might manage to grow a little garden 
erop of potatoes. íf the farmcr’s tools 
and implements of agrieulturc are 
liablc to be seized, then his credit is 
gone. The Section sets out a person\s 
neeessary wearing apparel and bedding 
and thc necessary wearing apparcl and 
hcdding of his family, and the tools and 
instrumonts of his trade. Surely it is 
dcsirable to relieve í’rom molestation 
the tools and implements of a man’s 
trade? Otherwise the chance of his 
earrying on and paying debts for which 
he might not yet have bcen sued, is nil. 
It would mean an increase iu thc num- 
ber of decrces and less opportunities 
for the man paying his debts. If one 
ereditor ean get a deeree and seize a 
man’s ploughs and machinery, then 
other ereditors will be left without a 
ehance of recovcring thcir debts. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE, at this 
stage, resumed-the Ohair. 

Mr. JOHNSON: The insertion of this 
reference to £15 is almost useless in 
referenee to a farmer’s implcments and 
of verv little value when onc is dealing 
Avith a man’s wearing apparel and bed- 
ding. I am sure the Ministcr will be 
inelined to bring othcr Aets of Parlia- 
ment into operation. If a debtor was 
reduced to £15 woi'th of wearing ap- 
parel and bedding for himself and his 
family, he would bc almost in the posi- 
tion of a vagrant and a vagabond, prob- 
ably going through the streets almost 
naked and sleeping on straw. I can- 
uot see the sense of leaving in this 
limit of £15, which I last year en- 
deavoured to raise to £25 or even £50. 

I agree with Deputy Heffernan that it 


is better to alter the Section so that 
it would secure immunity from the 
seizure of neccssary wearing apparel 
and bedding and tools and implements 
which are necessary to enable a man to 
pay off debts, either thc debt in ques- 
tion or future or existing debts that 
might be ineurred. I, therefore, sup- 
port the amendment. 

Mr. O’HIGOINS: We are beginning 
now to sec just where we are. Deputy 
Hcffernau mentioned a plough and a 
mowing maehine, and if a mowing 
maehine why not a reaper and binder, 
and if a reaper and binder why not a 
threshing machine, and why not a Ford- 
son traetor? All thesc arc tools and 
implements of thc farmer's trade. 
Thercfore, no matter what he owes 
thesc must not. bc touched; they are 
neeessary, to hini at least, for his occu- 
pation, so that we get down to the posi- 
tion that Deputy Hcffernan may get his 
threshing machine, his Fordson traetor, 
and his reaper and binder, his plough 
and his mowing machine and, when con- 
fronted Avith writs or judgments, he 
will sternly forbid the creditor to lay a 
hand on any of these necessary tools 
and implements of his trade. The 
creditor, the person who sells these 
things to him on credit, íits him out 
with the plough and the mowing ma- 
chine and the binder and the thrcshing 
machine and the Fordson tractor, but 
he eannot touch any of these things by 
way of recovering the amount due by 
the debtor. That is an impossible posi- 
tion. Lct us now move into another 
sphere. A taxi-eab worth two or three 
hundrcd pounds might possibly, I sup- 
pose, be takcn to be an implement of 
the proprietor’s trade. A printing 
plant worth one thousand pounds or 
thereabouts might equally be inter- 
preted to bc a neccssary implement of 
that particular trade, and running over 
these few examples which naturally I 
have taken in a rathcr exaggerated 
form simply to emphasisc my point, you 
can see that there must be a limit, and 
that there must be- a price limit. I sub- 
mit that trebling the amount that was 
fixed under the ordinary law is a very 
substantial concession. That concession 
was made last year when the tem- 
porary Bill of last year was going 
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through. I am not prepared to advance 
on that. I am not prepared to take 
the line that Deputy Hefternan may 
order expensivc machinery in the 
county town through an agent, and 
theu when sued for the price <?an 
sternly forbid the creditor to lay hands 
on any of these things. That would 
create topsy turvydom in cornmercial 
life. In the Bill of last year £15 was 
the arnount. The cost of living has de- 
creased sinee then, and thc wisdom of 
the Dáil has increased. 

Mr. JOHNSON : I would refer tlr- 
Minister to recent statemcnts in thc 
Dáil by the Minister for Agricultur<- 
and the ex-Minister for Industry and 
Oommcree on the cost of living which, 
as lietween June of last year and mnv, 
has cerlainly not decreased. 

Mr. O’HIOGINS: When you hnvv 
the cumulative effect o£ a deerease iti 
the cost of living and an increase in 
the wisdom of the Dáil, I sincerely 
hope that we are not going to inter- 
fere with the íigure íixed last year. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: The Minis- 
ter has made out his case that the 
deletion of the words suggested in tlie 
amendment would carry the thing to 
absurditv and that any man purchas- 
ing implements of this kind could cn- 
tivnch himself in a forniidable posi- 
tion if this arnendment was carried. 
But would the Ministcr consider the 
advisability of a change in this íigure 
of £15 and an extension of it? I 
would remind him that the inerease iu 
this figure was argued very cogently 
and very ably in the last Dáil by Mr. 
Gerald Fitzgibbon, who advocated 
that the figurc should be advanced lo 
£20—I am speaking from memory, bvJ 
I think that was the figure. I thinlc it 
would be extremely diffieult for an,. 
person in modern circumstances to 
hold any equipment sufficient for 
iiving at £15. When the original figure 
was fixed at £5 it must be romembered 
that that was not in the years imm^- 
diately preceding the war. It was 
fixed a good many years ago, when tho 
cost of living was very much lowev 
than it is now, and particularly when 
the cost of tools and implements was 
very much less than they are now. 


| Mr. JOHNSON: And production 
j was largely domestic. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: And, as I 
arn reminded, when pnjduction was 
very largely a domestic mattcr. Pro- 
duction to-day is not a domestic matter. 
1 suggest that £15 is too low' a figure. 
I had intended to make particular re- 
ference to a certain part of the speeeii 
which was delivered by Mr. Gerald 
Fitzgibbon last year when he suggested 
the figure should bc raised to £20, and 
I now I suggest that £20 should be tlic 
minimum. I think a highcr figure 
might be sufficient to enable a man 1o 
entrench himself as suggested bv the 
Minister. Ilis exaggeration was just 
t»xaggcration. Still, because the amend- 
ment carries the position to one ex- 
treme, there is no rcason whv we should 
go to the othcr extreme. There is no 
reason why we should considcr £15 is 
an adeíjuate figure to enable a pcrson 
{ both to live and to eoiuluct his ordinarv 
livelihood aml mc<‘t his social obliga- 

tions- 

I 

j Mr. KEVIN O’HIGGÍNS: l think 
Deputy lleffernan’s ainendment is what 
is before the Dáil. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: 1 agree. 
j All I ask the Minister to do is, even if 
1 Deputy Hcff'crnan’s amendmeut be re- 
jected, to still eonsent to incroasc the 
figurc of £15. 

Major COOPER: I think the Minister 
l for Ilonu* Affairs is undoubtedly 
obsessed by the meehanieal side of life, 
becausc Deputy Ileffernan will bear mc 
out when I say that the majority of 
farmers in Ireland have not got Ford- 
son tractors, and dcpcnd really upon 
horses. I gathercd from Deputv Wil- 
son, when he interruptcd me a while 
ago, that farmers , stock is not exempt 
from seizure. What is the use of having 
a plough if you have no horses to pull 
it? If your horses or your donkeys are 
taken away and are seized, what is the 
use of having a plough? 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: The neighbours 
are always very kind. 

Major COOPER: Yes, bnt I never 
knew neighbours being too willing to 
draw a plough througli heavy land. 
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Mr. HEFFERNAN: They would 
send their horses. 

Major COOPER: That would mean 
that the farmcr, having carried ori 
some unsuccessful borrowing in one* 
direction, now borrows his neighbours 
horses, whieh may be also seized. 1 
do not think it is a practical proposi- 
tion that farmers could go to a banlc 
with, or that they would improve their 
credit in th<* bank by saying they 
have a plough but no horses to work 
it. 

Mr. JOHNSON: But if he says lie 
has no plough- 

Major COOPER : Unless you make 
the animals that. pull the instrument 
exernpt, as well as the instrument 
itself, I do not think that there is any 
case for Deputy Hetfernan ’s amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: I am sure the 
real intentioji of the Minister is not 
to be al)solutely infiexible. I do not 
say what shpuld be the absolute limit 
ofc' this amendment, but. I do think that 
a limit. of £15 is too narrow and 
ridiculously low in view of present 
])rices. I am willing to withdraw my 
amendment if the Ministcr would ad- 
vance a littlo to meet me in thc 
matter. 

Mr. O’HIOGINS: I accept the 


Deputy's apologies and will consider 
a íigure between this and the Report 
Stage. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Will the Minister 
give us some indication of what that 
meansf Wc have ol'ten had these 
promises. If wc had a promise that 
the Minister will consider it favour- 
ably we would probably be justiíied in 
accepting it, but without some more 
assurance of a favourable considera- 
tion and a hint as to the range of th * 
concession we must, press the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: When I say I will 
consider a íigure, I meaii just that and 
no morc. T am not willing to give any 
undertaldng or what. would be equiva- 
lent to an undertaking that the íigure 
would be incrcased. If it can be in- 
creased, I should say the range would 
be very sinall. It would bc a matter 
possibly of £5. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN : I ask leave to 
withdraw thc amendment.. 

Mr. JOHNSON: No, we reíusc. 

Leave to withdraw the amendment 
refused. 

Amendment put. 

The Dáil divided; Tá. 17; Níl. 39. 
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John J. Cole. 

David Hall. 

Connor Hogan. 

Tomás Mac Eoin. 

Risteárd Mac Fheorais. 

Pádraig Mac Fhlannchadha. 

Risteárd Mac Liam. 

Patrick McKenna. 

Tomás O Conaill. 

Níl. 

Earnán de Blaghd. 

Séamus Breathnach. 

Seoirse de Bhulbh. 

Próinsias Bulfin. 

Bryan R. Cooper. 

Louis J. D’Alton. 

Máighréad Ní Choileáin Bean 
Uí Dhrisceóil. 

Patrick J. Egan. 

Osmond Grattan Esmonde. 

Darrell Figgis. 

Henry J. Finlay. 

Desmond Fitzgerald. 

John Hennigan. 

Liam T. Mac Cosgair. 

Pádraig Mac Giollagáin. 

Seoirse Mac Niocaill. 

Liam Mac Sioghaird. 

Liam Mag Aonghusa. 

Pádraig S. Mag Ualghairg. 
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Aodh O Cúlach&in. 

Liam O Daimhín. 

Eamon O Dubhghaill. 
Donchadh S. O Guaire. 
Mícheál O hlfearnáin. 
Domhnall O Mocháin. 

Pádraig O hOgáin (An C ár). 
Nicholas Wall. 


Martin M. Nally. 

Peadar O hAodha. 

Mícheál O hAonghusa. 
Criostóir O Broin. 

Seán O Bruadair. 

Próinsias O Cathail. 

Aodh 0 Cinnéidigh. 
Partholán O Conchubhair. 
Séamus N. O Dólain. 
Peadar S. O Dubhghaill. 
Eamon S. O Dúgáin. 
Séamus O Leadáin. 

Fionán O Loingsigh. 
Thomas 0’Mahony. 
Pádraig O Máille. 
Risteárd O Maolchatha. 
Ailfrid O Raithile. 

Seán M. O Súilleabháin. 
Caoimhghín O hUigín. 
Liam Thrift. 


Amcndnient declarcd lost. 


Question: “ That Seetion 5 stand 
part of the Bill ”•—put and agreed to. 

Section 6 put. and agreed to. 

SECTION 7. 

(1) It shall be lawful for any 
under-shcriff who shall after the 
passing of this Act take any goods, 
animals or othcr chattels in execu- 
tion under a writ of fieri facias or 
under a decree of a Civil Bill Court 

. to sell by public auction such goods, 
animais or other chattels at any time 
after the expiration of a period of 
twenty-four hours after he shall have 
takw the same in execution, but so 
that he shall not allow any unreason- 
able delay to occur, and it shall not 
be necessary for the under-sheriff to 
publish or announce that any such 
is a sale by an undcr-sheriff or is a 
sale of goods, animals or chattels 
taken in execution. 

(2) So much of Section 28 of the 
Civil Bill Courts Procedure Amend- 
ment Act (Ireland), 1864, as pre- 
scribes times within which goods or 
cattle taken in execution under any 

, decree of a Civil Bill Court shall or 
shall not be sold is hereby repealed. 
Vol. 6. 


Mr. HEFFERNAN : I beg to move: 

In sub-section (1), line 56, to de- 
lcte the words twenty-four hours 
and to substitute therefor the 
words “ seventy-two hours. ,, 

I.understand that in the old Statutes 
the limit was 72 hours, and that 24 
hours is an innovation. I think it is 
vcry inadvisable that such a short limit 
should be retained. Take the case 
where a seizure has taken place, per- 
haps from an honest person who found 
himself or herself in an unusual posi- 
tion. What attitude would such a per- 
son take towards the seizure? The 
only attitude would be to get busy at 
onco and try to collect by some means 
cr another the amount of the debt and 
to release the stock or chattels, having 
got the neeessary amount. As the Sec- 
tion stands they have only got 24 hours 
to do that. I think it is quite reason- 
ftble to ask to have the period extended 
to 72 hours. 


Mr. O HIOaiNS: I would wish the 
Deputy had been clearer as to the 
reason for the delay which he requires 
from 24 to 72 hours. It seems to me 
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[Mr. 0’Higgins.j 

that the only honest reason could be to 
give the debtor time to raise the money. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: That is the rea- 
son I gave. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: Yes. It would be 
the only proper rcason. But the debtor 
has already had more than sufíicient 
warning. He has been decreed; he has 
becn asked by the plaintiff’s solicitor 
to*obey the decree, and in addition to 
that the IJnder-sheriff has probably 
asked hirn three or four times. So that 
from the point of view of warning he 
will have had adequate notiee before 
things eome to this stage. It would De 
only in a very exccptional casc that a 
debtor would not have at least a month 
after the decree has been given—that 
is, between the granting of the decrce 
and the making of any seizure. I am 
sure the Deputy will agree with me that 
cven in naming a mpnth I am giving a 
very conservative estimate indeed. It 
is probably in the great majority of 
eases nearer to six months. All that 
period must be counted as a period of 
notice and of warning, during which 
the debtor might be busy, and should 
be busy in exhausting the resourc<\s of 
civilisation towards raising thc moncy. 
I havc tried to deal with the Deputy’s 
reasons for an extension to 72 hours. 1 
would likc to touch briefly on our rea- 
sons against that. It involves the tying 
up of two bailiffs day and night over 
that period. It involves in that wav 
additional expensc; and additional ex- 
pense, the Minister for Finance ex- 
plains to us from tim"e to time, is to be 
avoided whcrever possible. I submit 
that clearly it could be avoided here. 
You have a position where arrears of 
about £170,000 exist throughout the 
country. That problcm involves a busv 
time for Under-sheriffs and their offi- 
cers, and I can see no case whatevcr 
for coming to an arrangement whcreby 
two Sheriff’s officers will be tied up for 
three days, day and night, simply, ac- 
cording to Deputy Hcffernan, because 
the debtor has not got sufficient noticc 
and time to raise thc money. That is 
one reason. 

I will give another reason against 
this 72 hours. We are living in rather 
turbulent times and the tendency is to 


settle every question on the physical 
plane. Seventy-two hours’ notice gives 
to the debtor time to organise his posac 
wherewith he will meet and argue tlie 
point with the sheriff’s possc . That 
may not seem to the Deputy a very 
serious objection, but to us who have 
responsibility for sceing that the judg- 
ments and the writs of thc Courts run 
freely, or as freely as possible, it is a 
very material faetor in the situation. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I could have under- 
stood the Ministcr’s argument as being 
logical and sound if he had argued, as 
he has done, in favour of 48 hours.. I 
refer baek to Section 4, and I remem- 
ber the Minister’s defence of the Scc- 
tion as it stands. Bear in mind that 
thesc two propositions are his own:— 

4 4 It shall be the duty of every 
under-sheriff under whose authority 
execution shall be levied upon goods, 
animals or other chattels to cause an 
itemised inventory of the ehattels 
seized to be made out and within 48 
hours of seizure and, if praeticable, 
before any removal to eause to be 
furnished to the defendant (or other 
person in apparent possession of sueh 
chattels) a duplicatq of such inven- 
tory, signed by the under-sheriff or 
by a person acting on liis behalf.” 
Under Section 7 he suggests to thc 
under-sheriff that after 24 hours he may 
take these articles and sell them. What 
is the reason for suggesting that before 
removal, which may be within 48 hours, 
an inventory should be supplied to the 
debtor? It seems to me the suggestion 
to supply an invent.ory is to let the de- 
fendant know what goods are being 
taken so that he may proteet*himself. 
If that may extend to 48 hours, after 
the goods are sold, as it may under See- 
tion 7, where is the protection* The 
sheriff’s officers seize, say, cattle which 
may, as I suggested earlier, be pedigree 
beasts as to the value of which the 
under-sheriff knows nothing. Under 
Section 4 he is obliged within 48 hours 
to submit an inventory of the goods 
scized arnl. if practicable, beforc any 
removal. But within 24 hours, or at least 
after thc expiry of 24 hours, he may 
have sold these animals, before having 
supnlied the inventory. There is a con- 
tradiction in these two Seetions, and I 
suggest if Section 4, which has been 
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adopted by the Dáil, is to be maintained 
in its present. form Sect.ion 7 should be 
altered at least to accord with it. You 
eannot defend the 24 hours after pass- 
ing Section 4. Dcputy Heífernan thinks 
that 72 houi*s is the minimum notice that 
should be í?iven, and I am inclined to 
support him. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: There arc one 
or two points that I think the Minister 
has overlooked in regard lo the limit. 

Is it not quite possible if chattcls, 
goods, or cattlo aro sold within, or at 
the oxpiration of, 24 hours that the 
notice that can bo givon is altogethor 
too short? What. will happen in actual 
fact is that surrounding the sherifiTs 
bailiffs will grow up a body or a 
very undesirable type of poople who 

Tá. 

Seán Buitléir. 

David Hall. 

Connor Hogan. 

Pilib Mac Cosgair. 

Tomás Mac Eoin. 

Risteárd Mac Fheorais. 

Pádraig Mac Fhlannchadha. 

Patrick McRenna. 

Níl. 
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will watch sheriff’s sales and buy 
goods at a ridiculously low figure. 
Ordinary people will not know of 
these sales nor take advantage of 
them. The effect of the Section will 
be that goods will be sold greatly 
under their real valuc. I believe that 
is very undesirable. I think the main 
aim of the law is to see that goods 
scized realisc a price as close as pos- 
sible to their actual value. It is well- 
known that such has not been the 
case at sheriff J s sales. I am trying to 
avoid that state of affairs. I intendcd 
to ask thc Ministor if it, was not a 
fact that, under previous Statutes the 
limit was 72 hours and that it was 
only recontlv restricted to 24 hours. 

Thc Dáil divided: Tá, 16; Níl, 34. 


Tomás de Nógla. 

Tomás O Conaill. 

Aodh O Cúlacháin. 

Liam O Daimhín. 

Eamon O Dubhghaill. 

Mícheál R. O hlfearnáin. 
Domhnall O Mocháin. 

Pádraig O hOgáin (An Clár). 


Eamán de Blaghd. 

Seoirse de Bhulbh. 

Próinsias Bulfin. 

Louis J. D’Alton. 

Osmond Grattan Esmonde. 

Darrell Figgis. 

Henry J. Finlay. 

Desmond Fitzgerald. 

John Hennigan. 

William Hewat. 

Liam T. Mac Cosgair. 

Seán Mac Giolla 'n Ríogh. 

Seoirse Mac Niocaill. 

Liam, Mac Sioghaird. 

Liam Mag Aonghusa. 

Pádraig S. Mag Ualghairg. 

Martin M. Nafiy. 

Peadar O hAodha. 

Amendment 


Mícheál O hAonghusa. 

Criostóir O Broin. 

Seán O Bruadair. 

Próinsias O Cathail. 

Partholán O Conchubhair. 

Séamus N. O Dóláin. 

Peadar S. O Dubhghaill. 

Eamon S. O Dúgáin. 

Séamus O Leadáin. 

Fionán O Loingsigh. 

Thomas O’Mahonv. 

Pádraig O Máille. 

Seán M. O Súilleabháin. 
Caoimhghín O hUigín. 

Liam Thrift. 

Máighréad Ní Choileáin Bean 
Ui Dhrisceóil. 


dcclared lost. 


DAIL RESUMES. 

Progress reportcd. 

Committee ordered to sit again on 
Tuesday, Ist April. 

ADJOURNMENT—THE ARMY 
INQUIRY, 

The PRESIDENT: I move the ad- 
journment of the Dáil until Tuésday, 
lst April, at 3 o’clock. 


General MULCAHY: In connection 
with the Terms of Reference of the 
proposed Committee to in- 
4 o'cloch. quire into reccnt Army 
events, I want to draw at- 
tention to the fact that the Terms of 
Reference, as they stand at present, do 
not appear to contemplate arrange- 
ments for the hearing by the Commit- 
tee of any charges, complaints, or 
rumours that led up to the removal of 
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three officers—the Chief of Staff, the 
Adjutant-General, and the Quartermas- 
ter-General. ln the spceches that 
have been made in the Dáil during the 
last week or so, eharges of various 
kinds have becn implied against those 
officers. The Minister for Finance yes- 
terday stated that the decision to rc- 
move them was come to on account of 
particular incidents on Tuesday, 18th 
March, and on account of the dissatis- 
faction felt by various members of the 
Executive Council for a considerable 
period. Various Ministers implied 
general charges of one kind or another 
against those officers. I take it that it 
is not the President’s intention, nor the 
intention of the Executive Council, that 
there shall be no examination of what 
is behind this gencral atmosphere of 
charge, and that it is not their inten- 
tion that officers who have givcn such 
distinguished service to the State, such 
as those three officers have given, shall 
be renioved in the way in which they 
have been from their ofíices, and no 
reason be given, whether publicly or 
otherwise, except thc rough and ready 
charges which have been made hcre. I, 
therefore, ask that thc Terms of Re- 
fcrence should be so framed that the 
Committee dealing with this Inquiry 
shall receive evidenec of any com- 
plaints, eharges, or rumours, becausc 
rumours apparently form the greater 
portion of the charges against those 
officers, and that. the Committec shall 
be able to ascertain whether the re- 
moval of those officers, in the manner 
in which they were removed, is justified 
or not. 

In thc matter of the inquiry, gen- 
erally, there are certain points I would 
like an assurance upon. A personnel 
has already been nominatcd for the 
Oommittee. I have alreadv stated that 
that is inadequate. As a matter of 
fact, certain persons nominated on 
that Committee of inquiry have, as a 
result of recent happenings or subse- 
quent happenings, had their positicms 
as impartial inquirers rather preju- 
diccd. I personally do not want to 
object to any of the names that have 
already been mentioned, but I do 
think, if the Exccutive Councll con- 
sider that they are propcr persons 
to nominate on that Committee, that 
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the Minister ÍQr Education has made 
statements here in the Dáil that might 
be regarded by Dcputies as somewhat 
prejudging thc position. As to Deputy 
McGilligan, a second membcr of the 
Committee, in view of the statement 
made by the Minister for Home Aífairs 
that one of the things which the 
Ministcrial party are unanimous in 
was that the Army Council should be 
removed irom their position, I think 
that that, to some extent, prejudices 
his position to be regarded as an im- 
partial inquirer. I say that if the 
Executive Couneil do consider- 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I am sorry to 
intervene, but it is right that I should 
say that I had no positive grounds for 
that statcment. 1 had the negative 
grounds that therc was a eomplete 
absence of dissent, so far as I know, 
within the Partv, from the step that 
has been taken, but it Avas perhaps not 
right and not íair that I should make 
a positive statement that they were 
unanimous about it. I qualify that 
now by saying that no evidence of 
disscnt within the Party came t.o my 
fenowledge. 

General MULCAHY : I should liave 
qualified my statement by a reference 
to the absenee of dissent. I had that ab- 
sence of disscnt very much in my mind. 
I mentioned the matter to Deputy 
McGilligan himself. If the Executive 
Council thinks these are proper persons 
to be on the Committee of Inquiry, I 
have no objeetion; but I do consider 
that these persons, or whoever may be 
the nominees of the Executive Council 
on the Committee, should be supple- 
mented by a representative from the 
Labour Party, a representative from 
the Farmers , Party, a representative 
from the Independent Party and, if 
nccessary, a representative from De- 
puty McGrath’s Party. Given that, 
there are certain other things that I re- 
quire to have attention drawn to. We 
should lilce to know if witnesses before 
this Inquiry shall be cxamined on oath; 
whether there shall be power to com- 
pel witnesses to attend and give evi- 
dence if required; whether a verbatim 
report of the evidence would be takeu; 
what will be the form of the Commit- 
tee ’s Report; whether they will be ex- 
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pected to fix responsibility for any 
matters involving mutinous conduet, 
and whcther they will undertake to de- 
fine the nature of that responsibility. 
If it is intcnded that the Committee will 
makc recomniendations, what will be 
the seope of these recommendations? 
Will persons who may be involved be 
allowed to be present constantly at the 
Inqniry or to depute persons to repre- 
sent them or, alternatively, will any 
]>erson involved be í?ivcn a copy of any 
evidencc implicating him in any way, 
aiul may he appear before the lnquiry 
for the purpose of rcbutting any such 
evidence? I fully appreciate thc argu- 
ments for or against a pubíic Inquiry 
at present, but if thc Committee will 
consist of reprcsentatives of thc Par- 
ties I have mentioned as well as nomi- 
nees of the Executive Council, if var* 
batim reports are taken, if the persons 
against whorn charges or complaints 
are made will have an opportunity of 
replying, if the Committee will investi- 
gate tlie charges, complaints and ru- 
mours against the offieers who have 
been rcmoved, and if it appears to the 
Dáil for any reason that the publication 
of the cvidence taken before the In- 
quiry is advisable, that the evidencc 
will be made public, then I would not 
propose to prcss thc President that the 
Inquiry should bc a publie one. I 
would also urge that steps would be 
taken to have the Inquiry start its 
work at once. I do not know how long 
it will take, but there are obvious and 
many reasons why the work of the In- 
quiry should be begun at onee, and con- 
cluded at the earliest possiblc moment. 

Mr. JOHNSON: It seems to me that 
the request of Deputy Mulcahy for 
precision and a clear understanding 
as to the scope of this Inquiry is very 
reasonable. The officers concerned, 
and he himself, aré involved in what 
amount to charges, and as the public 
is very widely concerned and, in a 
direct sense, involved, the scope of 
the Inquiry should, I think, be a littie 
more definitely stated than appears in 
the Terms of Reference, and the 
tribunal should be, as I have already 
claimed, a wider one than that which 
is appointed. I took note, for in- 
stance, of the last few lines in the 


covering letter which the President 
read yesterday:— <4 and in addition to 
report on such specific matters and 
repiies to sueh specific queries as may 
from time to time be referred to them 
by the Executive Oouncil. ,, That, of 
course, suggests a possibie intermin- 
able inquiry, and nobody will know" 
what the Inquiry is about. The letter 
which professes to indicate the Terms 
of Refcrences is intended to cover 
cverything, I think, but I believe that 
I)eputy Mulcahy is right in saying 
t-hat it. Joes not necessarily include an 
inquiry into the conduct of those 
officers who were called upon to re- 
sign. It may be held by the Com- 
mittee to include that, but it may be 
held by the Committec not to include 
it. It is not clear; it is certainly not 
laid down in the Terms of* Reference, 
and I think that there should be a 
very definite reference to the charges 
alleged against the officers who have 
been removed, because, presumably, of 
their conduct. The circumstances are 
not normal. If they had been trans- 
ferred from one post to another I do 
not think that any such dcmand could 
reasotiably have been made, but they 
were dismissed, called upon to resign 
from certain administrative posts, and 
charges were suggcsted against them. 
On these grounds I think that Deputy 
Mulcahy is justified in making thc 
claims for preeision in the Terms o/ 
Referenee, a very carefully conducted 
Inquiry, and that the court should be 
a wider one than that which has been 
appointed. 

Mr. HEWAT: I think thc request of 
Deputy Mulcahy is not only rcasonable 
but very proper. The Deputy takes ex- 
ception to the consti-tution of the Com- 
mittee set up to inquire into this mat- 
ter. I think i‘t is opcn to question. It 
is a Committec appointed by the 
Executive Council in a matter which, as 
far as the Executive Council is con- 
cerned, I think they carry some respon- 
sibility themselves. In other words, it 
is clear that for a considerable period 
this state of aífairs has been within «the 
knowledge of the Executive Council, 
and how far they as a collective body 
have been to blame is a matter on 
which I think they cannot entirely free 
themselves from responsibility. But 
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ineidentally one of the members of the 
Exeeutive Council is on this Committee, 
and any of us who listened to this 
Minister on the oecasion of the debate 
on the Army matter, while we can give 
him personally full credit for perfect 
honesty,* eannot. I think, following 
that speeeh look 011 him as an 
unprejudiced judge on this matter. I 
do not know what the feeling of the 
Dáil will be, but I think I may express 
my own opinion, at all events, that the 
request by Deputy Mulcahy is perfectly 
justified and ought to be accepted. 

Mr. McGILLIGAN : I shouid like to 
make my personal position quite clear 
in this matter. I have studiously re- 
frained from taking part in the debates, 
either in tbe Party or the Dáil, since I 
received the intimation that I had been 
appointed to act on this Committee of 
Inquiry. I did that, as I say, delibe- 
rately, although I believe a distinction 
could be made between the events lead- 
ing up to and ending on Tuesday night 
which form the subject mattcr of the 
Inquiry, and the events after that day 
which were more immediately the sub- 
jeet of discussion at the Party meetings 
than at thc Dáil. But after listening to 
the rcmarks made in the Dáil on two or 
three occasions I felt it would be un- 
wise.for me to cont.inue at this Inquiry, 
and I had actually drafted the follow- 
ing letter for the President:— 

“ Sinee considerable stress has 
been laid in the Dáil lately on thc 
fact that thc Committee appointed 
by the Executive Council to inquire 
into recent events in the Army is 
drawn complctely from the political 
organisation to which the Covern- 
ment owes its existence: and as 
ihere has been so much insistence on 
the necessity for reconstructing the 
Committee and changing the per- 
sonnel, I thought it right to let you 
know that my resignation from the 
Committee can be had on a mo- 
ment’s notice. I am quite willing to 
serve on the Committee if required, 
and I am equally ready to withdraw 
if such withdrawal in any way eases 
the situation.” 

J did not send that letter to the Pre- 
sident, because I felt that the Execu- 
tive Council would not feel themselve3 
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estopped from calling for my resigna- 
tion if any point such as that now 
urged by Deputy Mulcahy were put 
forward, but I think it is better. on 
the whole, that the Dáil and the Presi- 
dent should know that as far as I am 
coneerned I am quite ready to with- 
draw from the Committee at a mo- 
ment’s notice. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : There 
is no motion before thc Dáil, but I 
propose to let Deputy Gorey speak 
before the President rcplies. 

Mr. GOREY : I agrec with other 
Deputics who have spoken, that thc 
request of Deputy Mulcahy is only a 
fair and reasonable one. If this Com- 
mittee is to do justice to the crisis 
that has arisen, it should bc impartial 
and give fair play all round to every 
section and evcry individual involvcd. 
I do not care what side of the Dáil or 
section of the Army they come from, 
or even if thev do not eome from any 
section of thc Army at all. Every 
person concerned ought to get fair 
play, and all se:*tions of the Dáil 
should have representaticn, and th(n*e- 
by make the Committee more im- 
partial. I think the request is most 
reasonable and it has my support and 
the support of evevy member of our 
party. 

Mr. DAVIN: I want to ask the 
President if he deems it advisable to give 
way to the wish expressed by Deputy 
Mulcahy, and if as a result it is neces- 
sary for State servants, whether soldiers 
or civilians, to come forward to give evi- 
dence with regard to rumours or chat*ges 
made, can he give assurance that any 
such persons will not be victimised as the 
result of their action? 

The PRESIDENT : I am not in a 

position to make any announcement on 
the matter raised by General Mulcahy. 
There has been no meeting of the Execu- 
tive Council since Monday, and as the 
Dáil understands, attendance here 
and at-tention to ordinary adminis- 
tration has occupied the entire time of 
the Ministry during the week. I must, 
therefore, ask the indulgence of the DAU 
for a few days before making any an- 
nouncement on this matter. With re- 
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gard to the question raised by Deputy 
Davin, I think it is unnecessary to say 
that there would not be victimisation of 
any servant or officer of the State who 
gives evidence at such Inquiry—that is, 
with the reservation that there may be 
statements which may possibly give rise 
to very scrious considcrations, if there 
be an admission of any dereliction of 
duties, or perverse eonduct, or anything 
of t.hat kind. I am sure I am not asked 
to give a guarantee that if, by reason 
of evidence submitted, an officer con- 
victed himselt*, he should be relieved 
from any discijdinary action with re- 
gard to that matter. 
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Mr. JOHNSON : Will the Presideut 
say whether the Committee has entered 
on its duties in any way? 

The PRESIDENT : The Committee 
held one sitting to consider the proced- 
ure, 1 believe, but it took no action 
bevoiul that. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I take it that until 
the President has made his promised 
statement no further action will be taken 
bv that Committee. 

The PRESIDENT: No. 

The Dáil adjourned at 4.30 p.m. to 
Tuesdav, lst April, at 3 p.m. 
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(Tue8day t 1 st April , 1924.) 


Do chuaidh an Ceann Conihairle i 
gceannas ar a 3 a clog. 


CEISTEANNA—QUESTIONS. 
ORAL ANSWERS. 


CLOTHINO FOR DEMOBILISED 
SOLDIERS. 

-Mr. A. BYRNE asked tlje Minister 
for Industry and Commeree if he will 
state whether contracts for elothing 
for demobilised soldiers are issued by 
his Department or by the Contracts 
Committee; if he is aware that recently 
an order for a thousand suits of clothes 
was given to Messrs. Arthur & Co., 
Middle Abbey Street, Dublin; that the 
eontraotor purchased the clothing 
ready-made in Great Britain; that the 
workers of the Clothing Industry in 
Ireland are mostly on half time or are 
unemployed, and if he will take steps 
to see that contraets of this nature will 
not leave Ireland in future. 

The PRESIDENT, replying : ('on- 
tracts for clothing for demobilised 
soldiers are not issucd by the Ministry 
of Industry and Commerce. They are 
as a rule entered into by the Local 
Government Trade Department on be- 
half of „ the Government Contracts 
Committee, who decide whosc tenders 
should be accepted. 

I am aware that an order for civilian 
suits was recently given to Messrs. 
Arthur and Company. It was given 
direct by the Army authorities in the 
circumstances that demobilisation of 
the Army has proceeded recently at an 
unexpectedly rapid rate, and that as a 
consequence there was a very large 
number of men to be supplied with 
civilian clothing. It was essential that 
suits should be obtained at vcry short 
notice and thei usual practice as re- 
gards contracts and the conditions of 


buying had to be departed from, I 
regret that this should have resulted 
in the importation of the articles, ánd 
I shall see that steps will be taken to 
obviate anything of the kind happen- 
ing again. 

Mr. JOHNSON : Is the Dáil to under- 
stand that the demobilisation was not. 
íoreseen and that this was therefore 
an emergency orderf Are we to 
understand that the demobilisation 
could not be prepared for? Ilas it been 
the continuation of a poliey of hand to 
mouth? The exeuse was given before 
that these orders had to be given 
quickly and they could not be carried 
out here beeause there was nó time to 
spare, and unforcscen circumstances 
had ariscn. Surcly the demobilisation 
had been forescen? 

The PRESIDENT : Perhaps the word 
“ demobilisation ” is not a eorrect one 
to use in the circumstances*. The num- 
ber of re-attestations was less than had 
been anticipated, and as a result an un- 
usually large niimber of suits was re- 
quired in consequence. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Was thc number of 
re-attcstations less than was foreseen, 
because the number of people qualified 
for re-attestation was less than what 
was expected; or was it because thc 
number required to be attested was not 
accepted? 

The PRESIDENT : I do not exactlv 
know under which head the answcr 
would lie. I do say the number of re- 
attestations was not up to the mark. 
If the Deputy will put down another 
question in regard to that matt.er l will 
see that an answer is prepared. 

AGRICULTURAL COMMISSION 
REPORT. 

Mr. CONNOR HOGAN asked the 
Minister for Agriculture if the Report 
of the Commission on Agriculture has 
been received by him and if he will 
state whcn it will be presented to the 
Oireachtas. 

MINISTER for AGRICULTURE 

(Mr. Hogan): I have not yet received 
the Report of the Commission on Agri- 
culture. I understand from the Secre- 
tary of the Commission that a Majority 
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Report and a Minority Report will be 
submitted; that the Majority Report is 
ready for some time and that the 
Minority Report will be ready shortly. 

I hope to have both Reports by next 
\^eek. 

CLIFDEN R.D.C. LOAN. 

SEOIRSE MAC NIOCAILL askcd 
the Miiiister for TjO(‘al (íovernment if 
he will statc why the application for a 
loan by the Clifden Rural District 
Council for purchase of secds was not 
sanetioned by his I3epartment exccpt 
for one electoral division in the aroa. 

MINISTER for LOCAL GOVERN- 
MENT (Mr. Burke) : Thc question of 
authorising sehemes for the supply of 
seeds was earefully considered by the 
Government, who gave permission for 
the mortgage of the rates for seed 
loans in certain areas where the infor- 
mation as to the extent of last season ’s 
crop obtained l)y the Department of 
Agrieulture showed that the yield was 
so poor as to justify such proeedure. 

In the Clifden Rural District the De- 
partment of Agriculture, through their 
Inspectors, reported that these circum- 
stances cxisted only in the Electoral 
Division of Cushkillary. 

PADRAIC O MAILLE : I wish to 
ask the Minister is it true that very . 
strong represeutations were madc by 
representative men in the Clifden 
Rural District as to the necessity of a 
more extended scheme for the Clifden 
Union? 

Mr. BURKE: The answer is in the 
-affirmative, but I based my decision on 
the information at my disposal. 

GRADE PAT FOR ARMY CLERKS. 

1 

Mr. A. BYRNE asked the Minister 
for Defencc whether he is aware of the 
non-payment o'f Grade Pay to clerks 
with over three months re-attested ser- 
vice in the Army Corps of Engineers, 
and if he will takc steps to have same 
-paid. 

MINISTER for DEFENCE (the 
President) : The additional pay to 
whioh the clerks referred to are en- 
titled, has now been issued to them. 
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MOUNTSHANNON (CO. CLARE) 
INTERNEE. 

Mr. CONNOR HOGAN askcd the 
Minister for Defence if Mr. Charles 
Bugler, Mountshannon, Co. Clare, is 
still detained in military custody, and 
ií so, if there is a charge pending 
against him. 

MINISTER for HOME AFFAIRS 

(Mr. O’Higgins) replying: Charles 
Bugler, Mountshannon, Co. Clare, has 
been liberated on parole, and the ques- 
tion of his continucd detention under 
the Public Safety (Powers of Arrest 
and Detention) Temporary Act, 1924, 
is at prescnt undcr review. 

KILDARE BARRACHS REGULA- 
TIONS. 

AODH 0 CULACHAIN asked the 
Minister for Defence if it is a fact 
-that soldiers stationed in Kildare Bar- 
racks are not allowed to leavc bar- 
racks until 6 p.m., that they must have 
passes signed by the O.C., that this re- 
gulation is not enforced in any other 
barracks, that in. other barracks sol- 
diers can leave at 2 p.m. and return at 
10.30 p.m. on Saturdays and Sundays 
without passes, and, if so, whether he 
will consider the advisability of grant- 
ing thosc privileges to the soldiers sta- 
tioned ih Kildare. 

The PRESIDENT: Soldiers sta- 
tioned in Kildare Barracks who are 
not on du-ty or are not for some reason 
permitted to be absent, are allowed to 
•leave barraeks from about 4.30 p.m. 
until 9.30 p.m. on week days, Monday 
to Friday, and from 2 p.m. to 9.30 p.m. 
on Saturdays and Sundays. They do 
not require passes for the purpose. 
These regulations apply to all soldiers 
stationed in the Curragh or its neigh- 
bourhood. 

WRITTEN ANSWER. 

BACK PAY CLAIMS COMMITTEE. 

TOMAS MAC EOIN asked the 
Minister for Defence when it is antici- 
pated that the Back Pay Claims Com- 
mittee will have completed its adjudi- 
cation on claims in Classes A, B and C, 
and whether arrangements can be. 
made to enable a claimant. in Clasa D, 
who is anxious to secure settlement of 
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an old elaim in order to be able to get 
omployment, to have his elaim con- 
sidered without waiting until old 
(daims in the earlier classes liave been 
examined. 

The PRE8IDENT: I regret that I 
am unable to state definitely when the 
Committee will have eompleted its ad- 
judication on elainis in the elasses re- 
ferred to. The work presents many 
difficulties, and elaims are still being 
received. They are, however, being 
disposed of as quiekly as possible. 

If the Deputy will furnish parti- 
culars of any claim in Class D, whieh 
he has in mind, cvery cffort will be 
made to expedite its consideration. 

SUMMER TIME BILL, 1924.—PIFTH 
STAGE. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I move: “ That 
the Summer Time Bill, 1924, do now 
pass. M 

Mr. GOREY : We on these benches 
dissent. 

Question put and declared earried. 

AN GEANN COMHAIRLE: The 

Bill will be sent to the Seanad accord- 
ingly. 

DAIL IN COMMITTEE. 

ENPORCEMENT OP LAW (OCCA- 
SIONAL POWERS) BILL, 1924. 

THIRD STAGE RESUMED. 

Question: “ That Section 7 srand 
part of the Bill ”—put and agreed to. 

SECTION 8. 

(1) From and after thc passing of 
this Aot any under-sheriff who shall 
have taken goods, animals or other 
chattels in execution under any writ 
of fieri facias or under any decree of 
a Civil Bill Court may sell such 
goods, animals and chattels by pub- 
fic auction at such place or places, 
whether within or outside his baili- 
wick, and whether within or outside 
the territorial boundaries of Saorstát 
Eireann in which in his opinion such 
goods, animals and chattels can be 
gold to the best advantage, and may 


remove sueh goods, animals and 
chattels or any of them or cause 
same to be removed from the place 
where same were seized to such place 
or places of sale. 

(2) All goods, animals and other 
('hattels taken in cxecution by anf’ 
under-sheriff under any such writ or 
decrec as aforesaid may pending the 
sale thereof be impounded, stored 
and kept by the under-sheriff in such 
place or places whether within or 
outside his bailiwick and whether 
within or outsidc the territcrial 
boundaries of Saorstát Eireann as he 
shall think fit, and notwithstanding 
that such place or places is or are 
not appointed or authorized by law 
to bc used as pounds. 

(3) Whercver any goods, aninials 
or other chattels shall be removed 
under this section by or by order of 
the under-sheriff to any place outside 
his bailiwick the under-sheriff shall 
in addition to the amount of the 
debt stated in the writ or decree 
under which such goods, animals and 
chattels were seized and of all 
charges leviable by law levy io" the 
amount of. all costs incurred by 
him— 

(a) in or about the rcmoval of 
such goods, animals and chattcls 
from the places at which they were 
seized to every place (including 
the place of sale) to which such 
goods, animals and chattels are re- 
movcd before the sale thereof; 

(b) in or about the storing, im- 
pounding and preservation of such 
goods, animals and chattels (in- 
cluding the feeding and watering 
of sueh animals) between the 
time of seizure and the time of 
sale; 

(c) in or about the sale and any 
attempted sale of such good$, 
animals or chattels other than a 
sale or attempted sale within the 
bailiwick of the under-sheriff. 

All such costs and expenses as are 
mentioned in this sub-section may be 
dcducted by the under-sheriff from 
the proceeds of the salc of -the goods, 
animals and chattels as a first charge 
thereon. 
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(4) The imder-sheriff shall be sole • 
judge of the plaee or places at which 
any goods, animals or other chattels 
taken in execution by him can be 
sold to the best advantage and no 
aetion shall lie against any under- 

^heriff on .account of his having sold 
™ny sueh goods, animals or ehattels 
as aforesaid outside his bailiwick. 

(5) In this section the cxpression 
il eharges jeviable by law 99 means 
charges leviable under any enact- 
ment, rule or order in force at the 
p^ssing of this Act or under any 
provision of this Act other than this 
scction. 

Mr. DAVIN : 1 beg to move:— 

In Sub-seetion 1, line 7, after the 
word “ Eireann 99 to insert the words 
il but not outside Ireland. M 

As long as the Section stands in its 
present form it enables cattle to be 
scized by the (íovernment and ex- 
ported to England or Scotland, and in 
that way it will pile up unreasonable 
charges on the debtor. I scarcely think 
that it is thc intention of the Minister 
responsible for the Bill that debts 
should bo pilod up in this unreasonable 
manner. If any other method than 
that mentioned in tbe Section can bc 
found to moot tho situation that has 
arisen, thon I am sure the Ministor 
wbuld bo prepared to consider any 
reasonable w r ay out of the difficulty. 
My amendmonf suggests a way that 
will not pile up unreasonable costs 
upon the debtor. It is with that inten- 
tion the amendment is moved. 

Section 8, Sub-section 4, leaves the 
under-sheriff in the position of being 
the sole judge of the place where the 
sale will take place. I do not think 
that such powor should be given to the 
under-sheriff. In the case of eattle 
seized in Donegal, the amendment en- 
ables those cattle to be sold in either 
Derry or Strabane. That would pre- 
vent the necessity for a sale in Glasgow r 
or Birkenhead. If that procedure 
were carried out, deporting the eattle 
to those places would place unreason- 
able burdens upon the debtor. For 
that reason I ask the Minister to aecept 
the amendment. 

Mr. O’HIOOINS: If the course of 
action outlined by Deputy Davin was 
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• at all likely to be adopted, there would 
be a strong case for the amendment. If 
we were to assume that the under- 
sheriff simply, with a view to piling up 
costs on the defendant, would takc 
seized articles and stock % and carry 
them over seas for sale, the amendment 
would be a vcry proper one. In point 
of faet we know that nothing of the 
kind would happen in practice. We 
kno\v also that in a particular case it 
might well be that it would work out 
cheaper to ship eattle across the Chan- 
nel than to dispose of them otherwise 
in this country. Personally, having 
regard to the very small number of 
eases in whieh seized articlcs were 
brought out of the eountry, 1 believe 
the amendment would not be worth 
the time the Dáil would devote to it, if 
I were to persist in reíusing to accept 
it. It is just in that way I am pre- 
parcd to aeeopt it—that I believe a 
quarter of an hour of the time of the 
Dáil that would be spent in discussing 
it would be out of all proportion to the 
importance of thc amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON: It is very satisfac- 
tory to undcrstand from the Minister 
rhat he is prepared to accept this 
amendment. But if it were of so little 
importance, why did he repeat in this 
Bill this provision taken from the last 
Bill. notwithstanding the fact that the 
subject under discussion, that is, the 
empowering of -thc under-sheriff to 
send goods anywhere, was objected to 
strenuously? It may be of little 
moment to the Minister, but I am glad 
he has aecepted thc amendment. The 
fact remains that he desired to restore 
this power whieh lapsed with the ex- 
piry of the last Temporary Bill. I 
think it is very good that he has 
accepted the amendment, because it is 
a most dangerous power to give to an 
under-sheriff. The cxplanation was 
given by, I thinlc, the Minister for 
Finance more recently than the discus- 
sion on the last Bill, that it specially 
provided for goods seized from debtors 
in Donegal being sold in Derry. The 
amendment now meets that point, but 
it prevents sending across the water at 
the discretion of the under-sheriff. I 
think that is an important matter, and 
not the slight matter which the Minis- 
ter suggests. I am glad that he ac- 
cepted the amendmcnt. 
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Mr. O’HIOOINS: In accepting the 
amendment, I would like to say I aceept 
the principle, but not the wording; pos- 
sibly the wording will need altering. 
It would be simply a matter of draft- 
ing. This provision was inserted in the 
Bíll simply because I believe that when 
and if used at all it would be used in 
a set of circumstances in which it 
would be to the advantage of the judg- 
ment debtor to use it. If the under- 
sheriff did in fact bring stock or pro- 
perty out of the country for sale, lie 
would bring it beeause he would 
believe that by so doing, a higher 
price could be got for the property 
sold, or that the transit oxpenses 
would be less. In that way it would 
be to the ultimate advantage of the 
judgment debtor. I am accepting the 
Deputy’s amendment, but I am asking 
that it would be the principle that 
would be aceepted until I find a proper 
form of words. 

Amendment put and agreed to. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN : The following 
amendment stands in my name:— 

At thc end of Sub-section (1), linc 
.11, to add the words “ provided that 
all such goods, animals, or other 
chattels shall, before bcing sent for 
sale outside thc territorial boun- 
daries of Saorstát, Eireann be first 
offercd for public sale within the ter- 
ritorial boundaries of Saorstát Eire- 
ann and shall not be sent outside 
those boundaries unless the IJnder- 
Sheriff shall certify to the Minister 
for Ilome Affairs that no reasonable 
offer was made for sueh goods, etc., 
at such sale. ’ 9 

I regret that I did not hear the dis- 
cussion on the last amendment, but 
from the very small portion of it I did 
hear, I am rather inclined to thinlc 
thát the Ministcr has made some con- 
oession which, perhaps, would meet my 
amendment. Perhaps he would tell 
me what the concession was. I regret 
not being here. 

Mr. O'HIGGINS: I have expressed 
a willingness to acccpt the principle 
that property seized on foot of either 
writs or judgment shall not be brought 
out of the country. That will not mean 
that they cannot be brought outside the 
present jurisdiction of the Free State 
Government, and it would not nrean 


that the Sheriff could not bring 
seized property outside his own baili- 
wick. In other words, property seized 
in Donegal could be sold in the city of 
Derry arid property seized in Tipperary 
could be sold in the Dublin marfeet. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN : In view of #ie 
concession made by the Minister, I 
think I might say it would largely meet 
with the requirements of my amend- 
mcnt. I am willing to withdraw the 
amendment with the consent of the 
Dáil. 

Amcndment not moved. • 

Mr. DAVIN : I beg to move:— 

In sub-section (2), line 17, after 
the word “ Eireann 99 to insert the 
words “ but not outside Ireland . 99 
Amondment agrecd to. 

Mr. MORRISSEY: I formally move— 
In sub-section (3), line 39, before 
the word “ all 99 to insert the words 
“ a.return of,” and after the word 
“ sub-section 99 to insert the words 
“ shall be made by the under-sheriff 
to the County Court Judge and if 
sanctioned by the Judge as reason- 
able.” 

Mr. O HIGGINS: I am not aecepting 
this amendmeut on the ground that it 
is not. propcrly a,ny part of the County 
Court Judge’s duty to aet as an unpaid 
costs checker for the debtor. We take 
tlie line that if the debtor want« de- 
tails, the under-sheriff is bound to sup- 
ply them. That, in fact, is the practice 
under the existing law. It will con- 
tinue to be the practice. If the details 
disclose either fraud or extravagance 
on the part of the under-sheriff the 
debtor has his legal rcmcdy. 

Mr. JOHNSON: It is true, of course, 
the present law throws the responsi- 
bility upon the debtor to follow a 
ccrtain process. But the present law 
does not give the under-sheriff the ex- 
traordinary liberty that this Bill pro- 
poses to give to him. In this case and 
under this Bill, the under-sheriff may* 
engage and employ for pay all kinds of 
assistants, and may pilc up costs under 
thc assumption or pretence that it is 
necessary to pile up these costs. And 
the goods may be sold without any ad- 
vertisement of the fact that they are 
to be sold by auction, and that they are 
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scized goods. These provisions, there- 
fore, makc it possible for the sherifl: or 
under-sherift', who may have a parti- 
eular animus against the debtor, to do 
things which he could not do so easily 
under the present law. It should be a 
v#ry simple matter to require that the 
sherift should present an account in re- 
gard to goodá sold without imposiug 
on the debtor thc responsibility of 
having to go through ccrtain legal pro- 
cesses. If you are to give the under- 
sheriff all these powers and liborties to 
deal with the debtor’s property surely 
we have a right to impose upon him the 
obligatiou of returning an account to 


(Occasional Powers) Bill, 1924. 2682 

the debtor of the eost of the action, of 
the seizure and sale of thc goods and 
of the property under the judgment. 
I do not think anybody would suggest 
that any other person in any other 
busincss could handle and sell goods 
on behalf of the third party without 
rendering an account. All we ask is 
that obligation should be placed on the 
undcr-sheriff to render such an 
accouiit. That, I take it, is a quite 
reasonablc obligation to impose upon 
any person in such a position. 

Amendmeut put. 


1 April, 1924. 


The Oommittee divided: Tá, 17; Níl, 34. 
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Seoirse de Bhulbh. 

Séamus de Búrca. 

Sir James Craig. 
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Dhrisceóil. 

Osmond Grattan Esmonde. 

Henry J. Finlay. 

Desmond Fitzgerald. 

Domhnall Mac Cárthaigh. 

Liam T. Mac Cosgair. 

Seán Mac Giolla 'n Ríogh. 

Eoin Mac Néill. 

Seoirse Mac Niocaill. 

Liam Mac Sioghaird. 

Peadar O hAodha. 

Criostóir O Broin. 


Patrick J. Mulvany. 

Tomás de Nógla. 

Aodh O Cúlacháin. 

Mícheál R. O hlfearnáin. 
Domhnall O Muirgheasa. 

Tadhg P. O Murchadha. 
Pádraig O hOgáin (An Clár). 
Patrick K. Hogan (Luimneach). 


Seán O Bruadair. 

Aodh Ua Cinnéidigh. 
Partholán O Conchufchair. 
Séamus N. O Dóláin. 

Peadar S. O Dubhghaill. 
Pádraig O Dubhthaigh. 
Eamon S. O Dúgáin. 

Aindriú O Láimhín. 

Séamus O Leadáin. 

Fionán O Loingsigh. 

Thomas O’Mahon^. 
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Séamus O Murchadha. 
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Caoimhghín O hUigín. 

Patrick W. Shaw. 
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Amendment declared lost. 


Mr. HEFFERNAN : I heg to move 
Amendment 12:— 

“ At the end of Sub-section (3), 
line 41, after the word * thereon ; to 
add the words ‘ all such costs being 
vouched by means of receipted ac- 
counts, which shall be available for 
the scrutiny of the debtor.” 

This amendment foears a very elose 
resemblance to the previous amend- 
ment, but does not go quite so far. It 
only asks that vouchers be given and 
be available for the scrutiny of the 
debtor. 


• Mr. O’HIGOINS: Thc amendment is 
not necessary, and consequently is not 
acceptable. I do not know whether 
the Deputy, beforc he put down the 
ainendment, looked up the existing pro- 
visions which set out the obligations 
of the under-sheriff in cases of sale. As 
the law s-tands at the moment,^ the 
under-sheriff must, if requested, give a 
detailed account of the amounts real- 
ised by sale of the seized goods, and an 
account of the amount of the expenses 
incurred. He hands to the judgmcnt 
creditor the amount of the judgment, 
plus the costs, and hands any balance 
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[Mr. Olliggins.] 
thcre is over to the debtor, who is en- 
titled to be told how that baJance was 
arrived at, and to get a full aceount 
from the under-sheriíf. 

Bír. HEFFERNAN: The Minister 
says the debtor is entitled to be told 
these things. Does that mean that he 
is entitled to see the vouchers and to 
have them produeed”? I ask leave to 
withdraw the amendmenl. 

Amendmcnt, by leave, withdrawn. 

Mr. JOHNSON : I beg to move 
Amendment 13, on behali* of Deputy 
Morrissey:— 

“ To delete Sub-section (4). ,> 

Thc Sub-section throws full power 
into the hands of the under-shcriff 
again in this Seetion, as in other places 
in the Bill, so that he shali be the sole 
judgc of the place or places at which 
any goods or chattels or animals can be 
sold to the best advantage, and no 
action shall lie against the under-sheriff 
on account of having sold such goods or 
chattels outside his bailiwick. The 
first part of the Sub-section is the part 
we object to, inasmuch as it specifically 
exonerates beforehand, the under- 
sheriff from responsibility for neglig- 
ence. I know thcre is a provision which 
would bring the sheriff to book if it was 
proved against him that lie was guilty 
of gross negligcnce or malice. But it 
is a very difflcult proposition to provc 
gross negligence in a Court. 

If we agree to the specific Sec- 
tion or Sub-section and say that the 
under-sheriff shall be the sole judge, 
we arc in effect inviting him to run the 
risks of being indicted for gross neglig- 
encc, lcnowing that he can go a long 
way without much chance of being 
brought to book. The difference be- 
tween the Minister in this matter and 
myself is that he assumes that under- 
sheriffs will be perfectly honest, impcc- 
cable officers of the Courts, that they 
will do without question all those 
things which the Minister himself 
thinks they ought to do, and which 
they are likely to do, They may be 
very likely to do those things. They 
may be quite honest men when they are 
appointed, or in the opinion of the Ap- 
pointing Authority, they may be quite 
honest men, but there is always a possi- 


I bility that somc mistake may be made, 
and if we speeifically, by an act of thc 
Oircachtas, tell those men they may 
stretch the law and that no action will 
lie against them, we are putting temp- 
tation in their way. No damage will 
be done by the omission of this Stib- 
section, but by leaving it in we are 
simply telling the uuder-sheriffs that 
thoy may do anything wdth those goods 
ancl nothing will happen to them unlcss 
the debtor, the only person likely to be 
interested, can prove gross negligence 
or nialice. I do not think it is desir- 
able to insei't a Sub-section of this kind. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: 1 am sorry that 
instead of simply moving the deletion 
of the Sub-section, the Deputy did not 
think fit to state his alternative. Ap- 
parently, it is questíoned that the 
under-sheriff ought to be the judge of 
where seized propcrty can be sold to 
the bost advantage. If the under- 
sheriff ought not to be the judge, who 
ought to be the judge ? The Deputy 
makes no suggcstions. I was expect- 
ing to hear from him on that point of 
an impartial Advisory Committee com- 
posed of the judgment creditor’s 
brother-in-law and the judgment 
debtor’s aunt, which might possibly sit 
to eonsider the question, and so make 
their recomrnendations. The fact is 
the Deputy tells us we are legislating 
on the assumption that publie officials 
will be honest men, and wdll perform 
the duties that are assigned to thcm. 

Mr. JOHNSON: And cannot go 
wrong. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: The whole thesis 
underlying his contention is that the 
contrary is the case, and that we must 
legislate on the principle that they arc 
potential or actual rogues. You 
cannot legislate or administer on that 
basis. We are entitled to assume, aiul 
we must assume, that the under-sheriff 
into whosc hands writs or judgments of 
the court are delivered, will have one 
objeot, and one object only, to secure 
for the judgment creditor payment in 
full of his account and costs, and that 
he will exercise reasonable care to dis- 
pose of the goods to the best advantage 
with a view to the interests, not 
merely of the judgment creditor, but 
of the judgment debtor. Grantingi a» 



2685 Enforccment of Law 1 Ai'itir,, 

we have granted, that it is a reason- 
able thing, faeed with arrcars of 
£170,000 in the State, to give spceial 
latitude to under-sheriffs to allow 
them to sell when they deem it neces- 
sary or advisable outside their baili- 
wieks, then the seleetion of the place 
for sale must be the selection of the 
responsible ofíieial, the under-shcriff. 
The Deputy, while querying that, 
makes no suggcstion. Who should be 
the judge if not the responsible official 
of the eourt in whose hands the judg- 
ment or writ is plaeed? I submit thc 
Sub-section is a useful and necessary 
addition to the Bill, and I reject the 
amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON: On the eontrary, I 
submit that tho Sub-section is unneces- 
sary to fulfill the purpose which the 
Minister says hc has in mind, and its 
only use is to point out to the sub- 
sheriff that he has exceptional powers, 
and that it is expected that he will use 
thcm, that lie has exccptional powers 
to incur expenses, and that he may 
abuse those powers without niuch risk. 
That is the sole cfFect of the Sub-see- 
tion that is inserted herc. In Sub- 
section (1) it is already provided that 
the sub-shcriff may sell outside his baili- 
wick in such a placc as in his opinion 
such goods can bc sold to the best ad- 
vantage. By omitting the sub-scction 
we are not depriving him at all of his 
discretion as to where he shall send his 
goods to be sold. 

That is already provided for, but we 
are asked to rc-emphasise the fact tliat 
that discretion is so absolute 
4 o'cloch. that hc inay even wantonly 
abuse his powers without 
any rislc because, as thc Courts will 
say, you provide an additional sub-sec- 
tion to show that he will be thc sole 
judge, obviously with the purpose not 
merely of saying that he can remove 
goods to any place, which in his 
opinion would be to the best advant&gc, 
but we say, il not only are you to use 
your discretion, but no matter how you 
use it, wantonly abusing it or not, no 
action shall lie against you. You are 
to be the solc judgc, and the Oireach- 
tas, in passing this Act, must have had, 
because it could have no other purpose, 
the intention of removing all responsi- 
bility from you. ,, In view of the pro- 
visions of Sub-section (1), I say that 
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Sub-section 4 is unnccessary, unless for 
the purpose of removing that responsi- 
bility, to give a reasonable justification 
for sending goods to any particular 
place. It is re-emphasising in an un- 
necessary manner the discretion of the 
sub-sheriff, and as I say, is rather a 
pointer to the íaet that he can punish 
the debtor on his own account by piling 
up costs against such debtor. That, I 
think, is an undcsirable proposition 
and 1 press the amendment. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I would like just 
to add that the objeet of the sub-section 
is to prevcnt thc state of affairs in 
which the under-sheriff would be put, 
as it were, on his proof of the necessity 
for rcmoving chattels or stock or seized 
property outside his bailiwick. The 
sub-section is inserted with a view to 
underlining and emphasising the faet 
that he has discretion in the matter. It 
might l)c quitc a difficult thing for an 
under-sheriff to prove that if he hád 
gone about it he could not have effected 
the sale of seized property within his 
bailiwick. It is not the wish of the 
Ministry that under-sheriffs should 
fecl that they may not remove seized 
property outside thcir own bailiwick, 
unless they are in a position to go on 
proof before a Court as to the necessity 
or strong advisability of that course. 

The arrears figure of £170,000 is a 
problem that this Bill is drafted to 
meet, and that, big figure of arrears did 
not aecuniulatc without somcthing in 
the nature of a definitc campaign of 
non-payment of lawful debts and non- 
recognition of Court judgments and de- 
crees, and wc consider that th*e figurc 
speaks for itsclf, * tells a story that 
should convincc Dcputics of the neces- 
sity of strengthcning in a vcry compre- 
hensivc way the arm of the law and 
the arm of the responsible Court officer. 
Officials faccd with thc prospect of 
being hauled into Court bv a judgment 
debtor and made to prove that it was 
necessary for them to remove the seized 
property outside their bailiwick, would 
be very reluctant, indeed, to avail them- 
selves of the powers in the Bill if they 
felt that any such steps might- be taken 
by the judgment, debtor. Therefove, we 
feel it necessary to insert the sub-Sec- 
tion that these responsible officials of 
the Courts shall be the judgcs and the 
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sole judges of where property can be 
disposed of to the best advantage. That 
does not override thc provision that if 
there is fraud, negligence, or malice, 
they are liable at law. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Will the Minister I 

The Committee divided: 

Tá. 

Pádraig F. Baxter. 
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Liam Mag Aonghusa. 


say where the weakness of sub-Section 
(1) lies, and why it is necessary to but- 
tress the provisions of Sub-section (1), 
whieh gives the sub-sheriff power to 
scll in such place as in his opinion goods 
can be sold to the best advantaget 
Amendment put. 

Tá, 14; Níl, 35. 
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Amendment declared lost. 


Question: “ That Section 8, as 
amended, stand part of the Bill, M put 
and agreed to. 

Sections 9 and 10 ordered to stand 
part of the Bill. 

SECTION 11. 

No action shall lie against an 
under-sheriff for or on account of his 
tiaving entered or broken into any 
lands, house, close or other prcmises 
for the purpose of taking into execu- 
tion any goods, animals, or other 
chattels which were or might be on 
or in such lands, house, close or pre- 
mises, or for or on account of any 
injury occasioncd to such lands, 
house or premises by or in the course 
of such entry or breaking in : Pro- 
▼ided always that before breaking 
into any dwelling-house or other 
building the under-sheriff shall have 
made reasonable efforts to enter 
peaceably and without violence: Pro- 


vided, however, that in any case 
where the under-sheriff shall break 
and enter the premises of a person 
other than the person against whom 
he has been called upon to enforce a 
judgment, order or decrec he shall 
either liavc found any goods, ani- 
mals, or other chattcls of such last- 
mentioned person therein or thereon 
or shall have reasonable grounds for 
believing that thcre were some auch 
goods, animals or chattels therein or 
thereon. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN : I move:— 

In linc 16 to deletc the word 
“ either,” and in line 18 after the 
word “ thereon ” to delete all word p 
to the end of the Section. 

So far, we have been dealing almost 
altogether with the rights of debtors 
and ereditors, but this Section deals 
with the rights of a third, and possibly 
an innocent party. The under-sheriff 
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has power to break into a premises and 
seize chattels or goods of a third party, 
and^ this Section would have the cxtra- 
ordinary effeet of protecting that 
under-sheriff from any legal action by 
the third party for breaking into such 
premises. The Minister has several 
times emphasised the neeessity for sup- 
porting the executive arm of the law, 
and has also referred many times to the 
total amount of outstanding decrees 
which are in the hands of the under- 
sheriffs. Incidentally, with regard to 
the amount of those decrees, I believe, 
from information which I have received, 
that the actual amount is not the 
amount stated by the Minister; that is, 
that the return made to him was the 
return of the original amount of these 
decrees, that considerable payments had 
been madc on account, and that these 
payments havc not been deducted. That 
was the information that I reccived, 
anyhow. 

While I am as anxious as anybody to 
see that the law is enforced and tliat 
honest crcditors have thc power to ob- 
tain payment for their debts, I think 
that no unreasonable freedom or licenee 
should be granted to under-sheriffs or 
their servants. Thcre is no rcason wliy 
those people should be protected by a 
special clause which practically makes ‘ 
thern immune from the ordinary course 
of the law. Under this Scction, if the 
under-sheriff breaks into the liouse of a 
third party and it is found afterwards 
that he had no right to do so, or that 
he did not gain anything by so doing, 
he is protected, and hc has, by this See- 
tion, an Indemnity Act passed in his 
favour. The effect of my amendment 
would be to prevént this happening and 
still to hold him liable for so doing. 
The words are: “ Who has or shall have 
reasonable grounds . 9 9 I object to those 
words “ shall have reasonable 
grounds, M which are as vague as the 
words “ if practicable.' 1 I think these 
words would make it almost impossible 
for anyone to secure any redrcss from 
the under-sheriff in the event of thc 
under-sheriff doing anything illegal. 
Who would be the judge of what was 
or was not reasonable? 

Mr. O HIOOINS: I do not propose to 
accept the amendment. If the amend- 
ment is passed and becomes operative 
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it will, in my opinion, seriously hamper - 
the undcr-sheriffs in the discharge of 
their duty. The Deputy, I think, lacks 
sympathy. If for a moment he will put 
himself in the other man’s place, he 
might get a better view of the pro- 
blem. If, instead of being a distin- 
guished legislator, he was simply a 
humble eourt official, whose duty it was 
to cnforce the writs and judgments of 
the courts, and if hc found himself in 
this position that he could break and 
enter premises, provided that his search 
was successful, but that in the event 
of his making any mistake he was 
practically in the position of a burglar, 
liable to be prosecuted and to have 
various pains and penalties enforced 
against him—in such a set of circum- 
stances, I submit that the right to enter 
premises forcibly would not be an 
operative right at all, that no court 
officer, no under-sheriff, would aet on 
it, or would take Ihe risk. It would 
be an intolerable position to place them 
in, it would be an intolerable risk to 
subject them to, and I think the natural 
and inevitablc conscquence would be 
that the right would not be exercised. 
An undcr-sheriff may have the best of 
reasons for belicving that particular 
property is in a shed, let it be chattel 
property, or a horse or cow. He may 
have two or three hours earlier seen the 
property placed there, seen it bcing 
l)rought in, and he may have seen the 
horse or cow being driven in; he comes 
along with his officers later, and the 
problem for him is, has the property 
been removed in the meantime? Is 
there a second door in the shed through 
which the horse or cow could be driven 
out í If the property has been removed 
in the meantime, and he breaks in, he 
is a burglar. Thc dilemma that Deputy 
Ileffernan puts up to him is that, 
“ You have got to take your chance 
hit or miss. If you hit, you are an 
honest man and a zealous official, whose 
energy and zeal are worthy of the 
highest praise. If you miss, you are a 
burglar, liable to be prosecuted by the 
owner of the premises, and liable to 
serve a long tcrm of imprisonment. M 
The Deputy will not deny that that is 
the position he is putting up to the 
Court officers throughout the country, 
whose duty it is ta make the^writ of the 
State run. I submit to his good sens- 
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and. to his calmor judgment that it is 
not a fair proposition, that the mos+ 
you can expcct is that the officer will 
act within the limits of reason in the 
disehargc of his duty, and that where 
he takes on himself thc responsibility 
of forciblc entry of that kind he must 
bc ready to show later before a court, if 
necessary, that his grounds íor such 
action wcre good and reasonable 
grounds, that hc had very good reason 
to believe that the property of the 
judgment debtor would be found in the 
place to which he had effected entry. 
But if the Deputy persists, and if a 
majority of other Deputies agrcc with 
him, then you arc saying to this publie 
officer, You can break into this plaec 
at your peril. If you find property 
there, you are an excellent official, 
whose zeal and energy deserve the 
highest praise, but, if by any mishap, 
if by any ruse, the property has been 
removed sinee you or somc agent of 
yours, saw it placcd there, then you are 
a burglar. M The amendmcnt is not 
reasonable, and the net result of it 
would be, in fact, to remove all right of 
foreible entry, because no under-sheriff 
would take the risk, and no under- 
shcriff ought to take the risk. If the 
Parliamcnt of the country puts hiin in 
the position that he must ehanee his 
arm, so to speak, that. he must take tho 
risk of being on the one hand a 
zealous officer, or on the other hand a 
burglar, then he ought not to take that 
risk, and he ought never to act on the 
right of forciblc entry, no matter what 
the circumstance. The text of the Bill 
as it stands says that where such 
action is taken, the officer tafcing it 
must be ready to show that there were I 
good and rcasonable grounds for thc 
action, and that there werc genuine 
reasons for believing that the property 
would be found in the place to which 
he had effected entry. Further than 
that, I submit we eannot and ought not 
to go, and I oppose the amendment. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN : I overlook the 
Minister's gentle satire about distin- 
guished legislators. I do not pose as 
a distinguished legislator. I do pose 


as a representative of the people of 
my constituency. 

Mr. O HIGOINS: Pose! 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: I do stand as 

a representative of the people of my 
constituency. I did believe that in 
putting down this and other amend- 
ments I was honestly putting down 
amendments which would bc for the 
benefit of the majority of the people 
whorn I represent. The Minister is 
very solicitous for the welfare of his 
eourt officials. Ile suggests that I 
should place myself in the position of 
a court offieial. Judging by the legis- 
lation which has bcen passed for the 
protection of those officials, I think 
from a monctary point of view I 
would certainly very much improve 
my position if I could changc it to 
that of one of these court officials 
whom he refers to. ITe is also very 
solicitous about the dangers of prose- 
cution which might accrue to those 
officers if they did break into some 
premiscs and did not find there the 
goods they were secking. My amend- 
ment does not prevent them breaking 
into the premises of the actual debtor. 
It only makes them liable for break- 
, ing into the premises of a person 
other than the person against whom 
they have been called upon to enforce 
judgment. I ask the Minister what 
protection has that third party whcn 
his prfemises have been broken into? 
Against whom has he an action, or 
where does he get redress? The effect 
of the amendment would not be to 
prcvent under-sheriffs making seizures 
on premises of third parties at all. 
The effect would be that they would 
not make a seizure without being 
practically certain that they would 
get the goods which they were seek- 
í n £*. I think that is very essential. 

I think it is an extraordinary power 
to give an under-sheriff, that he can, 
on his writ, break into the premises 
of any citizen, and, not having found 
any goods which he was seeking, that 
Jj e should be perfectly free of any 
liability. Such being my opinion of 
the necessity for this amendment, I 
cannot withdraw it. 

Amendment put. 


i 
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The Committce dividcd: Tá, 13; Níl, 31 
Tá. 


Pádraig F. Baxter. 

Seán Buitléir. 

John Conlan. 

Connor Hogan. 

Tomás Mac Eoin. 

Pádraig Mac Fhlannchadha. 
Patrick J. Mulvany. 

Earnán de' Blaghd. 

Seoirse de Bhulbh. 

Séamus de Búrca. 

Máighréad Ní Choileáin Bean Uí 
Dhrisceóil. 

Osmond Grattan Esmonde. 

Henry J. Finlay. 

Desmond Fitzgerald. 

John Good. 

Liam T. Mac Cosgair. 

Seán Mac Giolla ’n Ríogh. 

Eoin Mac Néill. 

Seoirse Mac Niocaill. 

Liam Mac Sioghaird. 

Liam Mag Aonghusa. 

Mícheál O hAonghusa. 


Tomás de Nógla. 

Mícheál R. O hlfearnáin. 
Domhnall O Muirgheasa. 

Tadhg P. O Murchadha. 
Pádraig O hOgáin (An Clár). 
Patrick K. Hogan (Luimneach). 

Níl. 

Criostoír 0 Broin. 

Seán O Bruadair. 

Aodh Ua Cinnéidigh. 

Partholán O Conchubhair. 
Séamus N. O Dóláin. 

Peadar S. O Dubhghaill. 

Eamon S. O Dúgáin. 

Aindriú O Láimhín. 

Séamus O Leadáin. 

Fionán O Loingsigh. 

Thomas O’Mahonv. 

Pádraig O Máille. 

Séamus O Murchadha. 
Caoimhghín O hUigín. 

Patrick W. Shaw. 

3 Liam Thrift. 


Amendinent declared lost. 


Question: “ That Seetion 11 stand 
part of the Bill —put and agreed to. 

SECTION 12. 

From and after the passing of this 
Act no action shall lic against and no 
penalty shall be incurred by any 
under-sheriff in the absenee of fraud, 
malice or gross negligencc for or on 
account of his having seized or sold 
under any writ of fieri facias or any j 
decree of a Civil Bill Court more or J 
less goods, animals or other chattels I 
than would or might be sufficient to j 
meet the full amount of the debt or 
sum of money and all eosts, fecs, 
charges and expenses leviable by law 
(including this Act) under or by 
virtuc of such writ or decree. 

Mr. NAGLE : I move:— 

In line 26, after the word “might ,, 
to insert the words “ reasonably bc 
expected to. ,> 

The Section, as it stands, gives the 
sheriff a very free hand, unless it is 
proved he is guilty of negligence. It 
would be very difficult to prove that. 
The amendment requires him to be 
reasonable. I think it would bc easier 
for a court to determine what “ more 
reasonable ” would mean than to dcter- 
mine what is gross negligence. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I have no very I 


strong objeetion to the amendment, but 
I want to make it elear, howevcr, to the 
Deputy, that it eould, and does fre- 
qucntly, happen that the only seizable 
article substantially exeeeds in value 
the amount of the judgment or writ. 

I think acceptance of the Deput^'s 
amendment would not rule out that as 
a faetor in the situation, and I am pre- 
pared to accept the amendment. 

Amendment put and agrecd to. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: I bcg to move:— 
At the end of this Section, line 29, 
to add the words “ but in the case of 
seizure of goods, animals or othcr 
ehattels which excecd in value the 
full amount of the debts by twenty- 
five per cent., this protection from 
action shall not apply. ,, 

I think thc concession that has been 
granted by .fhe Minister to the last 
amendment will have a considerable 
effect in improving the Section. The 
effect of my amendmcnt would be de- 
finitely to fix thc amount above the 
value of the debts at 25 per cent., so 
that in case the sheriff did seize goods 
or chattels to a total exceeding the 
actual amount of debt by 25 per ccnt., 
he would be liable for action. 

' Mr. O’HIGGINS: I take it that 
when the Deputy puts down an 
amendment he seriously wishes to have 
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it incorporated in the law o£ the land 
and that he does not put it down 
simply in a spirit of frivolity, relying 
on my good sense to reject it. I would 
ask the Deputy, and other Deputies, 
to consider the practical eífects of 
’this amendment: “ In the casó of the 
seizure of goods, animals or other 
chattels, which exceed in value the 
full amount of the debts by 25 per 
cent., this proteetion from aetion shall 
hot apply.” 

Take, for example, that there is a 
judgment decree of £18, and a scizure 
by the under-sheriíf of a horse worth 
£30. There is no protection from 
action because the value of thc goods 
seized exceeds by more than 25 per 
cent. the value of the debt. Yet there 
may be no other seizable chattel. It 
would come to this: in the absence of 
any other seizable chattel the under- 
sheriff ought not to seizc thc horse 
worth £30. Obviously, the necessity 
for any seizure at alí should never 
aríse. The clear dut.y of the judgment 
debtor would be to sell the £30 horse, 
pay his debt, and buy a horse worth 
£18, as more suited to his financial 
condition. 

Acceptance of the Deputy’s amcnd- I 
ment would involve most extraordi- 
nary consequences in that way. It 
will frequently happen that the only 
seizable chattel very considerably cx- 
ceeds in value the amount of the debt. 
In the absencc of tlie debtor himself 
taking the proper step of disposing 
of the property in order that he may 
pay his debt, and retaining the bal- 
ance, the officer of the eourt must 
corpe along and do that transaction 
for him. I could not accept the 
Deputy’s amendment, and I doubt if, 
on reflection, he will consider that 
the amendment embodies a very sound 
principle for incorporation in a 
statute. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: In view of the 
Minister's acceptance of the last 
amendment, and in view of the light 
thrown upon the possible working of 
this amendment of minc, I am not 
going to be as inflexible as the Minis- 
ter has shown himself to be in other 
regards in connection with this Bill. 

I will withdraw the amendment. I 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Question: ‘ ‘ That Section 12, as 
amended, stand part of the Bill —put 
and agreed to. 

SECTION 13. 

No action shall lie against any 
under-sheriff for or on account of 
his having taken in execution under 
any writ of fieri facias , decree of 
a Civil Bill Court, warrant, certi- 
fícate, or other doeument, any goods, 
animals, or other chattels found in 
the house or other place of residence 
of the debtor and claimed or al- 
leged (whether such claim or alle- 
gation does or does not prove to 
have been wcll-founded) to be the 
property of the wife or husband of 
the debtor, or to be the property 
of any parent or child of the debtor 
for the time being residing in the 
house or other place of residence 
of the debtor, and, in lieu of such 
action against the under-sheríff, the 
person to whom such goods, animals, 
or other chattels so taken in execu- 
tion in fact belongcd shall (if such 
goods, animals, or othcr chattels 
should prove not to have been the 
property of the debtor) be entitled 
to recover from the debtor by action 
the value of such goods, animals, 
and other chattels, together with 
such damages as such person shall 
have suffered by reason of such 
goods, animals or othcr chattels 
having been so takcn in execution. 

Mr. DUGGAN: I move:— 

In linc 34, after the word “resi- 
dence 99 to insert the words “ or on 
the lands. ,, 

I think in most cases the sub-sheriff 
would be more intercstcd in the animals 
found on the land than in the house. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: The amendment is 

accepted. 

Amendment put and agreed to. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN : I beg to move:— 
In line 34, after the word “ and, ,> 
to add the word “ afterwards, ,, and 
in line 39, after the word “ debtor 1 ,, 
to delete all words to the end of the 
section and to substitute in lieu 
thereof the words “ if at the time of 
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the seizure of such goods, animals or 
other chattels, the wife or husband of 
the debtor, or the parent or child of 
the debtor does not claim that such 
goods, animals or other chattels are 
his or her property, or that the 
under-sheriff has not other reason- 
able cause for knowing that such 
goods, ctc., are not thc property of 
the debtor. ,, 

The extraordinary effect of the Scc- 
tion as it stands is that if the under- 
sheriff seizes goods from an innocent 
third party, and it is found that he had 
no right to seize them, as the goods did 
not belong to the debtor, the aggrieved 
party, instead of having a claim against 
the under-sheriff, actually has to seek 
redress from the debtor. That is an 
extraordinary state of affairs. A 
wrong has been done to a person, 
and instead of righting that wrong by 
means of elaiming against the person 
who actually did thc wrong, aetion 
has to be taken against a third person. 

I would ask the Ministcr to eonsider 
and accept the amendment. 

Mr. O’HIÍJGINS: I am not accepting 
the amendment on the grounds that thc 
first part of it wotild result 
5 o’cloch. in eomplet.elv nullifying U‘ie 
Section, which is considered 
to be very proper and necessary in all 
the circumstances. People who are 
prepared to resort to this kind of dis- 
honesty are usually sufficiently well- 
informed to have the bogus claimants 
reády on the spot. 

As regards the other reasonable 
causes, one could picture very 
easily cases in which tlie actual owner 
in law of the property was the wife, 
she having effected the purchase trans- 
action with money given to her by her 
husband, the debtor, at the very time 
\*rhen he was refusing to pay his lawful 
debts, In a case of that kind the under- 
sheriff would be justifíed in taking the 
property, even if he had reasonable 
cause for knowing that the property 
was not, in law, the property of the 
debtor. The third party idea and the 
griévancés of the third p iitíf have been 
stressed by <hé Depúty. In practice, 
the third party is almost invariably thé 
vrifé, párént, or child of thé débtor liv- 
ifíg with him, and the Dep’tfty knows 
qidte well that in ninety-seven pér cent. 
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oí the cases this aggrieved third party 
has shared in the benefits of the pro- 
p«rty that was bought and for which 
the money is owing. Lct us take the 
avcrage cáse, debts to a local shop- 
keeper for groceries or something of 
that kind, andthoDeputy will surely|not 
question that the wife or child or parent 
of the debtor, living with him, has fully 
shared in the benefits and morally, at 
any rate, if not legally, shares in the 
debt. It is quite an easy thing to say 
to the under-shcriff coming to a home- 
stead, “ Oh, that property is not mine, 
that belongs to my wife; shc got it 
\vhen we were getting married. ,> It is 
impossible to answcr a claim of that 
kind, and in practice there is no genuine 
attempt made to disprovc it. It would 
be a proposition beyond the wit of the 
average undei'-sheriff to disprove it, and 
provision to meet those bogus third 
party claims, which are almost effec- 
tively barring the execution of a Court 
judgment, is absolutcly nccessary. If 
the Deputy is in the delightful position 
of practically free-lance opposition, and 
if he was in the position of primary re- 
sponsibility for seeing that the writ of 
the Courts runs freely, and runs 
properly, throughout the State he 
would take a very different view of the 
matter. 1 am not aeeepting the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. JOHNSON: It seems to me that 
some amendment somewhat on the 
lines of Deputy Heffernan’s is required 
if this Section is to be accepted at all. 
The Minister has in mind what he calls 
the ninety-seven per cent. of the cases. 
Are you going to risk very gravé injus- 
tice upon 'the other threé per cent. for 
the sake of a problematical securing of 
the running of writs, even for ninety- 
seven per cent. of the cases? Let us 
take the many instances that may be 
found in and around the City of Dub- 
lin, where the parents live with the 
sons and daughtérs-in-law, or alter- 
nately, where thc sóns live with the 
parents, but have separate róoriis, separ- 
ately fuínished with their own parti- 
culár care and property, The sons and 
parents may háve followed different 
lines, may have had different educa- 
tion, and may have furnished their own 
rooms in a different manner from that 
of the rest of the house. Let us také 
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some of those people who might have 
been in the mind of Deputy Magenrris 
when this matter was being diseussed a 
year ago. A University student, let us 
say, who lives with his parents, and 
who has his own room, has a fancy for 
pictures; he has his room furnished 
with valuable pictures. But he is not 
in close touch Avith the domestic, family 
affairs of his parents, nor with his 
parents’ íinancial aífairs. Under this 
Section thc father or mother gets into 
dcbt quite unhnown to the son, who 
lives in the same house. The bailiffs 
will come in, and seeing nothing of par- 
ticular value in the parents' house, they 
go to the son’s rooms and take these 
valuable pictures and send them, let us 
say, to be sold in Belfast, Belfast being 
an art centre, moryali; they could take 
awav that property of the son, and you 
are trying to impose upon the son the 
responsibility of recouping himself 
from the parents in the courts. I think 
that is unjust. I do not think you havc 
got a right to invitc injustice upon 
three per cent., evcn for the sake of 
doing justice to ninety-seven per cent. 
The illustration which I have given is 
not an extravagant one at all. I spoke 
of pictures. But, take the son’s piano. 
Let us assume that he is a music 
teaeher. Is it a fair thing that that 
music teacher should have his property 
taken away for the sake of his father’s 
debts? I would not like to be respon- 
sible for my son’s debts, and I would 
not like my son to be responsible for 
mine, simply because he lives in the 
same house. I think there is a vcry 
grave injustice lying inherent in this 
Section, and I hope the Minister will 
find some way of saving legitimate 
innocent citizens against injustice from 
the State. The Minister, as I think, is 
responsible for taking over all the laws 
and enactments that have been in 
operation, including the Married 
Women’s Property Act. Does he want 
to repeal that? He apparently wants 
to repeal the laws ensuring that sons 
and fathers shall be entitled to pro- 
perty, to retain their property in their 
own rights, because this means that the 
aon or father or relative of the debtor' 
is going to bé made responsible for 
another person’s debts, simply because 
he happens to live in the debtor’s 


, house. I say that there is occasion for 
something to be done to prevent the 
fraudulcnt transícr of property, but in 
tryiug to mcet that wc must not open 
the way to the very grave injustice 
which may well follow the application 
of this Section 13. 

Mr. O'HIGGINS: I put it to Depu- 
ties that there may be situations in 
which it is impossible to have cast- 
iron safeguards against pospible in- 
justicc. This is a situation in which 
it is a matter of weighing the greater 
evil. I do not imagine that it is 
neccssary for me to elaborate the 
point that this bogus third party 
claim is something which is paralysing 
every under-sheriff in the country. 
It occurs simply as a hum-drum 
matter of right that when the under- 
sheriff comes to seize a particular 
article hc is told “ That is not mine 
at all; it belongs to my wife: my 
wife\s uncle gave it to her. M “ Such 
a machine in the yard is the property 
of my brother-in-law; he lent it to 
me last year and I have not yet re- 
turned it to him. ,> You cannot set 
up courts in every backyard to try 
out all these questions of titlc or no 
title. The third party claim conse- 
quently is the most insidious and most 
effcetive bar to the execution of judg- 
ments. Any under-sheriff in any 
county in Ireland will tell you that. 

That is one side of the picture. On 
the other side Deputy Johnson says 
that a University student, living with 
his father, may have his pictures 
seized in respect of his father's debt. 
He did not say, in his hypothetical 
case, who was paying the University 
fees. Presumably the son. Because ? 
of eourse, if the fees were being paid 
by the parents it would not be such 
an outlandish thing, or such a hard- 
ship, that the property of the son 
should be seized in respect of debts 
contracted possibly by the parent in 
his attempt to pay the son’s Univer- 
sit.y fees. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I am quite pre- 
pared if you allow that case to go 
to the court to take all the facts into 
consideration, but you want to give 
the sheriff the right without that 
inquiry. 
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Mr. O’HIGGINS: I am not attcmpt- 
ing^ to put a casc that theoretieally 
individual casés of hardship might not 
opcur under Section 13 of the provi- 
sions of this Bill, but it is simply an 
administration problem, a question of 
weighing one evil as against anothcr, 
and I submit it is a greater evil that 
there should be wholesalc evasion and 
deíiance of the judgments of the court 
than that, here and there in a par- 
t.icular case, hardship might arise by 
reason of this provision. We havc 
not been able to arrivc at any set 
of provisions that would give east- 
iron security against the possibility 
of hardship in individual cascs. To 
meet that wc havc inscrted a provi- 
sion giving to the aggrievcd third 
party the lcgal rights of recovery 
against the person in respect of whose 
debt the property is seized. 

Mr. JOHNSON: But he has no pro- 
perty, and by the facts of the ease he 
( é annot pay. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS : I disagree. Tn thc 
vast ma ; jority of cascs of outstanding 
decrees it is not bccausc of inability to 
pay. As I have mentioncd inability to 
pay, I should li.ke to repeat a question 
I put last year on a similar Bill. When 
is a man unable to pay his debts? I 
submit thc only reasonablo answcr to 
that question is when he has nothing 
left to scll to meet his dcbts. And it 
ought not be ncccssary that the officer 
of the Court should comc along and 
offcct the transaction of a salo. But 
Jhat is a side issue, arising out of De- 
puty Johnson’s intervcntion. 

We were faced with this choice of 
dealing in a summary way with these 
third party claims or simply enabling 
a system to be perpetuated which in 
practice amounts to a successful ova- 
sion of Court judgments and decrees. 
I think we have taken the most effec- 
tive way to meet the possibility out- 
lined by the Dcputy when we give to 
the injured third party the right of 
action against the person for whose 
debts his property was seized and a 
legal means of recovery. Let us not lose 
sight of the fact that these third party 
claims almost invariably come from 
people who may well be regarded as 
morally liable for the debt, in so far as 


thcy share, and share very fully, in the 
bonefits of the goods in respect of which 
the debt is owing. Exceptional and 
fantastic cases may be put up of sons 
and daughtcrs living in wator-tight 
compartments, buying their own furni- 
turc, having no real share in the house- 
hold eeonomy, but simply being, as it 
werc, lodgcrs in the house. You can- 
not legislate for cxceptional cases. You 
cannot lcgislate for the three cases in 
the hundred, or the threc cases in the 
thousand, which can be put for- 
ward by Deputies in a hypothetical 
way, as Deputy Johnson put forward 
his example. You must simply realise, 
on the one hand, that it is a complete 
defiance and evasion of the law that 
this Scetion is drafted to meet, and that 
it. is tliat situation which it has to cope 
with. We arc not (lenying that there 
may be occasional cases of hardship 
arising under this Section. We have 
done our best. to meet thcm by giving 
the injured third party his right to rc- 
cover against. the debtor. We admit 
we have not succecded in mceting it in 
any real cast-iron way, and we would 
welcome any amendment purporting to 
so meet. it. We do not believe it is pos- 
sible to draft any amendment that 
will meet it in a cast-iron way, but if 
we are faced, as we are, with the choice 
betwcen the real, big, serious and prac- 
tical evil of the wholesale cvasion of the 
law, and the lesser evil of possible indi- 
vidual cases of hardship, the choice is 
an obvious and an casy one. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I dissent from that 
last proposition at once. It is not 
a case of hardship that I am fearing 
and foresceing, but a case of actual, 
gross injustice, and I am not preparcd 
to accede to the proposition that a 
gross injustice may be pcrmitted in 
three pcr ccnt. of cases, so that 97 
per cent. of people who have given 
crcdit to dcbtors and taken commer- 
cial risks shall be secured in the p ay- 
ment of their debts. It is one thing 
to talk about the recovery of debts; 
it is a business proposition where the 
creditor took certain business risks 
which have tumed out to be greater 
than he anticipated. To meet that, 
the Minister comes forward and says 
he is prepared to risk this actual 
positive injustice upon certain citizens, 
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the minority no doubt, for the sake of 
securing that the risks taken by the 
creditor should be lessened. There 
you are weighing up two things that 
cannot be weighed. It is not a mere 
case of hardship upon a relative, but 
a case of absolute injustice, that is 
likely to happen under this Section. 

I do not think it is a right way to 
look upon this: for the Minister to 
say that if evil must come, let it be 
on the few rather than on the 
raany. 

Mr. O'HIQGINS: I did not say it 
raust come. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I took down your 
words, and I do not know whether 
it was a slip, but your statement was 
practically an assertion that be- 
cause £170,000 worth of judg- 
ment debts were being held and were 
not being collected under decrees of 
the court, that no doubt some wrong 
would happen; but let it happen, was 
the Minister’s argument, to the few 
rather than to the many. It is no 
doubt desirable that lawful debts 
should be recovered, but it is equally 1 
desirable that some influence should 
be brought to bear against the indis- 
criminate giving of credit. What is 
going to happen under this is, that 
you are going to encourage the giving 
of credit to poor people, because there 
is an assurance that if there is a 
better off person living with the poor 1 
person, the money can be recovered 
through the property of the better 
off person, without any responsibility 
lyiug upon that better off person. He 
or she raay know nothing at all abput 
the debt whicb is entered into, and 
raay have no liability, raoral or*legal, 
for it, but now we are going to give 
and to irapose upon that person a 
legal liability though he or she has 
no moral liabilitv. The Minister says 
as regards the aebts that it can only 
be said they cannot be paid when 
there is no property in the possession 
of the debtor to be sold. He raight 
have said no. property above the value 
of £15, liet us aasurae a case of no 
propeyty iu the possession of a debtor 
other than bed clothing, clothing and 
a sewing raachine. A son lives in the 
house of his parents, or a parent lives 


in the house of his son. One of them 
has other tools of a trade, is, in fact, 
of a different trade altogether to the 
other, and these tools may be seized 
provided therc is £.15 worth left for 
the debtor. Clothing may be seized 
and property may bc seized of the 
son or of thc parerit for the debt of 
the parent or the son, as the case may 
be, provided £15 worth is left behind, 
and then this person that has no pro- 
perty and is assumed to have no pro- 
perty, is to be proceeded against by 
the third party for the value of his 
goods that were seized. I say that 
this Section is, more than any other 
Section, an encouragement to the 
gombeen man. The Minister no doubt 
has in mind mainly the farmer in 
the country. I have in mind in this 
consideration the townsman, and there 
are very many cases where two or 
three families, or two or three sec- 
tions of one family, live in the same 
house. Under this Section goods or 
chattels which may be found in the 
house, but which in fact are the pro- 
perty of another section of the family, 
may be seized without reference to 
responsibility. I say that that is 
opening the way to very grave injus- 
tice^ and that it is incumbent on the 
Minister to provide some other method 
than this of securing his desire, that 
is, to prevent the fraudulent transfer 
of goods with a view to evading the 
payment of debts. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: I am not in any 
sense tied to the words of my araend-^ 
ment, but I think I have made evident* 
to the Minister the change which 
I would like to have raade 
in the JBill. I would be willing 
to accept an intimation from 
him that, at a later stage, he would in- 
troduce some words in the Section 
which would have the effect of chang- 
ing it from the way in which it is 
drafted at present. As the Section 
stands at present, the actual effect of it 
would be that an under-sheriff, in all 
cases practically, would aeize tbe pro- 
perty of the wife, the son or the daugh- 
ter or the father, as the case might be, 
who happened to reside in the aarae 
house as the debtor, and quite regard- 
less of the fact that the propertjr setzed 
did not belong to the debtor. It would 
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not be necessary for the under-sheriff 
to make the slightest inquiry or to take 
the slightest preeaution to satisfy him- 
self that the property he was seizing 
belonged to the debtor. The Minister 
stated that in 97 per cent. of the cases 
there was a fraudulent transfer of pro- 
perty, but my view of the law is that in 
no case should the State be a party to 
imposing an injusticc even on three per 
cent. of the population, and if the State 
should at any time impose sueh an in- 
justice, it should accept responsibility 
for compensating thc persons against 
whom the injustice has been done. 
Instead of doing so, the State in these i 
cases simply says to the person who has j 
suffered this injustice, ‘‘ You go and 
get your money back from the debtor. M 
Perhaps there is no chance of getting 
the money back. An instancc relating 
to towns was given by Deputy Johnson, 
but I will give a typical instance of 
what may happen in the country. 
Take the case of a small farmer, who 
has a son working on the road. The 
son has a bicycle because he finds it ne- 
cessary for the purpose of his occupa- 
tion. Ile simply resides in his father's 
house, and does not take his meals 
there. Let. us take it that the bicycle 
is there when the sub-sheriff comes 
along and makes a seizure for a debt. 
He seizes the bieycle as the only article 
of value in the house, and takes it 
away. The son, who is the real owner 
of the bicjrcle, looks for redress when 
he finds his bicycle taken away, and is 
told that hc can proceed against his 
father for the value of it. 

I think that is not a fair position for 
the State to take up, and if the Mini- 
ster would change the Section in such a 
manner that where a case of gross in- 
justice did take place that the State 
would accept responsibility for it, I 
think it would be very desirable. We 
had an instance of that in Éngland 
some months ago. The Minister is 
aware that a number of persons were 
arrested in that country at the instiga- 
tion of the Irish Government. When it 
was found that there was no legal right 
for arresting these people the English 
Gorernment accepted full responsibi- 
Iity for compensating the persons ar- 
restéd for the losses thev had sustained 
because of their illegal arrest. Simi- 
!ar!y, I.think the State ín this country 
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should. acccpt responsibility for com- 
pensating people who may suffer grave 
injustice under the operation of this 
Seetion. A small percentage of such 
cases is bound to happen under 
all administrations, and I think 
the State should take respon- 
sibility in these cases. I think 
that is a wrong attitude for the 
State to take up. I must persist in my 
amendment, although I am not quite 
confident that the words I have used 
are thc best, but I am perfectly certain 
that the Minister could get his legal 
draftosman ‘to frnd words to meet the 
case. 

Mr. HEWAT : As a Deputy in favour 
of this Bill, it seems to me that the 
arguments addressed to the Dáil by 
the movcr of this amendment and by 
Deputy Johnson should appeal to the 
Minister to endeavour to find some safe- 
guard in this clause. It seems to me 
that the clause may lead to gravc injus- 
ticc, because you are giving the sheriff 
very wide powers, and he may, very 
naturally as a human being, exercise 
those powers in a way which would be 
unjust to the debtor. I do not think 
that it ouglit to be the feeling of thc 
Dáil that room should be left for grave 
injustice, and I would add my appeal, 
if it is of any use, to the Minister to 
try and soften the effect of that clause 
I as much as he can. 

Mr. BAXTER: I think the very 
essence of law is to protect the property 
of the citizen. Under the clause as it 
stands the law will really entitle the 
representative of the State to deprive 
the citizen of his property. In other 
words, the law will puf the sheriffl in 
the position of punishing the innocent 
for the guilty. I think, in plain terms, 
the Minister said so. That is the essence 
of his argument. He suggested that if 
an amendment eould be put up in words 
suitable he would be prepared to con- 
sider it. I think no risk should be 
taken by him that the law, when framed 
and established, will be liable to do an 
injustice to one citizen out of three 
million in the Saorstát. I think it is 
íncumbent on the Minister to see that 
the law will not be framed in sueh & 
way. There are many cases in this 
country where big and small íarmers 
—the Minister referred to farmers par- 
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tieularlv—have marriagc affreements 
under which eertain rooms of the house 
arc occupied by them and where they 
have their furniture and other property. 
Under this clause as it stands those 
people in such cases would bc punished 
for the offences of others, and surely 
the Minister is not going to stand for 
that. . 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I would like to 
draw attention particularly to the exact 
wording of the Seetion as distinct from 
the amendment. Tfie Seetion does not 
say that the sheriff shall or may seize 
the goods of a parent or a child or of a 
husband or wife of the debtor, who was 
residingdn the house for the time being. 
It is not the intention that the under- 
sheriff shall consider himself at libert^ 
to seize the property of a third party. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: It is not the in- 
tention, but it is what will happen. 

Mr. JOHNSON: It is the cffect. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS : “ The property of 
a wife or husband of a debtor for the 
time being residing in the house. ,> It 
will amount to this in practice, that the 
under-sheriff is not to consider himself 
as absolutely barred from the seizure 
of property which he believes to be the 
property of the debtor, because the 
debtor’s wife or son thinks fit to state 
that it is not the property of the debtor 
but belongs to them. Statements of 
that kind are very easily and very 
lightly made and entail no particular 
consequences to the person making 
them. It is simply a claim or an asser- 
tion which the undcr-sheriff is not in a 
position to disprove. Lacking the 
means of disproving it, he does in prac- 
tice at present accept it as an absolute 
bar to further action. The effect of this 
Section will be that in the future an 
under-sheriff, having a moral certainty 
that the property is the property of the 
debtor, will not be deterred because the 
debtor’s wife comes into the room and 
says “ That is mine, leave that alone. 
Those things belong to my eldest son, 
John, who is on his own.” Deputy 
Johnson made the case that if it was 
admitted not so much that hardship 
would ensue—which was not admitted 
—but that there was remote possibility 


of injustice in a particular case, that 
that cut the ground from under the 
Seetion, that rather than risk that, we 
should be prepared to let this success- 
ful evasion of the law go on—and that 
because on one side there was a possi- 
bility of positive injustice, whereas on 
the othcr side it was only a few 
gombccn men lying out of their money. 
That is not thc case as we see it. There 
is a sum of £170,000 outstanding at the 
mornent in writs and judgments of the 
Court—£170,000 at present in the 
posscssion of people in whose posses- 
sion it ought not to be, and at present 
out of the possession of people who 
have a legal right to it. 

Thcre is no use flinging words about 
in a loose way, talking of gombeen men 
and the unwisdom of giving credit. We 
all know a certain amount can be said 
for and against credit, and we know 
credit has helped people to weather bad 
times, and they were glad to get it. 
We cannot fling about words which 
have a definite meaning, and 
which are words of reproach 
against a very large seetion of 
the community as if the words 
could be applied indiscriminately. The 
person who has got a decree of the 
Court has got it after substantiating 
his case before a Court after the defen- 
dant has had an opportunity of putting 
up anything against it that was to be 
said on the other side. I want to know 
are we accepting it as a rock-bottom 
principle that the writ of the # Court 
shall run, or are we accepting it as a 
philosophical one that the writ shall 
not run? 

Mr. JOHNSON: Against the debtor. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: Anyone against 
whom it can run. I consider it part 
of my duty to accept without reserve 
the principle that the writ of the court 
shall run. I am not in any condition 
of philosophic doubt about that at all. 
I consider any questioning of that 
principle would certainly be improper 
from a member of the Government, 
and, I submit, improper from a mem- 
ber^ of Parliament. Now, is there no 
positive injustice if people who have 
got deqrees and writs of court in 
respect of lawful debts due to them 
are to be denied their remedy be- 
cause the wife of the debtor bustles 
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in and says: “ Do not touch that pro- 
perty, everything in this house is mine, 
and everything in the yard is my son 
John , s, ,, and “ The good man owns 
nothing but the clothes on his back.” 
Is there nothing to be said against 
not the actual third person grievance 
but against the admission that I made 
that there is under the provisions of 
the Section a possibility of a fantastic 
hypothetical case of a grievance occur- 
ring? In fact, every Deputy knows 
there is no comparison. If, on the 
one hand, you have successful eva- 
sion of the law by reason of the sys- 
tématic raising of a bogus third party 
claim, if all that can be said against 
the remedying of that is a fantastic 
case, put in a hypothetical way, and if 
it is even admittcd thcrc is a possi- 
bility of a grievance, the choice should 
be easy. The law machine must work 
and the writ of the courts must run, 
and if in order to effect that it is 
necessary to bring in a provision which 
leaves a loophole here and there for 
some injury occurring, the method pro- 
posed in this amendmcnt is not 
the way of dealing with what 
is actually an existing problem 
of very considerable ilimeusions. 
I could not accept Deputy Heffernan’s 
amendment. I would undertake to 
give further consideration to this Sec- 
tion, and, at any rate, probe the possi- 
bility of State compensation, in the 
event of its being cleai*]y established 
that in fact wrong had been done, and 
loss had been suffered by a deserving 
third party, but anything like elimina- 
tion of that Section, anything like 
acquiescence in the state of affairs 
that prevails at present, of what was 
a bogus third party claim paralysing 
successfully offlcers of the court, I 
would not be prepared to acquiesce 
in. That Section is vital in the Bill 
and must stand. I am prepared to 
consider a further provision for its 
possible consequence in the three per 
thousand cases, but the provision in 
its sqbstance must be part and parcel 
of this Bill. If it is not, the Bill is 
little more than waste paper, and if it 
is not part of the Bill, I see no 
prospect of making substantial fnroads 
upon the vast amount of arrears there 
are throughout the country. 


Mr. JOHNSON: I quite see the Min- 
ister^s difflculty. He wants to ensure 
that thesc decrees shall have effect, and 
that the writ shall run, but I ask him 
to remember that the writ is against 
the debtor, and it is no use talking 
about ensuring that the writ shall run, 
and then making provision for some- 
body else to suffer from the inability 
of the debtor to pay. The Bill is not 
confined to the £170,000 which has 
already bcen dccreed. The Bill 

will last for twelve months and, as 
likely as not, an attempt will be made 
to get it renewed, and renewed, and re- 
newed again. It is such an easy way 
to eater for the intcrests of ,the shop- 
keeping elasses and the money-lenders. 

The wifc of a workman borrows 
money. The son lives in the 

house in separate apartments. She 

is sold out by one crcditor. 

The money-lender can come along and 
sell out the son, and all the remedy he 
has is to proceed for the value of the 
property taken. I think the Minister 
ought to try to find some other way of 
securing that the writ shall run, that 
the legitimate creditor shall be paid, or 
that the fraudulcnt debtor shall be 
made to pay without running, as I say, 
the rislc of a grave injustice to 
honest, law-abiding and good-inten- 
tioned citizens. I have no suggestions 
to make as to how it is going to be done. 
I think the principle of this Section is 
wrong, but I suggest that, in the great 
majority of eases the Minister has in 
mind, it is an alleged transfer of pro- 
perty from husband to wife, or wife to 
husband that is the cause he has to com- 
plain about. I ask him to bear in mind 
the conditions in and about the city of 
Dublin in non-agricultural communi- 
ties, wherc domestic property is the 
only property available for seizure, not 
agricultural property, and where many 
of these big houses are taken by two or 
three branches of the same family, dif- 
ferently circumstanced. Is each or any 
one of them to be made liable for the 
debts of any of the others? Their only 
remedy after the seizure of their goods 
for another ’$ debts is to proceed against 
that other member of the same family. 
I say it is a grievous evil, and is likely 
to encourage indiscriminate credit- 
giving by ahopkeepers, and by money- 
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[Mr. Johnson.] 
lenders, because where the money-len- 
der sends his alleged agent to look at 
the house and sce what kind of furni- 
ture there is, he will look at all the 
rooms in the house, if he happens to 
know that therc are two or three 
families of the same name, each related 
to the other. You are going to make 
every member of those families liable 
for tlie debts incurred by any one of 
them. 

I would press upon the Minister the 
nccessity for re-cxamining this Seetion 
very seriously, to have in view not 
merely the cases of this £170,000 worth 
and the cases of farmers saying that 
the property belongs to their sons, 
but the probability that debtors in 
towns, or their relatives, will have in- 
justice done to them by thc seizure of 
their goods because of the relationship, 
for that is what it means in cffect. I 
doubt whether the amendmcnt is the 
kind that will secure the immunity from 
injustice that I would desire. As it 
stands, I think the Scction is likely to 
liave evil effects, and I would plead 
with the Minister that he would with- 
3raw it with a view to re-casting it irt 
somc way which would secure against 
the injusticc that I speak of. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: I am willing to 
withdraw my amendment on the dis- 
tinct assurance given by the Minister 
that he will have it reconsidered with 
a view to inserting some words which 
nay have the effect of protecting the 
innocent person by means of State com- 
pensation, or such other methods of 
bhat kind as may be thought fit. I 
withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I would prefer that 
the Deputy would allow his amendmént 
to be put. The amendment is, at any 
:ate, hopelessly inadequate and would 
*erve no useful purpose whatever, and 
[ would certainly prefer that it was 
>ut on its merits. The undertaking 
hat I have given with regard to the. 
Section as a whole, is not any attempt 
o strike a bargain. It is simply an 
md«rtaking given, having listened to 


certain considerations urged with re- 
gard to the Section as a whole. If I 
were to aceept it that the,Deputy was 
withdrawing his amcndment on the 
strength of that undertaking, I would 
fecl myself to some extent committed 
to bringing up something on the Re- 
port Stage. I do not know that I will 
be able to bring up anything on the 
Report Stage. All that I have stated 
is that I will look further into the Sec- 
tion, and consider the argumenta ad- 
vanced. I may or may not be able to 
bring up an amendment to this Section 
on the Report Stage, but I certainly 
would prefer the Deputy would have 
his amendment put to the Dáil than that 
he would consider that a bargain had 
been made, and that it was certain that 
an amendment from me meeting the 
views that have been expressed would 
come up on Report. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: On a point of 
explanation, I think the Minister mis- 
understands me. I do not 
6 o'cloch. consider it as a bargain. 

Having heard the dis- 
cussion, I am not sure that my 
amendment will exactly fulfill the in- 
tention which was at the back of my 
mind in drafting it, but perhaps the 
Minister would give me an assurance 
that if hc does not see his way to in- 
troduce some amendment on the Re- 
port Stage, that he will let me know' 
so that I can introduce an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS : Yes, I will do that. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: That would 

satisfy me. 

Amendment, by leave, withdráwh. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLB: 

The question is: That Section 13, as 
amcnded, stand part of the Bill. M 

Mr. JOHNSON : I oppoae this motion 
on the grounds, as I liave already 
stated, that the Section is one that will 
produce injtistice. 

Question put. * 

The Committee divided; Té, 31; Níl, 

12 . 
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Eamán de Blaghd. 

Séamus Breathnach. 

Seoirse de Bhulbh. 

Sir James Craig. 

Máighréad Ní Choileáin Bean Uí 
Dhrisceóil. 

Patrick J. Egan. 

Osmond Grattan Esmonde. 

Henry J. Finlay. 

Desmond Fitzgerald. 

Domhnall Mac Cárthaigh. 
Maolmhuire Mac Eochadha. 
Pádraig Mac Giollagáin. 

Seán Mac Giolla ’n Ríogh. 

Eoin Mac Néill. 

Seoirse Mac Niocaill. 
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Liam Mac Sioghaird. 
Peadar O hAodha. 

Mícheál O hAonghtisa. 
Criostóir O Broin. 

Seán O Bruadair. 
Partholán O Conchubhair. 
Séamus N. O Dóláin. 
Peadar S. O Dubhghaill. 
Pádraig 0 Dubhthaigh. 
Eamon S, O Dúgáin. 
Donchadh S. O Uuaire. 
Séamus O Leadáin. 

Fionán O Loingsigh. 
Thomas O’Mahonv. 
Caoimhghín O hUigín. 
Liam Thrift. 


Níl. 


John Conlan. 
Connor Hogan. 
Tomás Mac Eoin. 
Patrick J. Mulvany. 
Tomás de Nógla. 
Aodh O Cúlacháin. 


Liam O Daimhín. 

Mícheál R. O hlfearnáin. 
Domhnall O Muirgheasa. 

Tadhg O Murchadha. 

Pádraig 0 hOgáin (An Clár). 
Patrick K. Hogan (Luimneach). 


Motion declarcd carried. 


SECTION 14. 

(1) Whenever an under-sheriff in 
any county or county borongh to 
which this section applies shall levy 
execution under any writ, decree, 
warrant, or other document, or shall 
receive payment of the sum lcviable 
under any such writ, decrce, war- 
rant or other document, he shall, 
in addition to all charges leviable 
under any enactment, ruíe, or order 
in force at the passing of this Act, 
or under any provision of this Act 
other than this section, levy a sum 
(in this section called a percentage) 
calculated at thc rate of one shil- 
ling for every pound of the sum 
leviable under such writ, decree, 
warrant, or other document. 

This sub-section shall not apply 
to any sum of money leviable under 
any writ, decree, warrant, or other 
document which is paid to the 
under-sheriff within one month after 
the passing of this Act, or within 
one month after the writ, deoree, 
warrant, or other document is de- 
livered to the under-sheriff for 
execution, and, in either case, before 
the writ, decree, ‘warrant, or other 
document is executed. • 

(2) The percentage levied under 
this section shall be paid into the 
Exchequer. 


(3) This section shall apply to 
such counties and county boroughs 
as the Minister shall from time to 
time by order appoint. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: I beg to move: 

In sub-section (1), line 56, to de- 
lete the words “ one shilling ” and 
to substitute therefor the words 
“ six pence. ,> 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I cannot aecept 
the amendment. We went very care- 
fully into the question of the addi- 
tional expense which will fall to be 
incurred as a result of this Bill, and 
have come to the view that five per 
ccnt. is little enough to add to the 
Bill of any debtor who eoraes under 
this Seetion. Thc Deputy will note that 
all present debtors do not corne auto- 
matieally under this Section. “ Tlus 
Section shall apply to such counties 
and county boroughs as the Minister 
shall from time to time by order ap- 
point. ,, In other words, it would 
not be‘ proposed to use that Section 
indiscriminately, or to appl y it auto- 
matically to ali bailiwicks, but only to 
places where it is clear that an 
arrears problem exists on a large scale 
and shows no great signs of diminish- 
ing at anything like a reasonable rate. 
Most of the debts are small, and the 
sum to be added under this Scction 
will seldom exceed £1, which will not 
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go far to build up thc fund necessary 
to compensate the State for the addi- 
tional expense under thc Bill. To 
accept the Deputy's suggestion of 
halving the percentage would simply 
throw an additional and unreasonable 
burden on the State, and certainly 
would not meet with the approval of 
the Minister for Finance, even suppos- 
ing I were willing to make the sugges- 
tion to him. The percentage stated in 
the Seetion has been arrived at aíter 
very careful examination of the merits 
and is not open to alteration. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN : I would like to 
ask the Minister if this percentage 
goes to the under-sheriff or to the 
State? 

Mr. O’HIOQINS: It goes to the 
State. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: That being the 
case, in view of the Minister's. state- 
ment, I ask leavc to withdraw the 
amendment. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I beg to move:— 
To add at the end of sub-section (3) 
the words— 

“ Notice of the making of an 
order under this Section shall bc 
given by the Minister not less than 
one month before the order is to 
come into effeet by publication in 
two ncwspapcrs circulating gener- 
ally in the county or county 
borough to which the order relates. M 
This is an amendment. which I think 
will. meet with the approval of the 
Mmister, inasmuch as it simply re- 
quires that the ncw powers that the 
Section givcs shall be made known a 
month beforehand to the district to 
which it is intended to apply. I sug- 
gest that is reasonable. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I would be prc- 
pared to accept the principle of the 
amendment, and would promise to em- 
body its substance, perhaps in some 
different language, in an official amend- 
ment for the Report Stage. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I accept that assur- 
ance and beg leave to withdraw the 
amendment. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Question: “ That Section 14 stand 
part of the Bill M —put and agreed to. 

Sections 15, 16 and 17 ordered to 
stand part of the Bill. 

SP]CTION 18. 

(1) Whenever an assistant under- 
sheriff is attaehed under this Part of 
this Act as assistant to the under- 
sheriff of any county or county 
borough, one moiety of the salary of 
such assistant under-sheriff for thc 
period during whieh he is so attached 
shall be defrayed by the council of 
such eounty or county borough, and 
shall, in the case of a county, be paid 
out of the poor rate as a county-at- 
large charge, and, in the case of a 
county borough, out of the rate or 
fund out of which the general ex- 
penses of the council of the county 
borough are payable or out of any 
other rate or fund which the Minister 
for Local Oovernment shall on the 
application of the council approve. 

(2) The amount of the salary of 
an assistant under-sheriff of which 
one moiet.y is to be paid by the coun- 
cil of a county or county borough 
under this section shall be certified 
to such council by the Minister, 
whose certificate shall be final, and 
one moiety of the amount of such 
certificate shall be paid by such coun- 
eil to the Exchequer. 

Mr. JOHNSON: On behalf of l)e- 
puty Oorish, I beg to move that this 
Section be delctcd, the grounds being 
that it is unreasonablc to ask the 
county to bear half the eost. of the 
assistant under-sheriff and other ex- 
penses that may be involved. If all 
that has been said by the Minister is 
valid, it. is not a ease for throwing the 
responsibility upon the county. It is 
essentially a case for bearing it out of 
the National Exchequer. I do not 
think any good case can be made for 
throwing such an cxtra burden upon 
the local authority for cmergency legis- 
lation in temporary measures such as 
this. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: This Section seems 
to us a proper one to be embodied in 
the Bill. While recognising Deputy 
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Corish’s anxiety to relieve the loeal 
authori^s burden, I doubt if a case 
for his amendment can be substan- 
tiated. The local authorities will un- 
questionably utilise the assistant under- 
sherifE for collecting, say, rates. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Supposing there arc 
none outstanding? 

Mr. O ’HIGGINS: If conditions in the 
county are so ideal that there are no 
rates outstanding, it seems to me that 
conditions otherwise will be such as not 
to call for the servicc of an assistant 
under-sheriff. I wonder did the Do- 
puty advert to the fact that under the 
existing law the local authorities pay 
half the salaries of thc under-sheriffs ? 
Where the onforeement of judgments 
and writs has fallen into such arrears 
that it is nccessary to attaeh to the 
under-sheriff an assistant under- 
sheriff, there seems just the same case 
for saying that the local authority 
shall pay half the salary of the assis- 
tant under-sheriff. It is always an 
oasy role, and locally popular I have no 
doubt, to play off the eounty against 
the State. Why should we boar this 
burden—this National chargc ?—and 
so on.” But counties where thereisno 
such problem of arrears, if they had a 
proper conception of the position and 
of the consequences of the Deputy’s 
amendment, might just as well say: 
“ There is no large sum of arrears out- 
standing here; we have been paying 
our way; no special nieasures are neces- 
sary to deal with the question of wríts 
and judgments in our county, why 
should wc be called upon to bear the 
proportion of a national charge because 
people in othcr counties have not been 
paying their way, because the arrears 
have run into tliousands and tens of 
thousands in some other six or eight 
counties? ,, There is an answer to that 
playing of the county against the State, 
and that is to play thc county, where 
conditions are good and conditions are 
normal, against the counties where con- 
ditions are bad and abnormal. 

There arc some counties where the 
position with rcgard to the execution 
of decrees is absolutely as it was in, 
say, 1913 or 1914, and where the num- 
beV of decrees in the hands of the 
under-sheriff represent no more than 


current business, and where you have a 
complete absenco of an arrears prob- 
lern. Under a national chargc, as De- 
puty Corish suggests by his amend- 
ment, the residents and taxpayers of 
counties like that would be expected to 
bear equally with the residents and tax- 
payers where you have a huge problem 
of arrears, a íigure which simply tells a 
story of at least passive resistance, if 
not active resistance, to the machinery 
of the law. On the whole, I see no sub- 
stantially equitable case for the amend- 
ment, and I do not propose to accept 
it. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Would the Minister 
provide for some consideration being 
given to the local authority who has to 
pay part of this ofíiccr’s salary 
—for that loeal authority hav- 
ing some voiee in the seleetion 
of such offieer, and of deter- 
mining whether such local officer is re- 
quircd or not? The Minister takes to 
himself the right of appointing these 
assistant under-shcriffs without con- 
sidering the loeal authority in the 
mattcr, but he imposes on the local 
authority the burden of paying half the 
expenses. I would have thought that 
it was reasonablc to say, in special cir- 
cumstances, such as have bcen related 
by the Minister, that it was essentially 
a case for a national charge, especiallv 
when in the answer, I think, to Dcputy 
Heffernan, a few minutes ago, it was 
stated certain commissions are to go, 
not to tlie local authority to help to 
pay the sub-sheriff, but to the Ex- 
chequer. If the Minister said that half 
is to go to the Exchequer and half to 
the local authority, then there might be 
somc justification for saying:“ We will 
impose half the cost of this assistant 
under-shcriff on the local authority. ,> 
He takes all and gives none. 

Question: “ That Section 18 stand 
part of the Bill ”—put and declarcd 
carried. 

SECTION 19. 

(1) If and whenever any person 
• (in this Part of this Act callcd a 
crcditor) shall produce to a District 
Justice sitting for a court district 
situate in a county or county borough 
to which this Part of this Act applies 
primá facie evidence— 
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(a) that any debt ís due to the 
creditor under a judgment of a 
competent court, and 

(b) that the person (in this Part 
of this Act called the debtor) by 
whom the said debt is payable is 
ordinarily residcnt in the court dis- 
trict for which the District Justice 
is thcn sitting, and 

(c) that the debtor has no goods 
which could be taken in oxecution 
under any process of the court by 
wliich the said judgmont. was givon, 

the District Justice may mako an 
order (in this Part of this Act called 
an examination ordor) that the dcb- 
tor do attoiul before him on a speei- 
fied date to bo cxamined as to his | 
means. and do also not less than one 1 
week before tho said specified date 
lodge with the District Court Clerk 
a statemont in writing (in this Part 
of this Act called a statement of i 
means) setting forth his assets and 
liabilities, his incomc, oarned and un- 
carned, and the nieans by which it is 
earned or tho souree from which it 
is derived, aiul tho persons for whose 
support hc is legally or morally liable. 

(2) The creditor shall be entitled 
to inspect and take or obtain copies * 
of the statement of means at any 
time after it is lodgod pursuant to 
the foregoing sub-section. 

(3) In this section the word 
il judgment ” includes any order or 
decree. 

Mr. DUGGAN: I movc: 

Section 19: In sub-section (3), line 
46, to add after the word “ dccree ” 
the words (í and in this Part of this 
Act the word * debt ’ includes any 
balance of a debt remaining due after 
payment or reeovcry of part there- 
of.” 

The object of the amendment is to 
make it clear that in a case where pay- 
ment is made on account the creditor is 
not precluded from proceeding for an 
instalment order for the balance. i 

Amendment agreed to. 

Question, “ That Section 19, as amen- 
ded, stand part of the Bill,” put and 
agreed to. 

Sections 20 and 21 ordered to stand 
part of the Bill. 


SECTION 22. 

(1) If the debtor fails to pay the 
debt and costs, or any one or more 
instalments thereof at the time or 
times at which the same is or are 
made payable by an order under this 
Part of this Aet, the District Justice 
may, on the application of the 
creditor, order the arrest and im- 
prisonment of the debtor for any 
period not exceeding three months. 

(2) Whenever a debtor is arrested 
and imprisoned under this section he 
shall be entitled to be released imme- 
diately upon payment by him or on 
his behalf to the District Court Clerk 
of the sum of money (to be specified 
in the order of arrest and imprison- 
mcnt) consisting of the amount of the 
debt and costs unpaid at the date of 
the order (including instalments 
which have not accrued due at that 
datc) and such further sum (if any) 
for the costs of the order as the Dis- 
trict Justice shall think reasonable. 

(3) All moneys paid under this sec- 
tion to the District Court Clerk by or 
on behalf of the debtor shall be paid 
by the District Court Clerk to the 
creditor on demand. 

Mr. NAGLE: I movc: 

In sub-section (1), line 12, after the 
word “ fails ” to insert the words 
‘ ‘ without good and sufflcient cause. ’ ’ 

The reason I move this amendment is 
that a perfectly honest debtor may fail 
to comply with the order of a District 
Justice through no fault of his own. For 
instance, he may fall sick, or there may 
be other reasons for not complying with 
the order. The amendment intends to 
strengthen the word “ may ” in Jine 15 
of thc Section. . 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: The Deputy has ad- 
verted to the fact that the word used in 
line 15 of the section is “ may,” not 
“ shall,” and I would have thought that 
would be sufficient for him. The Dis- 
trict Justice has discretion, and it ought 
to be safe to assume that if the debtor 
shows good and suíficient cause the Dis- 
trict Justice will not impose a penalty. 
You have all that implicit in the 
word “ may ” in line 15. In fact 
it is equivalent to “ the District Justice 
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1 shall/ in the abscnce of good and snffi- 
cient cause shown by the debtor, ,, do 
such a thing. I am inclined to reject 
the amendment, not that I have any ob- 
jection to thc principle, but on the 
grounds that it is completcly unneces- 
sary. In fact, everything the Deputy is 
aiming at is embodied already in the 
Xub-sect-ion as it. reads. 

“ If the debtor fails to pay the debt 
and costs, or anyone or more instal- 
ments thereof at the time or times at 
which the same is or are made pay- 
able by an order under this part of 
this Act, the District «Tustice may, on 
t.he appíication of the ereditor order 
the arrest and imprisonment of the 
debtor for any pcriod not exceeding 
three months. ’ ’ 

It is certain that t.he District Justice 
will not order the arrcst and imprison- 
ment of the debtor for a period not ex- 
ceeding three months if the debtor can 
show good and sufficient cause for his 
failure to comply with the order. I put 
it up to the Deputy in a purely hard- 
headed w T ay that the words he wishes to 
have inserted are not really necessary, 
and that the idea embodied in the words 
is already there implicit in the sub- 
section as it stands. I think to accept 
the words would be an inelegancy of 
drafting and a redundancy of thought 
which ought not to appear in a Bill. 

Mr. NAGLE: 1 ask permission to 
wdthdraw the amendment. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Question—“ That Section 22 stand 
part of the Bill ”—put and agreed to. 

Question—“ That Section 23 stand 
part of the Bill,” put and agreed to. 

SECTION 24. 

This Part of this Act shall appiy 
to such counties and cóunty 
boroughs as the Minister shall from 
time to time by order appoint. 

Mr. JOHNSON: May I take it the 
same promise applies to this amend- 
rnent as to the former one? 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: Yes. 

Vol. 0. 


Amendment:—To add at the end of 
the Section— 

“ Notice of the making of an 
ordcr under this section shall be 
given by the Minister not less than 
one month before the order is to 
come into effect by publication in 
two newspapers circulating gener* 
ally in the county or county 
borough to which the order relates.” 
— (Tomás MacEoin), not moved. 

Question—“ That Section 24 stand 
part of the Bill ”—put and agreed to. 

Question—“ That Seetion 25 stand 
part of thc Bill ”—put and agreed to. 

SECTION 26. 

(1) Proceedings by way of inter- 
pleader may be instituted by an 
under-sheriff before a District Jus- 
tice in any case in which the under- 
sheriff shall havc taken in execution 
or intended execution any goods, 
animals, or othcr chattels under any 
writ, decree, warrant, or other docu- 
ment, and such goods, animals, or 
chattels are claimed by some pcrson 
other than the debtor, and the value 
or the proeeeds of the sale (if any) 
of such money, goods, and chattels 
does not excecd twenty-five pounds. 

(2) On the hearing by a District 
Justice of any intcrpleader proceed- 
ings under this section, the District 
Justice shall have jurisdiction to 
hear and determine all matters in 
issue between the parties, includíng 
liability for costs, and to make such 
order thereon as justice shall re- 

, quire. 

Mr. DUGGAN: I beg to move:— 

In sub-section (2), line 14, after 
thc word “ including ” to insert 
the w r ords “ the amount of and.” 

The sub-section ás it stands gives 
the Distriet, Justice jurisdiction on the 
question of liability of costs; the effect 
of the amendment is to give him juris- 
diction as to the amount of costs. 
Amendment put and agreed to. 
Question—“ That Sections 26, as 
amended, and 27, 28 and 29 stand part 
of the Bill ”—put and agreed to. 

I Question—“ That the Title sfand 

part of the Bill put and agreed to. 

R 4 
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2728 Local Govemment 

DAIL RBSUMES, 

Enforcement of Law (Occasional 
Powers) Bill, 1924, reported with 
amendments. 

Fourth Stage ordered for Tuesday. 
April 8th. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (COLLEC- 
TION OF RATES) BILL, 1924— 
FROM THE SEANAD. 

DAIL IN COMMITTEE. 

MINISTER for LOOAL GOVERN- 
MENT (Mr. Burke) : I am aceepting 
the following amendment passed by 
the Seanad:— 

In sub-section (1). The words 
from “ so far as ” ín line 23, to the 
end of the sub-section deleted. 

This is neeessary in order to avoid 
overlapping in eonnection with thc En- 
forcement of Law (Occasional Povvers) 
Bill. 

Question—“ That the Committee 
agree with the Seanad in the amend- 
ment ”—put and agreed to. 

Mr. £URK£: The following amend- 
rnent has been passed by the Seanad: 

In sub-section (3). Aftcr the sub- 
section a new sub-section (4) added, 
as follows:— 

“ No levy shall be made by thc 
under-sheriffs under this section 
against the goods, animals or ehattels 
of a defaulter who, prior to the issue 
of the warrants under this Act, has 
delivered to the undcr-sheriff a writ 
or writs of fieri-facias or a civil bill 
decree or decrees for cxecution, 
until thc under-sheriff has made a re- 
turn to such writ or writs of fieri- 
facias or a civil bill decree or de- 
crees. ,> 

I cannot; agrce tp accept this amend- 
ment. With the motive underlying the 
most of ít I have a certain amount of 
8ympathy. It is safe to safeguard those 
people who, as a result of their inability 
to coliect debts due to themselves, are 
unable to meet their obligations to local 
authorities. I take it the principal .jus- 
tification for the Bill lies in the lact 
that a iargernumber of unexeeuted de- 
crees is at present in the hands of the 
sub^sheriff ; biít tmderr the. Biiforcement 


of Law (Occasional Powers) Bill, it is 
proposed to greatly increase thcir 
powers. I believe when that Bill comes 
into operation cases of delay in the exe- 
eution of writs will be greatly de- 
creased in number. 

As well as that, the powers conferred 
by the Local Government (Collection of 
Rates) Bill, .1923, are intended to be 
used very sparingly, and every precau- 
tion will be taken to avoid the infliction 
of unduc hardship. It must also be re- 
membered that apart from these consi- 
derations, the difficulties in the way of 
this amendment are practically insur- 
mountablc. With the large volume of 
work that the sub-shcriffs have in 
hands, it would bc impossiblc for them 
to give priority to serving writs con- 
templated by this amendment, and it 
would in some eases entail searching 
through hundreds of writs before mak- 
ing a seizure. 

The fact that if the sub-sheriff, 
through any oversight, fails to give this 
priority after this amendment were 
passed he might be liable to an action 
for damages, makes the case against 
accepting the amendment doubly 
strong. 

From thc point of vicw of poliey it is 
also inadvisable to accept the amend- 
ment. Ratepayers are under an obliga- 
tion to pay rates to local authorities for 
scrvices rendered, and thcir liability to 
pay thcse rates should not be made to 
depend on the contingency of the pos- 
sible cxccution of writs in the hands of 
the sub-sheriff. If this amendment 
werc accepted there is no logical rcason 
why the general principle should not 
also be admitted that the payment of 
rates should be made contingent on the 
payment of all debts due to the default- 
ing ratepavers. It is éasy to see this 
would land us into a very invidious 
position. 

Question—“ That thc Committee 
disagree with the Seanad in thc amend- 
ment 9 ’—put and agreed to. 

Mr. BURKE: The following amend- 
ment to Section 4 was passed at the 
Seanad:— 

“ In sub-seetion (2), after the word 
‘ authority ? in line 57, the words * on 
notice to all persons interested 9 in^ 
serted. ,, 
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I am accepting this amendment. It is ; 
only fair that in cases where the rate j 
book is being altered the two parties | 
whose names are being changed should | 
have an opportunity of speaking for 
themsclves. On this ground I have 
agreed to accept the amendment. , 

Question—“That the Committee agrec j 
with the Seanad in the amendment ”— 
put and agreed to. 

Mr. BURKE: The following amend- 
ment was passed by the Seanad :— 

In sub-section (2). After this sub- 
section a new sub-section (3) inserted 
as follows:— 

“ Any person aggrieved by an 
order made by a District Justice 
under this section may by notice 
served within one íortnight after 
the making of sueh order appeal 
from sueh order to the County 
Court Judge or Reeorder fot* the 
county or county borough in which 
the tenement to which such order 
relates is situate.” 

I have agreed to aeeept this amend- 
ment. This is to give a right of appeal 
frorn the decision of the District Jus- 
tices, and it is a safeguard which it is 
verv desirablc to have in here. 

Question—“ That the Committee 
agree with the Seanad in the amend- 
ment ”—put and agreed to. 

Mr. BURKE : The next amendment 
reads:— 

In sub-section (1), after the word 
“ prepaid ” in line 18, the word 
“registered ” inserted. 


I also accept this amendment. It is 
another safeguard which proposes that 
notice served by post should be regis- 
tered. 

Question—“That the Committee agree 
with the Seanad in the amendmcnt ”— 
put and agreed to. 

Mr. BUREE: The last amendment 
is:— 

In sub-scction (2) the words put 
into the post, ’ ’ in lines 24-25, deleted, 
and the words 4< handed in and regis- 
tered at a post oflfice ” substituted 
therefor. 

I am also agreeing to this amendment* 
which is consequentiai on the previous 
one. 

Question —“ That the Committee 
agree with the Seanad in thc amend- 
ment ”—put and agreed to. 

DAIL RESUMES. 

Seanad amendments, as passed in 
Committee, reported. 

Mr. BURKE : I move: That the 
Dáil agrees with the Committee in these 
amendments. ’’ 

Question put and agreed to. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

The Seanad will be informed accord- 
ingly. 

EOIN Mac NEILL: Molaim go gcuir- 
fear an Dáil ar ath-ló go dtí a 3 a elog 
amárach. 

The Dáil rose at 6.40 p.m. 
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DAIL EIREANN. 


DÉ CÉADAOIN, 2adh ABRÁN, 1924. 
(Wednesday, 2nd April, 1924.) 


De ehuaidh an Ccann Comhairle i 
gceannas ar a 3 a clog. 


CEISTEANNA—QUESTIONS. 
ORAL ANSWERS. 


BILL TO CONTROL PRICES. 

Major COOPER asked the President 
if he can state when thc promised Bill 
to control prices will be introduced. 

Mr. E. J. DUGGAN (replying: for the 
President), I am not in a position to 
give a definite date, but it is hoped to 
introdufce this Bill in about a fort- 
night’s time. 

SAORSTAT LIABILITY POR PRE- 
TRUGE CLAIMS. 

Major COOPER asked the Minister 
for Pinance if he can state (a) the 
estimated amount of the Saorstát lia- 
bility for pre-Truce claims for damage 
to property, (b) the amount of post- 
Truce reported cases still unpaid, (c) 
the amount of post-Truce decrees still 
unpaid, (d) the total amount of post- 
Truce claims lodged but as yet un- 
heard. 

MINISTER for FINANCE (Mr. 
Blythe) : According to the information 
at present at my disposal, the liability 
of the Saorstát in respect of pre-Truce 
damage to property may be estimated 
at about £3,500,000. 

The total amount recommended by 
judges in reports received in the Minis- 
try of Finance under Section 15 of 
the Damage to Property (Compensa- 
tion) Act, 1923, and still unpaid, is 
approximately £221,600. Many of these 
reports are subject to a reinstatcment 
condition, and can be paid out only 
as the work of reconstruction pro- 
ceeds. The amount of post-Truce de- 


crees received in the Ministry and still 
unpaid is approximately £10,500. In a 
number of cases which have been 
adjudicatcd on thc judge’s decrees or 
reports have not yet been receivcd in 
my Department. 

I regret that it would not bc pos- 
sible without considerable time and 
labour to give the amount of post-Truce 
claims lodged but as yet unheard. A 
very rough ^stimate would be about 
£ 12 , 000 , 000 . 

Captain REDMOND: Arising out of 
that answer, can the Minister say 
whether any of the reports have been 
yet paid? 

Mr. BLYTHE: Advances have been 
made, but no reports have been paid 
in full. 

Captain REDMOND : Advances on 
reports? 

Mr. BLYTHE: Yes. 

BALLYCONNELL CLAIM. 

SEAN MAC GIOLLA N RIOGH 

asked the Minister for Financeif he will 
statc what. is the reason for the delay 
in dealing with thc elaim of Mrs. 
Dolphin, of Ballyconnell, Co. Cavan, 
for compensation for destruction of 
house and property caused by the Ir- 
regulars during the raid on that town; 
if he is aware that the claim, the 
amount of which being £552 ls., was 
made by Mrs. Dolphin fourtcen months 
ago, that the delay in making payment 
is causing great hardship, Mrs. Dolphin 
having to pay heavy interest on money 
which it was necessary to borrow to 
pay for goods destroyed and repair of 
house, and if he will see that immediate 
steps are taken to expedite settlement 
of claim. 

Mr. BLYTHE: No decree or report 
has been received in the Ministry of 
Finance in regard to Mrs. Dolphin’s 
claim for compensation. I am asking 
the State Solicitor whether the claim 
has yct been adjudicated on. 

CLAIM FOR COMMANDEERED 
PREMISES. 

Major COOPER asked the Minister 
for Finance whether a claim has been 
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received from Mrs. FitzPatrick, Balli- 
sodarc, Co. Sligo, for rent and damages 
to her premises when commandcered 
for the use of troops; whether any 
payment has been made on aecount, and 
when the claim will íinally be settled. 

Mr. BLYTHE: The answer to the 
first part of the question is in the affir- 
mativc. A payment on account was 
made on the 30th July, 1923. A pay- 
ment in final settlement* was niade on 
the 12th Januaíy last, and the elainiant 
signed a receipt in full discharge of her 
claim. 

RIVER SHANNON DEVELOPMENT. 

Mr. A. BYRNE asked the Minister 
for Industry and Commerce if he will 
state by what authority or under what 
powers arrangements were entered into 
to pay Messrs. Siemens Schuckertwerke 
the sum of £5,000 for the preparation of 
the seheme for the development of the 
River Shannon, as set out in the White 
Paper; what expenditure on the part of 
the Oovernment, in addition to the 
£5,000, will be necessary in connection 
with the investigation work; under 
what Estimate the money nccessary for 
the Shannon Investigation has been 
prbvided; further, whether the Minis- 
try of Industry and Connnerce were ad- 
vised by any powcr supply engineer in 
the matter of the Siemens Schuekert- 
werke arrangement; whether any op- 
portunity was given to any íirm other 
than Messrs. Siemens to put forward 
proposals for thc Shannon power inves- 
tigation and development. 

The PRESIDENT, replying: No lia- 
bility for the payment of £5,000 to 
Messrs. Siemens can arise until firstly, 
their scheme has been approved by ex- 
perts; secondly, the Government has 
decided not to promote that scheme; 
and thirdly, Messrs. Siemens have had 
a period of 12 months to promote the 
scheme themselves. The liability may 
therefore never arise, and in any event 
cannot arise for a considerable time. 
If it. does arise, provision will be made 
in thc appropriate Estimates. 

The only expenditure on the part of 
the Government in connection with the 
investigation work will be the cost of 
employing experts. This, should it fall 
due in this financial year, will be pro- 


vided for in a Supplementary Estimate 
for the Ministry of Industry and Com- 
merce, if not met out of savings on 
othcr items in the Minist^s Vote. 

The Ministry was not advised in the 
matter by any powcr supply engineer; 
thc stage for such advice will arrive' 
when Messrs. Siemens detailed pro- 
posals arc available. No firm other 
than Messrs. Siemcns has sought an op- 
portunity to put forward proposals re- 
, lating to the Shannon, and conse- 
j quently no other firm has been given 
j that opportunity. If Mcssrs. Siemens 
c*an satisfy experts of their ability to 
distribute from the Shannon power in 
sufficient quantity at an economic 
price and a minimum capital cost for 
the whole Free State, there is no need 
to invite other firms to put forward a 
similar scheme. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Arising out of that 
answer, will the Minister state whether 
it is contemplated that the production 
of powor from the Shannon, which he 
said in his reply to the first question 
could be distributed to supply the whole 
Free State, should be to the exclusion 
, of power schemes gencrated from other 
j power-produoing rivers? 

The PRESIDENT: Not necessarily. 
If it be sufficient to supply the whole 
Free State there would be no necessity 
to gencrate other power. In other 
words, it would be extra expense, and 
the cost of production would naturallv 
bc increased if the Shannon scheme can 
supply a sufficiency of current for the 
wholc Free State. 

I Mr. McBRIDE: I would like to ask 
thc Minister if any estimate has been 
made as to the area of land that would 
be submergcd if this scheme is carried 
through ? 

The PRESIDENT : The necessary 
steps would be taken to obviate such a 
possibility as that in thc arrangement 
of the scheme. 

IRISH INSTITUTIONS 1 REPRESEN- 
TATIONS RE SHANNON DEVELOP- 
MENT. 

Mr. A. BYRNE asked the Minister 
for Industry and Commerce if he will 
state whether any repr.esentations have 
been received from recognised Irish 



DAIL EIREANN. 


2731 Questions. 

[Mr. A. Byrne.] 

Engineering Institutions, or from Irish 
Power Supply Authoritics, regarding 
the Ministry’s proposed arrangement 
with Messrs. Siemens Schuckertwerke, 
and, if so, what is the purport of the 
representations; further, whether it is 
proposed to instruct the Siemens 
Schuckertwerke to proceed with thc 
Shannon power arrangement, as set out 
in the White Paper. 

The PRESIDENT, replying: Repre- 
sentations on this matter have been re- 
eeived from the Institute of Civil En- 
gineers and the Eleetricity Supply 
Association of Ireland. The purport 
of these representations is that the pro- 
per procedure would have been to em- 
ploy Consulting Engineers to report on 
the possibilities of the Shannon, and to 
put up any scheme they rccommended 
to general ténder. 

Rigid adherencc to such a procedure 
would rule out of consideration any 
such offer as that made by Messrs. Sie- 
mens to satisfy experts that a national 
scheme, based on the Shannon, is prac- 
ticable, and would consequently re- 
strict unduly the possibilities of elcc- 
trical development. 

Messrs. Siemens are being instructed 
to proceed on the basis set out in the 
White Paper. 

UNEMPLOYMENT BENEFIT— 

, G-RANGE, LIMERICR. 

PADRAIG MAC PHLANNCHADHA 

asked the Minister for Industry and 
Commerce whether he is awarc that 
Daniel 0’Shaughnessy, of Grangc, Co. 
Limerick, who applied for unemploy- 
ment benefit on 20th September, 1923, 
and received the sum of £2 12s. on De- 
cember 24th, 1923, has from that date 
received nothing further; whether this 
case will be reconsidered, and if he will 
~say why benefit was discontinued in 
this case. 

The PRESIDENT, replying: Daniel 
0’Shaughnessy made a claim to unem- 
ployment benefit on the 20th Septem- 
ber, 1&23, and gave proof of unemploy- 
ment for 18 days in respect of this 
period of unemployment. He was paid 
the maximum amount of benefit that 
could be paid. He made nó further 
claim to beneíit qor otherwise gave any 
indication that he was unemployed 
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unt.il the 3rd March last, when he 
lodged a further claim. Payment of 
benefit for 50 days has been authorised 
on this claim, subject to proof of unem- 
ployment, but no payment has yet been 
made because the applicant has not' 
given evidence of unemployment in ac- 
cordance with the requirements of Re- 
gulations on the subject. Payment will 
be made as soon as the applicant fur- 
nishes the Local Officer with the re- 
quired certifieates of unemployment. 

POLITICAL PRISONERS IN DERR7 
GAOL. 

PADRAIG F. BAXTER asked the 
Minister for External Affairs if he is 
aware of the fact that there are about. 
80 political prisoncrs confined in Derry 
Gaol who are being treated as crimi- 
nals; that they are not. allowed free 
assoeiation with each other and are 
locked up in solitary confinement in 
their cells for twenty hours a day, that 
they are allowed two hours’ exercise in' 
the morning, which consists of walking 
round a ring on a concreted path eigh- 
tccn inches wide, and two hours again 
in the evening, that to stop to rest is a 
breach of the rules, punishable by three 
days’ solitary eonfinement on bread and 
water diet; to ask whether, in view of 
the fact that many of these prisoners 
are in bad health, he will make repre- 
sentations to the responsible authorities 
to have all these men given the status of 
political prisoncrs and treated accord- 
ingly. 

1 MINISTER for EXTERNAL 
AFFAIRS (Mr. Fitzgerald) : I have 
read the statement contained in this 
question in an Irregular organ. I have 
no other knowlcdge of thc facts al- 
leged. If the Deputy will give me 
names and particulars of persons de- 
tained solely for advocacy of the unity 
of Ireland representations will be made. 

CAVAN TELEPHONE SERVIOE. 

SEAN MAO GIOLLA ’N RIOGH 

asked the Postmaster-General if he is 
aware that in consequence of a recent 
order for curtailment of telephone ser- 
vice in the town of Cavan there is now 
no night service and only one hour on 
Sunday, and if he will undertake to 
have the service restored. 
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P0STM4STBR - GBNBRAL (Mr. 

Walsh)': Owing to the expense incur- 
red in providing a continuous service 
at the Cavan Teíephone Bxchange, and 
to the fact that practically no calls 
were made after 10 p.m. on week-days, 
and very few calls on Sundays, it was 
recently decided to restrict the service 
to the hours of:— 

8 a.m. to 10 p.m. on week-days. 

9 a.m. to 10.30 a.m. and 5 p.m. to 

6 p.m. on Sundays. 

Some objections have been reccived 
to the curtailment of the facilities, and 
the question is being further con- 
sidered. When a decision has been 
reached in the matter, the result will 
l)e communicated to the Deputy. 


CO. CAVAN ELECTION ACCOUNTS. 

SEAN MAC OIOLLA ’N RIOOH 

asked the Minister for Local Govern- 
♦ ment if he can state what is the reason 
for delay in payment of accounts due 
to motor car owners for cars employed 
by the Returning Ofíicer for Co. Cavan 
for Dáil Election, 1923, and if he will 
undertake to see that such accounts are 
promptly settled. 

Mr. BLYTHE: The account men- 
tidned is under examination in the 
Jíinistry of Finance, and it is hoped to 
eommunicate thc decisions in most, if 
not all, of the items to the Returning 
Officer in the course of this week. He 
has already been supplied with funds 
snfficient to mcet all claims clearly 
within the authorised scale, such as fees 
of presiding officers and poll clerks. 


BLIND PENSION CLAIM 
(DRUMXEEN). 

PADRAIO MAC FHLANNCHADHA 

asked the Minister for Local Govern- 
ment whether he is aware that the ap- 
plication of John Ryan, Longstone, 
Drumkeen, for blind pension has been 
rejected, notwithstanding the fact that 
the necessary medical certificate was 
furnished, and that a family of nine 
await such relief as the pension aífords, 
and whether the application will be re- 
consiáered. 


MINISTER for LOCAL GOVBEÍT 
MENT (Mr. Burke) : The Deputy is no 
doubt aware that the functions of the 
Ministry relate only to appeals. It 
does not appear that there is any ap- 
peal before me in the case mentioned. 
If the Deputy will supply me with 
further particulars I will be pleased to 
be of any assistance possible in the 
! matter. 

CO. KERRY ROAD WORK. 

TOMAS DE NOGLA asked the Mini- 
ster for Local Government whether he 
will direct, the Commissioner admini- 
stering the powers of the County Coun- 
eil in Kerry to arrange that the limited 
amount of road work available in the 
•Cordal District shall be equally distri- 
buted over the whole body of regular 
ioad-workers, instead of being restric- 
tcd to the few who formerly acted as 
Road Stewards. 

Mr. BURKE: Inquiries are being 
made as to the faets concerning em- 
ployment on roads in the district re- 
fcrred to and any necessary action will 
be taken. 

CO. DUBLIN RATES. 

Mr. P. McEENNA asked the Minister 
for Local Government whether, in view 
of thc oxorbitant. rate demanded in 
County Dublin for the last financial 
year, stcps will be taken to carry out 
the public promise made during debate 
on the subject in the Dáil, namely, that 
he would prevent the levying of an ex- 
orbitant rate in the county for the 
coming financial year; to ask whether 
he is yet in a position to state wdi&t 
measures he proposes to adopt for the 
protection of the ratepayers, in view of 
the fact that the Local Government 
elections have been again postponed. 

Mr. BURKE : Letters were addressed 
to all rating authorities impressing the 
urgent importance of economy in. all 
expenditure during the year 1924/25, 
so that the burden on ratepayers mighft 
be substantially reduced. As regards 
County Dublin, it is understood that 
the proposed rates on land show reduc* 
tions from 13/3 to 8/6-J in Balrothcry ? 
from 11/9$ to 9/ll| in Celbridjge; from 
10/5| to 9/- in North Dublin, fron» 
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10/3£ to 8/9£ in South Dublin, and 
from 10/61 to 8/9f in Rathdown. The 
Deputy may be assured that I will 
relax no eíforts to secure every possible 
economy consistent with eífective ad- 
ministration. 

Mr. OOREY : Wiil the Minister give 
us a contrast of the County Dublin rates 
struck last year, and the ratc proposed 
to be struck this year; and the Tir- 
connail rates last yeai\ and the rates 
proposed to be struck this year? 

Mr. BURKE: Those figures are not 
yet available. 

CONDITIONS IN HARE PARK 
CAMP. 

PADRAIG P. BAXTER asked the 
Minister for Defence if, in view of the 
repeated reports and complaints of 
conditions under which the prisoners in 
Hare Park Camp are detained, he will 
consider the advisability of appointing 
a committec composcd of the dilferent 
parties in the Dáil to visit the camp 
and report back to the Dáil as to the 
conditions as regards housing, sani- 
tation, food and hospital accommoda- 
tion provided for these prisoncrs. 

The PRESIDENT (Minister for De- 
fence) : I am not aware of the reports 
and complaints which the Deputy sug- 
gests have been made, and I am satis- 
fied that the conditions under which 
the prisoners in Hare Park Camp arc 
detained are what they should be. 

Arrangements are nearing comple- 
tion for the appointment of indepen- 
dent Visiting Committees to inspect 
that camp and other places of intern- 
ment, and to visit the prisoners de- 
tained therein. They will report direct 
to an Executive Minister (either the 
Minister for Defence or the Minister 
for Home Aifairs, as the case may be), 
and it will be such Minister’s duty to 
satisfy himself that the conditions of 
the prisons or camps are good and 
healthy. 

In these circumstances, I do not see 
the necessity for the appointment of 
fcuch a Committee as is suggested by 
the Deputy. 

Mr. BAXTER Will the President say 
how soon will this body pay a visit to 
the éampf. 


The PRESIDENT : I cannot say 
exactly the date. I say that arrange- 
ments are nearing completion for the 
appointment of an independent Visiting 
Committee. In the meantime, I may 
say that I have had reports from Medi- 
eal Oíficers on the condition of affairs 
in thc camp. 

POLITICAL PRISONERS IN 
SAORSTAT. 

PADRAIG P. BAXTER asked the 
Minister for Dcfence if lie will state (a) 
the total numbcr of prisoncrs (politi- 
cal) imprisoned or interncd in the Saor- 
stát, (b) tlie total number on whom sen-, 
tonccs liavc been passed, and the 
periods of these sentences: whether or 
not any further consideration has been 
given to prisoners who are chronic hos- 
pital eases, or if the releasc of thcse 
prisoncrs is still regarded as a danger 
to thc public pcace. 

The PRESIDENT: The total number 
of political prisoners imprisoned or in- 
terned is 941, of which 314 have been 
sentenced. 

Two have been sentenced to penal 
servitude for lifc, 262 to varying terms 
of pcnal servitude, 36 to imprisonment 
with hard labour, and 14 to a period 
of two years’ imprisonment. 

Prisoners suffering from chronic ill- 
ness, who havc not been sentenced or 
who are not being held with a view to 
civil trial, will, as a rule, be releascd. 

Mr. BAXTER: Will the President 
state if a prisoner who is an inmate of 
an asylum comes under the category of 
prisoners who will be released? 

The PRESIDENT: I do not think we 
would be entitled to release prisoners 
who are lunatic. I am not aware that 
we have such a prisoner. 

Mr. BAXTER: You heve. 


CLAIM BY DEAD SOLDIER S 
MOTHER. 

PADRAIG MAC FHLANNCHADHA 

asked the Minister for Defence whether 
he is aware that Volunteer John 
Carey, attached to the Dublin Guards 
stationed at Croom, lost his life while 
discharging his duty at Dromless Beg, 
Granagh, on December 8th, 1922: 
whether his mother's claim for a pen- 
sion or gratuity has been considered, 
and, íf so, with what result, and, if not' 
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whether he will have the matter at- 
tended to immediately, in view of the 
destitute condition of the applicant. 

The PRESIDENT : The circumstances 
in which Volunteer Carey lost his life 
required investigation, but the neces- 
sary enquiries are not yct complcted. 
Every effort is being made to expedite 
the consideration oí the case. 

CONTRACTORS TO CURRAGH 
COMMAND. 

AODH 0 CULACHAIN asked the 
Minister for' Defence whether he will 
give the names and addresses (with 
particulars of the class of goods sup- 

S lied) of contractors to the Curragh 
'ommand; further, v r hat proportion of 
contracts, if any, are given to contrac- 
tors in the Curragh area; further, if he 
is aware that in Éebruary, 1922, Gene- 
ral Collins, on behalf of the Provisional 
Government, recognising that the 
chaiige in Government would mean con- 
siderable loss to the Curragh district, 
promised a deputation representing all 
classes, that the interests of local 
workers, farmers, market gardeners, 
dairymen, and traders of all sorts, 
would bc safeguarded, and whether the 
Minister will now, in view of the great 
loss in trade and eonscquent unem- 
ploymcnt and starvation, sec that the 
undertaking is now earried out. 


The PRESIDENT : I assume that the 
Deputy has in mind contracts for the 
supply of foodstuffs to the Curragh 
Command. With his permission, I will 
circulate the particulars he asks for in 
the Official Report. 

I am aware that thc late General 
Collins received a deputation repre- 
senting loeal intercsts in the matter, 
but I am not aware that a definite 
promise of the kind mentioned was 
mad(i by him. I understand that the 
main proposal of the deputation was 
that such Forces as the Provisional 
Government might dccide to raise 
should be stationed as far as possible 
at the Curragh, and that thereby the 
loss of trade resulting from the depar- 
ture of the British Ai*my should be re- 
duced to a minimum. As is known, a 
considcrable number of our troops 
have been, and still are, stationed at 
tho Curragh. Nevertheless, only tWo 
local contractors tendcred for supplies 
of foodstuffs, other than milk, for the 
pcriod since lst January last. One con- 
traetor tendcred for milk and turnips, 
and th(‘ other for milk, bacon and pota- 
toes. Their tendcrs, except that of 
one for milk, were acccpted. I may 
say that all the milk retiuired was pur- 
chased from scventeen local contrac- 
tors. In all the circumstances, I do 
not see what steps I can take in the 
direetion desired by the Deputy. 


The following are th e particulars re ferrcd to 


Oontractors for the period which 
eommenced on thc lst January, 
1924. 


Messrs. P. Kavanagh, Coombe, Dublin 


Goods. 


# Butter, # Eggs, Kandec Sauce, Cream 
of Tartar, Pearl Bariey, Parsley, 
White Turnips, # Parsmps, # Onions, 
# Cabbage, # Kitchen Salt, Jellies, 
Cornílour, # Tinned Milk, # House- 
hold Flour, # Tinned Salmon (Blaek 
Eagle), Pcars, Apples (Cooking), 
Black Grapes, Apples (Eating), 
Oranges, Lemons, Bananas, Toma- 
toes, Nutrneg, Rabbits, Peaches, 
# Sago, Brow r ning, # Figs, Cube Sugar, 
Oxford Lunch Cake, Arrowroot. 
Biscuits, Seed Cake, Trcacle, Bovril 
(16 oz. bottles), Lentils, Hams 
(Irish), Sardines (Skipper), Brawn, 
Pudding3 (Black and White), Pork, 
Chickens, Lobster (Fresh). 


♦Articles supplied to troops as rations. 



2739 


Qufstions. 


DAIL EIRBANN. 


Oral Answers. 


2740 


Contraetors for the period which 
commenccd on thc lst J!anuary, 


1924. 


Goods. 


Mr. Ml. Byrne, Market Cross, Carlow 
Mr. John Clarke, 3 Crampton Quay, 
Dublin 


Messrs. Whitesidc* & Co., South Groat 
Géorge's Street. Dublin 


Mr. C. Byrne, South Richmond Street, 
Dublin 

Mr. John Sheil, 8 Moorc St., Dublin 
Mr. John Doyle, Calverstown Lodge, 
Calverstown 

Messrs. Lipton, Ltd., Dame Street, 
Dublin 

Messrs. John Clarke & Sons, Cramp- 
ton Quay 

Mary O’Connor, Millen TIill Dairv, 
Kilcullen 

L. Poster, Rosetown Dairy, Athgar- 
ven, Co. Kildare 

Mrs. Katie Stynes, Suncroft, Co. Kil- 
dare 

Miss L. Kelly, Brownstown, Curragh j 
Miss Annie Gorrnan, Calverstown, Co. 

Kildare 1 

Mary Behan, Walshestown, Co. Kil- 
dare i 

A. McDonnell, Athgarven, Co. Kildare i 

liT„ -- / < i í-t I 

" A *°. i,Aai J wici'U UUÍIU, LUI'- 

ragh 

Wm. Murphy, Ballymany, Co. Kildare 
Mrs. Agusta Dobbyn, Newbridge 
Messrs. Lucan Dairy, 24 Parkeat,e 
Street, Dublin 

Ml. Cunningham, Round Tower House, 
Co. Kildare 

John Doyle, Calverstown, Kildare ... 
John Buckley, Walshestown, Curragh 
0. W. Graham, Market Square, Kil- 
dare 

Wm. Downey, Brownstown, Kildare 
B Morrin, Deer Park, Rilcullen ... 
Win. Doyle, Ivy Wall, Rilenllen ... 
M. Cvinnmgham, Kiídare . 


# Pork Sausages 

# Bacon {Denny f s), # Jam, Pickle.s, 
Sauce (Thick), # Cheese, # Rice (Ran- 
goon), # Tinned Milk, Cocoa, # Mus- 
tard, Bread Soda, Vinegar, # Peas, 
# Beans, Apricots, Pine Apples, 
# Tapioea, # Raisins, Sultanas, # Cur- 
rants, # Figs, Spongecakes, Figrolls, 
Cream Crackcrs, Candied Pcel, 
I Quaker Oats (2 lb. paekets). 

Table Salt, # Pepper, Essencc of Lemon, 
(histard, Peas (Marrow Fat), Flor- 
(*jice Cream, Farola, Cloves, Essence 
of Vanilla, Cochineal, Spicc Mixed, 
OJive Oil, Semolina 

j ITake, # TIaddock and Cod @ 7d. per 
1b., # Plaice @ lld. per lb. 

Rashers, # Oatmeal (Flake). 

# Turnips 

Baking Powder, Macaroni, Coffeo 
(fresh ground) 

# Potatoes 

# Frcsh Milk 


# 

# 

# 

# 


# 

i* 

# 


# 

# 

# 


j? 


>? 

» 

f9 


# 

# 

* 


>> >> 

» >> 


Forage —White 
Straw. 




Oats, Bran, Hay anrf 


Articles supplied to troops as rations. 

(Jther articles are supplied to Hospitals and also to Offieers’ Messes. 
tfle ^ tter case they are paid for from Mess Funds. 


ío 
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CONTRACTS FOS THE ARMY. 

AODH 0 CULACHAIN asked the 
Minister for Defence if it is the definite 
policy of the Government to give con- 
tracts for the supplies of íoodstuffs, 
etc., for troops in the various Army 
Commands in the Saorstát to groups of 
contractors operating from Dublin, 
and whether he will consider the ad- 
visability of placing those contracts 
with local traders, and thereby help to 
relieve local unemployment. 

The PRESIDENT: It is the policy to 
place contracts for foodstuffs locally, 
other conditions, for example, price, 
quality of goods offered, and certainty 
of delivery, being equal. The Deputy 
no doubt, is aware that thc tendering is 
competitive. It happens that in some 
eases that Dublin firms are able to 
quote lower prices than loeal traders. 
The Deputy will undcrstand that it 
would not be in the public interest to 
extend a preference to loeal traders in 
such circumstanees. They, however, 
managc to secure the bulk of the con- 
tracts for supplies on the merits of 
their tender. 

Mr. DAVIN: Arising out of that 
answer, I would ask the Minister if it 
is possible for one contractor’s estimate 
when submitted, to be shown to another 
contractor estimating for the same 
kind of contract? 

The PRESIDENT: No; I believe 

not. 

MILITARY IN 00. OAVAN. 

SEAN MAC GIOLLA ’N RIOGH 

asked the Minister for Defence if he is 
aware that the military are being with- 
drawn from Ballyconnell, Co. Cavan, 
and, if so, what is the rcason for samc; 
if he is aware that this withdrawal has 
given rise tp great alarm amongst the 
people of Ballyconnell in view of the 
attack upon that town by the Irre- 
gulars some months ago, and that 
there is good reasón to believe that a 
number of these Irregulars are still at 
large*and active near the district, and 
if he will consider the advisability of 
countermanding the order for the wíth- 
drawal of the troops from the town. 

Th» PRBSlDENT: Troops were 


withdrawn from Ballyconnell on tho 
16th February last. There hacl been 
no attack by Irregulars on the towix 
for a year previously, and, in the 
opinion oi' the military authorities, any 
necessary protection is being afforded 
by a system of patrols from adjacent 
garrisons. 

Mr. SEAN MILROY: Is the Mini- 
ster aware that on the 25th March 
there was a shooting affair 12 miles 
from thc town of Ballyconnell, in which 
one of the Irregular persons concerned 
in the previous attack on Ballyconnell 
was mixed up, and that apprehension 
of a rencwal of these raids is causing 
vcry serious alarrn to the people ol 
Ballyconnell? 

The PRESIDENT : I am not aware 
of that incident, but I will draw tlic at- 
tention of thc military authorities to ifc 
to sce if there is any neeessity for tak- 
ing extra prccautions. 

DISCONTINUED SEPARATION 
ALLOWANCE. 

Mr. PATRICR W. SHAW asked the 
Minister for Defencc if he will state 
why payment of separation allowance 
has been discontinued sinee 22nd De- 
cember, 1923, to Mrs. Annie Robinson, 
Pakenham Hall Road, Castlepollard, 
Westmeath, in respect of hcr son, 
Private John Robinson, who has had 
his foot amputated, and is at present 
a patient in Marlboro’ Hall, Dublin. 

The PRESIDENT: Payment to Mrs. 
Robinson was discontinucd because 
Private Robinson had been declared a 
. dcserter for the period from the 9th 
' November, 1923, until the 16th Janu- 
ary, 1924. A cheque in respect. of the 
balance due will now bc sent to Mrs. 
Robinson. 

WRITTEN ANSWERS. 

DUBLIN CYCLE AGENT’S CLAIM. 

SEAN MAO GIOLLA ’N RIOGH 

asked the Minister for Defence if h e 
can state what is the reason for the 
delay m settling the clalm of Mr. M. 
Fleming, of 13 Dolphin Avenue, Sonth 
Circular Road, Dublin, for cycles and 
fittings commandeered by the Volun- 
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teers at Killeshandra, Co. Cavan, in 
May, 1920, the amount of claim being 
£18; if he is aware that particulars of 
claim have been already furnished to 
Portobello Barracks, and if he will 
undertake to have same dealt with 
promptly. 

The PRESIDENT: The claim in ques- 
tion relates to a period prior to the 
Truce. The position at that time was 
that responsibility for discharging any 
liabilities ineurred rested on local 
Voluntecr Authorities. Claims of the 
period cannot be paid out of funds 
voted by the Dáil for the maintenance 
of the Army. The general question as 
to what extent and from what funds 
any of those claims may be settled, has 
yet to get. consideration. Pending a 
decision, Mr. Fleming’s claim eanuot 
be given further consideration. 

MULLINGAR SOLDIER S SEPARA- 
TION ALLOWANCE. 

Mr. P. W. SHAW asked the Minister 
for Defence if he will expedite payment 
of separation allowance to Mrs. Mary 
Hayden, Fair Green, Mullingar, on be- 
half of her son, Scrgeant Hayden, at 
present serving in Cork. 

The PRESIDENT: Mrs. Hayden’s 
claim was disallowed after due investi- 
gation, and she was so informed on the 
23rd March, 1923. It was found that 
the amount normally contributed by 
her son to his home, over and above the 
cost of his own maintenance therein 
for a reasonable period prior to enlist- 
ment, was less than the minimum re- 
quired by the Regulations, 12s. per 
week, before an allowance might be 
issued. 

CO. TIPPERARY PRISONER S 
DETENTION. 

DOMHNALL 0 MUIRGHEASA 

asked the Minister for Defencc if he is 
now prepared to order the release of 
James Hayes, of Galteemore, Aher- 
low, Co. Tipperary, who has been held 
in custody since April, 1923, and, if not, 
whether he will indicate thc reason for 
his detention. 

The PRESIDENT: Jamcs Hayes is in 
custody on suspicion of being con- 
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cerned in very grave offences against 
the rights of propcrty. These sus- 
picions arc so strong that his release 
cannot be considered at present. If 
evidence to support the charges against 
him can be obtained, he will be immedi- 
ately brought to trial. 

CO. RILDARE INTERNEE. 

AODH 0 CULACHAIN asked the 
Minister for Defence whcthcr hc will 
considcr the rclease of Christopher 
Mills, of Painstown, Kill, Co. Kildare, 
who has been interncd without charge 
or trial sincc the 23rd April, 1923. 

The PRESIDENT : Christophcr Mills 
is about to be released. 

CO. CAVAN ARMY ACCOUNTS. 

SEAN MAC GIOLLA ’N RIOGH 

askcd the Minister for Defence if hc 
will state what is the reason for thc de- 
lay in payment of the aceounts due to 
Mr. Edward Maguirc, of Blacklion, Co. 
Cavan, thc amounts in question being 
£114 9s. 7|d. for Blacklion Barracks, 
due since llth September, 1922, and 
£141 7s. 4d. for Dowra Barracks, due 
sinee lOth April, 1923; if he is aware 
that these amounts havc been ccrtified 
by the officers aad Quartermaster re- 
sponsible and furnished rcpeatedly, and 
if he will see that they are dealt with 
immediately. 

The PRESIDENT : It is regretted 
that the receipt at Headquarters of Mr. 
Maguire ’s clainis cannot be traced. En- 
quiries are being madc with a view to 
the early settlement of the inatter. 

CO. LIMERICE SOLDIER’S ALLOW- 
ANCE. 

PADRAIG MAC PHLANNCHADHA 

asked the Minister for Defence whether 
Mrs. Mary Moloney, Knockore, New- 
castle-West, was refused dependent’s 
allowance on behalf of her son, Private 
James O’Brien, Pay Book No. 13515. 
who joined the National Army on 23rd 
August, 1922, and is at present sta- 
tioned at Castletown-Bere, and, i£ so, 
on what grounds. 

The PRESIDENT: The claim of Mrs. 
Moloney was disallowed after due in- 
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vestigation, on the ground that the 
amount . normally contributed by her 
son to his home over and above the eost 
of his own maintcnance therein for a 
reasonable period prior to his enlist- 
ment, was less than the minimum re- 
quired by the Regulations, 12s. per 
week, before an allowanee might be 
issued. Mrs. Moloncy was informed 
accordingly on the lst August last. 

CURRAGH PRISONERS. 

PADRAIG MAC FHLANNCHADHA 

askcd the Ministcr for Defence whether 
he is prepared to release Seán Reidy, 
Croagli, No. 196, Hut 2, Camp 2, Tin- 
town, and Jaines Roche, Croagh, No. 
2343, Hut No. 30, B Linc, Ilare Park, 
Curragh; also Batt. Iveane, of New- 
castle-West, Co. Limerick, and if he is 
aware that these men have been in- 
terned for upwards of fourteen | 
months, whilst. men from the same 1 
locality and of more importance have 
been released. 

The PRESIDENT : Messrs. Reidy 
and Roche are about. to be relcased. 
There appears t.o be no prisoner of the 
name Batt. Iveane in military custody. 

A BELTURBET ACCOUNT. 

SEAN MAC GIOLLA ’N RIOGH 

asked thc Ministev for Defence if he 
will take steps to expedite the payment 
of the account due by the Military to 
Mr. James Dolan, Belturbet. Co. Cavan. 

The PRESIDENT : The only claim 
which appears to be outstanding from 
Mr. James Dolan, Belturbet, is for £14 
14s. 0d., and I am arranging for its 
early discharge, if in order. 

BALLYCONNELL ACCOUNT. 

SEAN MAC GIOLLA ’N RIOGH 

asked the Minister for Defcnce if he 
can statc the reason for the delay in 
settling the account of E. Toomey, 
Ballyconnell, Co. Cavan, for goods sup- 
plied to thc Military 5n March and 
May/1923, and if he will give instruc- 
tions to have the account settled forth- 
with. 

The PRESIDENT: A claim for £16 
10s. 6d. received from E. Toomey, on 


the 13th March, 1923, was discharged 
hy the Office of Public Works on the 
21st idem. No other claim appears to 
have becn received at Headquarters, 
but arrangements are being made for 
the eollection and early invcstigation 
of any unsett.led claims Mr. Toomey 
may have against the Army. 

COMMANDEERED CARS. 

Mr. PATRICH W. SHAW askcd the 
Minister for Defence whether he will 
expeditc payment of the balance of ac- 
count due Edward Healion, 63 Con- 
naught Street, Athlone, in respcct of 
motor lorry and training car comman- 
deered. 

The PRESIDENT : I regret that I am 
not dear as to what is meant by the 
balance of account duc to Edward 
llealion. Three payments have been 
made in respect of cars hired and com- 
mandeercd. One amount of £36 3s. 8d. 
for hire was made on t.he 7th Septem- 
ber last; another for £14 on the 25th 
February, and the third for £6 5s. 6d. 
on the 31st ultimo. 

CLAIM FOR COW EILLED. 

Mr. JOHN GOOD asked thc Minister 
íor Defence whether he is aware that 
on or about thc 14th October, 1922, a 
cow, the property of James Dow r d, of 
Fortunestown, Saggart, Co. Dublin, 
was killed by a military car, No. 
309282; that a claim was duly made on 
thc Miíitary Authorities; whether the 
General Headquarters, Parkgate, had 
bcfore them on the 20th September, 
1923, full reports from the Military 
Officers who investigatcd this case; 
whether any action w&s taken or any. 
dccision arrivcd at, and if he will state 
why Mr. Dowd was not told of the de- 
cision and paid his money. 

The PRESIDENT: I am aware t.hat 
a cow, thc property of Mr. James Dowd, 
Saggart, had to be destroyed as a re- 
sult of injuries inflicted by a milit.ary 
car in October, 1922. A claim for com- 
pensation was received shortly after- 
wards. Full reports on the circum- 
stances of the accident have not been 
received. 
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The claim is still under consideration, 
and I am arranging that a decision will 
be reaehed at a very early date. 

THE MILITARY INQUIRY. 

General MULCAHY : Hefore the busi- 
ness on the Order Paper is taken, may 
I ask the President if he is now in a 
positiou to make any statement with 
regard to the inquiry pending Army 
matters? 

The PRESIDENT : I am not yet in a 
position to do so. I havc gone some 
part oi the way, but I am not yet in a 
position to announce the personnel. I 
hope, at least I anticipate, that it may 
be possible to say something on the 
matter later this evening, but I am not 
yet ia a position to indicate with cer- 
tainty if that will bc the case. 

PROGRAMME OF THE SESSION. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I wonder if the 
President is yet in a position to discuss 
the matter raised last week with the 
Minister for Finance respecting the 
programme for the Session, and 
whether he can make any announce- 
ment respecting the possiblc -adjourn- 
ment during the summer. 

The PRESIDENT : I had hoped to 
have been able to makc an announce- 
ment. on that, but the prineipal official 
to whom I had allottcd thc duty of 
mapping out a programme and a timc- 
table has, unfortunately, been seriously 
ill for the past five or six days, and I 
have not been able to examine the 
time-table that he had drawn up. I am 
almost certain that hc wilí be laid up 
for a weck or possibly ten days longer, 
/but I hope that by the time of the 
Eastcr Recess I shall be in a position to 
make an announeement on thc matter. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Has the Minister 
made up his mind as to when the 
Easter Recess shall begin? 

The PRESIDENT : I hope that we 
shall be ablc to havc the programme 
before Easter. 

NEW BHNISTER FOR INDUSTRY 
AND COMMERCE. 

The PRESIDENT: I want to 'an- 
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nounce to the Dáil that it is my in- 
tention to ask for assent to the appoint- 
ment of Deputy McGilligan as Minister 
for Industry and Commercc, and conse- 
quently as a member of the Executive 
Council. To put the matter in order, 
I move that the assent of the Dáil bc 
givcn to that nomination. 

MINISTER for HOME AFFAIRS 

j(Mr. O'Higgins): I second. 

Mr. JOHNSON : I just raise a ques- 
lion bccause of precedent as to whether 
a matter of that kind should be ap- 
proved of on this formal presentation, 
and as to why we should not have some 
notice to enable us to consider the 
matter before wc are asked to give 
asscnt or otherwise? 

The PRESIDENT: I would be very 
willing to give any notice reasonably 
rcquired. I put it to the Dáil that in 
this case I was asked last week to know 
when I could make up my mind on this 
subjcct, and whcn I hoped to have an 
opportunity of eonsulting the Execu- 
tive Council. Dcputies will quite 
understand, in vievv of the fact. 
that two Ministers had left the 
Exeeutive Council, that a consider- 
ablc amount of heavy work has 
fallen upon those who remained. 
In that connection, I may say that a 
good dcal of t.ime has been absorbed in 
the last. few days on one matter affect- 
ing the Ministry of Indust,ry and Com- 
merce. While I admit that the Dáil has 
a perfect. right. to time or fair notice for 
considering a matter of this sort, I do 
urge in the circumstances that some 
latitudc should bc extended in view of 
the pressing matters of public import- 
anee itivolved in this particular Mini- 
stry. I say that I was pressed last 
week for an early intimation of a nomi- 
nation to this office, and I thought that 
in the circumstances there wouíd be no 
application for time to consider the 
nomination. 

Major BRYAN OOOPER: It is only 

a question of 24 hours. Would 24 hours' 
notice make much of a differenceí I 
cannot help feeling that the nomination 
of a Minister ought to be on the Order 
Paper for the day, so that Deputies 
would know that such a nomination 
was coming on, and conld be in tfaeir 
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places either to oppose or to support it. 
As Deputy Johnson says, this is a case 
ot! establishing a precedent. The an- 
nouncement of the name is absolutcly 
right, but to ask the Dáil to approve of 
the nomination now without any prc- 
vious notice having becn given to ab- 
«ent Deputies is, I suggest, pushing the 
matter too far. 

Mr. JOHNSON : The point is that we 
have the right to assume that there 
was a certain definite purpose in the 
minds of the Provisional Parliament 
which framed the Constitution and 
whieh says that Exeeutive Ministei*s 
shall be nominated by the President 
and approved of by thc Déil. Presum- 
ably approval necessitates some con- 
sideration, and that consideration can- 
not be given at a moment’s notice. I 
press for at least some consideration. 
even if it is only for one day. I w r ould 
be quitc prepared to agree to that, 
but I think that we ought not to let it 
be assumed that it is a matter of course 
that the Dáil would assent. 

The PRESIDENT : I am quito willing 
to givc the 24 hours’ notice ancl to take 
the nomination aftcr Questions to-mor- 
row. 

Ordered that tho President's nomi- 
nation of a new Minister for lndustry 
and Commerce be taken after Questions 
on to-morrow (Thursday). 

Mr. WILSON : May I ask if it is the 
intention that the Executive Council 
shall only consist of six mcmbers in 
future instead of seven? 

The PRESIDENT: Not exactly for 
the future; I say for the present. 

Mr. WILSON: But you have only 
nominated one person and there are two 
vacancies. 

The PRBSIDENT: Yes, for thc pre- 
sent. 

OLD AOE PENSIONS (FIFTH 
3TAQE)—POSTPONED 

Ordered:—That the order for the 
Fifth Stage of the Old Age Pensions 
Bill, 1924, be dischargod, and that the 
Bill be^set jdown for Fifth Stage to- 
-morrow ((Thursd^y).—(Minister for 
Fhaaace). 


, LOCAL OOVERNMENT (TEMPO- 
RARY PROVISIONS) (AMEND- 
MENT) BILL, 1924—COMMITTEE. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : We 

will take the Third Order before the 
Second, and the Dáil will go into 
Committee, aecording]y, on the Local 
Oovernment (Temporary Provisions) 
Bill. 

Sections 1, 2, 3, and 4 were agreed 
to and added to the Bill. 

SECTION 5. 

(1) This Act may be cited as the 
Local Oovernment (Temporary Pro- 
visions) (Amendment) Act, 1924. 

(2) This Act shall be construed 
as one with the Prineipal Act, and 
this Act and the Principal Act may 
be cited together as the Local Gov- 
ernment (Temporarv Provisions) 
Acts, 1923 and 1924.* 

Mr. DUGGAN : I move the amend- 
ment standing in my name:— 

To add at the end of the section 
a new sub-scetion as follows:— 

(3) This Act shall be deemed to 
have eome into force on, and shall 
take effect as on and from the 31st 
day of Mareh, 1924/’ 

This is rendored necessai*y because 
of the delay that arose in connection 
with the form of the Bill in which it 
was originally introduced, and the 
fact that the amendments then pro- 
posed were absorbed in the Bill as 
now presented to the House. 

| Amendment put and agreed to. 

Question—'“ That Section 5, as 
amended, stand part of the Bill — 
put and agreed to. 

TITLE. 

Question—“ That the title of the 
Bill be: ‘ An Act to Amend the Loeal 
Government (Temporary Provisions) 
Act, 1923/ ”—put and agreed to. 

DATL RESUMES. 

Bill reported, as amended. 

MINISTER for LOOAL GOVERN- 
»ISBNT (Mr. BuTke): I beg to move 
the su^peasien of Staadiag»OrderscNos. 
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86 and 88, in order to take the Fourth 
and Fifth Stages of the Local Govern- 
ment (Temporary Provisions) Amend- 
ment Bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON: What are the pro- 
visions of the Standing Orders upon 
that point? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : The 

provisions of the new Standing’ Order 
say that when it is proposed with- 
out notice to suspend any Standing 
Order relative to any Stage of a Biil 
a majority of those taking their seats 
must be obtained, but when donc on 
notice a simple majority is sufficient. 

Question put—“ That the Standing 
Orders be suspcnded to cnable the 
Fourth and Fifth Stages of the Local 
Government (Temporary Provisions) 
Bill to be taken.” 

Motion agreed to. 

Mr. BURKE: I move that the Bill 
be received for íinal consideration. 

Agrced, 

Mr. BURKE: I move that the Bill do 
now pass. 

Agreed. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: The Bill 
will be aceordingly sent to the Seanad. 

DAIL IN COMMITTEE. 

COURTS OF JUSTICE BILL, 1923.— 
FROM THE SEANAD. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Under 
the Standing Orders, the Dáil will go 
into Committee to consider the Seanad 
amendments to the Courts of Justice 
Bill. 

ATTORNEY - GENERAL: There are 
44 amendments on the Paper to this 
Bill. With the exception of two, and a 
alight alteration in a third, I am pro- 
posing that the Committee agrees with 
the amendmcnts inserted by the 
Seanad. It will not take very long to 
go through them seriatim. I do not 
know if it is proposed that they should 
bo taken singly or that approval should 
be given, to those agreed to, as a whole. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : I think 


individually. Perhaps the Attorney- 
General would indicate those to be dis- 
sented from. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : Those dis- 
sented from are numbers 22 and 25, 
and subject to amendment No. 27. It 
is proposcd to agree to the rest. 

1 AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Motion 
will be made to agree with all the 
amendments except three. A motion 
will be made to disagree with twb— 
that is No. 22 and No. 25—and to agrae 
with No. 27 with an amendment. Is 
that correct? 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : Yes, sir. 
The íirst amendment on the Paper is 
purely a íormal change from the 
figures 1923 to the íigures 1924. The 
1 secoml amendmcnt is in the Deíinition 
Section, and the object of it is to en- 
able (Jommissioncrs who might be sent 
out in speeial circumstances to try 
criminal matters, also if necessary, to 
hoar special cases which, being only 
within t.he High Court jurisdiction^ it 
might be desirable to liear locally with 
a. local jury. The Government agree 
to that amendment. It does not imply 
that any such Commissioners will be 
sent out at any particular time or that 
the old system of Circuits will at any 
timc be renewed. I move, therefore, 
that. the Committee agrees with amend- 
ments No. 1 and No. 2 as follows:— 

Section 1. The figures “ 1923,” 
line 19, deleted and the figures 

w 1924 ” substituted therefor. 

Section 3. Line 35. The words 
“ civil or ” inserted after the words 
“ of any. ” 

Question put and agreed to. 

SECTION 12. 

Amendment 3. Section 12. The 
figures “ 70,” line 2, deleted and the 
figures “ 72 ” substituted therofor. 

Amendment 4. All the words 

after the word “ years ” in line 2, 
deleted. 

ATTORNE Y-GENERAL : In con- 
nection with these two amendments 

I might mention relative amend- 

ments in other parts of the Bill. The 
first deals with the age of retirement. 
When the Bill went up to the Seanad 
certain retiring ages were fixed with 
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the power to the Executive Council on 
certain advice to extend those retiring 
ages. That provision was one which 
the Government had agrced to rather 
as a concession, lest hardship might fall 
upon particular individuals, for it is 
said that hard eases make bad laws, and 
some evils of this particular arrange- 
ment were stressed. Tt was decided to 
accept thc Seanad amendment, that iio 
such powers of extension should be 
given to the .Exccutive Council, and in 
lieu thereof there is now fixed a rc- 
tiring age which varies lo some extent 
from the retiring ages that were in the 
Bill when it went up to the Seanad. 
Originally the retiring age in this sec- 
tion for Supreme Court. Judges was 
70, with power to extend the age to 75. 
Now, there has been substituted a com- 
promise retiring age of 72, with no 
power of extcnsion, and similar provi- 
sions have been made with reference to 
Circuit and District Court Judges. 

Major BRYAN COOPER: I think 
that originally the optional increase in 
age was inserted on my amendment, 
or rather the Attorney-General adoptecí 
my amendment. Since then, I havc seen 
there is objection in principle to lcav- 
ing a judge dependent upon the Execu- 
tive Council as to whether he will get 
this extension or not. Personally, I 
think I should liave prcferred to have 
75 kept as the age throughout and not 
have it reduced to 72, but if this is a 
compromise which the Seanad has ap- 
proved of, I am not going to oppose it 
now. I think it is better that the judge 
should be free from any dependence on 
the Executive, and the extension of the 
age to 72 will prevent too heavy a bur- 
den being placed on the Pensions Pund, 
which was my object to avoid. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I wonder whether 
the Attorney-General has taken any 
actuarial valuations as to the possibi- 
lity of life in the matter of judges, and 
if he has worked it out to show what 
the financial cost of this amendment 
would be as to the difference between 
72 and 75! 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL: I am happy 
to say that actuarial valuations do not 
fall within my particular Department. 
Perhaps the Minister for Finance, if he 

Vol. 0, 
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were here, would be ablc to enlighten 
the Deputy. 

Major COOPER: I gathered from 
what the Minister for Home Affairs 
said last week that the actuarial oal- 
culation as to the life of a County 
Court Judge in Cork would show 
that it was not likely to be 
a long one if he jperformed his 
norrnal duties. That is the informa- 
tion the Dáil has up to the present. 

Question —“ That. the Committee 
agrees with Amendments 3 and 4 ”— 
put and agreed to. 

SECTION 19. 

ATTORNEY GENERAL : I beg to 

move agrecmcnt. with Amendmcnt 5 
as follows:— 

The following words added at the 
end of the sub-section (1) :— 

“ An appeal shall lie to the Sup- 
reme Court. from the exercise by the 
Chief Justice of the jurisdiction 
transferred by this section. ,, 

This amendment is necessary by 
reason of the transfer to the Chief 
Justice of jurisdiction in lunacy which 
hitherto has been exercised in a par- 
ticular way under the Royal Sign 
Manual. In future this will be exer- 
cised as a Statutory Jurisdiction under 
this Act, and it is neeessary for the 
purpose of providing the method of 
appeal. This amendment provides 
that there shall be an appeal to the 
Supreme Courts. 

Question put and agreed to. 

SECTION 23. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL: I beg to 

propose that the Committee agree with 
the Seanad in the following:— 

Immediately before Section 23 a 
new section inserted as follows:— 
The judges to be placed on the 
rota for the trial of election peti- 
tions in Saorstát Eireann in each 
year under the provisions of the 
Parliamentary Election3 Act, 1868, 
shall be seiected out of the judges 
of the HSgh Court in such manner 
as may be provided by any rules 
of court to be made for that pur- 
pose, and in the meantime and sub- 
ject thereto shall be selected out of 

s4. 
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[ Attorney-GeneraL ] 
the judges of the High Court in like 
manneras theyhave hcretofore been 
selected out of the judges of the 
Hing’s Bench Division of the High 
Court of Justice in Ireland. 

This amendment deals with the sub- 
ject of election petitions. When the 
Bill was originally drafted, the matter 
was not dealt with deliberately, for 
the reason that the procedure under 
the old Election Petition Aet is of a 
most complicated nature, and it was 
then anticipated that it would be 
possible to pass the Act completing 
thc whole electoral codc enactcd by 
the Oireachtas. This subject of elec- 
tion petitions may be dealt with in 
a separate Bill. It will be nccessary, 
until such Bill is passed, that juris- 
diction under the Act of 1868 should 
be provided for. It is provided that 
there shall be a rota of judges under 
the High Court as in that Act. 

Question put and agreed to. New 
section ordered to stand part of the 
Bill. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : I beg to 

propose that the Committee agree with 
the Seanad in the following amend- 
ment:— 

All after the words “ Provided 
always in line 9 deleted and the 
following words substituted there- 
for:— 

“That.no judge shall sit upon 
the hearing of an appcal in an 
action tried before him whether 
with or without a jury, or upon an 
appeal from a judgment or order 
made by him or to which he was 
a party whether concurring or dis- 
senting. ,> 

This, I think, is only a drafting 
amendment, which makes the original 
wording clearer, but makes no differ- 
ence in the provision. 

Question put and agreed to. 
SECTION 24. 

ATTOENEY-GENERAL: The next 
amendment from the Seanad is as 
f ollows:— 

The words “ in which the same 
might have been commenced or to 
any court that may appear, ,> lines 


20-22, deleted and the following 
words substituted therefor:—“ or 
(where the action might have been 
commenced in the District Court) 
the District Court, to be prosecuted 
before the judge assigned to such cir- 
cuit or (as the case may require) the 
justice assigned to sueh district, as 
may appear to the Iligh Court. ,, 

This amendment is really a drafting 
amendment, though it does alter the 
seetion in one particular. The section, 
as it stood in the Bill, would not enable 
the High Court to rernit to a District 
Court. This amendment, while im- 
proving the wording, also provides that 
the High Court may, in appropriate 
cases within the District Court jurisdic- 
tion, remit to the District Court. 

Question put and agreed to. 

SECTION 35. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL: The next 
amendment is:— 

After the word “ generally, ,, line 
54, the following words inserted:— 
“ (including the entering-up of judg- 
ment and the granting of summary 
judgment in appropriate cascs ).’ 7 
This is one of three similar amend- 
ments dealing with each of the three 
I courts. It is in substitution for Sec- 
tion 56 which, as it stood, was really 
not very happily drafted, and instead 
of Scction 56 we are proposing to 
accept this amendmcnt, having a 
similar amendment dealing with each 
of the three courts. The object of it is 
to cnable rules to be made for the 
entering-up of judgments in default of 
defence and for summary judgments in 
all courts equally. 

Question put and agreed to. 

SECTION 39. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL: I beg to 

propose that the Committee agree with 
the Seanad in the following amend- 
ment:— 

All from the words “ but the Exe- 
cutive ” in line 53 to the end of the 
section deleted. 

This amendment is a corresponding 
amendment as regards the age of Cir- 
cuit Court Judges. It deletes the 
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clause which gave the Executive Coun- 
cil power to extend the age, and it 
leaves the age-limit at seventy. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I would like to have 
from the Attorney-General some ex- 
planation as to why the age of retire- 
ment of Circuit Court Judges should be 
earlier than the age of retirement of 
High Court Judges. I think it was 
said that certain judges would be 
perambulating, and therefore more 
would be taken out of them, but I do 
not think that there is very much in 
that. After all, they were not judges 
from childhood in either case, and the 
extra wear and tear upon a judge on 
circuit could not naturally be held to 
shorten the judge’s life by three years, 
as compared with a High Court Judge. 
If this proviso is to be deleted, which I 
am inclined to agree with, I think it is 
better that the age should be fixed, but 
I think that the age should not be lower 
than the age of the High Court Judges. 

I would ask the Attorney-General if hc 
would give some explanation or justi- 
fication for making the alteration re- 
moving the discretion from the Execu- 
tive, but leaving the maximum age for 
retirement of Circuit Court Judges at 
seventy. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : The Go- 

vernment do not propose to agree to 
alter that particular age limit nor the 
age limit for the perambulating District 
Oourt Judges. There are two reasons. 
One is, that it is believed that men who 
are moving about through the country 
should have a somewhat earlier agc 
limit for retirement, as they cannot con- 
tinue to render efficient service beyond 
a certain age. They arc likely to be- 
come, perhaps, crabbed by the condi- 
tions of life in the c.ountry, and by 
passing from hotel to hotel, and the 
manner of disposing of their business 
would be affected by conditions of that 
kind. In fixing the age limit for High 
Court Judges one ought to remember 
that they are likely to be appointed at a 
later age, and that the appointments in 
the other courts are more likely to be 
made at an earlier age, and the judges 
will consequently qualify for full pen- 
sion at. an earlier date. We cannot 
agree to alter the age of 70 unless 
there is power of extension. 
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Major COOPER: I am rather sur- 
prised at the statement of the Attor- 
ney-Gencral. In Committee, the Attor- 
ney-General admitted that there were 
cases in which the Circuit Judge over 
70 could render valuable service. 
Ile accepted an amendment mak- 
ing it possible to extend the 
age to 75, but now he comes 
and takes away what he gave in 
Oommittee. I am going to oppose that. 
Let us take a ease in point. The Recor- 
der of Dublin is in the position of a 
County Court Judgc. The Recorder of 
Dublin, as the President told us before 
the Christmas Recess, has been doing 
most valuable work, and has been a 
credit to the Bcnch. If this Bill, how- 
ever, had been law during the last year, 
with this amendment included in it, the 
Recorder would have becn compulsorily 
retired a year ago, and it would have 
been iinpossible for him to do this valu- 
ablc work. It is impossible to lay down 
the age of 70 for compulsory retire- 
ment without hitting men doing valu- 
able service, and pensioning them off 
while they are still in a position to do 
valuable work. I prefer the original 
arrangement, to make it possible to ex- 
tend a valuablc man’s tenure to 75 
ycars of age, and so I shall oppose the 
adoption of this amendment. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : I am rathcr 
surprised at Deputy Major Bryan 
Cooper’s resentment at what I have 
said in this matter. When the Bill was 
before the Dáil formerly we agrced, in 
consideration of the fact that there 
might be exceptional cases, to take 
poAver in favour of these exceptional 
cases, to extend their tenure, but no 
one ever undertook—I certainly never 
undertook—that there would be an ex- 
tcnsion. This is where the difficulty 
comes in if one speaks of particular in- 
dividuals, that because there might be 
particular individuals, we are to inflict 
on the wholc country a number of per- 
sons who might not be efficient, com- 
petent, or suitable to continue in office. 

With regard to particular indivi- 
duals, I do not like to make an estimate 
of people's age, but it will 
U o f clock, be found that there is a new 
proposal dealing with the 
case of persons who have actually 
reached the retiring age named in the 
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Bill, and enabling the Government to 
appoint sueh persons, and giving them 
an automatic extension of three years. 
That would meet most of the individual 
cases that are in the minds oí Deputies. 
But the general prineiple is that some 
power of extension is given in some 
particular cases which the Seanad is 
unlikely to agree to, or that the age 
Hmit capable of being applied all round 
with advantage has to be adopted. 

Captain REDMOND: I do not think 
the Attorney-General can have read the 
scction closely as it passed this House. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : Is it neces- 
sary to be rude? 

Captain REDMOND : As it reads, the 
age of retirement of a Circuit Judge 
shall be 70 years, and the Exeeutive 
Council may, aftcr consultation with 
the Chief Justiee and Attorney- 
General, extcnd that to 75 years. Thc 
word used is may 99 and, therefore, 
there is no possibility of any undesir- 
able people in the shape of County I 
Court Judges, being inflicted upon the ' 
eommunity without the consent of the 
Executive Council. Hence, the open- 
ing remarks of the Attomey-General 
do not apply. This section, as it stands 
in the Bill as it left this House, is 1 
merely an option given to the Execu- 
tive Council that they may extend the 
age from 70 to 75 years, and in no, 
sense is it in any way compulsory or 
mandatory that the age shall be 75. I 
do not really see why in this matter, as 
in so many others, the Executive Coun- 
cil could not be trusted to make a wise 
and discreet choice in the personnel of 
the new judiciary that they may ap- 
point in regard to retaining them up to 
the age of 75. Therefore, I cannot 
see how the Attomey-General has 
made any further case to-day than he 
endeavoured to make in a previous 
discussion in this House as to neces- 
sarily limiting the age of retirement 
to 70 years. 

Major COOPER: The Attorney- 
General has referred me to an amend- 
ment which, I presume, is Amendment 
43. Why should there not, in the 
future, he some desirable person that 
they may wish to extend the age oft 
Thia 18 really a vote of censure on the 
generation to which the Attomey- 


General and I belong. It is assuming 
that those appointed in the past are so 
virile, so competent and so wise, that 
they are good for work three years 
longer than anyone who may be ap- 
pointed now. That does not meet my 
ease in thc least, and I continue my 
objeetion. 

ATTORNEY - GENERAL : Dcputy 
Major Bryan Cooper has never fol- 
lowed the course of a County Court 
Judge at Quarter Sessions. If he had 
pursued a judgc from town to town, 
he would have felt the years mount- 
ing up against himself, to say nothing 
of the judge, who would have a con- 
siderable lead. Those judges will 
have constant travelling in the coun- 
try and will havc to put up with con- 
siderable inconvenience and a greater 
strain than men who were formerly 
nourished to a hearty old age by the 
Liffey. Their chance of bcing fit for 
arduous work beyond the age of 70 
is not considered sufficicnt to justify 
the Govemment in adopting a higher 
fixed age limit. The Government was 
prepared here to accept a power en- 
abling the Executive Council, at the 
time, to extend that age limit, but 
once that power was attacked in the 
manner in which it was attacked the 
Government would not, for a moment, 
stand over, or ask for it. The position 
they takc up now is to say that the 
conferring of such powcr of extension 
upon the Executive might affect the 
adminLstration of justice, and, accord- 
ingly, the Executive Council does not 
ask the House to confer that power. 

Mr. HEWAT: I regret I am not in 
agreement with my own benches here 
in the matter of the age limit. The 
view I take is that a man having done 
strenuous service and having arrived 
at the age of 70 has completed his 
cycle, and ought to be in a position 
to retire, and spend the rest of his 
time in good works. 

Mr. WILSON: And qualify for the 

old age pension. 

Mr. HEWAT: Yes. I dislike the 
idea of any option in the matter being 
exercised. Rather I am in favour of 
a definite line, by which the age of 
70 will be the time when a man has 
completed his service . Looiing upon 
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it from the point of view of the good 
of tho general community, we all know 
of instances where men will nevcr 
admit t*hey are getting old and carry 
on in their offlces long after their 
efficiency has come to an end. Look- 
ing upon it from the broad national 
point of view, I do not think it is good 
that thosc offices should be occupied 
indefinitely to the dctriment of 
younger men. I think the age limit is 
necessary, even though the man who 
has been retired is in full use of his 
powers. lt may be so in one case; 
it will not be so in all cases. In the 
one ease where a man is in that happy 
position, to extend the period might 
be wise for him, but would be very 
bad as a general practice. After all 
you cannot discriminate between indi- 
viduals and say one man must retire 
at 70, inferring that his capabilitics 
have depreciated, and that another 
man should continue beyond the period 
becausc he is virile. I think it is 
safer to limit the age to a fair agc, 
which is the age of 70. 

Mr. JOHNSON: My difficulty in this 
matter is that I cannot reconcile the 


two ages, notwithstanding the case 
made by the Attorney-General regard- 
ing wear and tear of the County Court 
Judges, as compared with the High 
Court Judges, and bearing in mind that 
the High Court Judges very often had 
plenty of wear and tear before they 
became judges. I cannot reconcile the 
difference between thcse two ages, and 
I am surprised that Deputy Hewat 
allowed the amendment to Section 12 
to pass. I think, with him, that a fixed 
age is best. 

Mr. HEWAT: If I had any power I 
might have objccted to it, too. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I think that possibly 
if Deputy Hcwat had used his 
eloquenee he might have persuaded the 
majority of the Dáil to agree with him. 
I think that if extension of the age is 
justifiable in the case of the High 
Court Judges, it is equally justifiable in 
the ease of the County Court Judges. 

Amendment put. 

The Cornmittec divided: Tá, 60; Níl, 
3. 



From Seanad . 


2764 


2763 Courts of Justice Bill , 1923— DAIL EIREANN. 

Tá. 


Pádraig F. Baxter. 

Earnán de Blaghd. 

Séamus Breathnach. 

Seán Buitléir. 

Seoirse de Bhulbh. 

Próinsias Bulíin. 

John J. Cole. 

Sir James Craig. 

Louis J. D’Alton. 

Máighréad Ní Choileáin Bean Uí 
Dhrisceóil. 

Patrick J. Egan. 

Darrell Figgis. 

Desmond Fitzgerald. 

John Good. 

William Hewat. 

Connor Hogan. 

Tomás Mac Artúir. 

Seosamh Mac Bhrighde. 

Domhnall Mac Cárthaigh. 

Liam T. Mac Cosgair. 

Séamus Mac Cosgair. 

Tomás Mac Eoin. 

Risteárd Mac Fheorais. 

Pádraig Mac Fhlannchadha. 
Risteárd Mac Liam. 

Seoirse Mac Niocaill. 

Liam Mac Sioghaird. 

Liam Mag Aonghusa. 

Patrick McRenna. 

Patrick J. Mulvany. 


James Sproule Myles. 

Martin M. Nally. 

Tomás de Nógla. 

Peadar O hAodha. 

Ailfrid O Broin. 

Criostóir O Broin. 

Seán O Bruadair. 

Próinsias 0 Cathail. 

Aodh O Cinnéidighe. 

Partholán O Conchubhair. 

Aodh 0 Cúlacháin. 

Séamus N. O Dóláin. 

Eamon O Dubhghaill. 

Peadar S. O Dubhghaill. 
Pádraig O Dubhthaigh. 

Eamon S. O Dúgáin. 

Seán O Duinnín. 

Mícheál R. 0 hlfearnáin. 
Séamus O Leadáin. 

Thomas 0*Mahony. 

Pádraic O Máille. 

Domhnall O Mocháin. 

Tadhg P. O Murchadha. 

Séamus O Murchadha. 

Pádraig O hOgáin (An Clár). 
Patrick K. Hogan (Luimneach). 
Seán M. O Súilleabháin. 
Caoimhghín O hUigín. 

Seán Príomhdhail. 

Liam Thrift. 


William A. Redmond. 


Níl. 

John Conlan. | 

Bryan R. Cooper. I 

Motion declared carried. 


SECTION 43. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL: The next 
amendment states:— 

Immediately before Section 43, a 
new section inserted as follows:— 
So far as may be practicable, 
having regard to all relevant 
circumstances, the Circuit Judge 
assigned to any Circuit which in- 
cludes a district where the Irish 
language is in general use shall pos- 
sess such a knowledge of the Irish 
language as would enable him to 
dispensc with the assistance of an 
interpreter when evidence is given 
in that language. 

I move that thc Committee agree with 
the Seanad in this amendment. 

Question put and agreed to. 

SECTION 44. 

The words “ In case, ,> line 36, 
deleted and the following words 
substituted therefor:— 

“ Whenever within three years 
after the commencement of this Part 
of this Act. ,, . 


The following words added at the 
end of the section:— 

1 * Provided also that no temporary 
Assistant Circuit Judge appointed 
under this section shall continue to 
hold office after the expiration of 
three years from the commencement 
of this Part of this Act.” 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : These two 
are parts of the same amendment. 
They arise on the section which en- 
ables appointments to be made of 
temporary Assistant. Cireuit Judges in 
case accumulation of business might 
require that course to be taken. ít 
was explained herc originally that, 
first of all, there is business in rela- 
tion to the Damage to Property Com- 
pensation Act which, for the time 
being, is causing a heavy pressure of 
business, and : second, the fact that 
one is not quite sure yet how far the 
number of judges provided for wiil 
be exactly equal to the business. 

One of the amendments proposes to 
limit that power to a period of three 
years. The first limits the power of 
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appointments to three years after the 
commencement of that part of the Act. 
The second amendment provides that 
no such temporarily appointed assis- 
tant judge shall continue to hold ofíice 
after the expiration of three years. I 
move that that be agreed to. 

Question put and agreed to. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE 

took the chair. 

SECTION 46. 

Amendment to Section 46.—“ The 
following words added at the end of 
the section:—‘ and an appeal shall 
lie under Section 59 of this Act from 
the exercise of the discretion of the 
Circuit Judge in making or refusing 
to make such an order.’ ” 

ATTORNEY - GENERAL : This 
amendment adds a clause at the end of 
Section 46. The proviso at the end of 
Section 46 enabled a Circuit Judge, of 
his own motion, to change the venuc 
for the trial of an action, and lest that 
might be exercised capriciously, the 
judge having power to do it of his own 
motion, it- is provided in this amend- 
ment that an appeal shall lie from the 
exercise of that discretion. I propose 
that that be accepted. 

Question put and agreed to. 

SECTION 50. 

“ Immediately after clause (iv) a 
new clausc (v) inserted as follows:— 
1 (v) If the plaintiff so elects, in any 
action founded on contract, whether 
the claim be to enforce, rescind, dis- 
solve ór annul the contract, or for 
damages or other relief for the 
breach thereof, by the judge for the 
time being assigned to the Circuit 
within which the contract was 
made/ ” 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL: The origin 
of t-his amendment is the contention 
that was put forward that the defen- 
dant's venue should be the venue for 
the trial of actions, a principle that we 
could not accept. On consideration, it 
was seen that there had been under the 
existing procedure a jurisdiction given, 
for instance, in relation to cases as 


between the jurisdiction in Ireland and 
the jurisdiction in England under the 
former regime in matters of contract 
that was determined by the place 
where the contract was made. It oc- 
curred to us that we might accept 
the proposal that the place where 
the contract was made was, if the 
plaintiff so chose, a venue which could 
not be objected to on any substantial 
grounds. Otherwise, there is no 
alteration. 

Question put and agreed to. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I would like to 
ask the Attorney-General where would 
it be said the contract was made in 
the case of a travellcr going from 
Dublin t-o Ballina, pressing upon a 
shopkeeper the desirability that he 
should purchase certain goods, getting 
ordcrs for those goods, subject to 
approval, when he got back to his 
base, that approval being in the form 
of an acknowledgment or confirmation 
of the order. Would it be said that 
the contract in such a case was made 
in Dublin? I rather suggest that it 
would, and the result of this amend- 
ment would be that all contracts of 
that kind would be made in Dublin, 
and debtors would be obliged to come 
t.o Dublin to defend any action. If 
1 am wrong in my assumption, my 
objection to this amendment will be 
modified. But as I think it is in- 
tondcd to give exceptional powers to 
wholesale houses, to protect the big 
man against the small man, and to 
impose obligations upon the small man 
to come to Dublin to defend actions, 
I will oppose the amendment and ask 
the Dáil to support me. 

ATTORNEY - GENERAL : Before 
dealing with the hypothctical case put 
by the I)eputy, it is important to 
remember one matter in relation to 
this amendment. This provision only 
applies to Circuit Courts. We were 
urged but did not see our way to ac- 
cept a similar provision for t-he District 
Courts. Consequently, the case the De- 
puty has in mind of small people with 
small contracts and small debts, does 
not fall within this provision. It deals 
only with the larger contracts which 
are within the jurisdiction of the Cir- 
cuit Courts. That is the first point. 
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Secondly, it should be pointed out that 
the powers of changing the venue 
which existed both in the Circuit Court 
and the High Court remain. There 
must be rules to cover these applica- 
tions for changc of venue, and if a case 
can be made the venue can be changed 
and the case sent to another circuit— 
the circuit of the defendant, for in- 
stance. I rather hesitate to interpret 
any particular instance bccause this 
question of whcre the eontract is made 
is one of argument. The broad prin- 
ciple is that it is made where it is ae- 
cepted. So that if the eontract is ac- 
ccpted in Dublin thc contract will be 
made in Dublin. As I say, however, 
this only relates to the larger eases 
within the Cireuit Court jurisdiction 
and not to the srnall cases within the 
District Court jurisdiction. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I can quite see that 
if the evil is not quite as grave as I 
thought, nevertheless, it is there. It 
simply means that within a given area 
smaller than the country as a whole— 
within the circuit—the íirrn which 
gives the credit which seeks the order 
and persuades the purchaser is to havc 
the advantage. I submit that when a 
person goes out. to sccure orders he 
should be obliged to take some of the 
risks and not to impose upon the buyer 
the responsibility of having to follow 
the seller to the court which the seller 
chooses. If the seller goes to a place 
and pcrsuades a man to purehase cer- 
tain goods he has a right to go to that 
place to secure payment for those goods. 
Whether it is a large area or a small 
area I am not prepared to agree to this 
proposition, and I ask the Dáil to re- 
fuse to acccpt the amendment. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL: In the i 

hypothetical case now put by the De- 
puty, that is to say, of a traveller going 
and offcring goods to a loeal trader, 
and the trader then and there accepting 
the offer, of courac that contract will be 
made locally. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Yes, we know how it 
is done. We know that printed at the 
bottom of the order form are the words 
“ subject to confirmation by head- 
quarters. ,> That is easily done. Head- I 


quarters are up to all these little tricks 
and will certainly protect themselves, 
so that in case of need they will be able 
to compel the defendant to go to the 
court chosen by the head office of the 
firm in question. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL: I do not 

want to intervene too often, but in the 
cases of larger dealings, I suggest that 
the local trader who is able to enter 
into these large contraets is able to 
stipulate to a large extent his own 
terms. He may refusc to accept the 
condition that the contraet is made in 
Dublin. It is quite a common thing to 
have provisions in contracts determin- 
ing jurisdiction. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Similarly, I suppose 
it would be the case on the other side. 
The seller could do the same. 

Mr. WILSON: When the Attorney- 
Oeneral speaks of these traders engag- 
ing in large contracts, does he know 
that £26 would be eonsidered a large 
contract? In the District Court the 
limit of jurisdiction is £25. A £26 
case would go to the Circuit Court. 
You would not by any stretch of the 
imagination say that a trader would be 
in a large way who gave an order for 
£26. It is only right to show that there 
is a case of hardship in the smaller 
eases. 

Professor O’SULLIVAN: Deputv 
Wilson has made the point I was going 
to make. So far as a tradcr is con- 
cerned, I admit that the little notice at 
the bottom of the order may tech- 
nically be an acceptanee on his part of 
another jurisdiction. Would it not be 
better if it was the duty of a wholesale 
firm here in Dublin to state that, rather 
than get it in by a side wind against. 
traders, who will not know that the 
little note that Deputy Johnson sug- 
gests might be put in, binds them to 
have the case tried in Dublin? Imagine 
the hardship it would be to a large 
number of small traders in the country 
to have to come to Dublin to defend 
thcsc cases, and consider the amount of 
work it would throw on the Dublin Dis- 
trict Court. 

ATTORNEY - GENERAL: These are 
not District Court cases at all; they are 
Circuit Court Cases. 
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Professor O’SULLIVAN : From £25 
up. 

ATTOBNET-OENERAL : They are 
Circuit Court cases from £25 to £300. 
There still remains the power to change 
the venue in any substantial case. ln 
a large number of these cases there is 
no contest. It is entirely a matter of 
time. People Want time to pay, and 
put in a defence simply to gain time. 

The majority of contraet eases are not 
fought at all. In a comparatively 
small number, whieh are substantially 
contested, it will always be open to the 

Tá. 

Earnán de Blaghd. 

Seoirse de Bhulbh. 

Próinsias Bulfin. 

Louis J. D’Alton. 

Máighréad Ní Choileáin Bean Uí 
Dhrisceóil. 

Patrick J. Egan. 

Osmond Grattan Esmonde. 

Desmond Fitzgerald. 

Tomás Mac Artúir. 

Seosamh Mac a' Bhrighde. 

Seoirse Mac Niocaill. 

Liam Mac Sioghaird. 

Liam Mag Aonghusa. 

Martin M. Nally. 

Níl. 

Pádraig F. Baxter. | 

Seán Buitléir. 

John Conlan. 

Connor Hogan. 

Tomás Mac Eoin. 

Risteárd Mac Fheorais. 

Risteárd Mac Liam. 

Patrick J. Mulvany. 

Aodh O Cúlacháin. 


party to apply to the High Court to 
change the venue to his venue, as being 
the more convenient and more suitable 
in the circumstances. 

Mr. JOHNSON: But that means 
more cost. 

Prof. O’SULLIVAN: That is the ob- 
jection. He has to apply to the High 
Court. 

Question —“ That the Committee 
agree with the Seanad in its amend- 
ment ”—put. 

The Committec divided: Tá, 28; Níl, 
17. 


Peadar 0 hAodha. 

Mícheál 0 hAonghusa. 
Criostóir 0 Broin. 

Seán O Bruadair. 

Aodh Ua Cinnéidigh. 
Partholán O Conchubhair. 
Peadar S. O Dubhghaill. 
Pádraig S. O Dubhthaigh. 
Eamon S. 0 Dúgáin. 
Thomas 0’Mahony. 

Séamus O Murchadha. 
Seán M. O Suilleabháin. 
Seán Príomhdhail. 

Séamus N. O Dóláin. 


Liam O Dáimhín. 

Eamon O Dubhghaill. 

Seán 0 Duinnín. 

Donchadh S. O Guaire. 

Mícheál R. O hlfearnáin. 
Domhnall 0 Mocháin. 

Tadhg O Murchadha. 

Patrick K. Hogan (Luimneach). 


Motion deelarcd carried. 


Mr. WILSON: Is it not objection- 
able for a Deputy to leave the Cham- 
ber before the result of thc division 
is announced? 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

No Deputy should leave until aftcr 
the result of the division is announeed. 

Mr. 0. BYRNE: I apologise for 
doing so. 

SECTION 56. 

Immediately beforc Section 56 a 
new section inserted as follows:— 

A Circuit Judge shall have the 

same powers for pvocuring the at- 


tendance of witnesses in the Circuit 
Courts as a judgc of the High Court 
of Justice in Ircland formerly 
exercised for procuring the attend- 
ancc of witnesses in the High Court. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : Therc was 
a doubt in regard to this matter, and 
this amendment removes the doubt. 
I propose that it be agreed to. 

Question put and agreed to. 

ATTORNEY-aENERAL : The next 
amendment from the Seanad is to 
have Section 56 deleted. That sec- 
tion, as it stood, was not satisfactory 
in form and, instead of it, we have 



2771 Courts of Justice Bill , 1923— DAIL EIREANN. From Seanad. 2772 


[ Attorney-General. ] 

now introduced under the new pro- 
visions of each of the three courts 
provisions equivalent to those men- 
tioned in Section 56. 

Question—“ That the Committee 
agree with the Seanad in the amend- 
ment ”—put and agreed to. 

SECTION 58. 

The section delcted and the follow- 
ing new section substituted there- 
for:— 

The rules to be made under this 
Part of this Act shall provide for the 
service of all originating or other 
documents or notices both inside and 
outside the circuit of the judge be- 
fore whom the matter is intended to 
be brought or is pending. Any judg- 
ment or order of the Circuit Court 
may be cnforced in any part of Saor- 
stát Eireann in any of the modes in 
which a like judgment or order of 
the High Court might be enforced. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : The pur- 
pose of this amendment is to ensure 
that thc jurisdiction to issue originat- 
ing documents, processes, writs, and so 
on may not be limited by the Circuit. 
If one may borrow a phrase from the 
Ministcr for Home Aífairs, the object 
of the amendment is that the writ of 
the Circuit Court will not run span- 
celed to the geographical limit. 

Question—“ That the Committee 
agrees with the Seanad in the amend- 
ment —put and agreed to. 

SECTION 59. 

The following words added at the 
end of the section:— 

“ The appeal under this section 
shall be on law and fact or upon 
either, save that where the appeal 
from the exercise by the County 
Court of any particular statutory 
jurisdiction transferred by this Act 
to the Circuit Court is expressly or 
by implication limited by statute to 
an appeal on questions of law, the 
appeal from the exercise of that 
jurisdiction by the Circuit Court 
shall be similarly limited. ,> 

ATTOBNET-OENEBAL: Thisamend- 
ment is for the purpose of clearing up 


any doubts that may arise, or that it 
was suggested existed, in the section as 
it stands in the Bill. It provides that 
the appeal may be on law and on fact, 
or on either, save where only an appeal 
is limited on matters of law. 

Question—“ That the Committee 
agrees with the Seanad in the amend- 
ment M —put and agreed to. , 

SECTION 63. 

After the word “ Ireland,” line 48, 
the following words inserted:— 

“ of whom one shall be a solicitor 
having his office and carrying on the 
praetice of his profession outside the 
City and County of Dublin. M 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : The jobject 
of this amendment, which was intro- 
duced in the Seanad on behalf of the 
Governmcnt, is to ensure that in draw- 
ing up the rules for the Circuit Court 
there shall always be, as a member of 
the Rule-making Authority, at least one 
solicitor who is a country practitioner 
and familiar with country practice. It 
will prevent representatives of the soli- 
eitors being seleeted from men practis- 
ing in or around Dublin. 

Major COOPER: I am in entire 
agreement with the purport of this 
amendment. It is a rather surprising 
reversal of all that the Government 
told us when the Bill was goingthrough 
the Dáil. Then it was thought most im- 
portant to have all the members of the 
Rulc-making Authority in or near Dub- 
lin, and it was stated that it w r ould be 
impossible to bring up Cireuit Court 
Judges and District Justices living in 
distant districts to officiate on the Rule- 
making Authority. That is what I was 
standing out for. Of course I do not 
object to the amendment. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : This amend- 
ment does not deal with the District 
Justices, but with solicitors > represen- 
tatives on the Rule-making Authority. 

Major COOPER: The Attorney- 
General has no objcction to the solici- 
tors, but he only objects to the judges 
and justices being brought to Dublin. 

Mr. JOHNSON: They would o)ily 
corae from Bray or Navan. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL: I do not 
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think I have objected. On the con- \ 
trary, the Circuit Judges must neces- 
sarily come from their localities. 

Question — li That the Committee 
agrees with the Scanad in the amend- 
ment ”—put and agreed to. 

SECTION 64. 

Immediately after the word 
,l costs, ,, line 6, and within the 
brackct the following words in- 
serted:— 

li and also the entering-up of judg- 
ment and granting of summary judg- 
ment in appropriate cases. ,, 

ATTORNEY GENERAL : This is onc 
of the three íimendments consequcnt on 
the delction of Section 56. 

Question — ,l That the Committee 
agrees with the Seanad in the amend- 
ment ”—put and agreed to. 

SECTION 66. 

The word Justiccs 99 deleted and 
the word “ Judges ” substituted 
therefor. The words “ District 
Justice ” and “ District Justices ” 
dcleted wherever they occur and 
the words “ District Judge ” and 

District Judges 99 substituted 
therefor. 

' ATTORNEY-GENERAL: This is 
one of the two amendments that it is 
proposed we should not agree to. The 
amendment, as it stands, is quite un- 
workable, becausc it could have most 
extraordinary effects through the Bill 
if it were accepted. However, I would 
like to discuss this amendment again 
in connection with amendment 25. I 
suggest that with the permission of 
the Dáil consideration of it would bc | 
postponed. 

Consideration postponed aeeord- 
ingly. 

SECTION 69. 

Immediately before Section 69 a new 
section inserted as follows:— 

So far as may be practicable hav- 
ing regard to all relevant circum- 
stances the Justice of the District 
Court assigned to a District which 
includes an area where the Irish 
language is in general use shali 


possess such a knowledge of the 
Irish language as would enable him 
to dispense with the assistance of 
an interpreter when evidence is 
given in that language. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : Thisamend- 
ment provides that, so far as possiblc, 
the Justiee of any District Court 
assigned to a district which includes 
an area where Irish is spoken, shall 
possess a knowledge of the language 
sufficicnt to enable him to dispense 
with an interpreter. 

Qucstion — (i That the Committee 
agrees with the Seanad in the anend- 
ment ”—put and agreed to. 

1 The Section (69) deleted and the 
following new section substituted 
therefor:— 

The age of retirement of a Justice 
of the District Court for the time 
being assigned to the Police District 
of Dublin Metropolis or to 

5 o y clock. a district comprising or in- 
cluding the City of Cork 
shall be 70 years, and the age of 
rctircment of every other Justicc of 
j t-he Distriet Court shall be 65 vears. 

Provided that in the case of a Jus- 
| tice of the District Court who shall 
have been a District Justice under 
the District Justices (Temporary 
Provisions) Act, 1923, and at the 
date of his appointment to the last- 
mentioned office was over 55 years 
of age and under 60 years of age, 
the Chief Justice may, if he thi?iks 
íit, extend the agc of retirement of 
such justice to such date as will 
enable him to complete a period of 
servicc sufficicnt tc qualify him for 
a pension. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL: This amend- 
ment deals with the age of retiremcnt 
of District Justices. As the provision 
stood in the Bill, the age was limited to 
65 in all cases, with power to the Exe- 
cutive Council to extcnd the age to 70 
in special circumstances. This amend- 
ment of the Seanad, which the Govem- 
ment proposes should bc accepted, pro- 
vides that in the case of the District 
Justices in Dublin City and in Cork, 
who will not have the amount of peram- 
bulation that the other District Justices 
would have, the age limit be 70, and 
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[Attorney-General.] with this amendment, nnless the Attor- 

the ages of rctirement of every othcr ney-General is able to put forward an 


Justice of the District Courts be fixed 
at the limit of 65. In view of the same 
consideration that moved the Govern- 
ment not to agree to ask for the power 
of extension in these cases, they sug- 
gest that the Dáil should agree with 
the deletion of that power of exten- 
sion. There is a proviso here dealing 
with certain special cascs. When the 
temporary District Justices were ap- 
pointcd there were a few of them who 
wcre of an age which would make it 
practically impossible for thcm under 
this provision to qualify for a pen- 
sion. These men took up the position 
at a time of danger, and at a time when 
their willingness to assist certainly de- 
served spccial consideration. The pro- 
viso in the new sub-section cnablcs the 
age in their cases to be extended by the 
Chief Justice if he thinks fit, without 
the intervention of the Executive, to 
such an age as would qualify the Dis- 
trict Justice to complete a period of 
service sufficient to qualify him for a 
pension. It must be remcmbcred 
in the case of District Justiccs that 
their qualifications require a shorter 
period of practice in their respective 
professions, and that they will be ap- 
pointed at a considerably earlier age 
than the judges of the othcr courts. 
Consequently, they will normally be 
qualified for a full pension at a very 
much earlier age. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I would prefer that 
this amendment would be amended so 
that the age should be normally 70, 
but that if necessary there should be 
an option to the District Justice to re- 
tire at 65 or carlier. Again, I am not 
satisfied that perambulation is so wear- 
iner and tcaring as the Attorney- 
General would suggest. The Dáil has 
agrecd that a little variation adds oc- 
casionally to onc’s years. This is a 
matter of fixing the age, but leaving 
two or three District Justices in the 
Police District of the Dublin ]VIetropolis 
and in the City of Cork the right of not 
retiring until 70, but that in all other 
cases 65 should be the age. 

Again, I am not satisfied at all as to 
the reason for the discrimination. I 
suppose we have not very much option. 
We have either to agree or disagree 


alternative amendment and carry it, 
as he can, raising the age to 70 in all 
cases. I would much prefer that, in 
view of the proposition that the other 
judges shall retire at 70 in one case 
and 72 in the other. I think there is a 
provision made that where a judge or 
justice is infirm and unable to carry 
on his work, he will be allowed to rc- 
tire. We are now assuming that a man 
is unable to do his work at 65 years of 
age, but that we may in some cases 
allow the Chief Justice to extend that 
age. As for the Attorney-General, he 
is not willing to say that he belicves 
the ,í)istrict Justices are quite capable 
of carrying on this work as well as 
Circuit Judgcs, and for as long a time 
I think it was argued that they may 
havc a morc wearying occupation. But 
they are not quite as liable to be worn 
and wearicd with abstruse legal prob- 
lems as the higher judges. Some people 
tell us that it is this wearying, mental 
work that brings age and decrepitude 
upon men. If that be true, we should 
! not cut down the age to 65 in the case 
oí District Judges. 

AN CEANN % COMHAIRLE resumed 
the Chair. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : It should 
be remembered in relation to the Dis- 
trict Judges that their sitting in a par- 
ticular placc rarely lasts more than a 
single day. They go to out-of-the-way 
places in a county; they travel a good 
dea 1 by car, and there is considerable 
wear and tear involved in the life of a 
Distriet Justice. The Circuit Court 
Judge, on the other hand, will sit in the 
principal town. That officc will, while it 
involves moving about, at any rate pro- 
vide a longer period of halt in thaf 
particular district. The Circuit Judge 
will probably sit for a week or a fort- 
night in a certain place, but the Dis- 
trict Court involves constant moving 
on the part of the judge. He rarely 
sits continuously for two days in any 
particular place. The experience, í 
understand, is that the age-limit of 65 
is necessary and desirable in the case 
of persons who have to carry on their 
work in such circumstances. I would 
not propose an amendment or*alterna- 
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tive, bccause this new section, as it , 
stands, is a proposal of the Government 
which was acceptcd in the Seanad, 
after various controversies had arisen 
on this matter. The Government con- 
sequently proposes that this amend- 
rnent be agreod to. 

Major COOPER : I do not knovv what 
the Attorney-Generars personal tastcs 
are, but I personally would find it less 
weary spending: my time in my own 
house than spending; a weck or a fort- 
night in a country hotel, as the Cireuit 
Judge will often have to do. I eannot 
remember vvhat was the retiring age of 
the old Resid(‘nt Magistrates, but [ 
think it was 70, and they wcre ap- 
pointed, and worked under eonditions 
whieh vvould produee far more wear 
and tear than those provailing at pre- 
sent. Whon they were appointed, therc 
were no motor-ears available, as there 
are novv, and they had to travel long 
distances by train, and on outside ears. 

I well remember some of thern hail and 
hearty at 70, and not at all anxious to 
retire. The Pistriet Justice, with the 
allowances which he has for expenses, 
will be able to provide himself with a 
motor-car, and he will have far less 
vvear and tear than thc old Resident 
Magistrate. That being so, and in view 
of the urgcnt necessity of relieving the 
Pension Vote, which is a non-produc- 
tive Vote, and of giving the Ministcr 
for Finanee the assistance he desires, I 
cannot understand what can be said in 
favour of this compulsory retircment 
at the age of 65 in the case of men who 
are healthy and capable of discharging 
their duties for a much longer period. 
It is not a case of keeping reluctant 
men on after the age of 65. It is merely 
the case of not keeping men who feel fit 
and well for work and anxious to con- 
tinue their work. If it were possible 
to move an amendment to this amend- 
ment I certainly would do so, but I do 
not merely want to divide the House 
again. 

Mr. GOREY: I would like to know 
on what information the Attorney- 
General is acting. Has he himself a 
doctor’s qualification? We do not 
know. I know his advice is altogether 
different from that of medical officers 
whose advice is to keep out in the open 
country% The Attomey-GeneraPs doc- 
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trine is a new doctrine to me and 
something I never heard before. 1 
would like to know the Attorney- 
Generars reason for advancing the 
theory he has advanced that these men 
cannot work in the country to an age 
equal to that which men can who work 
in the tovvns. I think it is altogether 
in favour of the District Justice in the 
country that hc should have the option 
of operating there. If any distinction 
is made at all, it should be made in 
favour of the District Justice in the 
eountry, and I would make his years 
of servicc up to 75. I eannot under- 
starnl hovv the Attorney-General can 
explain the advice he has got on this 
matter or how he will explain it, and I 
cannot understand how any doctor in 
any country could give such advice. 

ATTORNEY GENERAL: I do not 

know whcther I am expectcd to answcfr 
the inquiries as to all my sources of 
information or to state from what 
quarters I liave had expressions of 
opinion. The Government, having 
taken the best advice it could get, has 
formed the opinion that the age of 65 
should be recommended as thc age 
of retirement for Distriet Justices. I 
understand that in the course of in- 
quiries made, for instance, amongst 
civil service people, having know- 
ledge of outdoor workers and indoor 
workers, the opinion was strongly ey- 
j pressed that the age of 65 is found to 
be the generally necessary retiring age 
for civil servants who have pursued 
an occupation of this kind, involving 
considerable amount of travelling from 
place to place in all weathers. I am 
not bound to express any expert 
opinion upon a matter of medical 
I science. What I say is that the Gov- 
* ernment, having taken the best advice 
it could get, recommends to the House 
to agree that the age of 65 is a suitable 
age limit for District Justices. These 
matters must always be matters of 
opinion. Opinion may be informed, 
or it may be ignorant opinion, but the 
Government is trying to obtain the 
best opinion it could, and this is ths 
submission which it makes in the light 
of that opinion. 

Mr. WTLSON: I cannot see why 
this discrimination in ages shonld be 



2779 Courts of Justice Bill , 1923— DAIL EIREANN. From Seanad . 2780 


[Mr. Wilson.] 

brought into an Act of Parliament— 
that Supreme Court Judges should re- 
tire at 72, Circuit Court Judges at 70, 
and District Court Judges p,t 65. To 
anyone who looks into the matter the 
retirement of such a large body of 
justices as will bc required in the 
Saorstát—26 or 30—at the age of 65 
is going to place an undue weight 
upon the finances of this country. 
Having regard to the fact that wc 
should do everything to relieve taxa- 
tion, I do not see that any case is 
made out at all that these men should 
retire at 65. The Attorney-General 
says that the Government has got the 
best advice possible. It is reasonable 
to expect that they have taken some 
advice, but whether it is the best 
possible advice is another thing. The 
old R.M/s were not retired at 70. Did 
they show inability at 70? Their 
ability was exercised in atícordance 
with their instructions, and they 
carried them out to the letter. It 
was not a question of want of ability or 
knowledge. I think the Attorncy- 
General ought to amend the Seanad's 
amendment in this case and have the 
figure of 70 inserted as the retiring 
age of those justices, whethcr in Dub- 
lin, Cork, or elsewhere. To my mind, 
the matter is put the wrong way 
about. I believe the District Justice, 
living in the eonditions of a city like 
Dublin, could not be expected to live 
nearly as long as a Justice living in 
the garden of Ireland, touring the 
country and enjoying the fresh air. 

Mr. HEWAT: Following out my 
recent exposition on the question of 
County Court Judges. I would like to 
take advantage of this opportunity to 
say that the speakers on this question 
have drawn attention to the difference 
in the ages of retireraent for the judges 
of the different courts. Essentially I 
think there is a very great difference 
in the occupation of the three different 
sets of judges. In the first case, you 
have the High Court Judge, whose oc- 
cupation is distinetly studious and who 
ean carry on efficiently for a longer 
period than can those cngaged in the 
more active occupation of the County 
Courts, the Circuit Courts and, inci- 
dentally, the District Courts. Now, 


( coming down to the District Courts of 
Justice, I visualise, rightly or 
wrongly, a state of affairs as regards 
thosc District Courts which does not 
apply to the Iligh Courts or the County 
Courts at all. As a matter of fact, in 
connection with the District Justices 1 
would rather avoid calling them 
judges. They will preside over courts 
which function on lines rather like 
those of the head of a family in cor- 
recting children and in intimate asso- 
ciation with the life of the people of 
the district, acting as a kind of law- 
givers, if you like, and giving fatherly 
advice such as Deputy Wilson will well 
understand. Now in the operation of 
his duties, whieh I think will be rather 
strcnuous, I certainly think that the in- 
dividual would not be as active at the 
age of 70 as he ought to be. I think 
it is quite right that there should be a 
difference of agos marked as between 
the different courts. What we want in 
the District Courts is comparatively 
young, extremely active and live per- 
sons who will move about amongst thc 
people, with intimate lmowledge of the 
surroundings and the people them- 
selves. I think in the discharge of such 
1 duties, when he has reached the age of 
65 he might well transfer his activities 
*to his successors to carry out the dutics 
in connection with such courts. 

Mr. GOREY: I do not think we 
ought to let the gospel that has been 
preached here pass without some chal- 
lenge. First of all, the Attorney- 
General referred to the fact that the 
Govcrnment had taken the best advice 
on this matter. I admit that it may 
have taken advice, but in my opinion 
it did not take the best advice. This 
matter has been argued as if we were 
dealing with machines in a factory. 
The argument seems to be that these 
human machines used in the courts will 
get run down and will become useless 
inr the case of the High Court Judges at 
72 or the Circuit Judges at 70 and pf 
the District Justices at 65. That argu- 
ment would be all very well if we were 
dealing with machines, but we are not. 
I heard Deputy Hewat support that 
contention. I wonder what would 
some members of the Dáil, or some men 
outside who have ambitions of becom- 
ing members later on, think % if they 
were told that at the age of 65 they 
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would be worn out and would not be 
íit to give useful service here or any- 
where else. The arguments that have 
been used from the Government side on 
this matter have been very foolish in 
my opinion. I know men myself, 65 
years of age, who are as capable and as 
active as men a good deal younger. A 
man's capability does not depend on 
circumstances. It depends rather on 
the individuaPs state of health and his 
constitution, and I suggest you cannot 
make any hard and fast rule in this 
connection at all. The arguments that 
are being put forward are simply ridi- 
culous for thc reason that at 70 years 
of age you may get a man who would 
be quite active and capable, while at 50 
years you might get a man who would 
not be capable of much service at that 
age. I think the suggestion that one 
man is capable at 72, another at 70 and 
another at 65 is too ridiculous for any- 
thing. 

The PRESIDENT: I think a good 
many of the circumstances of these 
eases have not been rcferred to. The 
íacts are, that the Tligh Court Judges 
will be in a place where lack of accom- 
modation will not affect them. To that 
extent, wc think that the ordinary coin- 
forts of life contribute somewhat to 
longevity. If abused, of course, I will 
admit that it may be in the other direc- 
tion, but I hesitate to think that a Judge 
of the Iligh Court would abuse these 
things. Now, with regard to the Dis- 
trict Justices, in Dublin or in Cork they 
are in much the same position as the 
High Court Judges, but in the country 
they will have either to motor or to 
drive on a car from town to town, and 
to spend a night, or many nights per- 
haps, out of their own houses. 

Mr. OORET : Gallivanting about the 
country. 

The PRESIDENT: I would not say 
that, but I do say that we have heard 
of persons who, having to sleep in 
strange beds, cannot sleep in the late or 
early hours of the morning. There is a 
strain on the physique there which 
must be admitted. Therefore the Dis- 
trict Justices will not have the ordinary 
comforts of domesticity, if I may say 
so, and some allowance must be made 
for that. What is the position of a man 
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who has to drive four or five miles, say, 
in a snow storm, a shower of sleet,. or 
on a cold day such as we are having 
now, and of that of the man who 
walks, say, from Fitzwilliam Square 
down to the Castle and takes his seat 
on thc Beneh, where he remains at 
work until 4 o’cloch in the evening, 
when he drives home in a carriage or 
a motor-car. Take these two cascs. 
Surely the circumstances are against 
the District Justice in such a case. 
One, I think, will readily admit that 
there are oecupations which call for a 
big strain on the physique. In estimat- 
ing the longevity of the judges, their 
usefulness and capacity, we have 
taken into eonsideration that these Dis- 
trict Justices, going about the country 
from town to town, having perhaps to 
sleep away from home two or three 
nights a week, there is unquestionably 
something asked from their physique 
not asked for from a High Court Judge, 
and to that extent there is a big justifi- 
cation for a difference in the age. Now 
we have had experience of men living 
beyond 70 years of age and occupying 
very high places in the public confi- 
dence cven though far bcyond these 
years. There were other cases in which 
men did not warrant public confidence 
after a eertain age. All that has to be 
taken into account. What we have en- 
deavoured to do herc is to restore pub- 
lic eoníidence in the Judiciary even at 
a little higher cost to the State. The 
amount is not mueh more in the long 
run than if we were to extend the age 
from 65 to 70. 

Take thc case, let us say, of a District 
Justice of 70 years of age who has to 
travel 10 miles on a bitterly cold day. 
One would naturally cxpect that at 70 
years of age a Justice would not 
give that consideration to a case 
that you could expect from a younger 
man, and in these circumstances we 
thought that, even if it were a littlc 
more eostly on the State, there 
would be very good value got for the 
extra cost involved by fixing the age 
at 65. 

Major COOPER: The Prcsident’s 
comparison betwecn the High Court 
Judge and the District Justice is ex- 
tremely adroit, but if he were here 
earlier in the discussion he would have 
heard a comparison between the Circuit 
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[Major Cooper.] 

Judges and the District Justices, and 
would have heard that the Circuit 
Judges do their work under much 
greater discomfort than do the District 
Justices. Outside, perhaps, of Tir- 
conaill and Kerry, I do not think there 
is any district in Ireland where a Dis- 
trict Justicc has to sleep away from 
home two or three nights a week. I 
have not heard of any such cases. It is 
certainly not the ease in Sligo. The 
District Justice is allowcd £300 a year 
travelling expenses, out of which he 
can provide himself with a motor-car 
and rcside in his own home all the time. 
The longest journey he would have to 
go would be about 40 miles. That is 
about the distanee from Sligo to Bal- 
lina, and the Justice with a motor-car 
could easily do that in a day. In the 
case of a Circuit Judge, his work is 
carried out under conditions of much 
greater discomfort. Tle has to stay in 
a little country hotel, and yet hc is not 
allowed to retire until he reaches the 
age of 70, whercas the retiring age for 
a District Justice is 65. I cannot see 
any justification for that distinction. 
As regards the President’s other point, 
dealing with the cold and the fatigue 
that the District Justice has to endure 
in the performance of his duties, that, 

I suggest, has not bcen found to be so 
in the past. I have already referred. to 
the old Resident Magistrates, and I 
will not refer to them again except to 
say that they did good work up to and 
after 70 years of age. I know that my 
grandfather at the age of 72 used to go 
from near Sligo to Ballina by long-car 
and sit on the Diocesan Council—upon 
which I believe he did good work—and 
go back by long-car again at night, a 
distance of 40 miles each way, but it did 
not incapacitate him. 

Mr. GOREY: He had not a motor 
car. 

Major BRYAN GOOPER: It was 

before the days of motor cars. 

Mr. OORET: Or steam rolled roads. 

Major BRYAN COOPER: They 
were ttíe old District Council road3. 
J cannot see the reason for the differ- 
entiation between Circuit Court and 
District Court Judges. They both 


function under the same conditions 
which are, if anything, more favour- 
able for the Circuit Judges. 

The PRESIDENT: Deputy Cooper 
has argucd from the particular to the 
general. Undoubtedly it is a matter 
of somc notoriety that men of 70 and 
over do perform great feats, but these 
are rather exceptional. When taking 
into consideration 25 or 30 persons, I 
do not think we would be cntitled to 
assume that at 70 thcy would be 
capablc of doing what certain par- 
ticular persons could do. I say that. 
the case of District Justices, who are 
employed for 5 days a week and who 
have long journeys to travel, deserves 
some consideration. Thcse journeys 
may be 10, 15 or 20 miles. 

Mr. GOREY: In a good car, on a 
steam-rolled road, they would do it 
for pleasure. 

The PRESIDENT: Everybody can- 
not afford a car, and some people 
who havc cars have not good ones. 
They may break down on the country 
roads 10 miles from where they are 
supposed to report at a particular 
time. That is rather serious. 

Mr. GOREY : The President’s case 
grows stronger at every tum. 

The PRESIDENT : If that is so, I 
need not pursue the matter further. 

Question put and agreed to. 
SECTION 71. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL: The next 

amendment on the Order Paper is:— 
Section 71, lines 3 and 4, page 16, 
deleted and the following words sub- 
stituted therefor:— 

“ The remuneration payable to 
every judge of the District Court 
under this Act shall be charged upon 
and paid out of the Central Pund of 
Saorstát Eireann or the growing pro- 
, duce thereof. M 

The same idea underlay both of these 
amendments, and it will be remem- 
bered that in the Bill as it left the Dáil 
the salary of the District Justice was to 
be provided by annual vote, and the ar- 
gument which was made here in sup- 
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port of that provision was that, cer- 
tainly for a while, it would be neces- 
sary tó be in a position to diseuss thc 
number of Justices until one had ar- 
rived at any rate at a settled decision 
as to what the number ought to be, hav- 
ing regard to the new jurisdictions 
given and the jurisdictions transferred 
to the District Court. Though that case 
was made for thc manner of providing 
for the salaries of the District Justices 
there scemed to be an idca in somc 
quarters that there was a sinister in- 
tention behind that provision, and that 
that sinister intention was that the Dis- 
trict Justice should not rank as a 
judge. Now, one can say quite honestly 
and frankly that that is not so. There 
was no such intention in the provisions 
in the Bill as it stood and as it was car- 
ried here. The amendment which was 
proposed in the Seanad gave rise to 
another matter, a question as to the 
effect of the provision of the Consti- 
tution, which requires a message from 
thc Covernor-General on the advice of 
the Executive Council before money 
can be appropriated for a particular 
purposo. The form of thc message and 
thc form of the resolution founded on 
that message werc the subject of con- 
siderable discussion in the Seanad as 
to how far thc action of the Seanad was 
limited by them. The rnatter was re- 
ferred to a special committee of the 
Seanad, as a result of which they came 
to the conctusion in the Seanad that 
the message and resolution as they 
stood exceeded the powers of the 
Governor-General and did not hamper 
the power of amendment of the Seanad. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Did 

they decide on the resolution as wcll? 

ATTORNEY-OENERAL : Yes. I 
think I may say that, in so far as the 
form of the message is eoncerned, I do 
not think that the Government would 
aay that it was such as could be con- 
sidered thc best form, and thc form of 
this message will have to be recon- 
sidered for the future. As regards 
this particular amendm^nt, we did not 
accept it in the Seanad. We contended 
that there was not in the circum- 
stances power to carry such an amend- 
ment, but it is questionable whether, 
having regard to the form of the par- 
ticular message, it is desirable to 
Vol. 6. 


pursue any constitutional controversy 
on this particular amcndment, par- 
ticularly having regard to the fact 
that the Government's intention was 
that only for a certain short period 
there should be freedom of discus- 
sion as to the number of Justices re- 
quired to discharge the duty of th^t 
ofílce. The Government is prepared 
to consider now binding themselves, 
having allowed first for a short period 
during which the matter should be 
tcsted that, after that short period— 
say three years—for the future, the 
salaries of the District Justices shall 
be a charge on the Central Fund. 

Thc position of a District Justice is 
reeognised by the Goveimment as that 
of a judge under the Constitution. 
Therc is no desire to interfcre with 
the District Justices in the exercise of 
their offiídal functions in so far as 
, they derive protection by having their 
i salaries a charge on the Central Fund. 
The Government intended that that 
shall be the ease after a short period 
during which the exercise of their 
functions shall not be discussed. It 
is intended to submit to the Dáil that 
this particular amendmcnt, in the 
form in which it stands, should not 
be agreed to, but that another amend- 
ment in another form which will give 
effect to what I have said should 7 oe 
sent up to the Seanad. That will in- 
volve another mcssage, and it is sug- 
gested, therefore, that the considera- 
- tion of this amendment should stand 
| over until to-morrow. The other 
! amendinent, the real object of which 
is undoubtcdly to attain the same pur- 
pose as was attained by this amend- 
ment, would really becoine unneces- 
sary once the security of the position 
of the independence of thc District 
Justices is establishcd, by a charge on 
the Central Fund. The Seanad amend- 
ment 22 is quite impracticable as it 
stands and quite incapable of being 
given cffect to. It would have the 
most extraordinary effect on the text 
of the Bill. Wherever the Distriet 
Justice Temporary Aet, 1923, is re- 
ferred to, it would change the title of 
that Aet. iilto District Judges Tem- 
porary Act of 1923. Under this Bill 
we speak of the Justice of the District 
Court, ^ This amendment quite fails to 
recognise that under the Temporary 
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Aet we had the title of Distriet Jus- 
tice, and fails to recognise under the 
present Bill that these are justiees of 
the Distriet Court. To earry out an 
amendment oC this kind in the way 
which must have been before the mimí 
of the mover of this amendment, il 
would be necessary to move upwards 
of twenty amendments in the text of 
the Bill—that is in order to avoid 
those partieular things to which thi; 
amendment eould not apply, and in 
order to give eífcct to it without up- 
setting the w r hole Bill as it stands. 

The matter was here discussed at fuli 
length as to whether thosc Justices 
fihould be called District Justices or 
District Judges. It w r as pointed out 
that this position had become a position 
of credit to those w r ho held it, and that 
there was no sufficient reason for caus- 
íng an upheaval there w r here you had 
sw'ept aw r ay the old regime and set up 
a court which was recognised, cstab- 
lished, and accepted with goodwill 
everywhere. The Dáil approved of the 
retention of the title justice of the 
District Court, ,, w r ith thc Irish equi- 
valent for judge as applied to judges 
for all the courts. It is now submitted 
that this amendment 22 should not be 
agreed to, and it is intended, if the Dáil 
" will consent, to postponc number 25 
until to-morrow\ It is intended to pro- 
pose an alternative for submission to 
the Seanad, which will secure that posi- 
tion of judicial independence to the 
District Justice. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : The 

exact proposal is, if I understand it 
aright, to leave over amendments 22 
and 25 until to-morrow, and then move 
an amendment that thc Committee dis- 
agree with the Seanad in amendments 
22 and 25, and to move an alternative 
amendment to 25. That will neccssitate 
a new money resolution. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : It is in or- 

der to have a new money resolution 
and equivalent message that I suggest 
it should be left over. 

Mr. HEWAT: Is not 22 to be dealt 
with to-day? 

AN OEANN OOMHAIBLE : No. 

3oth will be discussed to-morrow, when 


the alternative is produced. Does the 
Committee agree to the postponement? 

Agreed. 

SECTION 74. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL: The next 
amendment is in Section 74 to delete 
the words in page 16, lines 53 and 54, 
“ for a declaration of title or in eject- 
ment. M This is really in the nature of 
a drafting amendment. It was thought 
as the proviso stood that its elfect was 
narrowed by the w r ords “ for a declara- 
tion of title or in ejectment, ,, in rela- 
tion to such lands, and the amendment 
provides that thc deeisions of the Dis- 
trict Justice in matters of trespass or 
tort are not to opcrate as estoppel in 
any action dealing with the land. _ I 
move that the Committee agree with 
the amendment. 

Question put and agreed to. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL: The next 
is, after the word summarily, page 17, 
line 4, to insert the following words 

and the accused (inquiry having 
I been madc of him by the judge) does 
not objeet to being so tried. ,, This 
I amendment arises on head (b) of 
1 Section 74, which deíines the jurisdie- 
tion of the District Courts. The mat- 
ters which are collected under head- 
ing (b) w r ould in a eertain degree be 
capable of being considered minor 
offences within the terms in the Con- 
stitution, but it has been considerecfe 
well to have the attcntion of the 
accused directed to those in particular 
so that he may be in a position w r hen 
charged to object that in his case the 
matter is not a minor offence, and to 
require that he be sent on for triai 
by jury. Consequently it is proposed 
that in cases arising under those head- 
ings two conditions prccedent are re- 
quisite; first, that the justice shall 
be of opinion that the facts proved 
against the accused constitute a minor 
offence fit to be tricd summarily, and 
secondly, the «accused, inquiry having 
bcen made of him by a Justice, does 
not object to being so tried. It is 
proposed that that amendment be 
agreed to, subject to the substitution 
of the word “ justice 99 tor the word 
** judgc." 
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Mr. JOHNSON : Does not this de- 
pend vcry much upon what the deei- 
sion may be to-morrow? 

ATTORNEY-GENERÁL: Only in 
that particular. 

Mr. JOHNSON : Yes, but if we pass 
it now where shall we fce? I suggest 
this also should be left over. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : If tho 

other amendment of the Seanad stood 
it would restore “ justice 99 there. It 
is important to dispose of this as far 
as possible. The Seanad is taking up 
this to-morrow, and there may not be 
any opportunity of dealing with it 
until another legal term has started. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: You 

will not havc finished this until after 
the Seanad has met to-morrow. The 
Attorney-Oeneral is proposing to 
amend the amendment by substituting 
the word “ justice ” for “ judge. M 

Mr. JOHNSON: 1 would rather that 
some way would be i'ound whereby the 
Dáil would not be asked to conie to a 
decision on this changc of title until 
it has been decided on the direet ques- 
tion. 

ATTORNEY - GENERAL : I eer- 
tainly do not want to bind the Deputy 
or to ask for any decision that would 
hamper the matter to-morrow. If the 
word “ justiee 99 is inserted here now 
I will hold myself open to restore 
“ judgc 99 if that is t.he effect of the 
decision to-morrow, or I would suggcst 
that the Deputy would hold nimself 
equally open to my view in ease the 
d(*eision is .the other way. . 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: On the 

other hand, if we leave this amend- 
ment now it will only take a minutc 
to insert the word “ justiee 99 to- 
morrow. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : Provided 
I am not bound in a decision now. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: That 
we take no decision now, but leave it 
over until to-morrow? 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : You will 
take thc amendment as passed? 


AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: No; wc 

will take amendments 22, 25 and 27 to- 
morrow. The discussion will really 
take place on 22 and 25. If the Attor- 
ncy-(Jcncrars point is agreed to on 
them, 27 is deeided on. There is no' 
other controversy except the words 
44 judge 99 or “ justicc. ,, 

Mr. JOHNSON: I arn satisfied with 
the constitutional position. 

Amendment postponed. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : I move 
that the Committee agrce with the 
Scanad in the following amendment, 
—After the word “ circuit, ,, page 17, 
lino 30, the following words insertcd: 
“ or of one of thc eircuits (to be de- 
torminod by the justice). M 

This anumdment is a necessary 
(lrafting amendment by reason of tlie 
fact that in soiue eases thc District 
Justicc's distriet euts into more than 
one circuit. 

Question put and agreed to. 

SECTIONS 81 & 82. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : 1 movo: 

That thie CiOinimittee agrces with the 
Scanad in the following two amend- 
ments:— 

Scetion 81. Afler the word “ dis- 
triet, M line 24, the words “ or any 
part of the district 99 insertcd. 

Section 82. After the word “ dis- 
trict, ,, line 30, the words “ or any 
part of the distriet 99 inserted. 

Question put aiul agreed to. 


SECTION 85. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : I lnove 
that the Committee agrees with the 
Seanad in the following amcndment: 
Seetion 85. Irnmediately after the 
word “ eounty, M page 18, line 54, the 
following words insertcd “ and (if so 
exprcssed in his warrant of appoint- 
.ment) within thc counties immediately 
adjoining such county. M 

The Peaee Commissioners are ap- 
pointed for a county and the proposal 
in this amendment, which is a Govem- 
ment r.mendment, is that they should 
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be enabled to aet in matters arising 
frora eounties immediately adjoining 
that for which they are appointed. 

Question put and agreed to. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL: I move 
that the Committee agree with the 
Seanad in the following amendment: 

Immediately after sub-section (1) 
(Section 85) a new sub-section in- 
serted as follows:— 

“ (2) So far as may be practic- 
able having regard to all relevant 
circumstances, cvery person ap- 
pointed to be a Pcace Commissioner 
in a county which includcs an area 
in which the Irish languagc is in 
gencral usc shall have a hnowledgc 
of the Irish language adequate for 
the transaction of the business of 
his office in that language. M 
This is the samc with refcrence ti) 
the Peace Commissioners, that they 
should, as far as possible, have a 
knowledge of Irish in Irish-speaking 
districts. 

Question put and agreed to. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : I move 
that the Committee agree with the 
Seanad in the following amendment. 
Immediately after the word ‘ ‘ informa- 
tions, M page 18, line 63, the word 
“ bonds ” inserted. This rectifies an 
omission. The word “ bond ” should 
have been included. It is a matter of 
utility that they should be in a posi- 
tion to take bonds if the District Jus- 
tice is not there. 

Question put and agreed to. 

ATTORNE Y-GENER AL : I move 
that the Committee agree with the 
Sean&d in the following amendment:— 

The following words added at the 
end of sub-paragraph (d), page 19, 
line 3:— 

“ and providing for the remunera- 
tion of the medical officer and the 
examiner of lunatics under Section 
14 of the Lunatic Asylums (Ireland) 
Act, 1875.” 

This is an amendment which enables 
an order to be made for the payment 
of the medical officer who certifies in 


cases of lunacy before committal to an 
asylum. Without some provision of this 
ldnd there would be no method of com- 
plying with the statute and providing 
for a certificate upon which a local 
authority can make a payment. 

Question put and agreed to. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : I move 
that the Oommittee agree with the 
Seanad in the following amendment:— 

Immediately after sub-paragraph 

(f) , page 19, a new sub-paragraph 

(g) inserted as follows:— 

“ (g) condemning or ordering the 
destruction or disposal of any 
artiele intended for the food of man 
which appears to him to be diseased 
or unsound or unwholesome or unfit 
for the food of man under Section 
133 of the Public Health (Ireland) 
Act, 1878, as amended by Section 28 
of the Public Ilealth Acts Amend- 
ment Act, 1890.” 

This amendment is considered neces- 
sary in the intercsts of the public 
health. If it were not inserted the posi- 
tion would be that there eould be no 
destruction of unwholesome food which 
had been exposed, until thc District 
Justice returned, and it is proposed 
that the Peace Commissioner may be 
in a position to order the destruction 
of matcrial that has been exposed for 
sale as human food which is unsound 
or unfit for food. 

I Mr. JOHNSON: Does not this rather 
impose upon the Peace. Commissioner 
the duties of inspector? 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : No. 

Mr. JOHNSON: It appears to me to 
suggest that he must have personal 
knowledge. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : This is an 
application of a section of the Public 
Ilealth Act. He acts first upon a 
certificate of an inspector, and if upon 
the certificate of the inspector it ap- 
pears to him that it is a case of un- 
sound food, then he may make an 
order for destruction. 

Question put and agreed to. 
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SECTION 87. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : I movs | 

that the Committee agree with the 
Seanad in the following amendment:— , 

After the word “ purpose, n line 

30, the following words inserted: 

“ being not less than five, includ- 
ing one at least of the justices for 
the time being assigned to the 
district, including the Police Dis- 
trict of Dublin Metropolis.” 

I rather expected to be pounced 
upon by Deputy Cooper for this 
amendment. It fixes thc number, 
which was not prcviously fixed, of the 
District Justices to act on the Rule- 
making Authority at five, and it pro- 
vides a rather important matter, that 
one of them must be a justice of the 
Police District of Dublin. There are 
special police laws and regulations 
dealing with the city of Dublin, and it 
is important that one of the justices 
on the Rule-making Authority should 
be a Dublin justice. 

Question put and agreed to. 

ATTORNE Y-OENERAL : I move 
that the Committee agree with the 
Seanad in the following amendments:— 

The word “ one,” line 30, dc- 
leted, and the word “ two ” substi- 
tuted therefor, and the word “ soli- 
citor 99 deleted, and the word (t soli- 
citors substituted therefor. 

After the word “ Ireland, ,> line 

31, the following words inserted:— 

of whom one shall be a solicitor 

having his office and carrying on 
the practice of his profession out- 
sidc the City and County of Dub- 
lin. M 

, These two amendments have the 
same purpose. They provide that on 
the Rule-making Authority for the 
District Courts there are to be two 
Bolicitors, and that one of them should 
be a solicitor practising in the country. 

Question put and agreed to. 

SECTION 88. 

ATTORNE Y-OENERAL : I move 

that the Committee agree with the 
Seanad in the following amendment 


After the word i( court, ,, line 50, 
the following words inserted: (( the 
entering up of judgment and grant- 
ing of summary judgment in appro- 
priate cases. 

This is an amendment in substitu- 
tion of Section 56, which was deleted. 

Question put and agreed to. 

SECTION 91. 

ATTORNE Y-GENERAL: I move 

that the Committee agree with the 
Seanad in the following amendment:— 

After the word i( contract, ,, line 
10, the words “ or in an action for 
the recovery of land, M inserted. 

This amendment applies thc provi- 
sions of Seetion 91 to actions for the 
recovery of land in the same way as 
they apply to actions in contract. 
Many actions in relation to the re- 
eovery of land raise questions of con- 
struetion of documents and title of a 
kind that are not jury matters but 
purely matters for judicial ruling. 

Qucstion put and agreed to. 

SECTION 93. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : I move 
that the Committee agree with the 
Seanad in the following amendment 
to Section 93:— 

At the end of Section 93 (after 
the full stop) the following words 
added:— 

(( In any appeal to which this 
section applies the appellate tribu- 
nal may, in lieu of ordering a new 
trial, set aside the verdict, findings, 
and judgment appealcd against and 
enter such judgment as the court 
considers proper. M 

This amendment clears up a matter 
of doubt. A doubt was raised as to 
whether on the terms of Section 93 
there was any option for the Court on 
the hearing of an appeal to do other- 
wise than order a new trial. . It is 
quite a usual thing, on cxamination of 
evidence taken on the hearing of an 
action to deal with it otherwise than 
by ordering a new trial tQ make per- 
haps an amending order that meets 
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the situation and avoids the expense 
of a second hearing. This amendment 
wiii enable orders to bc made in such 
cases. 

Question put and agrecd to. 
SECTION 94. 

ATTOBNEY-GENEBAL : I move 
that the Committee agree with the 
Seanad in the following amendment to 
Seetion 94:— 

• 

Immcdiately before Section 94 a 
new section inscrtcd as follows:— 
Whencver under this Act an ap- 
peal is required to be groundcd or 
heard on the report of an official 
stenographer, sueh report shall in- 
elude both the original shorthand 
notes and the transeript thereof, and 
shall be certified by the judge of 
the eourt of first instanee to bc such 
rcport . 91 

The object of this amendment is in 
the case of appeals founded upon steno- 
graphers' notes to provide that the re- 
port of the stenographer shall be iden- 
tified as a docurnent in the case by the 
judge who tried the action, and that 
the report shall include both the tran- 
script and the original shorthand re- 
cord. 

Question put and agreed to. 

SECTION 96. 

ATTOBNE Y-GENEBAL : 1 move 

that the Committee agree with the 
Seanad in the following amendment to 
Section 96:— 

The section deleted and the fol- 
lowing new section substituted there- 
for:— 

“ Where any person who is at the 
passing of this Act a Judge of the 
Supreme Court of Judicature in Ire- 
land, a Recorder, County Court 
Judge, or District Justice in Saorstát 
Eireann, or a Divisional Justice of 
the Police District of Dublin Metro- 
polis is appointed to be a judge of 
any court under this Act after he has 
attained the age of retirement pre- 
scribed by this Act for the judges of 
such court, such age of retirement 
shall in his case be extended by the 
addition of three years thereto. ,> 


This amcndment deals with the pos- 
sibility of any existing judge being ap- 
pointed to office under this Act, such 
existing judge having exceeded the age 
limit imposed by the Act. The fact 
that a man who had exceeded that age- 
limit would be selected would show 
that he gave indications of being able 
to continue to discharge his duties, and 
it is provided in such case that there 
shall be an automatic extension of three 
years. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I would like a little 
more light on this, because the way it 
is phrased points almost to a particu- 
lar ease or cases. “ Any person who 
I is at the passing of this Act a Judge 
I of the Supreme Court of Judicature 
in lrcland, a Recorder, County C’ourt 
Judge, or District Justice in Saorstát 
Eireann, or a Divisional Justice of the 
Poliee Ilistriet of Dublin Metropolis 
is appointed to be a judge of any 
court under this Act after he has at- 
taincd the age of retirement.” It 
seems to say that the intention of the 
Ministry in regard to the ages of re- 
tirement are not to have effeet in some 
cases. I am at a loss to understand 
the attitude of the Attorney-General 
on this matter. Ile has argued, and 
the President has supported him, in 
such a way as to persuade the Dáil 
that it is not desirable to have any 
relaxation of the age limit, and now 
he says that a person, provided he is 
already a judge in onc court, may 
be appointed to be judge of another 
eourt, notwithstanding age limíts; 
that is to say, the age limit may be 
extended by three years. I am not 
able to appreciate the point, unless 
the Attorney-General will tell ua that 
he has specifíc cases in mind, and let 
the Dáil judge as to those cases. I 
would ask first whether this word 
“ is ” on line 1 should be retained? 

ATTOBNEY-GENEBAL: I may as- 

sure the Deputy that the Govern- 
ment has no specifíc cases in mind. 
The Government fíeld of choice in fíll- 
ing these positions is, I think, stili 
unexplored, if that will allay any 
anxieties. The intention of this ratber 
was to prevent exclusion from thé fleld 
of choice of persons who might be of 
assistance, but who had reached the 
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age liniit. Whether it will ever be put 
in practice I eannot say. It does not 
relate to any case or cases in particu- 
lar. Without tahing any executive 
power of extension, it enables a per- 
Son who has reached the age limit io 
be appointed with a three years’ íixed 
extension beyond that age limit. If 
no provision of this kind was con- 
tained, and the other power of exten- 
sion having been cut out with the 
consent of the (Jovernment, there may 
be pérsons who would be excluded 
from appointments in the first in- 
stance by reason of the age limit. 

Question put and agreed to. 
SECTION 97. 

ATTORNEY-OENEEAL : I move 
that the Committee agree with the 
Seanad in the íollowing amendment to 
Section 97:— 

The section deleted and the fol- 
lowing* new section substituted there- 
for:— 

“ No rules of court made under 
this Act shall come into operation un- 
less and until thcy have been laid 
. before cach House of the Oireachtas 
and have becn approved by rcsolu- 
tion of cach such House. ’ 9 

This amcndmcnt is in substitution for 
Scetion 97, but the essential difference 
between the two is this, that undcr Sec- 
tion 97 the rules became operative and 
of full effect unless a motion had been 
made annulling them in whole or part. 
Objection was taken to that on the 
ground that the matter might be over- 
looked. People might not bother, and 


it is said that people do not bother, 
with these documcnts laid on the Table 
or read them with that detail or in- 
tcrcst that perhaps some of them de- 
serve. Under the new section it would 
be' the duty of a Minister to come in 
and propound the rules to each of the 
llouses, explain them, and get a posi- 
tive agreement with them. The Govern- 
ment recommcnds that that proposal be 
acccptcd. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I think this is a 
great improvcmcnt on the section ori- 
ginally passcd by the Dáil. 1 hope it 
>vill bc the practice, and I think it must 
inevitably be. that the rulcs will not 
merely be laid on the Table, but that 
they will be circulatcd as a Bill would 
l)c, and that line by line, section by 
seetion, and paragraph by paragraph 
amendmcnts may be moved and de- 
batcd, so that they will be discussed 
just as a Bill may be discussed, perhaps 
having only one rcading. I think that 
is thc cffcct of this new scction. It is 
an improvement, and meets most of the 
criticisms that were made against the 
original section. 

Qucstion put and agreed to. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL: I move to 
report progrcss. 

THE DAIL RESUMES. 

Progress reported. Thc Committee 
to sit again to-morrow. 

Mr. BLYTHE: I move the adjourn- 
ment. 

The Dáil adjourned at 6.10 p.m. until 
3 o'cloclc on Thursday. 
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Do chuaidh an Ceann Comhairle 
gceannas ar a 3 a clog. 

CEISTEANNA—QUESTIONS. 

ORAL ANSWEBS. f 

FOWLER HALL ATTACE—EX- 

BRITISH SOLDIERS DEATH. 

Mr. A. BTRNE asked the Minister 
for Financc if he is aware that Mrs. 
Rose Walpole, 23 North Great. Gcorge’s 
Street, Dublin, has becn refuscd com- 
pensation for the loss of her son, an ex- 
British soldier, who Avas killcd in his 
own homc during an attack on Fowler 
Hall; if he will take steps to secure a 
re-hearing of this case, and further, if 
he will state whether victims and their 
dependents can appeal against the de- 
cision of the Compensation (Personal 
Injuries) Committee. 

MINISTER for FINANCE (Mr. 
Blythe) : Where applications for com- 
pensation were made in cases of death 
resulting from injuries sustained, the 
Compensation (Personal Injuries) Com- 
mittee were request.ed in making their 
recommendations to have regard to the 
actual cxtent of the depcndency of the 
applicants upon the deceased persons. 
In this case the Committee, after taking 
all the circumstances into account, con- 
sider that there was no dependency of 
the applicant upon the deceased person 
and the application was refused. I see 
no rcason why the case should be re- 
opened. 

As thc Committee is a purely Depart- 
mental one and its recommendations 
are made on a purely ex-gratia basis, 
tjlere is no question of a right of appeal, 
iut where a reasonable prima facie case 
for further consideration of a claim is 
made to me, I will have the matter 
lfioked into. 

KILKENNY LADY’S CLAIM. 

SEAN MAO OIOLLA ’N RIOGH 

jsked the Minister for Finance if 
he is aware that the sum of 


£350 has been granted to Miss Margaret 
Loughman, of Kilkenny, by the Com- 
pensation Committee (Personal In- 
juries), presided over by Judge 
Johnston, for the loss of her right 
leg, rcsulting from the wound she re- 
ceived on May 2nd, 1922, during the 
operations between the National troops 
and the Irregulars in Kilkenny; if he is 
, aware that she has lost almost two 
j years wages, has had to incur doctor’s 
expcnses, soíicitor’s costs, her expenses 
i and those of witnesses from Kilkenny 
to Waterford, where the claim was 
dealt with, as well as the price of an ar- 
, tifícial limb; if he is aware that the 
i arnount of compcnsation allowed falls 
short of one-third of the expenses thus 
incurred, and, as the limb has been am- 
putatcd almost from the hip, thus leav- 
ing hcr a cripple for life, whether he 
will undertake to see that the amount 
of compensation is reconsidered with a 
view to an increasc which will be ade- 
quate ? 

Mr. BLYTHE: In considering appli- 
cations for eompensation in respect of 
personal injuries presented to tliem, 
the Compensation (Personal Injuries) 
Committee were requested to have re- 
gard inter alia to the actual earning 
capacity of the injured person prior 
to thc injury, and to thc impairment 
of earning capacity attributable to the 
injury. I am satisfied that this case 
was carefully considered from t&ese 
points of view by the Committee, and 
that they have taken into account all 
the other circumstances which were 
put before them in arriving at the 
amount which they have recommended 
to be paid. 

Mr. MILROY: Arising out of that 
question, is the Minister quite satis- 
fied that less than one-third of the 
expenses involved in securing that 
amount of compensation is adequate 
for the loss of a limb and the fact 
that a person is rendered a cripple for 
life? 

Mr. BLYTHE: I certainly am not; 
but I do not accept the facts jindicated 
in the question. Miss Loughman, at 
the time of the injury, was employed 
as a book-keeper and was paid 22/6 
a week. The loss from failure to be 
able to eam can be calculated as far 
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as that goes. The injury was not such 
as to incapacitate her from carrying 
on as a typist and book-keeper. I do 
not accept the facts that the Deputy 
seems to accept. 

Captain EEDMOND: Is the Minis- 
ter aware this is not the only case of 
a like nature in which dissatisfaction 
has been expressed at the findings of 
this Commission? Is he aware there 
are many similar cases where the ap- 
plicants have been put to very great 
expense indeed and where the results 
have been nil? 

Mr. BLYTHE: I would expect that 
there would be dissatisfaction in everv 
case. 

Mr. MILROY : Will the Minister 
consider the advisability of adding to 
the amount of compensation for the 
loss of the limb, the amount of ex- 
penses involved, which can be vouchcd 
for by the person trying to secure 
that compensation? 

Mr. BLYTHE : I am willing to con- 
sider any circumstances that are pu^ 
up which seem to indicate that reason- 
able compensation has not been given 
in ali the cireumstances. 

Captain REDMOND : That is very 
good. 

ORANTS FOR TRUNE ROADS. 

SEAN MAC GIOLLA ’N RIOOH 

asked the Minister for Local Govern- 
ment if he will state upon what 
grounds the Cavan Urban District has 
only been allocated £700 for improve- 
ment of trunk roads as against £1,000 
to Monaghan Urban District, and if he 
is aware that the sum alíocated to 
Cavan Urban District should be at least 
doubled to meet the requirements in 
that district, and if in view of this 
the amount allocated to Cavan Urban 
District will be increased. 

Mr. BLYTHE, replying: The grant 
recently made available for trunk roads 
was apportioned on the basis of popu- 
lation, valuation and road expendi- 
ture. As each of these is greater in 
Monaghan Urban District than in 
Cavan Urban District the share of the 
former in the grant is the greater. 


As the grant has been apportioned 
no further sum can be allocated there- 
from. It is, however, open to the 
County Couneil of Cavan to supple- 
ment, out of the grant allocated to 
to them, the £700 allocated to the 
Urban District Council of Cavan as has 
been done by the Councils of other 
counties in the ease of certain urban 
district councils within their countics. 

DISTRIBUTION OF SEED 
POTATOES. 

I • 

j SEAN MAC GIOLLA ’N RIOGH 

aske<l thc Minister for Loeal Govern- 
ment if he will state if his Department 
has issucd instructions restricting the 
distribution of seed potatoes in Co. 
Cavan to Bawnboy Rural District and 
Enniskillen No. 2 District; if he is 
aware that shortages of seed is not 
confined to these districts but is 
general, particularly in Cavan Rural 
District, and whether he will instruct 
his Dcpartment to allow the distribu- 
tion of seed to the latter area. 

Mr. BLYTHE, replying: The answer 
to the first part of the question is in 
the affirmativé. 

From thc information obtained by 
the Department of Agriculture, it is 
not. evident that such necessity exists 
as would justify the extension of the 
scheme beyond the areas already ap- 
| proved. 

Mr. MILROY: Is the Minister pre- 
pared to put at the disposal of the 
representatives for Cavan information 
upon which he based that answer? 
The information derived from the 
people who are affected is quite the 
opposite. 

Mr. BLYTHE : I think the Deputy 
had better put down another question 
for the Minister for Local Govem- 
ment. 

NEW ROSS ARMY ACCOUNT. 

RISTEARD MAC FHEORAIS asked 

the Minister for Defence if repeated 
applications have been made to his 
Ministry by Mrs. Mooney, 9 South 
Street, New Ross, for payment of an 
account due by the National Army, 
amounting to £279 5s. 0d., and, if so, 
when it is proposed to pay same. 
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The PRESIDENT (Mimister for De 

fence): It is regretted that delay in 
settling Mrs. Mooney’s claim arose 
owing to aceounts dne to her bcing 
rendered in the names of Kennedy 
and Mooney. Her claim will be dis- 
charged within a few days time. 

WEXFORD MOTOR HIRAGE 


some action to have the guns surren- 
dered to the British and which have 
been located at Woolwích Arsenal re- 
stored to their owners. 

The PRESIDENT : Arrangement* 
are now being made to have the arms 
returned in all cases in which t.he 
owners havc been identified. 


ACCOUNT. COOTEHILL ABMT ACCOUNT. 


RISTEARD MAC FHEORAIS asked 
the Minister for Defenee when it is 
proposed to pay the aecount of Mrs. 
Duff, King Street, Wexford, duc for 
motor hirage. 

The PRESIDENT: Mrs. Duff’s ac- 
count is at present under considera- 
tlon, and it is expectod that an earlv 
settlcanent will be eífected. 


SEAN MAC GIOLLA ’N RIOGH 

asked the Minister for Defence if he 
will instruct that payment be made to 
Mrs. K. Higgins, Bridge Street, Coote- 
hill, for washing done over one year 
ago for Cootehill Military Barracks. 

The PRESIDENT: I am arranging 
that Mrs. Higgins' claim will bc 
settled with the least possible furthei 


DISCHARGE OP SOLDIERS AT dc,a ^ 


CURRAQH. 

DOMHNALL 0 MUIRGHEASA (for 
Aodh 0 Cúlacháin) asked the Minis- 
ter for Defence if he is aware that 
there are a number of National 
soldiers on the Curragh Camp whose 
períod of service has expired, but who 
are refused discharge from the Army; 
and whether he will have enquiries \ 
made with a view to the discharge of 
those men and replacing them by 
others who are anxious to rejoin. 

The PRESIDENT : I regret that 
there was a delay in discliarging somc 
soldiers owing to a shortage of civilian 
clothing, which had to be issued to 
them before they left the Army. These 
soldiers have already been discharged. 

CLAIM FOR COMPENSATION. 

SEOIRSE DE BHULBH asked the 
Minister for Defence if he will enquire 
into the elaim of James J. Lube, The 
Square, Kilcock, Co. Kildare, for com- 
pensation for the commandeering of his 
motor during 1922, and for extensive 
damage done thereto. 

The FtSBIDEiTT: Mr. Lube’s claim 
is At present under consideration, and 
it is hoped to effect an early settle- 
ment, 

RETURN OF SURRENDERED GUNS. 

SBOIRSE DE BHULBH asked the 
Minister for Defence if he can take 


DOWRA (CAVAN) CLAIM 
AGAINST MILITARY. 

SEAN MAC GIOLLA N RIOGH 

askcd the Minister for Defence if he 
can state why no payment has yet 
been made to Mrs. Thomas McGovern, 
The Cottage, Dowra, Co. Cavan, for 
work done in washing and darning 
for the Troops in Dowra, for a period 
of nine months, and if he is awarc 
that she was engaged for that work 
by O.C. Masterson and Q.M. Dundass. 
and \vhether he will see that thc 
amount due, £95, is paid íorthwith. 

The PRESIDENT : I rcgret the de- 
lay in dealing with Mrs. McGovern’s 
claim. In all probability it will bc 
settled within a week. 

| CLAIM FOR CHEMICAL SUPPLIES 

SEAN MAC GIOLLA ’N RIOGH 

asked the Minister for Defence if he 
can state why the. amount of £48 
14s. 2d. due to john S. Smyth, 
L.P.S.I., Medical Hall, Cootehill, Co 
Cavan, for chemical supplies obtained 
in 1921 has not been paid, and if he 
will give instructions that the accounl 
be paid forthwith. 

The PRESIDENT: Mr. Smyth ’s atí- 
count arose during the period prior 
to the inceptioil of the Provisiona 1 
Government. The question has yet to 
be considered m to what extent and 
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fjrom what funds claims arising dur- 
ing that period will be met. Pending 
a general decision, it is regretted that 
it is not practicable to deai with Mr. 
Smyth’s aecount. 

CABPENTBY WOBK IN CAVAN 
BABBACES. 

SEAN MAC GIOLLA ’N BIOGH 

asked the Minister for Defence if h* 
will give instructions to settle the 
account of £2 12s. Od. due to Mr. 
McQuillan, carpenter, O ’Rahilly Street, 
Cavan, for work done in Cavan Bar- 
racks in March and October, 1922. 

The PBESIDENT: A cheque in set- 
tlement of Mr. McQuillan’s claim was 
issued by the Office of Public Works 
on the 15th ultimo. 

CAVAN MOTOB OWNEBS’ CLAIMS. 

SEAN MAC GIOLLA ’N RIOGH 

asked the Minister for Dcfence if he 
can say why no settleinent has yct 
been made of the claims by Philip Lee 
and John Soden, Ballvjamesduff, Oo. 
Cavan, for motors, petrol, etc., ob- 
tained by the Military from them in 
1922, despite the fact that the account 
for same has bcen furnished manv 
times. 

The PBESIDENT: A cheque for 
£9 14s. Od. in settlement of Mr. Lee ’s 
claims, which amountcd to £11 15s. 0d., 
was issued on the 18th ultimo. 

No claim appears to have been re- 
ceived at Headquarters from Mr. 
Soden. If particulars are furnished to 
the Chief Claims Officer, Portobello 
Barracks, Dublin, the mattcr will have 
attention. 

Mr. MILBOY: Would it be possible 
i'n connection with these questions to 
have replies circulated to Deputies who 
asked thc questionst It would be very 
useful. 

AN OEANN COMHAIBLE : That has 
always been* done. The Deputy will 
get used to that when he gets used to 
asking questions. 

NAAS HOBSES OOMMANDEEBED. 

SEOIBSE DE BHULBH asked the 

Minister for Defence if he is aware that 
four horses were commandeered by the 
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Govcrnment'in July, 1922, from Mrs. 
S. A. Young, Barrack View, Naas; that 
three of the horses had just been sold 
on commission; that the fourth, the 
property of Mrs. Young, was returned 
after ncarly three months in a seriously 
damagcd condition, and if hc will see 
that this lady is duly compepsated for 
loss sustained. 

The PRESIDENT : I undcrstand that 
Mrs. Voung is about to make a claim 
arising out of the commandeering of 
horses. When received, the claim will 
be given due attention. 

Mr. WOLFE: 1 would like to in- 
form the Minister that a claim has been 
sent in long ago. 

COUNTY CLARE LANDS. 

PADRAIG 0 hOGAIN (An Clár) 

asked the Minister for Agriculture if he 
is awarc that the lands of Rathaline. 
Newmarket-on-Fergus, Co. Clare, held 
by Mr. A. B. Stoncy, arc advertised for 
sale; it* he can say whether under the 
provisions of the Land Act. 1923, the 
Land Commission can acquirc and dis- 
tribute thcse lands; if several work- 
men now employed on the lands and 
who will probaí>ly be disemployed if 
thc lands are sold in lots have anv 
priority of claim in the mattcr? 

MINISTER for AGRICULTURE 

(Mr. Hogan): The lands referred to ap- 
pear to be the lands of Rathlaheen. 
South, on the estate of A. B. Stonev 
and Another. The Land Commission 
have no information as regards the pro- 
posed sale of these lands. They are not 
situate in a Congested Districts County 
and accordingly, if untenanted, could 
only be acquired for the relief of con- 
gestion. If tenanted, they will vest in 
the Land Commission under the Act of 
1923, and will be dealt with by the 
Comniissioners in accordance with the 
Act. * 

In the distribution of lands acquircd 
by the Land Commission due regard is 
had to the cases of labourers living on 
or in the vicinity of the lands whom 
the Land Commission consider com- 
petent to work land. 

Mr. GOREY: Arising out of that 
question, I would ask the Miníster if he* 
is aivare that all over the country, at 



1*807 Army DAIL EIRBANN. lnqu%ry . 


[Mr. Gorey.] 

the moment, sales are sought to be ef- 
fected by the landlord in order to get 
better prices or to evade the terms of 
the Land Act, 1923? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : That is | 
a separate question. 

Mr. DAVIN: Is the Minister aware 
that this is only one of a number of 
cases? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: That is 
the same point again cxactly. 

Mr. HOGAN (Minister for Agricul- 
ture) : I have answered the question 
one hundrcd times. 

Mr. HOGAN (Clare) : Has the Minis- 
ter considcred that if these lands are 
sold in eight lots the difficulties are 
made. eight times greater after the sale 
than beforc the salc? 

Mr. HOGAN (Minister for Agricul- 
ture) : I would not like to enter into a 
dispute as to whether it is three, four, 
five, six, seven, or eight times as much, 
but the difficulty will be something. 
greater. On the other hand, if these 
íands arc sold in lots that is another 
way of dividing thc lands. I do not 
say that it is an ideal way. 

Mr. P. HOGAN (Clare): Regardless 
of the fact that these pcople have 
enough land already? 

Mr. HOGAN (Minister for Agricul- 
ture) : Regardless of the fact that the 
purchasers have enough land already— 
yes, but if there are any congests in the 
neighbourhood and if thcre is no other 
suitable land in the neighbourhood, the 
Land Commission have ample power to 
acquire these lands compulsorily from 
the people who buy the land, together 
with the land they held before. they 
bought. that land, and the Land 'Com- 
mission proposes to do that. 

Mr. GOREY : Hear, hcar. 

WRITTEN ANSWERS. 

DISCHARGED SOLDIER S CLAIM. 

SEAN 0 LAIDHIN asked the Minis- 
ter for Defence if he will expedite pay- 
xpent of £13 19s. 4d., due to Patrick 


Caffrey, late of H.B. Coy., 48th Batt., 
29 Married Quarters, Mullingar Mili- 
tary Barracks, who has been demobi- 
lised, and whose present address is c/o 
Mr. P. Tully, Old Chapel Ilouse, Mul- 
lingar. 

The PRESIDENT: A form of appli- 
cation for arrears of pay was posted to 
Mr. Caffrey some time ago but was re- 
turned undelivered. Another form has 
now been sent to the address given in 
the question, and on its return, duly 
completed, the claim will be given due 
attention. 

A HARE PARE PRISONER. 

SEAN 0 LAIDHIN asked the Minis- 
ter for Defence if he will release 
Thomas Muldoon, No. 2600, 18 Hut, C 
Line, Hare Park Camp, and if he is 
aware that the prisoner was sentenced 
to ten years J penal servitude, on a 
charge of having a notebook in his 
possession which he used pre-Truce. 

The PRESIDENT : Thomas Muldoon 
was sentenced to death by a Military 
Court on the 31st May, 1923, on a 
charge of having in his possession a 
certain written document calculated to 
be or which might be used for purposes 
prejudicial to the safety of the State or 
of the National Forces. The sentence 
was commuted to ten years’ penal ser- 
vitude and duly confirmed. It is not 
practicable to release him. 

I may add that the prisoner has not 
yet made application for the review of 
his sentence by the Commissioners ap- 
pointed for the purpose under the pro- 
visions of the Indemnity Act, 1923. 

PRIVATE BILL. 

IRISH HYDRO AND PEAT ELEC- 
TRIC POWER BILL. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: I have a 
report from the Examiner of Private 
Bills that in the case of the application 
for leave to introduce the Irish Hydro 
and Peat Electric Power Bill the Stand- 
ing Orders have not been complied with. 

That report will be referred to the 
Joint Committee on Standing Orders 
for Private Business. 

THE ARMY INQUIRY. 

General MULCAHY: J beg to ask the 
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Presidcnt if he is yet in a position to 
make a statement with regard to the 
Army Inquiryí 

The PRESIDENT : I had hoped to 
have been able to make a statement 
after question time to-day, but I have 
not yet formally received an answer 
to a question I addressed to one of the 
Parties in the Dáil. If the Deputy will 
agree to leave it over until we have dis- 
posed of Item No. 1 on the Order Paper 
it is possible that I may be in a position 
then at the conclusion of that Item to 
give him an answer on the matter. 

MINISTER FOR INDUSTRY AND 
COMMERCE. 

The PRESIDENT : I beg to move 
that the Dáil assent to <the nomination 
of Dcputy Patrick McGilligan as Minis- 
ter for Industry and Commerce, and 
a member of the Executive Council. 

Mr. OOOD: Will the President tell us 
what are the qualifications of Deputy 
McGilligan for this position? 

The PRESIDENT did not reply. 

Mr. OOOD: As the President has not 
answered that question, may I ask a 
further question: Does he consider that 
special qualifications are necessary for 
a position of this importance? 

The PRESIDENT: Do I reply now, 
or is there to be any further debate on 

it? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : I think 
the President had better wait to con- 
clude the debate, if there is to be any 
debate. 

Sir JAMES CRAIO: I should like to 
give my assent to the nomination by the 
President of Deputy P. McGilligan for 
this post of Minister for Industry and 
Commerce and Member of the Execu- 
tive Council. I have been stating, in 
connection with another matter, that 
the combination of three qualities in 
the man appealed to me very strongly, 
and that is, a combination of common- 
sense, honesty, and modesty. I am 
told, and I believe, that the Minister 
nominated by the President has this 
combination in full quality. I have 
heard several Deputies ask the question 
that Deputy Good has put, namely, 


what qualiflcations Deputy McGilligan 
has for the position. Now the respon- 
sibility, I take it, rests with the Presi- 
dent in making nominations, and I 
think, so long as the gentleman nomi- 
nated is one who has a good character 
and ability, I think the responsibility 
ceases and that we, as Deputies of the 
Dáil, should give our assent to this. I 
might say in this connection that no 
Minister who has gone into that posi- 
tion had his business at his fingers’ 
end when he went into office first. The 
President himself has got the thread of 
three Ministries into his hands. The 
Minister for Home Affairs has had no 
training in the position in which he has 
been such a superlative suceess, and 
the Minister Cor Finance has grappled 
not only with Ijocal Government but 
I also with intriguing matters of finance, 
and I think if Deputy McGilligan 
possesses the ability and has the confi- 
dence of the Dáil that he is a gentle- 
man of thc highest character, then I 
thinlv we may take it that he will be 
quite capable of carrying out the duties 
imposed upon him. I should likc. in 
an aside, to eongratulate the President 
i on the wisdom he has shown in select- 
' ing another gentleman with a Northern 
birthright. 

Captain REDMOND: Not Cork this 
time. 

Sir JAMES CRAIG: We are keeping 
away from Cork this time. The Presi- 
dent has already two Ministers from 
Antrim, and now Derry cannot be 
jealous as the President has nominated 
a native of that county. As a matter 
of fact, in the six members of the 
Executive Council the balance will be 
fairly equal now, three from the North 
and three from the South, and I think 
Cork is left out of it altogether. 

Mr. DAVIN: Shamc. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I take it that the 
idea of submitting t.he names of per- 
sons nominated by the President to act 
as Ministers and members of the 
Executive Council for the assent of 
the Dáil is not to ask the Dáil to ap- 
prove formally of their qualifications 
for the office, but rather to give the 
Dáil an opportunity of saying whether 
there is any positive reason against such 
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aecéptance—reason, say, of eharacter 
or otherwise. If \ve are asked to give 
our formal and considered approval 
then we should rcquire to canvass the 
capabilities of thc Deputy brought for- 
ward, and wc would be taking respon- 
sibility for the ehoiee of thc Exeeu- 
tive. I do not think that that is the 
intention of the Constitution. I do not 
think it is a practiee that we ought 
to adopt in regard to the Executive 
Council, aml when I ain asked to give 
my assent to the nomination ot 1 Deputy 
McGilligan as Minister íor Industry 
and Commcrce, 1 am not asked to say 
that I believe he is a fit and proper 
person for that position, but I am given 
an opportunity to say to the Dáil if I 
know anything derogatory to his 
charaeter or his fitness which the Pre- 
sident may not know. We are not re- 
lieving the President of his responsi- 
bility in his choiee; we are mercly 
ássenting to allow him to go his own 
way in this matter. 

The PSESIDENT: I suppose it is 
not my duty at present to deal with any 
expression o¥ political heresies that 
might possibly be pronounced in the 
Dáil. In that connection, I might say 
that. while members of the Dáil may, 
perhaps, relieve themselves of responsi- 
f)ilit.y in connection with anv nomina- 
tion that I might make, or that anv per- 
sons coming after me might make, as the 
Constitution stands the nomination of a 
person here, for which the assent of the 
Dáil is given, is certainly a privilege and 
a right which ought not to be written 
down or discounted in anv way what- 
ever. It is open to any Party, or to any 
member of any Party to say, in this 
eonnection, that the responsibility is 
the responsibility of particular persons. 
Nevertheless, it would, in my opinion, be 
rather unwdse to stress that to an unrea- 
sonable extent. It is the right of the 
Dáil, and not the right. of any person 
outside the Dáil, to assent to the nomina- 
tion of any member of the Executive 
Oouncil who would be put before it. To 
ihat extent it would be necessary for me 
.0 enter a caveat, and I do so. The 
itatement made by Deputy Good, 
uid the very able statement of Deputy 
>aig leave very little for me to addL 
Jeputy Craig has, perhaps, mentioned 


in the three attributes that he referred 
to, one whieh is, in my opinion, one of 
the most important attributes that any 
person could have in a representative 
capacity, and that is common sense. 

I do say, in connection with these ap- 
pointments, that some little considera- 
tion should be given to the circumstances 
of the time, and to the need for very 
careful study on the part of any person 
who is appointed a member of the Exe- 
cutive Council, to the undue strain that 
has fallen on members of the Executive 
Council and on Ministers generally 
during the last couple of years, and 
which, as far as can be seen, is likely to 
continue for a very long time. In that 
connection I might say that I have had 
no reason whatever to find any fault, or 
suggestion of *a fault, on the part of 
either of thc two members who have left 
the Executive Council. This particular 
appointment is one which is scarcely 
opcn to thc ordinary business man to 
take up. It is a whole-time appointment, 
whole-time in more senses than one, and 
no matter what business one is engaged 
at, I do not know that one would have 
even sufficient time to take up one’s in- 
come tax aceount if one were to dis- 
charge the duties of this particular office 
with any degree of satisfacton to the 
person holding it, or to the satisfaction 
of the Parties comprised in this House. 

1 put forward this nomination of Deputy 
McGilligan, who has all thc qualifica- 
tions necessary for this office, and I ask 
the benediction of the House on his ap- 
pointment. 

Question put and agreed to. 

COURTS OP JUSTICE BILL, 1923— 
FBOM THE SEANAD. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : The Dáil 

wcnt into Committce ycsterday accord- 
ing to the ,Standing Orders to consider 
the amcncíments from the Seanad to 
this Bill. Three of the amcndments 
were left over until to-day. The Dáil 
will, therefore, go into Committee on 
Pinance to take a money resolution. 

COMMITTEE ON FINANCE. 

ATTORNEV - GENERAL : Three 
amendments from the Senad to this Bíll 
stood over from yesterday. The first 
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one which, perhaps, may determine the 
other two, is amendment 25, and before 
dealing with that, and in order to en- 
able me to put forward a ncw amend- 
ment, I think it will be necessary for 
the Minister for Finance to move the 
resolution of which he has given notice. 

MONEY BESOLUTION. 

MINISTER for FINANCE (Mr. 
Blythe) : I beg to move:— 

That for carrying out the provi- 
sions of any Act of the prescnt Ses- 
sion to provide for the cstablishment 
of Courts of Justice according to tho 
Constitution, and for the better ad- 
ministration of justice, it is expedienl 
to authorise (in addition to tlie 
charge upon the Central Fund au- 
thorised by resolutíon of Dáil 
Eireann passed on the 25th day of 
September, 1923), the charge upon 
the Central Fund of the remuner i- 
tion and pensions of the justiccs oi 
the District Court, and until such 
charge takes effcct., to be paid out of 
moneys to bc provided by the 
Oireachtas. 

Qucstion put and agrced to. 

DÁIL RESUMES. 

Resolution reported. 

Mr.BLYTHE: Ibeg to move that the 
Dáil agrec with the Committec in the 
said resolution. 

Question put and agreed to. 

DAIL IN COMMITTEE. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : The Dáil 
now goes into Committce to considcr 
the amendments from thc Seanad to 
this Bill. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : As I indi- 
cated last evening, I propose that tho 
Dáil should not agree with amendment 
25 from the Seanad as it stands, but 
instead should accopt the amendment, 
the terms of which I mentioned last 
eveninfe, by which the position would 
be preserved cxactly as it was stated 
by the President when the Bill was in 
Committee before the Dáil. A proposal 
which I have no doubt will be acccpt- 
able to everybody as a solution of the 
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question that was raised is, that until 
the ond of the finaneial year, that is to 
say, the year cnding on the 31st day of 
March, 1927, the salaries of District 
Justices shall be paid out of a Vote, 
but that from and after that date the 
salaries of the District Justices shall be 
chargcd on the Central Pund, and so 
rcmovo tho Justicos from theToalm of 
discussion as to thc dischargo of their 
judioial functions. It has already been 
cxplained why a short period of pay- 
ment by amiual Vote is considered by 
thc Exocutivc Council to be desirable, 
and I do not think I really need add 
anything to what has already been said 
on that subject. The eflfect of this 
amendment that I propose, in lieu of the 
Seanad amcndment, is to attain exactly 
the objcct aimcd at by Deputy Johnson 
and othor Deputies who supportejl his 
view, namely, that the discharge by the 
District Justices of their functions as 
judges should not be open to debate. 

I beg to niove accordinglyí “ That 
the Committee disagree wdth amend- 
ment 25. and that the followdng be in- 
sorted in lieu thereof: In Section 71, 
lines 3 and 4, page 16, to delete the 
words * to be paid out of moneys pro 
vided by tho Oireachtas ’ and to in- 
sert in liou thereof the words ‘ until 
the end of the financial year ending on 
the 31st day of March, 1927, be paid 
out of moneys to be annually pro- 
vided by the Oireachtas, and shall 
thercafter he charged on and be pay- 
able out of the Central Pund or the 
growing producc thereof.’ 

I Major COOPER . I adniit that I was 
one of the pcrsons to whom the Attor- 
ney-General referred yesterday. He 
seemed to think that their persistence 
in placing thesc District Justices on 
the Estimates w r as duc to some sinister 
motive. I w r as wrong, and I admit 
that, but it was not through any sinis- 
ter motive it was done, but simply 
through pig-headedness. The Govern- 
ment having made up its mind to 
a certain course, absoluteJy refused 
to depart from it, but now it has 
made some concession, for which I 
thank it. The concession the Govem- 
ment makes does not altogether meet 
our obiection to having District Jus- 
tices liable to be canvassed on the 
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[Major Cooper.] 

Vote for the Estimates in any year. 
It is better to have this course for 
three years than that it should con- 
tinue for ever, but I object to having 
these salaries put on the Estimates at 
all. I think the object which the 
Govemment wishes to achieve will not 
be fully achieved. The Attorney-Gen- 
eral has given his reasons for the ac- 
tion that has been taken. He says 
that we, from time to time, will have 
power to review the number of Dis- 
trict Justices, and to say whether 
fewer are needed. We ought to be 
able to say at any time whether more 
or fewer are needed, but, putting them 
on the Estimates will give us no 
powcr to say that there ought to be 
more. We can move a reduction, but 
not an increase, in the number. If, 
in our opinion, the number of District 
Justices be too few, we could not in- 
crease it to more than thirty-three. 
This is a purely one-sidcd arrange- 
ment in which we can reduce the 
number, but cannot increase it. As 
regards a reduetion of the number of 
District Justices, that could be 
achieved apart from this amendment 
altogether. Under Section 66 of the 
Bill it is provided that the number of 
such justices shall not exceed thirty- 
three. Supposing the Dáil came to 
the conclusion that a larger number 
than thirty-three was necessary, could 
we not pass a resolution to that effect, 
and would not the responsible Minis 
ter act on such a resolution of the 
Dáilf I am always being told by the 
Minister for Pinance in connection 
with other matters, that a resolution 
of the Dáil wiJI absolutely have thc 
force of law, and that the responsibl? 
Minister would be bound to act on it. 
Why should it not be so in this case? 

I suggest to the Attomey-General 
that he will achieve his object with less 
frietion here and in the Seanad if in- 
stead of putting forward this amend- 
ment, although it is an improvement on 
the original proposal put forward, he 
put forward an amendment to Section 
66, providing that the number of such 
justices shall not at any time exceed 
33, unless a resolution of Dáil Eireann 
authorising such increase be passed. I 
belicve that would give an opportunity 
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of reducing or increasing the number 
if it were necessary, and it would re- 
move a very serious objection of allow- 
ing the conduct of the District Justices 
to be discussed in this House because 
of the ruling of An Ceann Comhairle 
that while the individual decision of a 
District Justice could not be discussed 
on the Estimates, thcir qualification, 
their possible partisanship, or lack of 
partisanship, might be discussed, and 
although the Attorney-General does in 
his amendment give a certain improve- 
ment upon the Seanad amendment, I 
think he agreed with me—the Seanad 
certainly agreed—in thinking that 
would be a most undesirable thing. 
I earnestly appeal, not in any partisan 
spirit, to the Attorney-General to take 
a little more time for consideration and 
to sec whether an amendment of Sec- 
tion 66 would not do what he wants 
quite as well as an amendment placing 
the District Justices on the Estimate» 
for three years. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : The 

whole question of what would happen 
if the District Justices were on the Es- 
timates and the question of rulings were 
hypothetical, and I call attention to the 
fact that I answered none of thcm. The 
Attorney-General said what he thought 
would probably be the ruling in one 
case, and a Deputy arguing against the 
Attorney-General gave a very emphatic 
ruling in another direction. I merely 
said that not having to deal with the 
matters at the time I could give no 
ruling whatever, and I think that 
should be made quite clear. I did state 
some of the problems which might pre- 
sent themselves to the Chair. 

Major COOPER: I was merely trying 
to suggest not that you gave a ruling, 
but that you suggested a hypothesis, I 
think. 

ATTORNET-OENERAL: I do not 

know if the Deputy thinks that the 
matter has not been considered with 
all the suggestions that should be con- 
sidered, because I assure him it has 
really received every consideratiofc 
from alí those points of vicw. One 
might have expected perhaps that De- 
puty Cooper might have advocated 
what prevails in another place, because 
there justices of this particular rank— 



2817 Courts of Justice' liill, 1923. 3 April, 

stipendary magistrates and so on—are j 
on the annual Estimates, and are fully 
open to discussion as to the methods 
in which they discharge their duties. 

Major COOPER: We are not bound 
to follow that precedent. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : No; but I 

rather anticipated that the Deputy, 
from his previous experiencé, might 
have advocated that course, and had he 
done so I should have found myself in 
opposition to him, becausc I do not, 
nor do any members of the Executive 
Council, favour the dragging of the 
judicial work of any of the courts into 
discussion or to debate the position 
of independence which it is desired to 
preserve. One of the questions which 
may arise, and properly arises, in every 
discussion is this, whether in the allo- 
eation of Justiees, in the malúng out of 
the districts, which is a departmental 
and administrative matter, there may 
not be considerable room for improve- 
ment, and until we have felt our way 
for a couple of years and seen how the 
justices can best be distributed for the 
efficient discharge of their duties, and 
their districts made workable and a 
sufficient numbor appointed, it is de- 
sired to keep that open for discussion 
by the House, and it will be for the 
House to consider whether it should 
pursue any further discussion upon 
that matter. Certainly it will not be 
encouraged from these Benches. No 
debate on the judicial work of these 
Justices will be encouraged here. I 
must say I put. that # amendment for- 
ward to mcet the point raised, and I 
think it is a fair and reasonable pro- 
position, and I belicve it will be ac- 
cepted, where the same view is taken, 
in the other Chamber, and certainly 
there is nothing unreasonable or, as the 
Deputy said, pig-headed about it. It 
gives just that short interval allowed 
for consideration and then puts the 
Justices permanently upon the Central 
Fund and takes them permanently out 
of discussion in this House. 

Question—“ That the Dáil disagree 
with the Seanad in Amendment 25 and 
that the new amendment in lieu thereof 
be .inserted ”—put and agreed to. 

. AN CEANN OOMHAIRLE: The 

amendment is carried, and the* new 
améndment is therefore inserted. 

Vol. 0. 
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ATTORNE Y-OENERAL: I move 

that the Committee disagree with 
Amendment 22 from the Seanad. The 
amendment reads:—Section 66. The 
word “ justices M deleted and the word 
“ judges ” substituted therefor. The 
words District Justice 99 and “ Dis- 
trict Justices 99 deleted wherever they 
occur and the words “ District Judge 99 
and “ District Judges M substituted 
therefor. 

The reason that I asked that the 
consideration of this amendment 
should be postponed until we had dis- 
posed of amendment 25 is this, that 
I believe the particular object of those 
who proposed to change the title of 
the District Justices was to remove 
the suspicion that they might not bear 
the character of judges and might not 
I have attributed to them that inde- 
pendent position to which they are 
entitled under the Constitution. Now. 
having admitted the principle of 
charging their salaries upon the Cen- 
tral Fund in the same way as the 
salaries of other judges, and having 
thereby admitted their right to a posi- 
tion of independence in the discharge 
of their judicial functions, I do sub- 
mit that the whole object of the pro- 
posed change in title has been 
achieved, and that once that object is 
achieved the preservation of the exist- 
ing title of District Justice is one that 
would meet, I think, with general ap- 
proval. At any rate the amendmcnt 
as it has been made in the Seanad is 
quite incapable, as I mentioned last 
evening, of being given effect to in 
the text of the Biíl. In order to carry 
out an amendment of this kind, or tó 
give effect to an intention of this 
kind, it would be necessary to -have 
had at least 20 different amendments 
made in the text of the Bill. As it 
stands, this amendment would have 
the effect wherever, for instance, the 
citle of the former Act, temporary 
Act, District Justices Temporary Pro- 
visions Act, 1923, occurs, of changing 
that into District Judges Act. I there- 
fore submit this amendment should not 
be agreed to and that the purpose is 
achieved by charging the salaries of 
the District Justices upon the Central 
Fund after a certain number of years, 
and also that the amendment as^ro- 
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[An Ceann Comhairle.] 
posed by the Seanad is not incapable 
of bcing given cffect to in the text 
of the Bill. 

Mr. HEWAT : I think the Attorney- 
General has madc it quite clear that 
this House has a right to reject this 
amendment sent • down from the 
Seanad. At thc same timc, I think it 
is nceessary to state at this stage that 
even apart from the logieal qucstion 
the Attorney-(!encral has raísed in 
connection with the alteration of thc 
name, any sueh alteration that eould 
be made or reasonably claimed would 
not be for the benefit of the District 
('Ourt at all. The qucstion of tho 
Distriet Justiees was originallv one of 
the first whieh came up before the 
Judiciary Commission. Tht»y nre not 
the same as judpres in Ihis respeet that 
I would hope and expect that the posi- 
tions would be filled by men wno have 
experience rather in the so]icitors , 
branch of the profcssion than in 
barristers—in other words, by men 
who in the ordinary eours(» of their 
worlc haví» come into more intimate 
contact with the people than that 
which falls to the lot of the ordinarv 
barrister. 

(?|early, amongst all sections of the 
Judiciary as laid down in the Bill, the 
only scction that is open to the appoint- 
ment of solicitors is this onc of District 
Justices, and in my judgruent it is a 
court that is, mnst be, arnl should ]>e, 
a distinct eourt in itself, havinpr practi- 
cally no rclation to thc Circuit Oourt 
or the TTigh Court. I think that the 
,name District Justice for the position 
best describcs the work that they would 
be called upon to do and I think any 
alteration of that would be vcry un- 
fortunate. 

Question—“ That the Committce 
disagree with the Seanad in the amend- 
ment ”—put and agreed to. 

SECTION 74. 

Amendment 27:— 

After the word “ summarily, ,, 
page 17, line 4, the following words 
inserted “ and the accused (inquiry 
‘having been made of him by thc 
judge) does not object to being so 
tried. M 


lnquiry. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL: There re- 
j mains amendment 27, which stood over 
j because of one smalí amendment that 
depended upon the result of amend- 
ment 22. I explained last cvening the 
object of this ainendment. It is in- 
troduced in the portion of the section 
describing the jurisdiction of District 
Justiees, immcdiately after the provi- 
sion that the District Justice must make 
up his mind judicially as to whether* 
the offence before him amounts only to 
a minor offencc. But it proposes to 
add that the accused person is to be 
given the express opportunity of tak- 
j ing exception to that ruling and of re- 
i quiring his case to be sent on for trial 
j by a jury. The amendment in its pre- 
j scnt fonn was proposed on behalí* of 
the (íovernment in the Seanad, and I 
now propose that. it be agreed to, sub- 
ject to tlie altcration of the word 
“ judge ” to the word “ justice.” 

(Juestion—“ That the word ‘ judge ' 
in the ainendment be deleted and the 
word ‘ justiee ’ insertcd in lieu 
thercof —put and agreed to. 

Question—“ That the amendment, as 
amended, be agreed to ”—put and 
agreed to. 

THE DAIL RESUMES. 

Rcportcd—That the Committee 
could not agree to some of the Seanad 
j amendmcnts, that it had agreed to 
othors, and had agrecd to o]ic with an 
amendment.” 

ATTORNEY-OENERAL : I move:— 

“ That the Dáil agroe with the re- 

port of the Committee. ” 

Qucstion put and agreed to. 

Ordered —“ That a Message be sent 
to the Seanad accordingly.” 

ARMY INQUIRY. 

I The PRESIDENT: I undertook to 
mention this evening the personnel of 
the Committee of Inquiry which the 
Government proposes to set up in 
connection with the Army. It will be 
within the recollection of the Dáil that 
on the last day that this matter was 
before them I mentioned that it was 
the intention of the Govemment that 
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three persohs fehoulcl hold this Inquiry 
—Mr. Justice Meredith, the Minister 
for Education, and Mr. McGilligan. 
On Friday last Gencral Mulcahy 
raised this question on the adjourn- 
ment, and during the debate there 
was a desire expressed, I think ou 
behalf of two of the parties in the 
Dáil, that the scope of the personnel 
of this Committec of Inquiry should 
be extended. I think there v/as an 
rbjection from a member of one parlv 
xo any member oC the Dáil beiiíg 011 
the Committee. 1 mention these things 
to show t.hat while cndeavouring. ns: 
far as possible, tc meet íhose vvho 
have spoken in this mattor »ineo it 
was first raisod that it is not possible 
in view of the eonflicting opirions 
that have been expressed, to rneot u 11 
sides. Ilaving considered the matter, ( 
wc 'leeidrd tliil we sliould appoint a I 
Committee ot fi\e, two legal persons ; 
and threc others. Gonsidcring the j 
matter subseciumrlv, ve eame 1o Ihc í 
conclusion that the four parties in the 
Dáil ought to havc rcprosontation on 
the Cornmittee. On subsequent refleo- 
tion I deeided to ask the Chairman oí 
eaci: of thc parties tc nominate .i mem- 
ber of their pa>*t,y to act on this Com- 
mittee. The Committee then that T 
was proposing would consist of Mw 
Justice Meredith, Mr. FitzGibbon, who 
was a ínomber of the lasí Dáil, a ro- 
presenrative from the Farmcrs , Pavlv, 
a representative from the Laboiir 
Party. a representative f:om the In- 
dependents, and Mr. MoGilligan. I 
have got a nomination from two of 
the partics, but Mr. Johnson informs 
me that the view of his party and him- 
self is that nobody outside the Dáil 
should be on this particular Commit- 
tee; that it is a Dáil Inquiry. í eannot 
subscribe to that. This Inquiry was 
nriginally intended to meet a case that 
was put up by Deputy McGrath for 
the purpose of inquiring into the ad- 
ministration of a Department of Stale. 
Events which occurred subsequently 
have altered to some extent the situa- 
tion, but my undertaking was to 
Deputy McGrath. I have not been 
ablc to see Deputy McGrath to know 
if the particular personnel or the ar- 
rangement of this Committee of In- 
quiry meets with his approval. The 
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personnel of thc Inquiry is Mr. Justice 
Meredith, Mr. FitzGibbon, Mr. McGiL 
ligan, a nomination with which I agree 
from the Farmers’ Party, a nomina- 
tion with which I agree from the In- 
dcpendents. I have not yet received 
one—and from what has been said to 
me I do not anticipate a nomination, 
unless a change occurs in the course 
of the debate—from the Labour Party. 
That is so far as the personnel of the 
Inquiry is concerned. 

Goneral Mulcahy put several ques- 
tions^ to me on Friday regarding the 
Inquirv: 

We should likc to know if wit- 
nosscs hofore this Inquiry shall be ex- 
aniined on oath? ,> —Thore is no legal 
powor to oxamine on oath upon suoh an 
Iii(|ui ry. 

“ Whether there shall bo powor to 
conipel witnosscs to attend and give 
evidonoo if required? ,> '—There is no 
legal power to eoinpcl the attendance 
of witnosses bcfore such an Inquiry. 
I might add that thcre is no roason to 
antieipate a refusal to givc evidence on 
the part of any necossary witness. 

Whether a verbatim report of the 
ovidenee would be takon? ,, —Yes. 

“ What will be the form of the Com- 
mittee’s report; whether thcy will be 
expected to fix responsihility for any 
mattors involving mutinous conduct? ,, 
—Rosponsibility only to the extent of 
how far a threat of mutiny or in- 
subordination is due to “ muddling, 
mismanagement or incompetence ” in 
Army administration. 

“ If it is intended that the Committee 
will make recommendations, what will 
bc the soope of these recommenda- 
tions ? 9 9 —It is not suggcstcd that the 
Committee should be asked to make re- 
eommendations other than sueh as they 
may make under the tcrms of Refer- 
ence. 

“ Will persons who may be involved 
be allowed to be present constantly at 
the Inquiry or to depute persons to 
represent them, or, alternately, will 
any persons involved be given a copy 
of any evidence implicating them in 
any way. and may they appear before 
the Inquiry for the purpose of rebut- 
ting any such evidencc? ,, —Persons in- 
volved will be allowed to be present 
during the whole of the Inquiry or to 
depute persons to represent them, copy 
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[The President.] 

of evidence implicating any person or 
persons to be furnished to them and an 
opportunity to be given to rebut. 

That, A Chinn Comhairle, is all I have 
got to say on thc matter. 

General MULGAHY: Perhaos thc 
President will go into my point with re- 
gard to extending the Terms of Refer- 
ence. 

The PRESIDENT: I have not reaci 
that in the Report, but I accept it 
that it is there. It is not intendcd to 
extend the Terms of Reference beyond 
what I have already announced in the 
Dáil. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I think it is duc to 
the Dáil that we should give some expla- 
nation of our attitude. On 
U o’cloclc. consideration of this matter, 
we have come to the conclu- ; 
sion that, in view of the Terms of Re- j 
ference and the kind of Inquiry that has J 
been called for, which is an Inquiry into j 
the administration of a Department of 1 
State, it is not good policy to call in per- 
sons who are not members of the Dáil, 
inasmuch as this is a matter for which 1 
the Executive Council is directly respon- 
sible, and the Dáil is the body to whom 
the Executive Council is responsible. 
We think this course is liable to be 
taken as a confession that the Dáil is 
not competent to inquire into the af- 
fairs of State for which it has the ulti- 
mate responsibility deputed to it. The 
terms of reference read out by the 
President last week were: 

To inquire into the facts and mat- 
ters which have caused or led up to 
the indiscipline and mutinous or in- 
subordinate conduct lately mani- 
fested in the Army. 

While it may be true that the setting 
up of this Tribunal was the result of a 
pledge made by the President to De- 
puty McGrath, there was at the same 
time, or subsequently, a pledge made to 
the Dáil. Deputy McGrath may have 
been the flrst person to whom the 
pledge was made, but subsequently it 
was stated to the Dáil and became then 
the property and responsibility of the 
Dáil. The facts and matters which 
have caused or led up to, or which may 
have caused or led up to, or which are 
alleged*to have caused or alleged to 


have led up to, the indiscipline and 
mutinous conduct were referred to 
publicly in the Dáil, and a charge was 
made of incompetence, bungling, and 
mismanagement. When that charge 
was made in the Dáil by a member of 
the Dáil it became the responsibility of 
the Dáil to make inquiry into the truth, 
or otherwise, of the charge. It is on 
those grounds we take the view that 
such an Inquiry must be ‘made by the 
Dáil, and that the report must be made 
to the Dáil—that it should not be a 
mere Executive inquiry, and in any 
case, that it should not be an inquiry 
participated in by persons brought 
from outside who have no responsi- 
bility to the public. Though they may 
be infinitely more competent than any 
person in the Dáil, and assuming that 
that be true, nevertheless we have been 
placed here with responsibilities and 
we have no right to throw those respon- 
sibilities upon persons who have not 
been elected. Consequently, we take 
the view that this should be a Dáil 
Inquiry, and we are not inclined to par- 
ticipate in this Inquiry in which non- 
members of the Dáil are asked to take 
part. 

General MULCAHY: Deputy John- 
son J s point ís one with which I have the 
greatest possible sympathy, and one 
which I raised somewhat unavailingly in 
a different form with the President when 
I discussed with him the personnel which 
he suggested to me he was going to 
put on the Committee. I fully appreci- 
ate the point, but I was prepared, se- 
duced by the promise to get a verbatim 
report of the thing down in black and 
white, to come and sit before any In- 
quiry or any Committee set up by the 
Executive Council. That was my posi- 
tion. I was prepared to go and see what 
evidence could be put before a committee 
composed as the President has suggested * 
I find myself unable at the present mo- 
ment to comment on my attitude. If 
the President forces the matter, I find 
myself so anxious to get things in black 
and white, that I would go before a com- 
mittee consisting of a representative of 
the Farmers and a representative of the 
Independent Party and any other nomi- 
nees of the President of the Executive 
Council. That is a decision actuated 
more by a certain amount of desperation 
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than hy any judgment on my part. I 
do feel, in the circumstances, that I 
would be prepared to do as I have said. 
I am prepared to waive the point that 
evidence should be on oath. 1 am 
prepared to waive the point that 
witnesses should be compelled to come 
and give evidence, in order to see the 
nature of the evidence in black and 
white, and in order to give myself and 
the officers concerned in this inquiry 
an opportunity of putting down in black 
and white what we desire to put down. 
The position now is a very difficult one. 
We heard on yesterday week the voice 
of an Executive Minister shoot- 
ing across the Dáil and saying, 
when challenged on a point of 
responsibility, “ Take a vote ou 
it.” We thoroughly realised the im- 
plication of that particular cry. The 
implication of it was that if persons here 
had any touch of the rashness that the 
members of the Executive Council had 
when they swept away the heads of ad- 
ministration f rom the top of the Army— 
if there was anybody here as rash as, 
without any serious thought, to chal- 
lenge the Executive Council here in the 
Dáil, and, say, take away the Executive 
Council, they could face the position of 
putting up another Executive Council. 

I do feel that we are in a position now 
in which the Executive Couneil say that 
they cannot give the committee of a cer- 
tain kind, and more particularly that 
they cannot extend the Terms of Refer- 
ence. I heard the same voice crossing 
the Dáil with the same implications and 
saying, “ Try a vote on it. M Very ex- 
traordinary things have happened, and 
matters involving the confidence of the 
people and the confidence of the Dáil in 
the Executive Council have arisen, and 
I would seriously ask the Executive 
Council to consider it, too, and to say 
whether, in the circumstances that have 
been created, that they cannot, both in 
the matter of extending the Terms 
of Refercnce of the inquiry, and 
in extending the nature of the 
Committee, meet the Dáil. In 
the particular circumstances of 
the present occasion I regret that they 
cannot be induced to meet the wishes of 
the Dáil as a whole in the matter of this 
Inquiry. Now I say very extraordinary 
things have happened. I do not want 
to touch on the fact that the adminis- 
trative hands have been taken away from 


the head of the Army, the hands that 
have held the Army administration dur- 
ing the past two or more years, or per- 
haps more. I am satisfied that what I 
1 said of the Army was right, and that the 
Army will carry on. I do not want io 
have my tongue wagging about things 
that at present are purely Anny 
matters. There has also happened this 
—three officers have been taken away— 
officers who had served the State during 
critical times, officers who occupied an 
extraordinary position, say, twelve or 
eighteen months ago, when the whole 
fabric of the State here was prctty well 
shaken. To-day they are looking for 
employment. As a matter of fact, they 
are looking urgently for employment. 
Their period of service was terminated 
without a day’s notice on the 19th 
March, and at the end of March they 
received cheques paying them up to the 
19th March, with deductions for income 
tax, that makcs the matter of finding 
employment more urgent. I am only 
aware of the case with regard to one 
officer. His employment was termi- 
nated the 19th March, and two days ago 
he received a cheque paying him, to be 
aceurate, £15 19s. 3d., and a notification 
that £87 15s. had been stopped for in- 
come tax. As I say, the matter of his 
employment is an urgent one. These 
officers go to the employment market, 
seeking employment, and their charac- 
ters have been broadcasted to all pros- 
pective employers. They go with the 
broadcasted certificate from the Minis- 
ter, in whom employers have confidence. 
the Minister for Education. He has 
broadcasted the warning that so far as 
the prospective employers are concerned, 
there are as good fish in the sea as any 
of these three officers are likely to be. 
He put it that they wére people who 
have a touch of chieftaincy about them, 
and that they have a certain tendency 
to find that they have certain proprie- 
tary rights in places where they ought 
not. -The person whom prospective em- 
ployers regard as being a person who 
soon will be called the Minister for Jus- 
tice has had broadcasted to them that 
men with the experience and judgment 
of the Executive Ministers had come to 
the decision that these men had been too 
long in their position, that they were 
men who did not keep in the Army an 
impersonal discipline; that they were the 
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water that Had passed under the mill; 
that they were persons who had done all 
the useful work they were capable of 
doing, and that some of them suffered 
from incurable unpopularity. The 
Minister for External Affairs, who 
would take a high and wide view of 
things had to say of them that they had 
not realised his high hopes, that they had 
not turned out a model army, and that 
even ordinary members of An Dáil, with 
certain and well-eamed reputations for 
commonsense and judgment, had allowed 
themselves to be drawn into giving them 
the character that to a certain extent 
they wanted to be a law unto themselves. 
They go on the employment market with 
characters like that, and with the know- 
ledge that the Irregulars and the Ir- 
regular Organisation of the country look 
on them as members of the Army Coun- 
cil who Army Counciiled the Irregular 
movement to what it is to-day, and with 
the knowledge that the new type of op- 
position that has raised itself up against 
the Government on important points 
of policy regards them as the Army 
Council that they asked to get rid of. 
These officers who have servedthe State 
as much as these officers have served it, 
are put in that position to-day by the 
Executive Council. The confidence of 
the country is, to some extent at any 
rate, undermined in the Executive Coun- 
cil because of actions like that, by re- 
fusing now to give an inquiry that will 
give any reason, apart altogether from 
satisfaction, to anybody as to why these 
three officers were removed from their 
positions in the Army. Opportunity has 
been takcn here in the Dáil to criticise 
and to make charges, and to throw, I 
may say, into a certain political place 
these three officers, so that if they were 
shown to be very, very grievously wrong 
in the statements that have been made 
here, it could quite easily be argued by 
the ordinary person in the street and the 
ordinary person in the Dáil, that because 
these officers had become the subjéct of 
so much noise, so much talk, and so much 
suspicion, whether it was founded or 
not, there was good reason of public 
policy why they should not be retumed 
to the Army or to the positions from 
which they were taken by the Executive 
Council. The attitude taken up with 


regard to this inquiry is an attitude that 
undermines the confidencé of the 
country in the Executive Council, and 
we are put in the position that we cannot 
get satisfaction by an inquiry without 
having a voice coming across the Dáií 
from the Executive benches with its im- 
plications, Try a vote on it.” It is a 
very difficult position both for me and 
for the ordinary Dcputies of the Dáil 
to find ourselves in. I question very 
much whether I would be justified ii^ 
trying a vote, or whether a member of 
any Pai*ty in the Dáil would be justified 
in trying a vote with * the Executive 
Council on that matter, because the 
Deputics are not in a happy position. 
It has been put by the members of the 
Executive Council that three of the 
officers who had been removed and my- 
self are a kind of Fee-Fah-Pum Society r 
and that is all you know about it. It 
would not be reasonable and it would not 
be just to the country that either I or 
any Deput.v here would take up the 
challenge that was thrown out by t.he 
Executive Council and take a votc on it. 
It is because of that, that even with the 
restrictcd Tcrms of Rcfercncc that the 
Executive Council offers, and even that 
persons in the Dáil feel that they could 
not conscientiously be associated with an 
inquiry, I for my part would be pre- 
pared to go into the inquiry that the 
President suggests, because I am satis- 
fied that evcn out of that restricted and 
unsatisfactory inquiry a clearing of 
the air will comc, and that the 
Deputics will know, at any rate they 
will bc clear in their minds, as to 
whether in justicc to themselves and in 
justicc to the country they can or could' 
take up the challenge which the Execu- 
tive Council is apparently slipping 
again across the Dáil for the taking of a 
vote. I should like t.o bring this matter 
in some way to a definite conclusion one 
way or another, but I do not quite see 
how exactly it can be done. I realise 
the very difficult position that Deputy 
Johnson is in, and if the Executive 
Council do not see their way to move 
further in the matter, then I think that 
the next move might be with Deputy 
Johnson to reconsider whether he would 
put up or would allow a representative 
of the Labour Party to sit on this com- 
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mittee and deal with the matter as far 
as that committee is able to deal with it 
in the present circumstances. 

Mr. DAVIN rose. 

AN CEANN COMHAIBLE : Are we 

going to take a discussion on this mat- 
ter nowí 

The PRESIDENT: I think it is bet- 
ter to have a discussion on the matter 
jiow. Por the past week I have given 
ít very careful eonsideration, and I 
have made many statements in the 
Dáil. I am anxious that there should 
be in the mind of Oeneral Mulcahy a 
convietion that I meant to see what I 
stated on Friday last would be carried 
out, and that is that he would have 
justiee in the matter. It was in that 
sense that this particular Committee 
was nominated. 

On that Committee I had hopcd to 
have a representative from each of the 
four Parties in the Dáil. As to the 
Chairman of that Committee, he is a 
judge, one of the old Dáil judges. As 
to Mr. FitzOibbon, I think there should 
be some satisfaetion with regard to his 
ability, impartiality and his desire to 
do somcthing whieh would benefit the 
State. From the way in whieh Deputy 
Johnson has taken this, I would myself 
add anything I eould to what Oeneral 
Mulcahy has said, so that he might re- 
consider his decision. I do not know 
that Ceneral Mulcahy eorreetly inter- 
prcted thc interjcction of thc Minister 
fpr Education wlien he said to Deputy 
Haxter, “ Takc a vote on it.” I am 
prepared in this matter to leave to thc 
judgment of the Dáil a free vote on 
anything in connection with it, if 
General Mulcahy will put down a 
motion. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: I have 
not got any writtcn document before 
me setting out the Terms of Reference 
of this Inquirv; I have not the names 
of the persons proposed to constitute 
it, and before we begin to discuss it, I 
would like to know precisely what we 
are going to discuss and whether there 
is going to be any finality in this 
matter.* 

The PRESIDENT: The names of the 
proposed Committee are as follows: 
Mr. Justice Meredith, Mr. FitzGibbon, 


Mr. McGilligan, Mr. Gorey, Major 
Bryan Cooper, and onc nomination is 
yet to be filled. I have the Terms of 
Reference here and also the covering 
[ lctter. 

Mr. JOHNSON: On a point of order, 
I do not want to appear to be per- 
nickety in this matter. We have no 
right to ask for, or take a decision 
on, the Terms of Reference or the per- 
sonnel of the Committee that is to be 
set up on the nomination of the Execu- 
tive Council to report to the Executive 
! Council. We may approve of the 
' action of the President in forming this 
í Comniittee and composing it of ccrtain 
! persons. But it is not a Dáil Com- 
j mittee, and the Dáil is not in a position 
| to say whother thesc Terms of Refer- 
! ence are satisfactory, or whether the 
j personnel of the Committee is °ne that 
it approves of. 

| lt is not a Dáil Committcc; it is an 
Exeeutive Council Committee. As a 
eonsequcnee, the composition of the 
Committee or its Terms of Rel'erenee are 
not matters which lie within the compe- 
j tenee of thc Dáil to approve or disap- 
j prove; it is not in tho eompetence of 
: tho Dáil to approve or disapprove as 
j thev would in the casc of a Dáil Com- 
i mittee. If the President asks us to ap- 
j provc of his action in forming this Com- 
j mittee w T ith these Terms ot Reference. 

I that is one thing; but it is not the same 
thing as asking fhe Dáil 1o approve of 
eertain Terms of Referenec and the 
I composition of a certain Cornmittee as 
j it would in the case ot* a Dáil Com- 
j mittee. 

! AN OEANN COMHAIRLE: The 

j President does not ask íor approval or 
I disapproval. He merely makes the an- 
nouncement. 

The PRESIDENT: That is so. I 
j merely make the announcement. 

I Mr. JOHNSON: I took it that when 
you wcrc asking for Terms of Reference 
and the names of the Committee, you 
were dealing with it as a Dáil Com- 
mittee. 

j AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : I was 

' merely asking the question for my own 
guidance. The President has not asked 
for approval, and no motion has been 
moved. I do not see where the discus- 
I sion is to end, or whether it will be pos- 
' sible to reach any decision. I assume 
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that if we are to have a discussion ii will 
be in connection with the President’s 
slatement. For my own guidance I de- 
sire to have the Terms of Reference so 
that I could use them as a guide to dis- 
cussion. The discussion cannot eventu- 
ate in a decision, because we have no 
motion. Unless we are going to discuss 
the personnel and the Terms of Refer- 
encc of the Committce whieh the 
Executive Council propose to set up to 
report to themselves, I cannot see what 
wc are going to discuss. 

The PRESIDENT : I thought it was 
right to bring these names before the 
Committee: I had been asked for tbem. 
I thought I should meet the views ex- 
pressed here on the last day by the 
various speakers for the different par- 
ties, and to that extent I think my pledge 
is carried out. 

Major COOPER : As this statement 
by the President was postponed from 
Question time, would it be com- 
petent for anybody to move the ad- 
joumment of the House in order to call 
attention to a rnatter of defmite ur- 
gent importance—namely, the compo- 
sition and Terms of Reference of this 
Committee ? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : It is a 

matter of definite public importance, 
but it is not a matter of urgency. It 
might be decided if it came on next 
Tuesday without. any matter of national 
importance being seriously intcrfered 
with. I allowed Deputy Johnson to 
speak because his attitude had becn 
alluded to, and I allowcd Deputy Mul- 
cahy to speak as one of the persons 
primarily concerned; but if I am to al- 
low further discussion, I would like to 
know where we would be going. 

Mr. DAVIN: I think it is a matter 
of urgcnt public importance, in view 
of the statement made by Deputy Mul- 
cahy. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: I have 
rulcd that it is not. 

Oeneral MULCAHY: Apparently we 
have got some information, but we 
have got no further, and if we are to 
wind up simply in the position that we 
have got some information and that the 
matter is to be taken up in a more 


ordered way at some other time, pet- 
haps the President would repeat what 
he is prepared to leave to the free vote 
j of the House. 

1 AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: I am not 

to be taken as objecting to discussíon 
I now. If the President desires discus- 
I sion and the House desires discussion 
now, then by all means let us have dis- 
cussion, but let us be clear as to what 
i we are to diseuss. 

The PRESIDENT : I would be # 
anxious that this matter should be 
settlcd and that the Committee get to 
work, and T am partieularly anxious 
on that in view of General Mulcah^’s 
statement this evening. As regards 
the matter that 1 would leave to the 
House, there has been no dissatisfac- 
tion on the part of the House in rcgard 
to our decision in this matter. 

Captain REDMOND: Would the Pre- 
sident leave the matter to the de- 
cision of the House as to whethcr there 
should be a Dáil Committee set up and 
not a Committee set up by the Execu- 
tive Council? 

Mr. GOREY : I am not so much con- 
I cerned with the personnel of the Com- 
1 mittee, which, 1 think, would be quite 
capablc of arriving at a fair and 
reasonable decision; ínit what I am con- 
cerned with more than the names of the 
Committee are thc Terms of Reference, 
which, to my mind, are too narrow. I 
am sure it is the intention of the Pre- 
sident and of every member of the Dáil, 
to do justice in this matter, but from 
the very restricted Terms of Reference, 
as I consider the terms to be, I do not 
see how justice could be done, and it is 
upon thc Terms of Reference that I 
rise to speak. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Then we 

are to have a discussion on the Terms 
I of Reference? 

Mr. GOREY: I make a suggestion 
to the President to reconsider the 
Terms of Reference. They were drawn 
up some ten days ago. Something 
has happened since. I make the sug- 
gestion to the President that he. should< 
widen them. I believe they ought* to 
be broader. 
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Oaptain REDMOND: Before the 
President answers Deputy Gorey, I 
would like to support Deputy John- 
son’s contention, namely, that as 
charges were made in this House by 
members of this House, it should 
rather be a matter for the setting up 
-of a Committee of the Dáil than the 
setting up of a Committee composed 
of persons outside this House. Now, 
I am sure there is no Deputy in this 
House who has not got the highest re- 
gard for the personnel of the Com- 
mittee enumerated by the President. 
But that, if I may be allowed to say 
so, is not the real point. The Tcrms of 
Reference also are an important mat- 
ter, but that again comes afterwards. 
The real question, I think, for thc 
Dáil is whether this is a matter for a 
Dáil Committec or whether it is a mat- 
ter for a Committee appointed by the 
Executive Council. If it is a matter 
for a Dáil Committee to decide, tlien 
the responsibility rests upon the Dáil 
to appoint that Committee, and, of 
course, a discussion is perhaps both 
necessary and proper, but I do sub- 
mit that if it is a matter for the 
setting up of a Committee by the 
Executive Council, and that is the 
nature of the Committee that has been 
proposed by the President, then it is 
not a matter for discussion in the Dáil 
as to the Terms of Reference in the 
first place or the pcrsonnel in the 
second place, but rather as to whethcr 
the House approves of the Executivc 
CounciPs attitude in the matter, I 
would appeal, if I may be allowed to 
do so, both to the President and to 
Deputy Johnson in this matter. It is 
of vital importance to us all. I think 
the House will agree with me when I 
say that nothing could have exceeded 
the magnanimity of the tone and can- 
dour and general desire expressed by 
Deputy Mulcahy that in spite of the 
fact that he had not been met in the 
various ways which he had suggested, 
yet he was willing, and is still willing 
and only too anxious to throw as much 
light upon this unfortunate business 
as possible by appearing before the 
Committee, although neither the com- 
positÍQn of it nor the Terms of Refer- 
ence which are to govern it have been 
entirely approved by him. I would 


appeal, therefore, to the President, 
who has stated very candidly that he 
is only too anxious, as I am sure he 
is, to leave this matter entirely to the 
Dáil, to consent now to leave this ques- 
tion—and I think it is a vital question 
—to the Dáil as to whether a Dáil 
Committee should be set up or a Com- 
mittee of the nature he has proposed. 
If he does that he will be doing a ser- 
vice which will be appreciated »by all 
parties in the Dáil and by people in 
the country. If the President does 
not see his way to take that course, 
which I would very much regret, l 
would then appeal to Deput.y Johnson. 
I think Deputy Johnson is actuated by 
the best possible motives in thc in- 
terest of the Dáil in the attitude he 
has adopted in this matter, but with 
the example set to him by Deputy 
Mulcahy, who, after all, has got some 
say in the matter—he is himself per- 
sonally and intimately concerned with 
the whole quest.ion—I say that the 
example set by Deputy Mulcahy, who 
has expressed his willingness to appear 
bcfore and to accept this Committee, 
is an example that Deputy John- 
son might follow, because it ccrtainly 
is, in this instance, worth following. 
For the sake of unanimity in the Dáil 
I would appeal to him therefore, in 
the eventuality of the Prcsident deny- 
ing the Dáil the opportunity of decid- 
ing whether it should be a Dáil Com- 
mittee, to follow Deputy Mulcahy’s 
example and agree to the setting up 
of this Committee and acccpt th 
Terms of Reference whatever they mav 
be. 

Mr. DAVIN : If the Terms of Refer- 
ence that have been announced by the 
President this evening, narrow as they 
appear to be, are acceptable to, or have 
been accepted by, Deputy McGrath on 
the one hand, and Deputy General 
Muleahy on the other, then I doubt if 
Deputies would be showing wisdom by 
interfering from that point of view 
with the progress of the Inquiry. 
Certainly, at any rate, it will not be my 
intention to interfere if that is the 
position that we have arrive.d at. What 
I am most eoncerned with is that part 
of the President's announcement deal- 
ing with the character and constitu- 
tion of the Committee. I would be ver j 
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jealous of any right that I assume 1 
possess as a direct representative of the 
pcople, especially on a gravc question 
of this kind, to pass on my 
authority, or to throw my responsi- 
bilit.y upon any outsidcr who has no 
authority froin the people and who is 
not responsible to them in a matter of 
this kind. Therefore, I would urge on 
the President, for many reasons, that 
he should leave it to the free vote of 
the Ilouse to say whcther or not it 
should be a Committee of tho Dáil or a 
Committeo such as that whieh has been 
announcod horo this evoning*. 

The President statod that tho Inquiry 
had beon agreed to as a rcsult of the | 
case put up by Deputy McGrath. Por- 
sonally, 1 must pload my absolute 
ignoranco of the caso that was put up 
by Deputy McCrath, because, as far as 
we know, tho only caso that ho did put j 
up was put up at a Party moeting of ! 
which avo have no knowIedgc whatovor. | 
But part of that case, sueh as it is, that i 
is supposed to have beon put up by 
Doputy McCrath involves, in my 1 
opinion, a, charge equallv as much , 
against tho Executive Council as 
against tho Stato Dopartrnont to which | 
he roferred. Thertd'oro, I challongo \ 
tho wisdom of thc Executive Council, j 
the old membors of tho Exocutive ! 
Couneil, who aro ondoavouring to set j 
up a Cornmittee of their own nomina- ; 
tion whcn thoy themsolves aro undor ; 
suspicion. I think in a oase of that j 
kind the Exocutive Council should be 
quite willing to leave it to the TTouse to 
nominatc tho eonstitution of that Com- 
mittee for tho reasons that I havo 
stated. The Presidont mado a state- 
ment in reply to a number of very im- 
portant questions which Deputy 
General Mulcahy put to him on Friday 
last. 'One of theso questions dealt with j 
the powor of this Committee to compel ! 
witnessos to eomo forward and give i 
evidence on oath. We have had ex- 
perience of that on one occasion before, 
and we are now informed for the 
seeond time that the Govcrnment have 
no power in this case, as apparently 
they had not in the other, to compel wit- 
nesses to eome forward and give 
evidencc before a Committee, the con- 
stitution of which had the approval of 
the Dáil. I say it is high time that such 


powers should be aequired, and if it is 
necessary that a Bill should be brought 
forward in order that such powers 
should be aequired by the Government, 
then I say tliat such a Bill is long over- 
due. I hope that what has occurred in 
this instance will influence the Govern- 
ment in bringing forward shortly a 
Bill such as I refer to, if one is neces- 
sary. 

We were told in the ease of the Food 
Priees > Commission that it turned out 
to be a farce, simplv because the Com- 
mittee nominated by the Government 
had not the power to compel the attend- 
ance of witnesses or the production of 
certaiu doeumcnts. I suggest. also that 
a Committee of the Dáil would have, and 
mii't have in a ease of this kind, ai- 
Ihough il mav be restrictcd to a certain 
exL-nt, mucli more powcrs in regard to 
the conduct of an inquirv, than a com- 
mittee constituted with outsiders on it 
would have. I should have said earlier 
that I had no personal objection 
whatever to any of the menibers who 
have bcen nominatcd by the President, 
and who have bcen ret'erred to as out- 
siders. I take uo exception whatever to 
the individuals whose namcs have been 
given here. I do not know, hut it may 
bc so, that the President, in nominating 
a numbcr of legal men on the committee, 
did so sim])lv because he wanted to have 
legal advice at the disposal ot* the com- 
mittee. I suggest that if a committee 
of the Dáil is agreed to and set up, even 
though it might not include legal men, it 
will be presumed to have ])ower to call 
in legal gentlemen, the Attorney-GeneraI 
or anybody else who may be required to 
give a decision on any legal ({uestion that 
may arise. 

Therefore, if that is a consideration 
that influenced the President in bring- 
ing in these two outsiders who are pro- 
minent legal gentlemen, I say that that. 
aspect of his case falls to the ground; 
that is if they were brought in for that 
reason. However, the charge that has 
been referred to by Deputy McGrath in 
the Dáil is a charge of muddling, mis- 
management and incompetence against a 
certain Departmcnt of State. This is- 
not a Party matter, but it is a matter 
in which every member of the House, 
quite apart from Party associations or 
connections, has a direct responsibility 
to the people who sent him here. If 
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there is any charge of that kind, aiul I 
think it is agreed that when the charge 
is made it should be and will be inves^i- 
gated, then the investigations should be 
made by a committee that has the ap- 
proval of the membe^s of this Dáil who 
have a direct responsibility to the peoplc 
who sent them here. It is for that rea- 
son that I am not prepared, under any 
circumstances, to agree to thc inclusion 
on a committee of this kind of men who 
are brought in from outside, and who 
have no responsibilitv to the people and 
no authority t'rom thcm. I suggest in 
the interests of the Executive (Jouncil, 
whose attitude and actions will only be 
clear when thc committee’s rccommenda- 
tions come liefore the Dáil, that in their 
own interests and lieing under suspicion 
as to responsibility for what has taken 
place—because they are collectivelv re- 
sponsible l'or the administration of this 
particular Department of Statc—thev 
should allow the free vote of the Dáil to 
say whether the committee shall be nomi- 
nated by the Dáil or whether it shall bc 
nominated bv the Prcsidcnt. 

The PRESIDENT: My undertak- 
ing was not in respect of this. This j 
is the íirst tirne, as far as I can íind 
out from the reports, that the claim 
has been made that this (Jommittcc i 
should be a Committee of the Dáii | 
only. The claim was madc íirst by 
Deputy Johnson, if my recolleetion is 
correct, that somcbody should be on it 
other than members of our Partv. I i 
think that was the case that was made. | 
Then I wcnt a step further than that. 
At least Deputy General Mulcahy 
mentioned the last day t.hat he thought 
it was due to the various Partics that 
they should get a nomination on the 
Committee. Now I havc met that, and 
having met it, I do not think it is fair 
that the other case shonld be made 
now that it shonld be a Dáil enquiry. 
If that is thc claim that is being mí.cle 
now, I suggest that it ought to have 
been made here on the 26th March 
when we asked for persons other than 
members of our own Party to act on 
the Committee. Now we have allotted 
three more persons who are not mem- 
bers of our Party. Two of them ar( 
legal men, neither of whom I evc*r saw 
at a political meeting as far as our 
Party is concerned. 
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Mr. DAVIN: I am not raising'the 
question, as I stated before, because 
of thc alleged political daims of anv 
of the geiitlemen named on this Com- 
mittce as outsiders. Many of us in ihe 
Dáil, particularly those of *us who 
have uot heard all that has gone on 
inside at the Party meetii'gs, are 
rather inclined to sit. here and listen 
very carefully to whc.t is saiá from the 
Benches opposite. lf I have refrained 
from making that suggestion before 
now, it was because there was no 
definite proposition before the Dáil 
until this evening. 

The PRESIDENT : May I say that 
I did give names b(*fore. It was on 
giving the names that the objeetion 
was madc. 

Mr. DAVIN : I. at any ratc, liave 
taken this as the first opportunity that 
I could avail of to givc expression t<> 
the view that I have given expression 
to here this evening, and if I stand 
alone on this issue T will be quite 
willing to do it for the reasons I have 
given. 

Captain REDMOND: You are not 

the only one. I made the suggestion 
originally. 

Mr. HEWAT: The President has in- 
dicated the lines on which he enlarges 
the original Committee by giving re- 
pr(‘S(*ntation to the diflferent bodies out- 
side the Governmcnt Benches. In 
doing so, I think he has mct any de- 
mands tliat have been made in the Dáil 
up to to-day. As far as I am eoncerned, 
had that Committee that he proposes 
come up as a proposition from the 
Exccutive Council I would have felt 
that the President had met everything 
that I asked him to do. But the matter 
becomes serioqs when one of the parties 
who were most insistent that an extcn- 
sion from the purely Executive Com- 
mittee should be granted by thc Presi- 
dent now takes up the attitude that 
th(*y will not nominate anyl)ody on the 
Committee beeause it ought to be en- 
tirely a Dáil Committee. I have great 
sympathy with that line of argument, 
but I do think it is hardly fair that this 
question should be raised now for the 
first time. I think it places us in a very 
grave difficulty. General Mulcahy has, 
I think, said that individual deputies 
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are in a somewhat nnhappy position 
over this Army crisis. We all want to 
do what General Mulcahy claims we 
should do and must do; that is, to in- 
quire into the eause of what has taken 
place. It is reasonable to say that we 
are the elected representatives of the 
people and that we are responsible, but. 
in the Committee that is proposed it 
seems to me that the addition of out- 
siders does not necessarily weaken the 
Committee as a Committee of Inquiry. 
I do say that it. would be singularly un- 
fortunate if this Committee were to sit 
and the Labour Party were not repre- 
sented on it. If, thercfore, it is a case 
of the Labour Party persisting in not 
being rcpresented on the Oommittee, 
becausc there is somebody outside the 
Dáil on the Committee, then I would 
suggest that the matter is too impor- 
tant., and that the matter of the out- 
side representation is too unimportant, 
that the Dáil should be severed in this 
matter. Bather should wc try and 
come to an unanimous conclusion, 
whereby we will all give every possible 
assistance to the Committee that. will be 
set up. 

I thinlc Dcputy Redmond’s sugges- 
tion to the President is a fair one. If 
he is not in a position to persuade the 
Labour Party to sit on this Commis- 
sion with outsiders the matter is too 
serious, as far as the country is con- 
cerned, to go on with thc Committee. 
I do not know whether anything I 
could say would influence Deputy 
Johnson in thc attitude he has taken 
up, but I do say that. the constitution 
of this Committee, if the Labour Party 
is not on it, will be very incomplete. 

Captain REDMOND: I just desire, 
before Deputy Johnson speaks, to re- 
peat my appeal to the Prfcsident. It is 
probably true that this is the first. time 
he has heard the suggestion that this 
Committee should be a Committee of 
the Dáil. I for one plead guilty to the 
fact that I did not make the suggestion 
previously. However, as in other 
things, perhaps, better late than never. 
My appeal to the President was this: 
that if Deputy Johnson does not see 
his way—he and the other members of 
the Labour Party—to be represented 
upon this Committee, will he leave the 


| question as to whether there should bc 
a Dáil Committee appointed to the free 
vote of this House? That is the ques- 
tion that I ask the President. I know 
that he has gone a very long way in- 
deed towards meeting the various re- 
quests that have been made to him 
about representation on the Committee, 
and I give him all credit for the steps 
that he has taken in that direction. I ' 
confess that I am now asking him to go 
one step further. But. the step that I 
am asking him to take is of paramount 
importance, bccause, after all, if a Com- 
mittee is to be set up to deal with a 
matter of such vital importance as this, 
it would, indeed, be a grave matter for 
the Labour Party, and those whom they 
represent. in the country, not to be re- 
presented on that Committee. Let the 
fault lie at either door, but, at any 
rate, let us try to arrive at a decision 
wherebv the Committee shall be com- 
posed of as many elements in the coun- 
! try as possible. I do not want to 
reiterate my opcning statement. in re- 
gard to the question of the rights of the 
Dáil, but I think that that argument 
1 in itself should havc great weight with 
the President, in persuading him to 
eome to thc decision to allow the Dáil 
1 by a free vote to express themselves 
as to whether this should be a Dáil 
Committee or an Executive Council 
j Committee. This House should be, and 
' is, most jealous of its rights and its 
privileges, and on this occasion this is 
undoubtedly a question for a decision 
by members of the Dáil on charges 
made in the Dáil, by a member of the 
Dáil, against the administration of cer- 
tain Departments of Government by 
other mcmbers of the Dáil. Nothing 
that anyone eould say would make me 
depart from the stand I take that this 
is supremely a matter for the elected 
representatives of the people, and for 
nobody else. That being so, I would 
urge upon the President, having regard 
to the attitude taken up by the Labour 
Partv, that he should see his way— I do 
not think it is asking very much—to 
allow the Dáil to express their opinion 
as to whether this should be a Dáil 
Committee or a Committee of the 
Executive Council. 


Mr. JOHNSON: I recognise that the 
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President has some justiíication for 
saying that this plea that this Com- 
mittee should be a Committee of the 
Dáil has not been put forward in these 
terms before. But I want to draw 
attention to eertain considerations. 
Pirst, let me say that I am moved, and 
those acting with me in this matter are 
moved, mainly because we want to 
insist upon the powers of the Dáil. 
There are possibJe Committees of three 
ehief kinds—a Dcpartmental Coni- 
mittee, which is more or less a minor 
affair; a Committee of the Dáil, which 
has very considerable powers, and a 
specially-appointed Committee, whieh 
may have, and ought to have, given to 
it special powers. The Minister read 
out last Thursday the Terms of Reíer- 
ence, and there was a discussion the 
following day. On that day he was j 
asked certain questions regarding the 
powcrs of the Committee and the 
Terms of Referenee. He has answered 
to-day that the powers of the Com- 
mittee are to be limited. The Com- 
mittce is to have no power to insist 
upon attendance of witnesses or to táke 
evidence upon oath. Notwithstanding 
his confidence that there would be no 
difficulty regarding attendance of wit- 
nesses and that prcsumably there is no 
risk of witnesses who do attend saying 
anything but the truth and the whole 
truth, I am not quite confident. If we 
have not a Dáil Committee, if we have 
not a special Committee with speeial 
powers, we have merely a Committee 
appointed by the Executive Council. 
If it is a Committee appointed by the : 
Executive Council to inquire into mat- 
ters of Departmental administration 
and to report to the Executive Council, 
then let thc Exeeutive Council do as 
they have done, and, as I presume, they 
were going to do—uarne the Committee. 
We have been aslced to nominate some- 
body on such a Committee. We have 
not seen our way to do so. That does 
not prevent the Executive Council from 
appointing a Committee to inquire into 
the work of one of its Departments. 

We are not obstructing the 
5 o’cloclc. appointment of this Commit- 
tee. We are saying it is 
not the kind of Committee that is 
required, that it is a Committee that 
will not be able to make the inquiry 
that is necessary and which will not 


have to report # to the Dáíl. tf you are 
to havc a Committee composed of per- 
sons, some of whom may be outside the 
Dáil, then raise that Committee to a 
<*ategory where it will be of a very 
special kind and have very speciaJ 
powers, and if you are appointing legal 
men of eminence upon that Committee r 
do so because of the importance of the 
Committec and because that Committee 
has exceptional powers. In such event, 
the aspect will be changed completelv. 
They will be able to compel witnesses 
to attend. They will be able to take 
evidence upon oath and thcy will make 
the most thorough possible inquiry. 
But the Committee that is to be set up> 
will depend wholly and solely upon 
the willingness of the various people* 
concerned to give evidence. That is 
not a satisfaetory Committee for the 
Dáil to appoint. If the Executive Coun- 
cil thinks that it is enough to appoint 
a Committee of its own nominees, or 
persons who may be suggested to them. 
to report upon a departmental matter 
and to report to them, that is their re- 
sponsibilitv and not ours. But, if we 
are asked to do this thing in the name 
of the Dáil, let us do it with a Dáil 
Committee, and that Dáil Committee 
may then come to the Dáil and say, 
“ We want more powers/' and the Dáil 
will undoubtedly grant those powers.. 
If, on the other hand, it is said by the 
Executive Council, 4 4 We do not think 
a Dáil Committee is capable of doing 
this work and think that a much more 
important Committce even than a Dáil 
Committee, a Committee set up by 
special Act, if you like, with special 
powers, should be appointed,” then let 
the Executive Council act accordingly, 
and I have no doubt we shall be quite 
willing to reconsider our views. I do 
not think a Departmental. Committee. 
without powers, can do the work satis- 
factorily, beeausc I do not think they 
will get the evidcnce that they may 
believe to be necessary. If the Dáil 
does not accept my view, that will not 
prevent a Committee proceeding on 
the lines desired by *the President. It 
becomes a minor matter; it is an 
Exeeutive Council matter then, alone, 
and they will proceed to appoint their 
own Committee. Consequently, I do 
not think there is any need to appeaT 
to those of us who are sitting on those* 
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Donches to make any move in favour 
of the Coinniittee or against the Coiu- 
mittee. We simply say that sueh a 
Committee does not meet our vicw oi‘ 
what is required and we. are not nomi- 
nating anybody to aet upon it. Cíive 
it powers or let it be a Dáil Committee, 
and then we arc quitc prepared to con- j 
sider the matter afresh. j 

Mr. GOOD: I do not know whether 1 
Deputy Johnson is quite fair to the | 
President in suggesting that this Com- 
mittee should be a I)áil Commitree. 
We have had a number of diseussions 
■on this subjecf, and I understood dur- 
ing the previous diseussions both 
Deputy Johnson and I)eputy llewat to 
urge that other persons should form 
this Committee than me.nbers of the 
Exeeutive Couneil. 

Mr. JOHNSON : Aíav 1 interrupt to 
say, as 1 did intend to say, that I have I 
eonsidered the matter more seriously 
than I had done before. We are all 
aware how this matter eame upon us, 
and it is the eonsidered judgment 
rather than the immediate or mor^ or 
less impromptu deeision, whieh has 1 
led to the eourse we havc taken. 

Mr. GOOD: To begin, I say that it 
is hardly íair to the President at 'ihis 
stage, having takcn up the attitudc 
whieh has been taken up, to press now 
that this Committee should l)e eon- 
íined to a Dáil Committec. You will I 
remember that when this Committce ' 
was íirst proposed it was to inquire 
into the differenae that was then c.on- i 
fined to the Bxecutive Cóuncil, and 
the proposal was that it should in- 
<iuirc into the differenees thnt had 
arisen within the Executive Council i 
out of eharges made by onc member 
of the Executive Council against an- 
other member of the Exeeutivc Coun- | 
cil, and tnat the proper Committee to 
inquire into that matter was a (’om- 
mittee of the Exeeutive Council. When | 
that proposal was put forward it was 
urged, as I have said, that that Com- 
mittee should not be coníined to the 
Executive Council alone, and I think 
that point was made clear because the 
question subsequently became a very 
much bigger question than the form in 
which it appeared before us in the íirst 
instance, as a difference between two 


members of thc Executive Council. 1 
agree with the President when he en- 
larged the Committee and took in 
outsiders to deal with the larger situa- 
tion that had arisen. Hut I do not 
agree with the President that having 
enlargcd the Committee to meet the 
larger situation, he still confines the 
operations ot‘ that Committce to the 
original Terms of Reference. As thc 
(piestion has devoloped and enlarged, 

I think the Terms of Referencc and the 
personnel should have developed with 
the question. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE 

took the Chair. 

Mr. GOOD: The (inestion, to my 
mind, is not aíone one that seriously 
affects thc Dáil as it does at the moment, 
but it has become a great national (jues- 
tion, and one of the biggest jífoblems 
that the Dáil has had to deal with. To 
ni.v niind the Committee that should be 
set up to deal with sueh a problem as 
that, would be an impnrtial outside tri- 
bunal whose deeision would earrv the 
confidcnce of thc eountrv, and I would 
urge the Presidcnt that now, since all the 
different parties are not |)i*epared to co- 
opcrate in setting up a mixed ('ommittee 
of the Dej)utics of the Dáil and out- 
siders, that an iinpartial Committee com- 
posed whollv of outsiders, should be set 
up, and that the Terms of Rcfcrence 
should be so widened as to give that com- 
mittee an opportunity of dealing thoi'- 
oughly with all the aspects of the ques- 
tion. Furthermore I think that the 
Committec should be endowed with 
powers to enable it to call for such cvi- 
dence as it is neccssary to call for. That, 
to my mind, would be the form that that. 
Committee should talce, and I think, as 
I said before, that the matter is one of 
such importanee that. it c.alls for such .a 
Committee. I think that having set up 
such an impartial Committec, and given 
them wide powcrs of reference and full 
powers, we have done all that we would 
be called upon or expected to do in this 
very important matter. 

Mr. 0’MAH0NY: The matters to be 
determined by this Committ.ee are of 
national importance. The decision of 
the Committee may have far-reaching 
consequenees. Á fortnight ago the 
country was very pessimistic as to the 
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result ot* the Armv differences then dis- 
elosed. Under eonditions sueh as these, 
there should be no question as regards 
the eomposition of the Committee or as 
rcgards the compass of its operations. 
Everybody should be satisfied that the 
Committec should be composed of those 
that will satisfy every reprcscntative 
element in the Dáil, and that the com- 
pass of thc inquirv should be one that 
will enable everv circumstance leading 
up to the disturbances being thoroughlv 
discussed, and enatile thc Committee to 
arrive at a conclusion that will make it 
olcar to the country from what causes 
the present troubles arose, and what are 
the remedies Ihat should be applicd to 
provent a repetition of them. í regu-i 
very much that J)eputy Johnson cannoi 
see his wav to l)e associated with the 
Ccmmittee as it is ])roposed at ])resent. 
The severance ot* the Labour Party t'rom 
Ihat ('omrnittee would be a sorious Joss. 
I know tha: thev would approach the 
•qucstions connected with the sevious 
position 1 liat will have 1o J»e considercd 
by that Committee, with a Ireedom and 
criticism that would J)e verv hel])t‘ul to 
arrivc at a just conclusion, as regards 
what it was that caused the disruption 
that we have now to deal wdtli. 1 feel, 
also, that thc recjuest of Dcputv Davin 
is a reasonaJ)le one, that if the law does 
not enable us at present to take cvidence 
on or to com])d the attendance of wit- 
nesses, that a short Bill or such measure 
as may be ncccssary to enaJfie evidence 
to J)e given on oath and to compel the 
tcstiinonv of witnesses, is absolutely 
necessary to enable the Committee to 
come to a dcfinite and satisfactorv con- 
clusion as to the causes that were origi- 
nally responsible for all this trouble. 
Personally I feel that the inclusion of 
two outsidc gcntlemen would be rather 
helpful than otherwise. They are men 
whose legal knowledge would undoubt- 
cdly be of great service to the Committee 
in coming to a satisfactory conclusion in 
this matter. The Terms of Iieference, 
too, shoiild enable a full and exhaustive 
inquiry into all the causes to satisfy the 
demand—what I would consider a rea- 
sonable demand—made by General Mul- 
cahy last week. He has given us an ad- 
mirable instance this evening of the sink* 
ing of self, and whilst he states he is not 
satisfied with the compass of the inquiry, 


he is prepared under these unsatisfac- 
tory conditions—conditions that un- 
doubted]y wmuld be a disadvantage to 
himsclf personally—to contribute all he 
can to enable a definiíe and correct solu- 
tion to J)e arrived at, as regards the 
troubles resulting from the Army differ- 
ences. I would add my appeal to the 
appcals of the other Deputies in 
tho Dáil to Deputy Johnson to ask if he 
j and his partv could not reconsider their 
decision. Áfter all, the inclusion of 
these two legal gentlemen, to my mind, 
wowld J)c helpful. It is a ease in which 
we should nol diíl'er over what, aftcr all, 
is a trifie. The <lignity of the Dáil will 
not sufi'er anything J)y tlie inciusion of 
thcse two gcntlemcn. They will, as I 
have said, J)o Jielpt'iil as rcgards tlie re- 
ception ol' cvidence, and I consider their 
indusion of much more conseíjuence 
tliau the eompass oí* the in<piiry, for if 
one is to measurc the compass of the in- 
quirv on the J)asis of the inquiry into 
broadcasting vou can discuss cvcrv- 
thing, because therc thov discussed 
cvor’vthing írom tho estal)lishment of a 
(\asino to tho reJniiíding of Dork. 

Mr. McGRATH : I am sorry I was 
not in to hoar the names of the pro- 
pnsed Uommittee. I have had a iist 
handed to mc, and I expect that is 
corrcct. Porsonally, I do not see any 
oason why two Jogal gontlomen from 
j outsido the Dáil should be brought 
i into this inquiry. I will just take you 
j back to tho day when I promised. to 
nmko a statoment on tho succeoding 
day to thc Dáil, and my acccptancc 
of a statement by the Prosident on 
that sue<?eoding day that a Committee 
would J)e set up to inquire into charges 
I liad mado, or was prepared to make. 
I was at all times ready to give here 
in the Dáil any information I had. I 
was asked not to, and I agreed. 

I do believe that, in view of the 
fact that publieation of what will be 
brought up at this inquiry may not 
be wisc, the best thing to do is to 
have each Party represented in the 
DáiJ represented on thís Committee of 
Inquiry. That will plaee indívidual 
members of the DáiJ in the posítion of 
seeing that at lcast there is nothing 
kept from the Dáil. If and when the 
question of publicatíon arises, the 
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Dáil will be the best judges as to 
whether the public should get the í‘ull 
details of what went on at the in- 
quiry. 

I think I mentioned to the President 
last week that as far as one legal 
representative was concerned, it might 
be necessary to have him, as there 
might be a necessity to keep things 
in order. What is required in this is 
not the legal mind, but the common- I 
sense mind. Legal people do not con- 
trol all the commonsense of the 
country, and if there is any necessity . 
for a legal man, it is merely to .keep 
matters in order. I believe that if 
there is any obstacle in the way, it is 
the very composition of the Commit- 
tee. The classes represented by some 
of those nominated will be a barrier 
to me in taking part in this inquiry. I 
It will not be a barrier as far as I am 
concerned, but it will be a barrier to 
the people that I may be speaking for. 
It may prevent their participation in 
the inquiry and aífect some of the 
things they would have to say when 
they are there. 

Things have changed a great deal 
since I agreed to attend this inquiry. 
When one hears people speaking of 
powers to make witnesses attend, I 
think those people are very wide of 
the mark in introducing anything at 
this moment to compel people to at- 
tend—particularly at this inquiry. My 
position at the moment is this: Yon 
will remember that last week I men- 
tioned I was hfeping an open mind. 
The principal witnesses that I have 
to depend on at this very moment say, 
and say very deíinitely, that they will 
attend no inquiry and give no evi- 
dence. 

I sincerely hope that I will be able 
to get over that difficulty. If I do not 
my position will be perfectly clear. It 
will be then quite plain that I cannot, 
and will not, have anything to do with 
the inquiry. It may be said that that 
is a very extraordinary attitude to 
take up. If you remember the events 
that have taken place since I agreed to 
attend the inquiry, and if you consider 
them you will see that after all there 
is some reason behind this action and 
some reason why they will not attend 


as witnesses. They have been treated, 
as I alleged before, and as I allege 
now, in a scandalous fashion, just as I 
have been treated myself. There have^ 
been broken agreemcnts. 

I appealed to them to wipe this out, 
as it were, and they have agreed to do 
so. They are out now, and their at- 
titude is that they are finished, and let 
the Dáil or the Government or anybody 
who likes clear up the mess; they will 
not lend a hand. That is their attitude. 
It may be right, and it may be wrong, 
but there is a good deal on their side. 
If I can get them to agree and get 
over that difficulty, I will attend the* 
inquiry. I do not want to say definitely 
that I will not attend the inquiry. I 
am of opinion there is no necessity for 
bringing two legal gentlemen from out- 
side to form part of this inquiry. As a 
matter of fact, there is one legal gentle- 
man already named, Deputy McGil- 
ligan, who would be quite competent to 
keep things in order, and he is a mem- 
ber of the Dáil. 

As regards the representative from 
the Independents, and particularly the 
one mentioned, I have no objection; he 
is a bit of a mutineer himself. Those, 
together with a representative from 
Ijabour, and a representative from this* 
Party, would be quite sufficient to in- 
quire into everything that will have tcv 
be inquired into. People need only have 
a Jittle common horse-sense in order to» 
arrive at a proper decision. I think it 
would be a calamity, and I would regret 
it very much, if Labour is not represen- 
ted on the Committee. If the President is 
not definitely committed to it, I thii\k 
he might reconsider that point regard- 
ing confining the Committee absolutely; 
to members of the Dáil. 

General MULCAH7: Is Deputy 
McGilligan’s position as Minister for 
Industry and Commerce a full-time ene 
or nott 

. The PRESIDENT: It is a very full- 
time position. There are several points 
raised in connection with this matter’ 
which, as I have said already this even- 
ing, are now raised for the first time. 
We knew perfectly well, wheq I un- 
dertook to set up this inquiry first, that 
there was no legal power to compei tho 
attendance of witnesses, and there was 
no legal authority for administering 
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oaths to persons giving evidence. We ; 
knew that. If ithere were that power in 
our hands I am positively certain the 
inqniry would not be in the nature of 
an inquisition. We could not, as it were, 
take a man off the street by the back of 
the neck and say to him: “ We want to 
examine you on what you know about 
the Army and its administration . } 9 I 

I do say, without intending any dis- 
respect whatever to a Committee of the 
Dáil, that this question is not a ques- 
tion which would admit of absorbing 
something like f our months of our time 
and resulting in 600 pages of a ver- 
batim report. It is reasonable to as- 
sume that if this Committee means busi- j 
ness its inquiry should be over inside a j 
fortnight. 

I think the plea made by Genaral 
Mulcahy on behalf of certain ofScers 
who have now to earn their living is 
one that should be considered. His 
piea was that it is a matter of urgent 
necessity with them that this subject 
should be dealt with, and it is possible 
to deal with it within a reasonably 
short space of time. I have some ex- 
perience of inquiries, and in a few spare 
moments I have read over some of the 
evidence submitted to the Broadcasting 
Committee. My experience is that I 
think much of the material that was 
under discussion there would not have 
been allowed as evidence. We are not 
in any worse position now in regard 
to having authority to administer, than 
we have been since we started. 

The application was made to us first, 
or the representation was made to us, 
for the inclusion of somebody other 
than what was called the Party or 
the Cabinet in the Inquiry, and we 
consider we were more than meeting 
that by extending it in the form in 
which it is proposed now. I do think 
that while Deputy Johnson may be per- 
fectly within his right, and his Party 
may be within their right, nevertheless, 
either when this Committee is sitting or 
afterwards, he will come to the conclu- 
sion that it would be a mistake to stand 
out from it and not to take part in it. 
EBs is the only Party in the House not 
doing so, and he has been at all times 
anxious that the authority of the Dáil 
ghould be supreme, and should be ad- 
mitted as such. Very well, if you take 
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up that attitude and if you admit, also, 
that every Party in the House is a part 
of it, you cannot stand out and say 
then: “ I resign my responsibility. M 

Mr. JOHNSON: This is not a Dáii 
Committee. 

The PRESIDENT : I said so from the 
beginning, but it was put to me that we 
should associate the Dáil in this matter, 
and I am associating it to this extent, 
that so far as the various Parties in the 
House are concerned, I have put on 
three members from other Parties to 
one from my own. And to that extent 
no longer can the allegation be made 
that we are acting with injustice. 

Mr. JOHNSON: There is no sugges- 
tion of injustice. 

The PRESIDENT: Well, then it is a 
question of business. 

Mr. JOHNSON: It is a question of 
the constitutional authority of the Dáil. 

The PRESIDENT: On that question 
I have already said this was a matter 
of a Cabinet inquiry, and I thought wé 
were entitled to eall upon all Parties 
at the particular moment to subscribe 
their quota towards solving this prob- 
lem or trouble, or finding out the cause 
that led to this regrettable incident. 
We certainly are entitled to do that. 

Mr. JOHNSON: No. 

The PRESIDENT: That is a strange 
conception of one’s jesponsibility—the 
strangest I ever heard, and this is the 
first time I ever heard it. 

Mr. DAVIN: What Parties would the 
outsiders represent? 

The PRESIDENT: I have already ex- 
plained; we cannot afford four months 
f or an Inquiry of this sort, and it is un- 
reasonable to expect that a Committee 
of Inquiry on this matter, before it can 
make up its mind, should have six hun- 
dred pages of printed evidence. That 
is my answer to that question. We 
were invited to bring before the Dáil 
everything; to tell the Dáil everything, 
and we have taken this opportunity of 
doing so, and now we are told you 
cannot do it that way, you must do it 
another way. 
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not report to the Dáil? STAOE. 


The PRESIDENT : No. But every 
member of the Committee will have all 
the information that transpires at that 
Inquiry, whieh is the next equivalent 
to bringing it beforc the Dáil. I sub- 
mit it is not fair to ask me to leave this 
to a free vote of the Dáil. What is 
meant by a free vote is that thc Party 
Whips will be withdrawn. Does it 
mean that if the Party Whips are with- 
drawn and the vote is against me I will 
not resign? These are matters whieh 
ought to be cxplaincd. I am prepared 
in this matter wliere tliere is danger of 
injustice and of unfairness—where any 
person affected by tliis is likely to feel 
there is any injustice to be done to him 
—I am prepared to leavc that to the 
free vote of the Dáil—free to that ex- 
tent, either to bring about the resigna- 
tion of the Executive Council or not to i 
bring it about—either thc one or ' 
the other. If it be asked that it 
should be a free vote without any 
resignation of the Executive Council 
I agrec, and if it be asked the othcr 
way whether it should bring it about 
I agree also. Would Deputy Johnson 
object if I nominated him from his 
Party to act upon this Committee of 
Inquiry? lf he agreed I would include 
his name as one of the members, so that 
his Party would be absolved from any 
responsibility in taking the initiative in 
regard to the matter. 

Deputy McGrath asked me why 
bring in two legal men. I think I have 
cxplained that. This is a matter that 
requires .attention immediately. I do 
not know to what extent it may be pos- j 
sible for either, or both, of these two 
gentlemen who have kindly consented 
to act upon this Committee, to sit day 
after day if required; I do say, having 
regard to the appeal of General Mul- 
cahy this evening, that this is a matter 
that ought to be dealt with urgently 
and at once, therefore, there should be 
no delay, but a real attempt to try and 
find out this cause, and see if it is pos- 
sible to remedy that, and if the Com- 
mittee thinks fit, to apportion the 
blame. 


The PRESIDENT: I ask for leave to 
bring in a Bill to provide for the re- 
organisation and future regulation of 
railways in 8aorstát Eircann and other- 
wise to amend the law relating to rail- 
ways. This is a matter which has been 
very frequently stressed here in the 
DáiL and upon which we have been 
pressed on many occasions to say what 
is the Government policy. This Bill is 
fairly exhaustive and very lengthy. 
Its provisions are vcry complex, and I 
do not think it will be neeessary for me 
to say more than that we have proposed 
in the Bill a system of unification— 
a unified system for all the railways in 
the Saorstát, wholly in the Saorstát. I 
ask for leave to introduce this Bill for 
this purpose. 

Mr. WILSON: May 1 ask the Presi- 
dent does he intcnd to include baronial 
guaranteed railways? 

The PRESIDENT: Yes. 

Mr. BLYTHE : I beg to second. 

Question put, and agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT : Tlie Bill will be 
rcady to circulate tliis evening. I 
would lilve to know when it would be 
agreeable to takc the Second Reading. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I would ask for a 
good space of time so that we ean read 
this Bill and understand it. Will the 
President say this day week? 

Mr. GOOD: I would ask for a little 
longer time. This is a matter that con- 
cerns the business community, and one 
would like to consult business people 
upon it. 

Mr. DAVIN : I would suggest to the 
President that he should give us a 
reasonable time after the Second Read- 
ing and bcfore the Committee Stage is 
taken. 

Mr. GOREY: We are very concemed 
from the point of view of putting in 
amendments, and we would ask that 
the time would not be too short for 
dealing with ámendments. No one ex- 
cept people situated like the Govera- 
ment, with their big staff of eivil 
servants, could deal with amrad- 
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ments unless there is snfficient time 
given after the Second Eeading. We 
shonld want an interval of not less than 
a fortnight to deal with amendments. 
If the Government meet us on the qnes- 
tion of amendments we should be pre- 
pared to talce up the question of the 
Second Reading in a week. 

The PBESIDENT: I would be 
satisfied to get the Second Reading on 
Priday week, and that would mcet 
Deputy Good; but it may absorb the 
whole of Friday and run into another 
day, and I would be.prepared to give a 
íortnight from that date. 

Mr. GOREY : From the eonclusion of 
the Second Stage to the commeneement 
of the Committee? 

The PRESIDENT: The conclusion 
will, I hope, take place before Easter, 
and there would then, I am surc, be a 
fortnight's interval. 

Bill ordered for Second Reading on 
Friday (April llth). 

OLD AGE PENSIONS BILL, 1924— 
FIFTH STAGE. 

Mr. BLYTHE : I move that the Bill 
do now pass. I do not think I could 
add anything to any of the arguments 
already put forward. The Bill has 
been very fully discussed in all its 
phases on previous stages, and I would 
move that the Fifth Stage be now 
passed. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I want to oppose 
this Bill to the end, and I am going 
to ask the House to refuse to give a 
final reading to this Bill to penalise 
old age. I do not think that Deputies 
individually, whatever the Dáil col- 
lectively may have done, appreciate 
what is being done by this Bill that 
they are enacting, and what thev are 
giving their assent and consent to. It 
has generally gone abroad, and Depu- 
ties seem to be satisfíed, that the effect 
will be to cut off one shilling a week 
from those receiving 10/- a week. 
People have been persuaded by the 
arguments of the Minister for Finance 
that they are as well off to-day or 
that they will bé as well off on 9/- a 
week as they were fwo years ago on 


Fifth Stage . 

10/- a week, and that sacrifices have 
to be made after the country has gone 
through rough times, and many evil 
thiiigs have been done and much great 
damage has been done, and that the 
country is in a financial mess and that 
old age pensioners have to bear a 
share of it. That is the argument that 
has appealed to mcmbers of the House. 
I want Deputies to consider the matter 
a little more close1y again and to 
realise that it is not only one shilling 
a week that is takcn from pensioners 
receiving 10s., that is not the only 
punishment awarded under this Bill. 
I pointed out several times that the 
effect of it is to deprive pensioners 
who are also in receipt of other in- 
eome which brings their total income, 
pension and other, to £1 to reduce 
that total income to 16/-. That is to 
say, we are reducing the standard of 
living of people over 70 years of age 
by 20 per cent. 

Major BRYAN COOPER, Acting 
i Chairman, at this stage took'the chair. 

Mr. JOHNSON: It is not only that, 
but t.he intention is under this Bill 
to revalue the income from whatever 
source outside his or hcr pension. If 
this income was from any little pro- 
perty that may have been in his or 
her possession bringing in a small in- 
come to supplement the pension that 
is to be revalued, and a good portion 
of the value as previously allowed is 
to be dedueted. We are asked to 
agree—and I would like if Deputy 
Hewat and Deputy Good and others 
had been present to hear again what I 
said before—we are asked to agree 
that in the case of the aged poor, and 
only in the case of the aged poor, 
capital property held by them pro- 
ducing interest is to be deemed to be 
exhausted in 10 years time. Now, 
that is a principle that has not yet 
been affected in the case of any other 
section of the. community so far as I 
know, and while I think it is ethically 
sound to say that certain property in 
bricks and mortar or materials of any 
kind does exhaust itself and is there- 
fore not entitled to perpetual drain 
from the commúnity, I am not pre^ 
pared to say that that principle 
should be adopted in the case of old 
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age pensioners until it is adopted in 
the case of property owners generally. 

But there is running alongside this 
new proposal of the Minister, and 
implicit in it a review of all the exist- 
ing pensions, a rc-examination of the 
present pensions and a re-valuing of 
all the present living, and what has 
happened is this; that acting on the 
instructions of the Pensions Authority, 
presumably the Local Government 
authority, and the Local Government 
Minister, as I suspect, but acting at 
the instigation of the Minister for 
Pinance, pensions officers are to-day 
going through the country making in- 
quiry into the kind of livelihood that 
old men or old women are being 
allowed by their friends and re-valu- 
ing them with a view to cutting down 
the existing pensions. Now, I am not 
making any complaint that thcre 
should be an examination and re- 
examination, if necessary, of pensions. 

I am making a complaint that the 
kind of instruction, or, shall I say, the 
action that is being taken presumably 
upon instruction is to so re-value the 
perquisites as they are called, as to 
involve a deprivation of a great por- | 
tion of the present pensions even be- 
fore the cut that is involved in the Bill 
takes place at all. That is being done 
with regard to pensioners generally. 

I ask the members of the Dáil here to 
realise the effect of that upon a very 
helpless section of the community 
whose case I have tried to plead, 
namely, the blind. 

We are learning that there is a 
special inquisition going on into the 
cases of blind persons who are receiv- 
ing pensions, and apparently, in ac- 
cord with the intentions of the Bill. 
pensions officers have decided to ob- 
ject to the retention of pensions in 
cases where any blind recipient can- 
not be said to be stone blind. It was 
never intended that stone blindness 
should be absolutely essential to re- 
ceiving the pension. What is laid 
down is such blindness as would pre- 
vent such a person earning a living; 
that is clearly the intention. But 
what is being acted upon now is an 
interpretation which says unless a per- 
son is absolutely stone blind he is to 


be deprived of his pension. That is 
cruel, and it is going to be detrimental 
to the good name of the country and 
to the Government of the country. I 
have, for instance, a case which ap- 
propriately I received yesterday. It 
is authenticated by a local # school- 
master. It is a case of two blind per- 
sons. In one instance the man is 
paralysed for the last ten years; he ?s 
speechless for the last four years; he 
had a cataract on his eyes about ten 
years ago, and was suffering such 
terrible pain in consequence that he 
injured himself jumping out of bed* 
and became paralysed. He has been 
paralysed sinee. He is in such a state 
now that his wife cannot understand 
anything he says, as he is suffering 
from paralysis of the tongue. He 
has to be spoon-fed like a baby. This 
cataract dissolves at certain periods 
of the year. During the winter his 
sight slíghtly returns. Now he is told 
by the medical inspector >that he is 
deprived of his pension, and the local 
shopkeepers have deprived him of 
credit. 

The other case is also a very sad 
one. It is the case of a man who all 
his life has becn known as “ Blind 
Sheehy. ,, He had a cataract on his 
eyes all his life until about six years 
ago. He then lost one of his eyes 
altogether. The cataract remained 
chronic on the other eye. He is prac- 
tically blind because of the growth of 
the cataract on the 'second eye, and he 
is now in the position of a person who 
cannot earn a living on account of the 
loss of his sight. That, again, is a case 
where, for some reason or other that I 
cannot understand, the local pensions 
officcr has reported that the pension 
must be taken from him. That is an 
illustration—one of many that one 
hears of—of the way that the Ministry 
is now proceeding to economise at the 
expense of the poor, the aged and the 
blind. Then there is the case of men 
who have, by thrifty habits and care in 
their youth and manhood, made some 
attempt to supplement whatever may 
come to them in their old age. They 
have paid in for superAnnuation to 
trades^ unions, friendly societies, and 
the like. If that superannuation 
amounts to lOs. a week, then because 
of the fact that the contributor was 
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thrifty he has to lose 3s. per week. His 
total income henceforward is to be 16s. 
I say that that is a deprivation which 
we ought not to sanction; it is penalis- 
ing thrift and is running entirely 
against the current of social justice. 
Nothing that has been said in defence 
of this Bill satisíies me that we ought 
to take our revenge upon the aged and 
the poor. We ought not to oblige the 
aged and the poor to pay for the faults 
and the waste and, if you like, the 
criminality of the youth during the 
last few years. The cffect of this 
Measure is to impose upon the aged 
that responsibility, and also the effect 
of it will be to sever family relation- 
ships. The effect of it will be to oblige 
in many cases the old man or the old 
woman to be discharged from the care 
of the son or the daughter. Although 
it may seem inhuman and unfilial, it has 
been done, and it wili be done in many 
cases. The aged will bc discharged 
from the house of the son or 
the daughter and obliged to seek thc 
protection of the Poor Law to get 
the pension, and then, perhaps, they 
will go back to the house. You are not 
doing justice in this Bill. Worse than 
that, you are doing positive injustice; 
you are acting unreasonably and, in 
some cases, almost inhumanly. We 
have talked of contracts, but there is, 
and has been, an implied contract; 
there has been an understanding, at 
any rate, with the agcd that wc were 
not going to let them down, a phrase 
that has become very common recently. 
We are asked in this Bill to let down 
the aged poor, and I am going to ask 
the Dáil to refusc to agree to the pass- 
ing of this Bill to let down the aged 
poor and the blind. 

Mr BLYTHE: Deputy Johnson has 
said that in this Bill we are going 
against the current of social 
6 o f clock. justice. We are driven to 
do things that we would not 
wish to do, but we are intcrfering with 
the aged poor as little as we can inter- 
fere with them. We are doing it in 
such a way as to inflict no injustice, 
and in such a way as not to inflict hard- 
ship on them, as compared with their 
state a year qr two years ago. It can- 
not be denied that there is greater pur- 
chaÉáng power in money at the present 
time than there was, say, two years 


ago or three years ago. It is, I think, 
also undeniable that the reduction of a 
shilling in the maximum pension does 
not leave the pensioner any worse off 
than that pensioner was a couple of 
years ago, when the value of money was 
less than it is at the present time. To 
that extent at any rate we are not 
going against the course of social jus- 
tice;. we are not injuring the j>osition of 
these old people. Perhaps we are not 
able to go forward, but if we are not 
able to go forward in this matter of 
making the lot of those who are old and 
worn more comfortable, it is due to cir- 
cumstances which everybody knows 
about. In regard to the review of pen- 
sions, anything that is taken off the 
pensioners is not taken off those who 
are poorest or those who are most 
necdy. It is taken off the pensioners 
who have other means of a character 
which, having regard to the means of 
the majority of old age pensioners, are 
somewhat substantial. Thc overwhelm- 
ing majority of the old age pensioners 
will not, by this Bill, suffer anything ex- 
cept the one-shilling cut. Deputy John- 
son has gone over many matters that 
were discussed on the previous Stages 
of the Bill. I replied to these points 
from time to time, and I do not want 
to go over .them again. He has quoted 
cases that seem very pitiable. I would 
just say that a law, especially a law 
which tlirows charges on the Central 
Pund, has to be administered with some 
degree of strictness. It is often more 
necessary that such a measure should 
be administered with strictness than a 
law which throws a burden on the local 
rates. The people affected by excess 
or improper charges where local rates 
are eoneerned will have a greater op- 
portunity of seeing them and will more 
readily intervene. Where the charges 
are thrown on the Central Pund, a 
great deal that is wrong may happen in 
a particular district and may not be 
brought to notice at all. 

In regard to the Blind Pensions, we 
certainly found that there was a very* 
considerable degree of laxity, that very 
large numbers of persons were receiv- 
ing the Blind Pension who, by no 
stretch of the imagination, # could be 
regarded as entitled to receive *it, be- 
cause their sight was, in some cases, 
perhaps as good as the sight of giost 
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[Mr. Blythe.] should have any undue rigidity in the 

members o£ this assembly. It is neces- matter. I think we should oniy have 

sary that the Act should be enforced that degree of strictness which is neces- 
with some degree of strictness. It is sary to prevent the growth of great 

necessary that the Blind Pension should abuses. In putting forward this Bill, 

be given because of blindness. One can we have in mind that it might be pos- 

hardly ask, in administering such an sible to effect, as it were, economies on 

Act, that other circumstances of the this particular service by very great 
person should be taken into account if strictness in administration, by forcing, 
the degree of blindness required by the as it were, every point against the old 

Act docs not exist. I do not want to age pensioner or against the applicant. 

stand over what was done in a par- Our view is that while the law shall 
ticular case without having an oppor- be administered in the fairest way, that 

tunity of examining the faets. I we shall not force it against the pen- 

would simply say that most of the sioner, that it is better where you have 

pitiful circumstances related by Deputy to eft'eet economies, to effect them by 
Johnson are, as it were, irrelevant. The ehanging the scales or basis rather than 

real question that the Inspector had to by too much forcing of the pace from 

decide was: Was there blindness as re- the point of view of administrative 
quired by the Act? I do not think we strictness. 

The Dáil divided: Tá, 43; Níl, 18. 


Tá. 

Earnán de Blaghd. 

Séamus Breathnach. 

Seoirse de Bhulbh. 

Próinsias Bulfin. 

Séamus de Búrca. 

John Conlan. 

Sir James Craig. 

Louis J. D’Alton. 

Máighréad Ní Choileáin Bean Uí 
Dhrisceoil. 

Patrick J. Egan. 

Osmond Grattan Esmonde. 

Desmond Fitzgerald. 

Connor Hogan. 

Seosamh Mac J a Bhrighde. 

Liam T. Mac Cosgair. 

Risteárd Mac Liam. 

Eoin Mac Néill. 

Seoirse Mac Niocaill. 

Liam Mac Sioghaird. 

Liam Mag Aonghusa. 

Patrick McKenna. 

Níl. 

Seán Buitléir. 

John J. Cole. 

John Daly. 

Darrell Figgis. 

Séamus Mac Cosgair. 

Tomás Mac Eoin. 

Risteárd Mac Fheorais. 

Pádraig Mac Fhlannchadha. 

Tomás de Nógla. 


Martin M. Nally. 

Peadar O hAodha. 

Criostóir O Broin. 

Seán O Bruadair. 

Aodh Ua Cinnéidigh. 

Séamus N. O Dóláin. 

Peadar S. O Dubhghaill. 
Pádraig O Dubhthaigh. 

Eamon S. O Dúgáin. 

Seán O Duinnín. 

Donchadh S. O Guaire. 
Mícheál O hlfearnáin. 

Aindriú O Láimhín. 

Séamus O Leadáin. 

Fionán O Loingsigh. 

Thomas 0’Mahony. 

Pádraic O Máille. 

Risteárd O Maolchatha. 
Pádraig O hOgáin (Gaillimh» 
Seán M. O Súilleabháin. 
Caoimhghín O hUigín. 

Liam Thrift. 

Ailfrid O Broin. 

Tomás O Conaill. 

Aodh O Cúlacháin. 

Lia.n O Daimhín. 

Eamcn O Dubhghaill. 
Domhnall O Muirghéasa. 
Tadhg O Murchadha. 

Pádraig O hOgáin (An Clár). 
William A. Redmond. 


Motion declared carried. 


Message to be sent to the Seanad accordingly.. 
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WIRELESS BROADCASTENG. 
FDTAL REPORT OF SPEOIAL COM- 
MITTEE. — RESUMED CONSI- 
DERATION. 

PADRAIC 0 MAILLE: Cuircann sé 
ath&B orm an Tuarasgabháil Deiridh 
ón gCoiste Speisialta, a dhin breithniú 
ar an Tuarasgabháil ar Fhóirleatha 
Nea-Shrangach, do chur os comhair 
na dTeachtaí. Agus tá súil agam go 
nglacfaidh an Dáil léi. D’aontuigh 
an Coisde leis an Tuarásgabháil, agus 
isé mo bharamhail-se gur eeart an 
bhreithniú a ndearnadar uirthe. 

. Is ar éigin a bhí an Coiste ar 
siubhal ar feadh trí míosa. Tá sé céad 
(600) leathanaigh sa leabhar so. 
Deirim gur fiú eostas na Tuaras- 
gabhála. Is coannsa linne go mór elú 
agus eáil an Tigho soo ná an t-airgoad 
a oaithoadh ar obair an Choisdo soo. 

I must ask the Deputies not to bo 
nervous in connection with the large 
volumc in my liands, because I do not 
intend to road through it, as was sug- 
gested by Deputy Johnson on a former 
occasion. 

Mr. CORISH: Broadcast it. 

PADRAIC 0 MAILLE: I would ask 
tlie Dáil to aceept the final report sub- 
mitted in this volume by the Com- 
nxittee whieh was set up to consider the 
queslion of broadcasting. I think the 
discussion that is going to ensue on this 
mattcr will centro mainly around the 
question of wliether broadeasting 
should or should not be a State service. 
Our Committee considered that ques- 
tion in all its aspects, and their firm 
opinion was that it would be in the best 
interests of the State to have broad- 
casting under Government control. 

Take, for instance, news which would 
be of interest to farmers. There would 
be more likelihood of that reaching 
the farmers in proper time if broad- 
casting were under State control and 
not in the hands of a private company. í 
That would also be true as regards 
amusements. If these amusements 
were under a director who could be re- 
moved at any time by the Postmastcr- 
General the amusement would be likely 
to be more national in tone and in 
sentiment. Private companies, no mat- 
ter how good their professions might 
be, would after a short time look more 
to a question of dividends than to what i 
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would be in the best interests of the 
State. Mention was made by the Pre^ 
sident early this evening of the size of 
this volume, the time spent on it by the 
Committee, and also the cost to the 
State. I think that the independence 
of this Dáil and its members is well 
worth the time and the cxpenditure. 

It is a hopeful sign of the times to 
see a Committee representative of all 
Parties in the Dáil quite ready to probe 
every question as regards any matter of 
undue influenee to thc bottom and have 
the matter made public. I will not 
refer further to this now, but I think 
that honesty and purity in Irish public 
life are well worth a good deal of ex- 
penditure and time. I beg to propose 
the adoption of the Report. 

Mr. P. HUGHES: L formally second. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: The 

question is t.hat the Final Iteport be 
adopted. It. has reference to the Final 
Report, and tlie discussions must be 
relevant to the Report itself. Therc is 
nothing in the Report about personal 
reputations. Therefore these matters 
do not arise in the discussion. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: I want to sav 
that I am not in full agreement wiih 
the findings of this Committee. Since 
their voluminous rcport was issued, I 
have given it as much time as I could 
spare, and I have definitely arrived at 
the conelusion that it is not advisable 
the State should take over control of 
a wireless system in this country. I 
am largely in agreement with the 
Postmaster-General when he says it is 
not advisable that the State should be 
placed in a position of trying to con- 
trol entertainments. I do not agree 
with the statement in the réport of the 
Committee that it has been the function 
of States in the past to supply the 
public with entertainments and amuse- 
ments. In connection with that, the 
Committee instanced such things as 
picture galleries, but I do not think 
these can be classed as amusements, 
because they partake more of an edu- 
cational charaeter. I am not aware 
that the supplying of amusements to 
the public has ever been successfully 
carried on as a State-controlled busi- 
ness. It is acknowledged by the Com- 
I mittee that, at least in the early 
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stages, wireless control by the State 
is almost inevitably bonnd to result 
in expense to the State, and that the 
expense will be much greater than ís 
anticipated at present. 

I do not wish to deal in detail with 
this Report, but I think enter- 
tainments should be outside of 
State control, because I do not be- 
lieve that entertainments controlled 
by the State would be accepted by 
the people as meeting their require- 
ments. The providing of amusements 
is a specialised art. It is a business 
that men have devoted their lives to, 
and one at whieh men have beeome 
experts. I do not believe that the 
Postmaster-General or the Post Offiee 
officials, even though worldng through 
Boards of Directors or Advisers, would 
be in a position to deal with these 
matters. I am anxious to see broad- 
casting taken up in this eountry, not 
necessarily by the State, but perhaps 
partially as a State undertaldng. I be- 
lieve that wonderful advantages can be 
gained by our agricultural community 
if a wireless system is properlv 
utilised. Through it market prices and 
other matters of a ldndred nature can 
be broadcasted, but even in that re- 
gard its uses are. I think, sometimes 
exaggerated. It is a bit ridiculous, I 
think, to talk about giving lectures on 
bee-keeping and on agricultural sub- 
jects through wireless. I think the 
greatest advantage from an ‘installa- 
tion of wireless will be felt by the 
people in rural communities. One of 
the greatest curses in rural lifc is the 
useless way in which people spend 
their spare time. They really do 
nothing, and from the ethical point of 
view that, of course, is very bad. It 
would be a great thing if they couid 
have the advantage of the entertain- 
ments placed at their disposal by wire- 
less. I believe it is along that line of 
development that wireless broadcast- 
ing will be found to be the best paying 
proposition, but I am dubious of its 
success as a State-controlled business. 
Some of the services connected with 
the Post Office have not been .such a 
great success. We think that the 
telephone service could be made of 
greater advantage to the country than j 
it is at the present time, and we think 


I that the same applies to the telegraph 
service. I am indined to think that 
if the Dáil were to agree in full with 
the findings of the Committee that 
such a course would not be in the in- 
terests of the community in general. 

1 Mr. P. HOGAN (Olare): I did not 

think that at this time in the life of the 
nation we would hear a representative 

of the Farmers’ Party- 

» 

Mr. GOREY: On a point of explana- 
tion, I desire to say that the views of 
the Farmers' Party have not been ex- 
pressed on this matter. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: They 
have not been authoritatively ex- 
pressed. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: On this question 
we are free in the Party to express our 
individual views. I was speaking as 
an individual, and was not expressing 
the views of the Party as a whole. 

Mr. HOGAN: What I said was to the 
effect that I did not think at this stage 
in our national life we would find a 
representátive of the farmers from the 
Co. Tipperary suggesting that the 
broadcasting of different matters in 
Ireland, such as entertainments, etc., 
should not be controlled by the Irish 
nation. I am mainly interested in this 
matter from one angie, that of the Irish 
language, Irish literature, Irish culture 
and Irish music. I think you can find 
a very good reason for putting under 
the control of some national body, such 
as a State Department, the entire con- 
trol of everything that appertains to 
the revival of Irish culture, and every-- 
thing that is proper and distinctive in 
the life of the nation. First of all, it 
can be used as a medium for cultivating 
and popularising the study of the Irish 
language. It is being used for the cul- 
tivation of the French language in 
England, in giving people an oppor- 
tunity of learning that language for 
commercial purposes. Now, if we are 
really in earnest, and I am sure we are, 
in^ the growth and cultivation of the 
Irish language, I think we ought to 
give a State institution some power or 
control in order that the study of that 
language may be popularised. Thé 
same thing applies to Irish music. 
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What we have got to ask ourselves is, 
whether any private body is going to 
take the same interest in the revival of 
the Irish language and of Irish musie as 
the State would takeí Let us just take 
one instance, and look at what is being 
done by private institutions in regard to 
the Irish drama. What do we get in 
the different theatres throughout the 
country? Do we get anything that is 
pertinent to the life of the nation or 
anything that is likely to be uplifting or 
to help the cultivation of Irish distinc- 
tiveness? We do not. If we let control 
of this popular and extensive means of 
cultivating our national distinctiveness 
pass from our hands into private insti- 
tutions, we will íind that these private 
institutions will be more interested in 
producing dividends than in doing any 
good for the life of the nation. It is 
from that angle that I am attempting to 
approach this subject: the help it is cal- 
culated to give to the cultivation of the 
Irish language, Irish music, Irish litera- 
ture and Irish culture in general. It is 
a matter that deserves serious considera- 
tion. For that. reason, if for no other, 
the control of broadcasting installations 
in this country should, in my opinion, 
be entirely* under State control. 

Mr. McBBIDE: I object considerably 
to the control of broadcasring by the 
State. Broadcasting is really a commer- 
cial occupation, and no State ever yet, 
as far as I know, made a success of com- 
mercial uridertakings. It has been ob- 
jected to this control by individual com- 
panies that they are out to make divi- 
dends. That is the right and proper 
thing, that they should be out to make 
dividends. It is not to lose money that 
broadcasting should be instituted. If 
these companies are out to make divi- 
dends they will just give me what I want 
and nothing else. I believc that the 
Postmaster-General will not give me, as 
the user of a broadcasting instrument, 
what I require, but, rather, what he 
thinks I should require. I may be very 
heretical sometimes. I like to hear some- 
thing heretical, and I really object to 
the Postmaster-General setting himself 
up as an inquisitor of my estimate of the 
proper standard of tastes and morals. 
That is a ridiculous thing to put into a 
Beport. The State has for a long time 
subsidised, the Report states, national 


libraries, national galleries, paintmgs, 
national museums, etc. I do not objeet 
to their subsidising broadcasting; let 
them cancel my licence, and let me get 
my broadcasting free, but I do object 
considerably to this Government or any 
other Govemment controlling commer- 
cial undertakings, as this should be, be- 
cause it is to supply the needs of the in- 
dividual just as the individual requires 
them, and not as an inquisitor or court 
of inquisitors should decide or might 
decide. 

Mr. BLYTHE: I cannot say that I 
have had much time in this last week or 
two to give very much consideration to 
this Report, and I would like to depre- 
cate the adoption of the Report, that is 
if the adoption means that we are to pro- 
ceed to set up a wireless broadcasting 
station and to run it directly by means 
of a State service, until consideration 
from the financial angle has been given 
to it. It seems to me, looking at the 
thing casually, that the Committee in- 
terpreted their Terms of Reference 
somewhat liberally. The Terms of Re- 
I ference state:—That. a Committee of 
this Dáil be. appointed to consider the 
Circular addressed to Deputies entitled 
* Wireless Broadcasting ’ espec.ially in 
regard to the proposal by which it is 
intended. that the State should pass 
overlhe right to license and tax ineom- 
ing wireless apparatus to a Clearing 
I House under the control of a private 
' Company , 19 and it was ordered that the 
Committce should report back to the 
Dáil. 

It seems 4o me that. that, was chiefly 
an instruction to the Committee to con- 
sider the particular proposal that was 
put forward herc, either to condemn it 
or to sct forth their criticisms of it or 
to approve of it. As it is, there seems 
to be a eertain detailed recommenda- 
tion of actual course of action, not that 
set out in the White Paper to which 
the Committee’s attention was directed. 
We have very heavy calls on the Ex- 
chequey. Wc have an unbalanced 
Budget, and we are carrying out the 
most drastic economies in order to 
effect a balance of the Budget. It 
seems to me that before the Dáil adopts 
the proposal which would commit the 
State to a new service and to an expen- 
diture, perhaps very considerable, on 
that ncw service, that there should be 
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the usual opportunity of íinancial ex- 
amination and flnancial criticism. 

It is a recognised rule in the Cabinet 
that when a Minister has a proposal to 
put forward involving finance that he 
does not bring that proposal down to 
the Executivc Council and point out 
the wonderfui merits of the work that 
he intends to do, but that he should 
first submit it to finance with a vicw to 
getting criticism of the whole proposal 
from the finance point of view. He 
brings it down then with that financial 
criticism 011 it, and the mattcr is con- 
sidered along with the financial objec- 
tions that can be urged, either the 
ordinary objections of economy or ob- 
jections pointing out that perhaps the 
same object could be achieved in a 
cheaper way. lt strikes me that the 
adoption of this Report is going abso- 
lutely to commit the State to the set- 
ting up of a State operating wireless 
broadeasting station, and that we are 
rather rushing the matter. If it is only 
a recommendation, or an expression of 
opinion on the evidence submitted, and, 
so far as the examination has gone, an 
expression of opinion that that is what 
should be done, then of course it is a 
matter that could be decided riglit 
away; but if we are to take something 
in the way of a final decision here I 
would urge tliat the matter has not re- 
ceived the consideration that a matter 
invoJving expenditure should have. It 
is an extremely difficult thing to know 
what the ultimatc expensc would be. 
There is no doubt that if good pro- 
grammes are not given, and good pro- 
grammes inean expense, there would be 
a falling off in interest in broadcasting, 
a falling off of licence duties. The mat- 
ter is one that from the purely finance 
point of view is deserving of very care- 
ful consideration, and it ought not be 
undertaken, as it were, hurriedly. I 
think, moreover, that whatever the 
Dáil adopts here it ought to take care 
to adopt a thing that would not pre- 
vent the fullest finaneial control and 
criticism of the enterprise henceforth. 
I think it would be undesirable that any 
enterprise should be given a sort of 
special blessing that would in any way 
free it or exempt it from criticism, 
either root and branch criticism which 
might say that vezy poor results were 


being got, and that the service should 
be discontinued altogether, or criticism 
which would say that this was being 
done in an entirely wrong way, and 
should be altered. I do not know 
what is desired in the motion, but 
certainly unless we are to postpone it 
and take further time to consider it, I 
think the Dáil ought not to adopt a 
niotion which means taking a final de- 
cision on a rnatter which ought to be 
in the nature of a rccommendation in 
view of the facts so far submitted. 


Mr. GOREY : I would like to know 
what the Minister thinks about this 
question. Does he contend that the 
wireless ought to be left as it is, and 
that nothing ought to be done? The 
statement he has made is a very 
vague one. In fact, I would prefer 
to hear him opi>osing the Report 
directly. 

Professor MAGENNIS: He has not 

read the Report. 

Mr. BLYTHE : I have read it. 


Mr. GOREY: I do not know that 
the Minister should have spoken when 
he was not prepared to give his views 
one way or the other. It is quite cer- 
tain that the matter cannot be left as 
it is, that either side must handle this 
question, and that something after the 
method of the White Paper must be 
adopted. Either the State or a pri- 
vate company has to handle it, and I 
take it we have all a voice in the 
matter. No Whips appear to be any- 
where; divided voices are everywhere. 
Opinion will be also divided on our 
Benches. To my mind, we are just at 
the threshold of a great development. 
This matter is only in its infancy. I 
think we ought to step in now and 
take our place. Wireless in the future 
is going to find its way into all the 
rural homes and villages of the 
country. Hitherto, our big towns and 
populous districts have had amuse- 
ment; they have had almost every- 
thing they could wish for, while our 
rural areas have been neglected. The 
only amusements the people in villages 
find ^ are standing up agoinst w alls , 
playing pitch-and-toss, playing eards, 

wUi V1 fw n § public h0U8es - Wireless 
wni afford an opportunity to these 



2869 Wireless 3 April, 

people to get away from some of the 
vicious amusements or some of the 
undesirable amusements to which they 
have resprted in the past. It might 
even supply another service to the 
Post Offlce to replace the telegraph 
service in rural areas, which, at the 
moment, is a disgrace. 

At the present time creameries, 
private individuals, and a good many 
others living outside the mile area, 
have to pay from a shilling to three- 
and-sixpence for telegrams. Wireless 
may remedy that disgrace. It may go 
a long way to replace the very in- 
adequate and very expensive mcthod 
of communication we have at the 
moment—expensive for those indivi- 
duals who live outside the charmed 
circle. It will also bring to the whole 
community a channel of amusement 
they have never had before, and those 
who have had it before will have a 
cheaper amusement. The amount of 
money that has been spent in this 
country and in other countries on 
amusements will be greatly reduced 
through wireless installation and by 
the establishment of a proper wireless 
service. I think it would be well for 
the State to spend a good deal of 
money in ordcr that the people could 
have cheaper amusement, and amuse- 
ment of a better and healthier de- 
scription. Control, if the matter is 
handed to a company, will not lie with 
the people’s representatives, no mat- 
ter what restrictions you put on. If 
you have a State concern control will 
lie directly with the people’s repre- 
sentatives. The people's representa- 
tives in the Dáil will be able to effect 
remedies, if remedies are required, at 
very short notice. It is essential that 
control should be exercised. Thero Is 
a class of house and a class of people 
in the country that should be pre- 
vented from having wireless sets. The 
installation of sets in public houses in 
the rural districts should not be al- 
lowed. That may be a wild doctrine, 
but I do not think it is right that 
houses licensed for the sale of clrinx 
should be allowed to instal sets and 
thereby draw custom that otherwise 
would never go to these houses. It 
would not make for good citizenship 
and it would not make for a sober 
country. Private companies will cater 
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for the populous districts; they will 
give programmes to suit the populous 
districts, and these programmes may 
be such that they will not be good for 
our national life. In every sense I 
think it is essential that the State 
should control broadcasting. It is 
not necessary that the Postmaster- 
General should be the custodian of 
our morals. Any intelligent commu- 
nity ought to be able to organise con- 
trol, ought to be able to organise a 
system that will deal with this matter 
as it should be dealt with. If they 
are not able to do that they certainly 
are not able to take on the Govern- 
ment of a country. Personally, I am 
convinced, even if we were to lose a 
good bit of money, even £15,000 or 
£20,000, that if the rural population 
would get a better service and if the 
national life would be better cared 
for, State control is preferable to eon- 
trol by any private company. 

Mr. HEWAT: In connection with 
the rcport of this Committee, I do 
not thinlv thcir recommendations are 
very definite. They give a sort of quali- 
fied approval to the question of the 
Statc fathcring this scherne of broad- 
casting. í. think everyone of us will re- 
cognise that this science of broadcast- 
I ing is very much in its iníancy. What 
| wiíl be the development within the next 
six, twelve or eighteen months, none of 
us, I think, can foresee. But I think 
we can all recognise that the oppor- 
tunities that disclose themselves in con- 
nection with thc army of people who 
are at present trying to plumb the 
depths of this new science are bound 
beforc very long to have effect. As we 
stand to-day, I think the Minister for 
Finanee would be very disinclined to 
give his eonsent to any expenditure 
that was unnecessary. As far as I can 
see, a broad programme of broadcast- 
ing on national or other lines would not 
be very well handled by any Govern- 
ment Department. Government De- 
partments, we know, are not particu- 
larly prone to exhibiting a large 
amount of initiative. The centring of' 
this in any Government Department 
would not be f or the. benefit or the« 
progress of what we might call the in- 
dustry. Neither do I think would it 
tend towards the entertainment, cven 
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of thfl villages about the couutry, that 
the Postmaster-General should be the 
person to initiate a programme of 
amusement. 

Mr. GOREY : Not necessarily the 
Postmaster-General. Do you prefer a 
showman? 

Mr. HEWAT : I would hardly de- 
scribe the Postmaster-General in any 
circumstances as a showman, but in 
this particular case what Deputy Gorey 
wants is that a programme of amuse- 
ments should be distributed all over the 
country. I am afraid that even that 
would require a great deal of con- 
sideration, for a village in one part of 
the country might be entirely dissatis- 
fied with the programme that another 
village would think was very nice. At 
all events, in this country we have got 
used to very great and diverse differ- 
enccs of opinion, and I think in connec- 
tion with broadcasting we will probably 
have a good deal of differences of 
opinion. 

If a lecture in Irish came tlirough to 
me, it would not be very mueh heíp to 
me, nor do I think it would be very i 
much help to the majority of people 
down the country. Although it is very 
desirable we should all be able to 
follow a play in Irish, I am afraid at 
the present time not many of us are ablc 
to do it. As a principle, I thinlc the 
State ought not to undertake this j 
work. On the other hand, there is a 
public to-day requiring that broad- 
casting should be developed, and the 
unfortunate state of aífairs which has 
arisen in connection with this ques- 
tion is certainly tending to stop the 
development we might otherwise have. 
But looking round the country to-day, 
is there any urgency in the matter? Is 
it not a fact that a considerable num- 
ber of instruments have gone all over 
the country, and that to-day people are 
enjoying the beneíit of programmes all 
over the country? If the question were 
confined to an experimental station, I 
think the claim might reasonably be 
made that the Government should 
father a small experimental station so 
as to keep abreast ^vvith the whole 
question. A small expenditure in that 
direction, I think, would be all right. 


Mr. J0HN80N: Would the Deputy 
give us an idea of what he means by 
41 small? ,, 

Mr. HEWAT: That would be rather 
hard to say. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Would £5,000 per 
annum be small? 

Mr. HEWAT : I think £5,000 per 
annum is not a very large sum. Even 
the Free State could spend, I think, 
£5,000 on it. 

Professor MAGENNIS: That is the 

Report. 

Mr. HEWAT : Y"es, but my idea is 
merely a temporary arrangement to 
get ovcr the impasse we have arrived 
at, and to get into smooth waters, so 
that the whole, big question of broad- 
easting can be developed <Jn commer- 
cial lines. The proposition of the 
Postmaster-General that those diíferent 
companies should come together for the 
purpose of forming a broadcasting 
company has certain weaknesses, but 
in iny judgment, it is the soundest pro- 
position that has come before us in con- 
I nection with this matter. That is as 
regards broadcasting, pure and simple. 
If you eorne to deal with the distribu- 
tion of propaganda, I think you will 
find it very hard to get a brqadcasting 
company to pay a great deal of atten- * 
tion to what you call propaganda, 
which, generally speaking, would not 
bring in any great amount of money. 
The main recommendation is that as a 
permanency the State should take con- 
trol of broadcasting. As far as I am 
concerned, I would oppose that, 
because it would simply mean the ex- 
penditure of a very considerable 
amount of money, and would not give 
an eífective service. Looking at the 
industry as being in an experimental 
stage, with the people able to get pro- 
grammes on their own valve sets as 
they are to-day, I think that develop- 
ment will come, and that in a com- 
paratively short time we will be in á 
better position to deal with the subject 
as a whole on the lines of a broadcast- 
ing company being started. 

ATTORNEY-GENEBAL : As a mat- 
ter of enlightenment, may I intervene 
to ask your ruling, A Chinn Comh- 
airle, upon the effect of this motion? 

I understand the question before the 
Dail ís the adoption of the .Report. 
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There are several matters in the Ee- 
port. There is no question whatever 
about Q-ovemment control, because I 
think this is one of the matters af- 
fected by Article 11 of the Constitu- 
tion, and that there must be supreme 
Government control over the service. 
But when one comes to the further 
question of recommendation of Gov- 
ernment expenditure on the machinery 
for exercising that control, whether it 
is done through a Government estab- 
lishmerit or installation, at Government 
expense, or whether it is done by a 
grant by the Government of a licence 
to companies, how far are we com- 
mitted, by adopting the Report, to a 
decision that money shall be expended 
from the public funds? Will such a 
decision be in order, or will it be sub- 
ject to that expenditure being subse- 
quently recommended under Article 
37 of the Constitution? I think there 
is need of a little definition to assist 
us in arriving at a decision as to what 
way we shall speak or vote. 

AN OEANN COMHAIRLE: I take 
it the adoption of the Report by the 
Dáil would mean that the Report ge- 
nerally mpets with the approval of a 
majority of Deputies. The adoption 
of the Report could not possibly mean 
that public money would have to be 
expended forthwith, because money 
could not be expended except under 
the eonditions of Article 37 of the 
Constitution. We would require a 
Message and a Resolution proposed 
by an Executive Minister. We have 
had, on occasion, motions proposed in 
the Dáil, recommending that the Exe- 
cutive Council should make certain 
expenditure. These were merely re- 
commendations to the Executive Coun- 
cil and need not necessarily be fol- 
lowed by the Executive Council. They 
would not necessarily mean that the 
money would have to be provided. I 
think exactly the same position obtains 
here. If the Report were adopted, the 
Executive Council would be in the 
position of having an expression of 
opinion upon a number of matters. It 
would not necessarily have to provide 
the money. 

POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. J. 
J.^Walsh): When, a week ago, I ap-. 


pealed to the Dáil to give a little more 
time to the consideration of this Re- 
port before presenting it for accept- 
ance or rejection, I assumed that the 
Committee in the interval would have 
taken the necessary steps to ascertain 
whether the Minister for Finanee was 
prepared to back this primary recom- 
mendation of theirs if it were adopted 
by the Dáil. It surprises me very 
much to-day to learn that, though the 
reeommendation has been presented to 
the Dáil, the very obvious step of 
finding out from the Finance Depart- 
ment whether, in its view, the scheme 
was financiall.v aeceptable or not, was- 
overlooked by the Committee. 

Now, members will remember that in 
the case of the scheme put forward by 
me in November last that preliminary 
had been attended to.’ I think we are 
more or less wasting time here in dis- 
cussing thc scheme in the absence of 
some assuranee that the Finance Mini- 
stry intends to back it, should it pass 
the Dáil, beeause if we merely pass 
this pious resolution, we might find our- 
selves later on face to face with an 
adverse decision on the part of the Fin- 
ance Ministry, and we might be thrown 
back on some other scheme, and, in 
consequence, we might have to cover 
the whole ground again. 

Mr. BLYTHE: I would not like to 
sit under the magnifying of the ppsí- 
tion of the Ministry of Finance, which, 
I think, the Postmaster-General is in- 
dulging in. There is no doubt that if 
the Dáil passes the resolution, it is not 
a thing that can be turned down lightly 
by the Minister for Finance, but I do 
not think that he should be bound by 
this. He should have an opportunity 
of bringing it to the Dáil for further 
consideration. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: He 

would have that opportunity. 

POSTMASTER - GENERAL: The 

question of finance enters véry largely 
into the control of broadcasting. We 
have spent some hours this afternoon 
deciding whether one shilling should be 
taken off the very meagre amount of 
the old age pensions, and the majority 
of the Dáil showed its readiriess to de- 
duct that amount. This spi'rit of 
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'economy which has been in evidence as 
a general policy on the part of the Go- 
vernment for a considerable time past, 
meets with my entire approval, and it 
had quite a lot to say in dctermining 
my decisions in regard to non-State 
control of this service. I reeognise that 
there are dangex*s to uncontrolled com- 
munications. In timcs of trouble they 
may be used to the detriment ot* the 
country, but reeognising that I had in 
the case of the White Paper—and this 
is a point the Dáil should understand— 
provided that if private enterprise sup- 
plied the financial requirements, all the 
control which any State proposal and 
which the present State proposal pro- 
vides was provided for in that scheme 
•of mine. I aimed at the elimination of 
any financial responsibility on the part 
of the State, and I maintained, on the 
other hand, all the necessary control 
which a State should require, otherwisc 
control without íinancial responsibility. 
We are discussing hcre a question 
which, to my view, has rather resolved 
itself into one of nationalisation versus 
private enterprise. I do not wish to 
accuse thc Committee of availing of 
this opportunity to forward the 
former, but, doubtless, this is what has 
transpired without, in my opinion, hav- 
ing any justification whatever for in- 
voíving the Statc in the financial risks 
•of this enterprise. 

The Committee, in order to impress 
its desire for nationalisation, has ac- 
cepted that financial rcsponsibility. I 
•must ask the Dáil to eonsider what the 
White Paper provided for. It pro- 
vided that market reports, agricultural 
reports, weather reports, and educa- 
tional matter should be transmitted 
free. It also agreed that any official 
propaganda or pronouncements that 
might be considercd necessary should, 
as a matter of course, be transmitted 
without cost. Now, these are the 
features which the Committee has put 
foremost in urging that broadcasting 
should be a State service. These are 
features which were already provided 
free on the part of the company men- 
tioned in the White Paper, but there is 
this difference, that whilst in the case 
in the White Paper these services were 
províded free, in the case of the scheme 


I before the Dáil the nation will pay for 
I it. Serviccs which were formerly pro- 
vided free will henceforth, if this 
seheme is adopted, be paid for by the 
taxpayei's of the State. I can well 
understand some Deputies showing 
their nervousness at handing over a 
scheme of this kind to private entcr- 
prise, but in the particular scheme put 
forward in November, I want to point 
out that every possible precaution, next 
to complete State control, was provided 
íor. It was, for instancc, decided that 
at any time thc Postmaster-General 
may veto a programme, that at any 
time his representative may enter and 
inspect the doings of the Broadcasting 
rompany, that at any time, should this 
Company fail to meet the requiremcnts 
of the State and the Post Office, six 
months , tcrminal notice couldbeserved, 
and finally—this is the important thing 
j —that after the State had got a fair 
j and reasonable opportunity of witness- 
ing the working of broadcasting, other- 
wise at a termination of a period of 
five years, it may, if ncecssary, assume 
the responsibility itself. It is a very 
remarkable thing that this country 
should be made thc stalldpg horse for 
what I eonsider a very peculiar form 
of nationalisation. 

, We have the example of stat.ions 
in England and France, with the 
exception of the Eiffel Tower, wdiich 
• is a military station, handed over for 
j a number of hours as a matter of con- 
1 venience. Spain, Belgium, the United 
States, (íanada, Australia, New Zea- 
land, Scandinavia, and possibly others 
—in fact every eountry ín the world 
that considered this matter, and no 
doubt considered it from the different 
angles of State conti’ol versus private 
control, decided against the former; 
Every count,ry in the world decided 
against State control. and not one but 
this young State, which is struggling 
to gct on its legs, has been made the 
stalking horse for what I eonsider to' 
be a foolish and ill-advísed experi- 
ment. There is one country an excep- 
tion to those which I mentioned in the 
production of concerts and public* 
amusements, and that ís Russía. In 
Rpssia the State had quite a lot of 
enthusiasm for this particular Iíne at 
one time, but informatíon of ítítvt 
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date indicates that there it is found 
it can be better conductcd by private 
enterprise. Therefore, we stand alone 
in the world. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Sinn Féin. 

POSTMASTER - QENERAL : Of 

course, there is virtue in being alone. 
At any rate, we stand alone in the 
universe in the way of accepting re- 
sponsibility of this kind. I should not 
mind very much accepting the respon- 
sibility as the head of a State Depart- 
ment. I suppose there is nothing 
within limits that we cannot do when 
we try. I have no doubt myself, if 
this Iíouse determines that the Post 
Office must do the showman, must 
differentiate between rival organ-grin- 
ders, rival tenors and people of that 
kind, and even rival politieians who 
want to get control and preferential 
treatment, avc will be able to do it; 
but we will do it at a price, and it 
will be a very dear price. 

Mr. GOREY: Hear, hear. 

POSTMASTER-GENERAL : I am 

very sorry to see that Deputy Gorey 
4 ‘ hear hear’s ” a forecast which is 
likely to rape the finance of the nation. 

Mr. GOREY: I “ hcar hear M the 
idca that wc would be able to do some- 
thing right if we tried. 

POSTMASTER - GENERAL : When 
some of us try to do things right we 
succeed, and this is one of thc instances, 
if we had been permitted. We can do 
it at a price, but I want to tell this 
House that it will pay a very dear price. 
It cannot possibly get the same valuefor 
its moncy as a private firm. It has 
nothing in common with anything a 
State Department has done hitherto. I 
want to know, for instance, how we are 
going to stand with regard to this Ad- 
visory Board. This has some bearing 
on the question of finance. It is sug- 
gested that the P.M.GL be assisted by 
an Advisory Board. 

Mr. WILSON: By a Director and 
Advisory Board. 

70STMASTER-QENERAL: I speak 
oJ! Advisory Board distinct from Direc- 
tor. „ What are to be the relátions be- 


! tween this Advisory Board and the re- 
presentative of the Dáil, who has got 
the spending of this public money? 
Will the Advisory Board take a hand 
in the eypenditure, or will the P.M.G. 
alone say what is or what is not to be 
spent, and in the former case is the 
P.M.G. merely a unit in this determin- 
ing machine? If, for instance, he finds 
himself iu a minority, who is to deeide 
how public funds are to be disposed 
of? That is not all. Is it considered 
by the Committce that there is to be no 
check on the expenditure placcd at the 
disposal of the Postmaster-General and 
this Advisory Committee in this con- 
nection? Is it assumed that the Mini- 
stry for Phnance will not insist, accord- 
ing to its mood, in determining whether 
| a certain employee, otherwise a eertain 
í musician, is or is not to be emploved, 
j and what were her previous employ- 
ment and wages, and whether her voiee 
is good or bad, and is she entitled to 
5s more than her neighbour’s daugh- 
ter? Will not the Finance Minister ask 
| tnose usual and regular questions in 
this instance, or will they waive this 
established practice? If so, we may 
very well conclude that we are going 
to have a file of papers for every artist 
which the P>roadcasting Company re- 
quires. I can plainly see difficulties 
ahead. It is said by the Committee that 
I one of its main reasons for State con- 
' trol is that amusement is only sub- 
sidiary. Well, my information from 
people who have had experience in 
other countries is entirely contrary to 
that. I am assured that the ordinary 
user of receiving sets feels that any- 
thing else but music jars on his nerves. 
He docs not want anything else. In 
England, when the Broadcasting Com- 
mittees decided to get out on educa- 
tional matters, they were overwhelmed 
with protests from the public. 

í Professor MAGENNIS : It did not 

I pay. 

POSTMASTER - GENERAL : They 
were told, for instance, that they did 
not need to be lectured on hygiene or 
the care of children or the care of fowl, 
or anything like that. They paid their 
money for concerts, and coticerts only. 
If you believe in this station which you 
propose to put up in Dublin to cater for 




[ Postmaster-GeneraL ] 
the eitizens of Dublin, that you are 
going to get away with your agricul- 
tural reports, your fishery reports, and 
your education, and that the people will 
possess themselves with wireless sets 
and pay licences for the purpose, I am 
satisfied that you are assuming some- 
thing that will not materialise. What, 
for instance, do the bulk of the people 
of Dublin city require to know about 
agriculture? They have not as much 
land as would sod a lark. What do 
they want to know about fishing? I 
think it is all nonsense, and if you 
believe it is necessary to saturate them 
with education, I think they will very 
much disagree with you. Most of 
them think they know all that is to be 
known. 

Mr. JOHNSON: This is not Cork. 

POSTMASTER - GENERAL : The 

fact is, and you cannot get away from 
it, much as one may sympathise with 
the idea of enlightening a community 
in the various ways suggested by the 
Committee, the people want amusement 
through broadcasting; they want 
nothing else, and they will have nothing 
else. If you make amusement sub- 
sidiary then you will have no broad- 
casting, nobody will buy an instru- 
ment, nobody will pay a licence, and 
the thing will never begin. Those who 
have got expensive instruments will 
find material from the other side, and 
there is the beginning and end of your 
broadcasting scheme. The questión of 
expense has come up rather promi- 
nently. Remember that under the 
White Paper, whilst the State got all 
the control that it needs, and whilst 
we were promised an efficient service 
and a universal service, universal in the 
Free State, it cost the State nothing. 
Aé a matter of fact, not only did it cost 
it nothing, but the Post Office exacted 
what I might indeed term a private 
profit of 5s. on each licence. What do 
we find in this case? It is proposed to 
put up a station in Dublin, which will 
be only a makeshift, and it is to be 
followed by an expensive one later on. 
The station is to cost £5,000, that is, 
£5,000 of the public money unneces- 
sarily gone bang. Later on the State 
will be faced with a vote for a second 
£5,000 for engineering expenses. That 


I is £10,000. At the same time it must, 

| whether it likes or not, if there is any- 
thing real in this proposal, vote at least 
£10,000 for the provision of concerts 
and for the maintenance of a Director 
and an Announcer, and all their 
hangers-on. 

The Dáil will be called upon xo vote 
at least £10,000. Any person who has 
gone to the trouble of rcading that 
book will find that a station of the 
kind cannot be managed for anything 
under £10,000. That is £20,000 of pub- 
lic money. For what? For the novelty 
of saying that we have introduced 
nationalisation into the control of wire- 
less. Wc had the substance before; it 
was not the case of a shadow. Now, 
we have what is more; we have na- 
tionalisation. Perhaps we might get 
£5,000 as a result of licences. It would 
reduce our liability to £15,000. When 
I say we are faced with a loss of £15,000 
for Dublin, I am only speaking for 
1 Dublin. But the people elsewhere will 
insist that our generosity, generosity 
with money we have no right to hand 
out, must be extended to them, and we 
will have to go down to Wexford, Wa- 
terford—I say nothing about Cork— 
and go down to Kerry and other places. 
We have petitions every other day for 
the erection of stations in every eounty 
in the Free State. You do not know 
what the thing is going to lead to. To 
say that you are only going to lose 
£15,000 is, in my opinion, altogether 
underestimating the responsibility thiat 
you are accepting in this business. I 
do not mind whether*you accept it or 
not, except as a public representative, 
but I think it would be undoubtedly 
unfair on my part if I were to accede 
to unnecessary expenditure of publie 
funds, considering that I have been 
screwing down the people through the 
medium of the Department I have had 
control of during the last twelve 
months; that I dismissed 475 postmen* 
men who had no other means of sup- 
porting their families and themselves, 
that I shut Post Offices, and deprived 
poor people of a living, and I have 
curtailed the ordinary requirements of 
the people. And to come along and say 
lightly, “ I do not mind this, and I 
will agree to pouring out this public 
money in other directions, ,> would be, I 
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think, a pieee of gross ineonsistency. 
That was the main reason which dc- 
termined me, in the first instance, in 
removing any financial liability from 
the shoulders of the State and handing 
this over to privatc enterprise. The 
whole objection to this private enter- 
prise arose from the idea that the State 
was making a concession. The State 
had somc E1 Dorado to hand over: the 
mere fact that it had the imprint of 
the State on it necessarily implied that 
it was an E1 Dorado, and because of 
that everybody who' could not be in 
the thing objected, as a matter of 
course, to hnybody else coming into it. 
It is merely narrow human prejudice. 
But let us see as to this concession. 
A concession, from my point of view, 
is something one concedes. What did 
one concede in this casc? Our own ex- 
perience is that the concession is a 
burden of £15,000 which the State has 
now discovered. 

If all concessíons were of that na- 
ture, I certainly think that the State 
could well afford to hold a cheap sale 
of concessions, and unburden itself of 
much of the Statc responsibility which 
it now shoulders. It would certainly be 
to the national advantage. This is no 
concession. It was a responsibility 
which men believed they could take—at 
a risk—and it is a great pity that they 
were not permitted to take it, and re- 
move that risk from the shoulders of 
the taxpayers. I think this enquiry 
into Broadcasting has been one of t.he 
most costly things that the State has 
had to face for many a day. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Whose fault was 
that? 

POSTMASTER - OENERAL : Not 

mine, sir. 

Professor MAGENNIS : It was. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Order. 
We cannot apportion responsibility at 
the moment. 

POSTMASTER-GENERAL : As I 

said, if the State is prepared to 
shoulder responsibility for this, the re- 
sponsibility will be heavy, but my De- 
partment has no objection whatever to 
take on that responsibility, provided 
the State is prepared to pay the piper. 
But there is one thing that I would like 
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the Dáil to understand, and it is this, 
that the control of Broadcasting ought 
to be either a purely State control ora 
purely private enterprise. Dual con- 
trol is, in my opinion, impossible. There 
is no chance whatever of reconciling 
dual control with efficiency. That is 
my experiencc of life, at any rate, and 
though I do not mind whether this pro- 
posal of the Committee is accepted or 
not, I do not see at the moment how it 
can be otherwise than accepted, be- 
cause there is no alternative. I see no 
feasible alternative now, seeing that 
the original scheme was knocked on the 
head with, I think, very unnecessary 
haste. I see no objection, provided the 
Dáil is prepared to meet the expendi- 
ture in the aceeptance of this proposal. 
If you do not accept that, I can clearly 
see that you will lead to chaos in 
broadcasting, and chaos will simply 
mean that the State will wash its hands 
of all responsibility; that it will simply 
j refuse to take any responsibility what- 
I ever in the matter, either control, or 
! financial risk, and if that state should 
j arrive it will, at any rate, have one re- 
| sult; it will free the State from any 
particular loss, and it may not be, on 
the whole, a bad result. I do not feel 
the least bit satisfied that the best 
thing has been done in regard to broad- 
casting. I think it has been very badly 
messed and muffed from the beginning. 

Major COOPER: I am trying to re- 
cover from the shock I received when I 
heard the Postmaster-General quoting 
his experience of the British Broad- 
casting Company. Where did he get 
i his information from about the British 
Broadcasting Company, when he was 
told they were overwhelmed with pro- 
tests against educational matters being 
introduced into wireless ? I do not know 
what authority he had, but I do know 
if any other Deputy had quoted his ex- 
periences of the British Broadcasting 
Company the Postmaster-General 
would probably have sent a detective 
into the Lqbby of the Dáil to find out 
what his relations with that company 
were. 

POSTMASTER-GENERAL : On a 

point of order, I never did any such 
thing. If the Deputy had read the Re- 
port he would have been aware .of that. 

t4 
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Major COOPER: I have read the 
whole Report, ancl I did not find any- 
where a denial. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: I think 
no personal references should be made 
in matters arising out of the Report. 
It is altogether cutside the scope of this 
particular discussion. 

Major COOPER: I bow. I will turn 
to the question of economy, which is 
within the scope. I have pressed the 
question of cconoiny on the Minister 
for Finance as strongly as anybody 
else, but there is an economy which is 
a false economy, and that is economy 
neglecting potential assets. Now, sup- 
pose a iand-owner is hard up—and 
most land-owners are hard up—he will 
be guilty of a grave íault if, in order 
t-o raise money, he cuts down a wood 
of which the timber would be very 
mueh more valuable in twenty or thirty j 
years' time. It might even pay him to i 
spend money in fencing it to keep out | 
rabbits, hares, and so on. 1 look upon j 
broadeasting as only the beginning of 
a potential asset which may be of ex- 
iraordinary value to the State. I do 
not know if any Deputies have read a 
book by II. G. Wells, which I read as a 
boy, in which, more than*twenty years 
ago, he foretold a state in which all 
the news was given by loud speakers. 
He anticipatcd the loud speakers, and 
the newspapers being supplanted by 
these loud speakers, which called out 
the news and advertisements. Suppos- 
ing something like that should happen, 
is not that an enormous asset, which 
shojild not be in private hands, but 
which the State should control and 
scrutinise? I am not entirely impressed 
by the Postmaster-GeneraPs argument 
that the cost of stations will be enor- 
mous, and that Waterford, Wexford 
and other plac.es will demand stations. 
From reading this evidence I have 
gathered that the programmes from a 
central station in Dublin or Cork would 
be relayed to places of this kind. They 
would have relay stations, arid the only 
reason that it is not possible to do that 
in Ireland is because the Postmaster- 
GeneraPs telephonic system is so in- 
efficient. 

POSTMASTER-GENERAL : His pre- 
aecessors. 


Major COOPER: The system which 
the Postmaster-Gencral has inherited 
from the British Government. I wish 
to be absolutcly fair. There is another 
point: not only is broadcasting a poten- 
tial asset, but it may be made a means 
of economy, because if properly 
worlced and dcveloped it may be used 
to economise in education. For in- 
stanee, at least £50,000 was spent last 
year in the teaching of Irish, very 
often by teaeliers who had acquired 
the knowledge comparativcly hastily. 
Surely it would bc better to have 
native-speaking teachcrs giving lessons 
over the wireless to all the sthools and 
having them reproduced by loud 
speakers. The same would possibly 
apply to the Ministry of Agrieulture. 
A large sum of money is spent by the 
Ministry on lectures on fruit trees and 
the various systcms of tillage, and so 
on. Used intelligently, this new weapon 
of science might be of far greater 
value. You could have more interest- 
ing lectures and vou could hold the 
attention o£ the people better. The 
only disadvantage would be that the 
audienee would not be able to ask ques- 
tions. There would l>e no interrup- 
j tions, and Deputy Gorey would be very 
unhappy. Again, the Postmaster- 
General never looked to the credit side. 
There are to be fecs for licences. One 
point I am disposed to criticise is that 
the Coramittce have assumed that you 
, must have a flat rate of fees for 
j licenc.es. I do not see why a raan with 
I a crystal set which oniy cost hira a íew 
pounds should pay the sarae fee as a 
man with a four-valve set that cost £50. 
You might grade it at ten shillings, say, 
for a crystal set, £1 for a two-valve set, 
£2 for a four-valve set, and so on. I 
know a Senator who is installing a 
wireless set that will cost him £75, and 
he could quite afford to pay a £5 
licence on that, and in that way an 
effort could be made to make the ac- ' 
counts balance more nearly. 

I turn to the question of the necessity 
of the State controlling wireless, be- 
cause of propaganda. The one doubt in 
my mind w r hen I read this Committee's 
scheme was that it will set up the Post- 
master-General as a censor of what we 
l shouJd hear and what we should not, 
because the Postmaster-General is a 
Jittle-too virtuous for the ordinaty man. 



2885 I Vireless 3 April , 1924 . Jiroadcasting. 2885 


He thinks because he is virtuous we ; 
should take no more cakes and ale. He ! 
is rather disposed to be troubled about j 
the idea of an Advisory Board. After 
all, an Advisory Board is not a new 
thing in connection with Government 
Departments. Thc Department of Agri- 
culture carried on for a long time with 
two Advisory Boards—one for agricul- 
ture and one for technieal instructión. 
The Minister for Msheries has set up 
an Advisory Board, and why the Post- 
master-General should not work 
smoothly and harmoniously with an 
Advisory Board in this matter rather 
baffles me. I assume the usual pro- 
eedure would be followed. The Post- 
master-Genera] will tell the Board how 
much he can spend on entcrtainments, 
"and the Advisory Board will spend the 
money to the best of their ability. I 
really think it will work out very well. 

A rather parallel case occurs to me. In 
Great Britain lecturers were employed 
in the various Museums and Art Gal- 
leries, and there is no question on the 
Estimatcs as to why So-and-So was cm- 
ployed, and why he lectures on Spanish 
Art three times a week and Dutch only 
once. These things do not happen. An- 
other reason why I rather mistrust the 
Postmaster-General’s censorship is be- 
cause he declared before the Committee 
he would not. allow any racing news 
and information. Mr. J. J. Walsh has 
an absolute right to that attitude, but 
I am not quite surc that Deputy J. J. j 
W'alsh, who represents a large number | 
of people in Cork who are intercsted in 
racing news, is entitled to take such a 
strong line. 

I certainly think the Postmaster- 
General, as a supplier of wireless infor- 
mation, is not entitled to use his own 
personal opinion, or his own prefer- 
ence, to discriminate in one way or 
another. Even if he did so, he would 
not be consistent, because he allows 
over the post, and over the telephones 
and telegraphs an enormous amount of 
racing information, and not merely 
that, but he actually conveys a very 
íarge number of bets. I rather wish 
that he had not done so last week. It 
would be to my personal advantage if 
he had not 

I do not think that any servant of 
the State is entitled to set up his own 
predflectíons. whatever they may be, 


when there is a case of a public demand 
that has to be fulfilled. The Post- 
master-Cíeneral on this matter has ex- 
pressed what I know is a genuine de- 
sire to protect us from foreign propa- 
ganda. I am willing to go with him to 
a great extent; I would much sooner 
see genuinely Irish propaganda, and 
see on the Advisory Board such people 
as the Minister for Education, Dr. Lar- 
chét, and Colonel Brasé, the Director of 
the Army School of Music. They 
would give us the kind of entertain- 
ment that the Irish people would need. 
Remember that good musíc is not 
merely entertainment; it is an educa- 
tion as well. 

The Postmaster-General rather over- 
looked that idea. How did the Post- 
master-General, in the White Paper, 
propose to protect us? To begin with, 
he proposed that there should be no 
Irish broadcasting on Sunday. Sunday 
is the one day on which there is what 
might be deseribed as propaganda. 
Sermons are broadcast from all the 
British broadcasting stations, and I 
presume there is no clergyman worth 
his salt who does not make his sermon 
embody some form of propaganda. It 
may be good or it may be bad, but it is 
propaganda all the samc, and it would 
not be desired by the bulk of the people 
in this country to have sermons from 
clergymen of another religion. His 
other method, which I will refer to cur- 
sorily, is to protect us from British pro- 
paganda by giving the principal in- 
terest in the Irish Broadcasting Com- 
pany to a gentleman whom the late 
President Griffith believed to be an 
agent of Lord Beaverbrook. That is 
almost too original for words. 

Mr. GOREY: I do not think that 
that ought to be introduced. I rise to 
a point of order. That assertion was 
made by a gentleman, and whether we 
believe it or not is our own affair. De- 
puty Cooper may or may not believe it 
if he likes. 

POSTMASTER-GENERAL: I dis- 
tinctly refrained from introducing this 
subject, and I think the mere fact 
that it has been introduced entitled me 
to re-shape my programme. 
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AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : What 
was the statement objeeted to? 

Major COOPER: Thc statement was 
that Mr. Belton in evidence had bcen 
stated to have been bclieved by the late 
President Griffith to be. an agent of 
Lord Beaverbrook. I will aecept Dc- 
puty Gorey\s suggestion, and I will 
withdraw that. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: I do not 

know whether Deputy Cooper heard 
what I said at the beginning of the dis- 
cussion. I said that no questions of 
personal reputations eould be intro- 
duced, as they did not arise in eonnec- 
tion with the Final Report. 

Major COOPER: I did not hear that, 
and it makes my withdrawal all the 
more completc. I withdraw that at 
once. Now to come to the general ques- 
tion of broadcasting, I say it must be a 
monopoly. The experience of the 
United States proved that it must bc a 
monopoly. You must have one com- 
pany and only one broadcasting com- 
pany, and in the second place I would 
like to point out it is always a danger 
to give a monopoly to a private cor- 
poration. There is always a suspicion 
of your motives. Therefore I would 
prefer the Committee’s suggestion of a 
State scheme, and failing that I believe 
that the best way to get a satisfactory 
service is by the second scheme, a 
partly State-controlled scheme. In that 
connection I think we ought to note 
that the Postmaster-General turned 
down the scheme of the Irish and 
Foreign Corporation submitted to him. 
That Corporation is a Corporation of 
which the directors are men well-known 
in public life, not mainly as financiers 
or men who seek a profit. Two of them 
are Senators, and their names are 
known to the public, and in addition 
one-half of the shares are held by thc 
National Land Bank, which is not a 


| Company-promoting or a profit-seekirig 
institution. I think a little more should 
be said about that. If it is necessary to 
give it to any private company let it 
be given to a private eompany thc 
Directors of which are well known and 
are above suspicion. 

Prof. THRIFT: I should just like to 
make one remark. In the first plaee, it 
is that Deputy Cooper put the position 
of the Committee, I think, exceedingly 
well; but he misreprescnted us in one 
respect, and that was to say that we 
made a reeommendation that there 
should be a flat rate of onc pound per 
set. That was merely put into this re- 
port as a basis of calculation. I would 
like to call the attention of the Dáil 
to what I think would very mueh shor- 
ten the debate, and that is: What. 
would be the aetual effeet of the pass- 
ing of the resolution which was pro- 
posed by An Leas-Cheann Comhairle? 
But as I fancy there are several other 
Deputies who wish to speak on this dis- 
cussion, I would wish to know whether 
the Dáil would prefer that I would 
move the adjournment of the debate 
to another Sitting—say, until Tuesdaj 
next ? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE :. Does the 
Minister for Finanee agrce to Tuesday? 

Mr. JOHNSON: Unlcss there is fcome 
very definite matter of importance for 
to-morrow, would it not be well to 
carry on the discussion on to-morrow? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : We 

could take it to-morrow if the business 
on the Order Paper is disposed of. 

Mr. BLYTHE : I agree. 

Prof. THRIFT : I move the adjourn- 
ment of the dcbate. 

The Dáil adjourned at 8 o’clock until 
12 o ’eloclt on Friday, the 4th April. 
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EVICTION OP UNEMPLOYED 
TENANTS. 


DUBLIN UNEMPLOYED SERVED 
WITH NOTICES TO QUIT. 

Mr. A. BYRNE asked the President 
if he is aware that many unemployed 
men with large families are under 
“ Notice to Qnit ” their homes owing 
to non-payment of rent.; if he is aware 
that the vast majority of the nnem- 
ployed in the City of Dublin have 
eeased to draw Unemployment Insur- 
ance benefits, and whether, in view 
of their continued unemployment, he 
will take steps to introduce a tem- 
porary protective measure that will 
prevent their eviction from their 
homes. 

The PRESIDENT: I have made en- 
quiries and I am not in a position to 
confirm or refute the Deputy's state- 
ment that there are many unemployed 
men with large families under notice 
to quit owing to non-payment of rent. 

I am aware that in some cases un- 
employed workers in Dublin have ex- 
hausted their rights to unemployment 
Wnefits, but. I cannot accept the state- 
ment that “ the vast majority n are 
in that position. 

Mr. A. BYRNE: Arising out of that 
answer, may I ask the President whe- 
ther he will cause inquiries to be made 
as to the number of orders given in the 
police courts for evictions since the 
begmning of this year? I refer to 
the number of orders for eviction for 
non-payment of rent. 

The PRESIDENT: I would like if 
the Deputy would write to me on that 
aubject. I cannot say at the moment 


. whether it would be possible to get 
the information, or how long it would 
take. If it is possible I would under- 
take to do it. 

BEER AND STOUT PRICES. 

SEAN 0 LAIDHIN asked the Minis- 
ter for Finance if, in view of the 
circular on cconomy issued by the 
Oovernment to local bodies, which has 
resulted in reductions in wages 
throughout the country, it is intended 
to reduce the duty payable on beer 
and stout by one pound per barrel, 
and on whiskey by £1 2s. 6d. per 
gallon, and whether representations 
will be made to licensed traders to re- 
duce thcir retail prices to those 
chargcd previous to thc last inerease 
of duty imposed by the British Oov- 
ernment. 

MINISTER for FINANCE (Mr. 

Blythe)‘:. The answer to the first part 
of the qucstion is that it is not pos- 
sible for me to anticipatc my Budget 
statement. 

The sceond part of the question, 
therefore, does not arise. 

Mr. LY0NS: Is the Minister going 
to cause any reduction on these duties 
so as to reduce the cost of living for 
the workersf Might 1 ask the Presi- 
dent when it is his intention to intro- 
duce the long promised Bill with a 
view to reducing the cost of livingf 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: That 
question has been already answered. 

U.N.F. INSURANCE COLLECTING 
S0CIETY. 

I AODH 0 CULACHAIN asked the 
' Minister for Finance if he is aware 
that the United National Friendly In- 
surance Collecting Society went bank- 
rupt some time ago, and that many 
poliey holders have not received pay- 
ments due to them, and whether steps 
will be taken to protect the interests of 
the Irish policy holders concemed. 

Mr. BLYTHE: The United National 
Friendly Insurance Collecting Soeiety 
is an English body, and no aetion can 
be taken by any authority here to 
safeguard the interests of policy 
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holders o£ An Saorstát, but such in- 
terests will, of course, be looked after 
on the same footing as otlier interests 
by the Chief Registrar of Friendly 
Societies in England. An award for 
the winding up of thc affairs oi this 
Society was made in September last 
under the English Industrial Assur- 
ance Act, 1923. Saorstát policy 
holders should accordingly eommuni- 
cate direct with the Industrial Assur- 
ance Commissioner at 17 North Aud- 
ley Street, W.I., as the proceedings 
for winding-up have not, as far as 
I am aware, been yet completed. 

POSTAL CHAROES. 

SEAN 0 LAIDHIN asked the Post- 
master-General whether it is intended 
to reduce the price of telegrams, tele- 
phone .calls, and postage stamps for the 
current financial year, and, if so, if he 
will state what the new figures wíll be. 

POSTMASTER - GENERAL (Mr. 
Walsh) : These matters are at present 
under investigation and will form a 
subject for discussion later with thc 
Minister for Finance. It is not pos- 
sible at this stage to state what the out- 
eome of the investigation will be. 

Fees for local calls made from Public 
Call Offices have been reduced since the 
lst instant from 3d. to 2d. in the case 
of calls to an Exchange within a radius 
of 5 miles, and from 4Jd. or 5d. to 4d. 
to an Exchange between 5 and 7J miles 
distant. 

Mr. LYONS: When is it likely that 
postage facilities will be cheaper than 
they are at present? When is it pro- 
posed to reduce the postage on a letter 
from 2d. to l£d., and to reduce the post- 
age on postcards to ld.? 

ROAD GRANT FOR 00. LIMERICR. 

Mr. DAVIN (for Pádraig Mao 

Fhlannchadha) asked the Minister for 
Local Government if he will state why 
the special grant in aid of road work in 
Co. Limerick is so long withheld, and 
if, in consideration of the extreme 
poverty prevailing in many parts of the 
county, he will take immediate steps to 
expedite the issue of this grant. 


MINISTER for LOOAL GOVERN- 
MENT (Mr. Burke) : A grant of £3,950 
was allocated to the Limerick County 
Council by letter, dated the 19th Sep- 
tember, 1923. No proposal for the ex- 
penditure of the grant was received 
until the 19th November. On 21st' 
November the Council were informed 
that the proposals had been approved, 
but no application for an advance from 
the grant has yet been received. 

As regards the large grant, amount- 
ing to £39,600, notified to the County 
Council by letter, dated the 18th Feb- 
ruary last, no proposals for its expen- 
diture have yet been received from the 
Couneil. 

Mr. DAVIN : Arising out of that 
answer, can the Minister say if he has 
received a unanimous request from the 
Limerick County Council asking him to 
sanction the road rates of 33s. a week in 
connection with the allocation of that 
particular grant? 

Mr. BURKE: I have not had any 
notice of that matter. 

Mr. DAVIN: Will the Minister give 
an assurance that he will look into 
that? 

Mr. BURKE: Yes. 

EX-CAPTAIN ’S REMUNERATION. 

SEAN MAC GIOLLA ’N RIOGH 

asked the Minister for Defence if he is 
aware that P. J. Higgins, ex-Captain, 
National Army, has not received ar- 
rears of pay due to him from March 
! 31st, 1923, to March 7th, 1924, although 
he made repeated applications to the 
Pay Department concerned, and had hig 
claims duly certified by his superidr 
officer; if he is aware that Mr. Higgins 
did not receive even a reply to his ap- 
plicatiops; if he is aware that though he 
was acting as an officer during the 
period mentioned he only received £1 
4s. 6d. per week, instead of a flat rate 
of £4 lOs. Od., as was shown on the 
Army list against his name; if he will 
state why he was demobilised at private 
soldier’s rate, when officers, exactly on 
the same lines as he, were paid accord- 
ing to their ránk, and if he will give 
instructions that the arrears of pay due 
to Mr. Higgins will be paid to him? 
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MINISTER FOR DEFENCE (The 
President) : A elaiminrespect of arrears 
of pay has been received from ex-Cap- 
tain Higgins in respect of the period 
mentioned. His claim was duly acknow- 
ledged; and he was informed that it 
was under investigation. Considerable 
difficulty arose in the case due to the 
fact that prior to the period in question 
he had been serving as an officer under 
an assumed name, and owing to mis- 
understandings he was paid at a 
private's rate of pay, and demobilised 
accordingly. Thc circumstances of the 
ease have now been cleared up, and 
arrears of pay at the rate appertaining 
to his rank are being paid forthwith. 


MOYVALLEY COMPENSATION 
CLAIM. 

TADHO 0 MURCHADHA (for Mr. 
D. Hall) asked the Minister for De- 
fence whether a claim for compensa- 
tion has been received from Mr. Wm. 
Marmion, Fearmore, Moyvalley, Co. 
Meath, in respect of service rendered as 
Company Police Officer in 1921 and 
1922; whether certificates of service 
have been forwarded to the Paymaster- 
General from the late O/C 4th Meath 
Brigade, late O/C 2nd Battalion, 4th 
Meath Brigade, and other officers, alí oí 
whom are at present holding Commis- 
sions in the National Army, and whe- 
ther payment will be expedited in this 
case. 

The PRESIDENT: I do not appear to 
have received a claim direct from Mr. 
Marmion, but one on his behalf and 
the certificates referred to, werc re- 
ceived from the Deputy. The position 
in the case is that company police gave 
their services voluntarily, and were not 
entitled to pay in that capacity at the 
period in question. I regret that it is 
not practicable to make an exception to 
that rule in Mr. Marmion’s case. 


00. MEATH INTERNEE. 

TADHG 0 MURCHADHA (for Mr. 
D. Hall) asked the Minister for De- 
fence whether Mr. Hugh Malone, No. 
4388, Hut 5, Camp 3, Tintown, Curragh, 


who was arrested on the 18th Feb- 
ruary, 1923, at Cloughrea, Drumcon- 
drath, Co. Meath, has been tried or sen- 
tenced, and, if so, what was the nature 
of the charge and terms of sentence; 
whether he is aware that the relatives 
of the prisoner forwarded parcels to 
j him about the 22nd December, 1923, 

I and that same were returned, with a 
í note stating that the prisoner was re- 
leased, and that since that date the pri- 
soner has not been heard of by his rela- 
tives, and whether he is in a position to 
state whether Malone is still in custody- 

The PRESIDENT: Mr. Hugh Malone 
has not been tried or sentenced. I am 
not aware except from the Deputy’s 
statement that parcels forwarded to 
this prisoner by his relatives about the 
22nd December, 1923, were returned 
with a note that he had been released. 
The prisoner was removed from Tin- 
town to Hare Park Intemment Camp 
on the lst January, 1924, where he is 
still detained. 


DEPENDENT S ALLOWANCE 
(TULLOW.) 

EAMON 0 DUBHGHAILL asked the 
Minister for Defence if he will state 
why payment of dependent's allowance 
was discontinued from 6th January, 
1923, to the lOth February, 1923, to 
Mrs. Kate Maxwell, Tullow Hill, Tul- 
low, Co. Carlow, in respect of her hus- 
band, Gunner Patrick Maxwell, late 
I No. 3776, Artillery Corps. 
í 

The PRESIDENT: Payment of de- 
pendent ’s allowance to Mrs. Kate Max- 
well was suspended on the 6th January, 
1923, owing to the discovery that a 
Paying Order for £7, which was in- 
tended for another Mrs. Maxwell, had 
been sent to her on the 12th September, 
1922. Mrs. Kate Maxwell’s allowance 
has been fully paid up to the date of 
her husband’s discharge from the 
Army. 

BALLON (CO. CARLOW; DEPEN- 
DENT’S ALLOWANCE. 

EAMON 0 DUBHQHAILL asked the 
Minister for Defence if he will state 
why dependent’s allowance has been 
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discontinned since July last, to Mrs. 
Shrennon, Ballon Hill, Ballon, Co. Car- 
low, mother oí Private Patrick Shren- 
non, No. 59172, B Company, Carlow. 

The PRESIDENT: Payment of de- 
pendent’s allowance to Mrs. Shrennon 
was suspended on the 21st July, 1923, 
owing to an overpayment of £7 8s. Od. 
having been made up to that date. The 
balance of allowance duc has now been 
issued to her. 


CARLOW SHOOTING INCIDENT. 
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SLANEMORE (WESTMEATH) 
O.A.P. CLAIM. 

SEAN O LAIDHIN asked the Minis- 

ter for Loeal Government whether he is 
aware that the old age pension granted 
by the Local Committee to Miss Mary 
Ham, Parcelstown, Slanemore, Mullin- 
gar, has not been sanctioned by his De- 
partment, and if he will stattf on what 
grounds; whether he is aware that the 
claimant is 70 years of age and without 
means, and whether the case will be re- 
investigated and with a view to grant- 
ing the pension. 


DAIL EIREANN. 


EAMON 0 DUBHGHAILL asked the 
Minister for Defence if he is aware that 
Richard Byrne, 80 Tullow Street, Car- 
low, was fired at and severely wounded 
by Military at Castledermott on the 
night of November 3rd, 1922; whether 
this occurrence was investigated, and 
wit.h what result; further, if it is pro- 
posed to compensate Mr. Byrne on ac- 
count of injuries sustained, and ex- 
penses incurred. 

The PRESIDENT: The Ministry is 
aware of the occurrence, and under- 
stand that Mr. Byrne was wounded 
only slightly. A Court of Inquiry 
found that although called upon to halt 
by a sentry, Mr. Byrne did not do so, 
and was therefore responsible for the 
occurrence. In the circumstances, the 
Ministry of Defence is unable to enter- 
tain a claim for compensation. 

BUNDORAN RESIDENT’S GUN. 


M&jor MTLES asked the Miniater 
for Defence whether the Chief Ord- 
nance Officer at Island Bridge Barracks 
has in his custody a double-barrel 
breech - loading gun, Serial No. 
D/16454a, by Braddell, No. 5224/94119, 
the property of Mr. Arthur H. Lloyd, of 
Bundoran; whether full particulars 
have been furnished, including original 
receipt for gun and permit to carry 
arms, and if he will state when Mr. 
Lloyd may expect the retura of his gun. 

The PRESIDENT : Arrangements 
have been made for the retum of the 
gun to.Mr. Lloyd at an early date. 


Mr. BURKE : On the llth ultimo the 
Mullingar No. 2 Pension Sub-Commit- 
tee allowed a pension of ten shillings a 
week in this case. 

An appeal was received on the 20th 
ultimo against that decision on the 
| grounds of insufficient evidence of age, 
and that the elaimant's yearly means 
exceed £49 17s. 6d., whieh would debar 
her from receiving a pension. 

A decision has not yet been given, as 
the case is at present beiiíg investi- 
j gated. 

KILCOCK INTERNEE. 

I AODH 0 CULACHAIN asked the 
' Minister for Defence if he will consider 
the release of Jamcs Brady, of Church 
Street, Kilcock, Co. Kildare, in view of 
the fact that his mother was solely de- 
pendent on him and is in very poor cir- 
cumstances owing to his long detention. 

^ The PRESIDENT: It is not at pre- 
sent proposed to release Mr. Brady. 

SLIGO DEPENDENT’S ALLOW- 
ANCE. 

Major COOPER asked the Minister 

for Defence whether a balance of £5 
18s. is due to Mr. Daniel Carolan, oí 
Mailcoach Road, Sligo, in respect of 
dependents’ allowance for his son, 
Volunteer William Carolan, No. 15497, 
now stationed at Tuam, Co. Galway, 
and, if so, when this balance will be 
paid. 

The PRESIDENT: Mr. Daniel Caro- 
lan was paid dependent’s allowance up 
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to the 18th December last, the date of 
his son’s re-attestation. I may add 
that under Defence Order No. 30, 
*dated. the 8th October last, an allow- 
ance is not issuable to the dependents 
of an unmarried soldier after the re- 
attestation of the soldier. 

WATERFOED SEPARATION 
ALLOWANCE. 

SEAN BUITLEIR asked the Minister 
for Defence if he is aware that one 
month’s separation allowance is for a 
considerable time overdue to Mrs. C. 
McGrath, 5 Stephen’s Street, Water- 
ford (wife of Volunteer John McGrath, 
late No. 43216, 61st Infantry Batt., 
Mayo), and, further, if he will have 
payment in this case expedited. 

The PRESIDENT : A cheque has now 
been sent to Mrs. McGrath in respect of 
the arrears of dependent’s allowance 
due to her. 

MULTYFARNHAM MOTOR 
COLLISION. 

Mr. P. SHAW asked the Minister for 
Defence if the amount to be paid Mr. 
Patrick Kilmurray, Multyfarnham, 
Mullingar, for damage to a Chevrolet 
car. injurcd in collision with military, 
has been arrived at; if he is aware that 
the inquiry held in the Courthouse on 
31st January dccided that Mr. Kilmin*- 
ray was entitled to full compensation 
and expenses. 

The PRESIDENT: Mr. Kilmurray\s 
claim is still under consideration, and 


it is expected that it will be decided at 
an early date. 

ORDER OF BUSENESS. 

The PRESIDENT: Might I say that 
we have looked over the programme 
for the next few weeks, and I find that 
we will have to ask the Deputies to 
come back on Wednesday, Thursday 
and Friday of next week. We then 
propose to adjourn for the Easter Re- 
cess until Friday, 25th April, and pos- 
sibly the following Saturday, for the 
purpose of considering the Budget 
statemcnt. Then we intend to adjourn 
until the following Thursday. That 
would give about thirteen days. Depu- 
ties will understand the necessity for 
having the Budget statement. 

Major COOPER : Does that mean 
that the Bill for the Control of Prices 
will not be introduced until after the 
Budget and after the Recess? The 
President stated yesterday it would be 
ready in a fortnight. 

The PRESIDENT: I must say that I 
| over-looked that, but I will undertake 
| to see that, if it is possible, we will have 
the First Reading of that Bill on a day 
next week. I will see if that is pos- 
sible. I do not know yet whether it is 
or not. 

Major COOPER: If it were possibíe 
it would be a great advantage to have 
the Reeess in which to study it. 


APPOINTMENT OF PUBLIC ACCOUNTS COMMITTEE. 
MOTION BY MINISTER FOR FINANCE. 


Mr. BLYTHE : I beg to move:— 

Go gceaptar, do réir Buan-Ordú 
100, Coiste Speisialta dá ngairmfar 
“ Coiste na gCuntaisí Puiblí ” agus 
go n-ainmnítear baill an Choiste 
ag Coiste Roghnathóircachta an 
tSiosón. 


That in accordance with Standing 
Order 100, a Special Committee, to 
be designated “ The Committee of 
Public Accounts,” be appointed, and 
that the members of the Committee 
be nominated by the Sessional Com- 
mittee of Selection. 

Question put and agreed to. 


COMPTROLLER AND AUDITOR- GENERAL’S REPORT. 
MOTION BY MINISTER FOR FINANCE. 


Mr. BLYTEffi : I beg to move:— 

Go ndintar Tuarasgabháil an Ard- 
Serúdóra i gcóir na bliana dar 
chríoch 31adh Márta, 1923, do chur 
chun “ Coiste na gCuntaisí Puibli ” 
chun í do scrúdú agus tuairisc do 
thabhairt uirthi. 


That the Report of the Comptrol- 
ler and Auditor-General for the year 
ended 31st March, 1923, be referred 
to “ The Committee of Public Ae- 
counts ” for examination and report. 
Question put and agreed to. 
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Mr. JOHNSON: Could you fix 

any day on which the Committee of 
Selection will meet? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: I think 
it has been the practice of the Commit- 
tee of Selection to meet the day after a 
motion of this kind is passed, and to 
report to the Dáil. I am sure if the 
Dáil meets on Wednesday the Commit- 
tee could report by Thursday. Deputy 
Hughes could give us some information 
on that matter. 

Mr. HUOHES: I think it is a matter 
for the convenience of the Committee. 
Perhaps they could meet this evening 
and have a report ready for the first 
sitting of next week—that is, if it is 
convenient for the members of the 
Committee. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : It need 
not bé later than Wednesday next. 

Mr. HUGHES: If we meet on Wed- 
nesday next, perhaps we could fix a 
day, if that would be suitable for 
everybody. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I rather anticipatc 
that it will be necessary for this Com- 
mittee to set about its work rather 
earlier than would be normally re- 
quired. That is why I was thinking 
that the Committee could meet to-day 
if they are all present. 

Mr. HUGHES: I have no objection. 
Possibly, we might have a preliminary 
meeting to-day, but we might not finish 
in one day. If that is suitable to De- 
puty Johnson and his party, we might 
possibly meet this evening after the 
Dáil rises. 

TEMPORARY ACCOMMODATION 
OF THE OIREACHTAS. 

REPORT OF JOINT COMMITTEE. 

Mr. HUGHES: I beg to move the 
adoption of the Report. 

Mr. PEADAR DOYLE: I beg to 

second. 

Professor THRIFT : I propose to ask 
the Dáil to refer back to the Commit- 
tc-e for further eonsideration this Re- 
port, so far as Paragraph 4 (3) is con- 
cemed; that is the sub-section which 
gives the final recommendation of the 
Committee. Without arguing on the 


I general question, I am quite sure that 
the Dáil will feel that that recommen- 
dation, at least, should not be accepted 
until every possible alternative has 
l been considered. I think that stage 
has not yet been arrived at. There has 
! been a good deal of general talk about 
this amongst the Deputies for the past 
, ten days, and I think, without arguing 
J the matter at full length, there is at 
i least a prima faoie case for further con- 
sideration of the proposal to erect tem- 
porary buildings in Leinster Lawn. I 
would like to say, in the first place, 
that I do not blame the Committee in 
the least for not having considered that 
proposal further. I am informed they 
were told that the Board of Works had 
expressed the view that that was not 
a practicable proposal. 

I But I think that view, if expressed, 

' was expressed without very full con- 
sideration of what the proposal really 
involved. The plan of the place was 
available, and it showed that the 
ground floor space is available to 
a really remarkable extent com- 
pared with the ground floor space 
available in Leinster House, its build- 
ings and the place where the Seanad 
j meets. I understand from the Minister 
j of Finance that he is quite ready to 
submit again a proposal to the Board 
of Works to erect temporary buildings 
—and by temporary buildings I mean 
buildings that would last for an appre- 
ciable number of years—for their fuller 
consideration. I understand from in- 
quiry into the matter that there is 
really no technical difficulty in the 
erection of the building at compara- 
tively reasonable cost, which would 
provide accommodation on a much 
larger scale than anything we 
can expect from the proposals 
recommended by the Joint Com- 
mittee. I do not wish to speak 
at length at this stage, because I* 
am inclined to think there may be 
general agreement to refer this matter 
back to the Committee. If the Minis- 
ter for Finance is prepared to give the 
assurance I indicated, the Committee 
would be probably ready to have the 
matter referred back to them, and 
therefore I make that suggestion, and 
move an amendment to that effect. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: The 
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amendment would be to refer back 
Paragraph 4, Sub-section (3) for 
further consideration. 

Amendment proposed accordingly. 

MDnSTER for FINANCE (Blr. 
Blythe): I need hardly say if there is 
any desire on the part of the House to 
have this further considered, the Board | 
of Works will have instructions to go 
into it most carefully, and give the 
Committee every assistance in consider- 
ing all the aspects of the matter. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : I may 

say that the Seanad has adopted this 
Report. Certain terms of reference 
were given to a Joint Committee. The 
Joint Committee reported to both 
Houses, and one House has adopted 
that Report. I am not clear as 
to whether an amendment passed 
here could compel the Joint Commit- 
tee to meet to reconsider a par- i 
ticular decision and make a further 
report to both Houses, and as to 
what would be the procedure in the | 
other House if a report was presented ! 
which would be tantamount to the 
rescinding of a decision already ar- 
rived at in the other House. That is 
merely a statement of a problem, of 
course. 

ATTORNE Y-OENERAL : The dis- 
agreement between both Houses ought 
to become a matter for the Committee 
to reconsider, I should think. If De- 
puty Thrift 's motion is in order, I have 
pleasure in seconding it. I do not 
think there is any country in the world 
where Parliament would select one of 
the progressive national institutions, 
and assume there was no alternative 
to practically crushing it out in order 
to establish a Parliament building. I 
have much pleasure, if it is in ordcr, 
in seconding the amendment to refev 
the Report’ back to the Committee. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : The j 

amendment is perfectly in order. 

Mr. McBRIDE: I suggest that this 

question of temporary housing of the 
Oireachtas is being regarded altogether 
from the foreigner\s outlook. The 
capital of a country ought to be, as the 
capital of nearly every other country 
of the world is, in the centrc of the 
country. Dublin is really a foreign 
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town. The streets, as you pass along, 
speak of the foreigner and of the 
foreigner’s power. The capital of this 
country should be removed from the 
atmosphere of Dublin City. The Dub- 
lin people are courteous and very nice, 
but the seat of the Government of this 
country should be far removed from 
the atmosphere of Dublin and from the 
centre of foreign power, and from its 
foreign mode and method of thought. 
We have heard a lot in this assemblv of 
the reincarnation of the Gael ana of 
the Gaelie State. The front bench 
talkcd about thc reinearnation of the 
Gaelic State; we are going to start 
from the beginning- 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Is the 

Deputy supporting the amendment? 

Mr. McBRIDE: I thinlc thc seat of 
the Government of this country should 
not be in Dublin at all. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: The 

Committee can consider that upon the 
amendment. 

Mr. McBRIDE: I wish they would 
consider it. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Deputy 

McBride is supporting the amend- 
j ment. 

| Sir JAMES CRAIG : I support the 
j amendment because I fcel we are not 
verv comfortable here. Every night 
: when I go home I have to put cotton wool 
; around my sliins in the same way that 
you would bandage a horsc in prepara- 
tion for a hurdle racc. I do not think 
that this theatrc is a fit place for an 
assembly oL* this kind. As I understand 
it, the suggestion of going to Leinster 
Lawn is a pracíical proposition. We 
I could have plenty oí* room there and ac- 
! commodation for Committee meetings, 
and refreshment rooms, and splendid ac- 
commodation for seating the public to 
hear our discussions. So long as it is a 
practical proposition that will make for 
more comfortable surroundings, I think 
the matter ought to be considered. 

Major BR7AN COOPER: I should 
like to refer Deputy McBride to Ar- 
ticle 13 of the Constitution: “ The 
Oireachtas shall sit in or near the City 
of Dublin . . . as froTr time to time it 
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may determine. ,, But I really rose for 
the purpose of stating the point of view 
of the Committee. I know it is very 
dangerous to enter into confiict with De- 
puty Thrift, involving a penalty some- 
times of 15 years and 15 strokes of the 
lash, but on this occasion I am forced to 
do so, although he said he did not blame 
the Committee actually, but only by im- 
plication for having made an improper 
suggestion. Other people even sugges- 
ted that we were ignorant of the Ten 
Commandments. The fact that Deputy 
Professor Magennis was on the Commit- 
tee is sufíicient answer to that. But De- 
puty Thrift's suggestion ought to have 
been laid before the Committee. That 
was not done. He ought to have known 
that. the Committee were appointed by 
the Dáil, that they were given a time 
limit in which to report, and if the De- 
puty had detailed suggastions to make 
he ought to have come before the Com- 
mittee in the first instance. Secondly, 
as a matter of fact, owing to a sugges- 
tion from Deputy Good, I did ask the 
Minister for Finance when he came to 
the Committee if a temporary build- 
ing of this kind was feasible, and he 
said he did not think so on a large scale. 
Now, if he is prepared to give the matter 
further consideration I have no objec- 
tion to that. There is no ideal solution 
of this difficulty. There is not any- 
where near Dublin a Parliament House 
waiting for us to come in suited in every 
respect. We have got to make the best 
of a bad job, and our recommendation 
was in that spirit. There was no other 
solution. Possibly the solution sugges- 
ted by Deputy Thrift is a better one, 
but there is one factor lcft out. It may 
'be more convenient and cost less, but 
there is the factor of time. 

How long will it take to put up a | 
building of this kind? It is to be a 
building of the exhibition character, 
such a ldnd of building as is being 
erected at Wembley, but that has taken 
six months to erect, and it is not 
flnished yet. Time is very much the 
essence of the problem. I feel we 
ought to get the Seanad out of the 
Museum as soon as we can. I am think- 
ing seriously of tbe number of visitors 
that will be coming to Dublin very 
soon . I can never remember whether 
it ia three hundred thouaand or three 


hundred million that want to see the 
] Museum, and it is a pity to prevent 
them doing so. lt is the best we have 
to show, with its Cross of Cong and 
Ardagh Chalices, and so on. By neg- 
lecting to show these things we will be 
doing our civilisation a great injustice 
and unless we go into a temporary 
building within six or eight months I 
fecl we will be doing Ireland a great 
injury. I suggest that we request the 
Seanad to consent to reappoint this 
Committee. It is unfortunate that the 
Seanad is now adjourned, because, as 
I have said, time is one of the essences 
of the problem. That undoubtedly will 
make for a certain difficulty, but if we 
request them they will probably agree 
to reappoint this Committee. Speak- 
ing for myselí—some of my colleagues 
are not hcre—I should be only too glad 
if we can find a way out of the diffi- 
| culty on tlie lines Deputy Thrift has 
J suggested. 

Mr. WOLFE: In supporting Deputy 
I Thrift's amcndment, I would like to 
! suggest that it be an instruction to the 
| Committee to see if there is not avail- 
I able in the immediate neighbourhood 
| a private house that would meet the 
requirements of the Oireachtas, or, 
conversely, of the Royal Dublin Society. 
I understand such a house might be, 
under certain circumstances, available, 
4 nd that with eertain alterations it 
might be made suitable either for the 
temporary housing of the Oireachtas 
| or of the Royal Dublin Society. I un- 
derstand that this house is owned by 
a family which has rendered great ser- 
vice to Dublin, and which, perhaps y if 
approaehed in the proper way might 
be willing to enter into negotiations for 
the temporary leasing of it, either to 
the Oireaehtas or the Royal Dublin 
Society. 

Mr. HUGHES: As one of the mem- 
bers of the Committee, I may say that 
we spent some little time in trying to 
find a solution of this difficult problem. 
While I have no particular objection to 
the mattcr being referred back to the 
Committee, I cannot see that the sug- 
gestion made by Deputy Thrift is going 
to serve any usefnl purpose, for the 
reason that the Commíttee took most 
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of these points into their consideration 
before sending in the report which is 
now before the Dáil. I do not think that 
to refer baek the Report to the Com- 
mittee simply for the purpose of flnd- 
ing whether the Committee will recom- 
mend the crection of a temporary 
building in Leinster Lawn, in the shape 
perhaps of a tent or something like that 
in order to house the Oireachtas for the | 
next couple of years until a permanent j 
building is found, is a feasible 
proposition. I think that what 

is underlying this whole ques- 

tion of referring back the report to the 
Committee, is the fact that the Royal 
Dublin Society think that if they leave 
Leinster House that they will be lost 
and lost for ever, and that they will 
never recover. I do not hold that view, ! 
but that argument has been put up. » 

i 

^ The Royal Dublin Society does not 
live by Leinster House. They live by 1 
Ireland, and while they say that they 
have lost a considerable number of 
their members during the last year or 
two, while we have been here in pos- 
session of part of this building, it must 
be remembered that these members 
came to them within the last two or 
three years. I remember the time 
when the Royal Dublin Society was 
looked upon as a shoneen institution to 
which the ordinary man in the street 
would not get admittance. They have 
changed their minds of late, and I am 
glad to note that they have done so, 
and have become a demoeratic institu- 
tion, and the ordinary man in the street 
who can afford a subscription of £2 2s. 
a year, can now become a member of 
the Society. I hold that no matter 
where the Royal Dublin Society goes 
the name which the Society has in the 
country at the present time, will go 
with it, and that Leinster House is not 
the be-all and the end-all of the Royal 
Dublin Society. The Society, I believe, 
could get accommodation suitable for 
its requirements much easier than we 
can get accommodation suitable for our 
requirements in any other part of the 
City of Dublin, and for that reason I 
believe that Leinster House is the only 
convénient place in the city where the 
Oireachtas can be housed, until we find 
a suitable pe rmanent building. If the 
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sidered, I do not see what we can do. 
If we have to put up a temporary build- 
ing in Leinster Lawn, that is going to 
cost a considerable sum of money, whilc 
at the same time Leinster House, I am 
given to understand, is kept up by thc 
Board of Works out of Govemment 
grants. I understand it is being kept 
up even at present out of Govemment 
funds. I do not see that we are going 
to do the Royal Dublin Society a bit 
of harm by taking these premises 
over for a few years until we 
can get a permanent home, and I am 
certain that we will hand them back in 
as good repair as they were in when 
we took them from the Society. 

Mr. EGAN: I am not in favour of the 
amendment of Deputy Thrift. If it is 
a question of having to spend money on 
an outside place to provide accommoda- 
tion for the Royal Dublin Socicty, why 
not do so? It seems to me to be a 
much more sensible suggestion that- we 
should stay here and give the Royal 
Dublin Society reasonable compensa- 
tion to enable them to provide them- 
selves with the accommodation which 
they requirc. Everyone knows per- 
fectly well that nine-tenths of the ac- 
tivities of the Royal Dublin Society are 
centred in Ballsbridge, and that the 
other one-tenth of their activities is 
centred here. Furthermore, I do not 
care for the idea of disfiguring Leinster 
Lawn with a temporary building. 
What, I ask, are you going to do with 
it afterwards. It seems to me that to 
put up a temporary building in Lein- 
ster Lawn wóuld be a waste of money, 
and consequently I am supporting thc 
view expressed by Deputy Hughes, that 
we should stay here until such time as 
we are in a position to put up a build- 
ing which will fulfil all our require- 
ments. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I have no particular 
objection to the sending back of this 
Report for further consideration if any 
Deputy thinks that further considera- 
tion is going to be of any value. I hope 
and urge that the Committee will give 
due consideration to Deputy Sir James 
Craig’s complaint. Reference has been 
made to a possible six months. If we 
are to be here for a further six 

months, I hope the Committee wilíbear 
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[Mr. Johnson.] 

reconstruction of this Chamber, even 
for these six months. Consider 
the position. Here you have 
Deputies of the build of Deputy 
Sir James Craig, Deputy Good, 
Deputy Gorey, Deputy Bryan Cooper, 
Deputy Wolfe, Deputy (VConnell and 
Deputy Bulfin. Now, eonsider their 
shins. One has often wondered what 
was the rcal explanation of so many 
vaeant seats. Now we have it. Give 
us good seating and then there will be 
no cxcuse for bad attendance. I hope 
if this matter is to be referred back 
that, whatever the decision, tliere will 
not be any further delay in re-seating 
this Chamber. 

The PRESIDENT : I notice that in 
this Report the Royal Hospital is dis- 
missed very shortly. The Joint Com- 
mittee cannot recommend the selection 
of the Royal Hospital owing to the ex- 
isting difficulties of access by the busi- 
ness and professional life of the city. ,, 

I will admit that they supplement that 
•objection further on, but while concen- 
trating upon the actual cost in respect 
of one particular site, there is no refer- 
ence to the possible cost in connection 
with other sites. Now, we came in here 
either in good faith or in bad faith, and 
1 suggest that it has very much the ap- 
pearance of having come in liere under 
false pretences. In the fiftli page of the j 
Teport there is a document signed by • 
the President, the Honorary Secretary 
and the Director of the Royal Dublin 
Society. It states that when the late 
tíeneral Collins, after inspccting the 
House, expressed the desire to hold the 
first Provisional Government assembly 
in the Lecture Theatre, he generously 
acknowledged the offer that was made 
and expressed the hope* to the Society 
that the inconvenience would not ex- 
ceed eight months. We are here nearly 
two years, and I submit that unques- 
tionably it needs some explanation to 
the Society as to why there has been a 
breach of faith, if there has been a 
breach of faith. And if it be for no 
other réason than the question of con- 
^enience to the professional and busi- 
ness lifc of the community, I submit 
that there should be more explanation 

that: there should be more proof of 
it. If one travels in foreign countries 
■and visits a city like Paris, one will see 


splendid avenues. Comparing them 
with this mile and a half in this city, 
about which the complaint of incon- 
venience has bcen made, one wonders 
whether we have got a true conception 
of what is the capital of a country or 
not. I think one avenue in Paris is 
about thrce miles long. A great city, 
and grcat minds could only have con- 
ceived a citv of that sort, and we say 
that to go from the centre of the city 
to Eilmainham is an inconvenience to 
the business and professional life of the 
city. I submit that the case has yet to 
be made in proof of that statement. It 
may be that Rilmainham would be less 
convenient for those who wish to come 
here, but is it a fact? The majority of 
Deputies come in from the country at 
the Ringsbridge, and the Royal Hospi- 
tal, if it Avere the site, would not be a 
gravc inconvenience to thcm. 

The question, thcn, arises as to the 
suitability of the institution we are in 
at the moment. Is it suitable? Are 
the committee rooms for the various 
parties rooms in which a party can liold 
a meeting of any length without grave 
inconveniencc and perhaps grave con- 
sequences to persons sitting in these 
rooms, aiul are they really fitting rooms 
for an assembly such as this? And 
while we might possibly say that it is 
time to take the Seanad out of the 
Antique Purniture Room of the Mu- 
seum, we oursclves are in a theatre. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : A 

theatre devotcd to high art. 

The PRESIDENT : A theatre devoted 
j to high art, as the Ceann Comhairle 
says. I admit at once that it would 
take a considerable length of time to 
make Rilmainham suitable, but I sub- 
mit that at the end of that time you 
would have a much more suitable insti- 
tution than this, and you would have 
nobody # to say that you had broken 
faith with them. 

Mr. DAVIN: What about College 
Green? 

4 

The PRESIDENT: Wéll, if we do 
really take into consideration the' 
claims that have been made in connec- 
tion with housing in the City of Dublin, 
I submit that College Green must wait. 
After the case that is made by the 
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Medical Officer of Health of thc City 
of Dublin, and by the representatives 
of the municipality, I submit that we 
ought to wait. Even if we spent 
£70,000 upon making the Royal Hospi- 
tal habitable for a while, time would 
be given to see how best to get a 
national institution which would meet 
with public approval. I am not at all 
so satisíied that there is that extra- 
ordinary sympathy for the Bank of 
Ireland premises, the old House of Par- 
liament, as people say. We were told 
that there was a great improvcment 
during thc period of that Parliament; 
that there was a great society here dur- 
ing that time. I would like to know 
how far the brillianee of that society 
was responsible for its selling its birth- 
right. 

I do not approve at all of building 
on Leinster Lawn. I think it would 
destroy the beauty of Merrion Square 
and of this building. I do not believe 
you would put up a building there 
which you could point out with any 
degree of pride or satisfaction to a 
visitor as the place where the Parlia- 
ment of the nation meets. I am pre- 
pared to allow it to go to the Com- 
mittee, but I would not vote for it, 
no matter what recommendation is put 
up for it if it be put up. I know 
that it is unpopular to urgc the claims 
of the Royal Hospital. It Avas by a 
process of exclusion that we came to 
it. In that mood and for that purpose 
we recommended it. We know it is not 
ideal: we know that one cannot get a 
Parliament House at a moment’s notice, 
and we know, furthermore, that even 
if one were to admit the claim for the 
case made for the old House of Parlia- 
ment it would take years to make it 
suitable, if we were to start now, and 
we know, furthermore, that we have not 
the moncy for an extravagant experi- 
ment of this kind. 

Major COOPER: Would I be in 
order in referring to the point raised 
by the Presidentt I deliberately did 
not refer to Kilmainham because I 
thought it watf out of order, and I 
would ask your leave and the leave of 
the Dáil, to refer to it now. 

AN OEANN COMHAIRLE: I decide 
in favour of Deputy Cooper’s point of 
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order. He cannot therefore make 
another speech. I decide in his favour. 

Major COOPER : Will I be allowed 
to answer the President's argument, be- 
cause I think the views of the Commit- 
tee should have a chance of being put? 
Unfortunately, two of the Committee 
are absent. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : I am in- 

clined to agree with Deputy Cooper. 
Not only did the President go to Kil- 
mainham, but he went to College 
Green, which, by the Terms of Refer- 
ence of the Committee, was almost ex- 
cluded from the Committee's recom- 
mendation, in so far as the Committee 
was to consider temporary accommoda- 
tion. As I understand Deputy Thrift’s 
amendment, he desires to refer back to 
the Committee Section 4, Paragraph 3, 
of the Committee's report in order that 
the Committee may consider whether a 
temporary building* could be erected in 
Leinster Lawn; or does he want other 
alternatives to be considered too? 

Professor THRIPT: I left it a little 
wider than that. It was simply to 
refer baek their final recommendation, 
which would give them an opportunity 
to consider any alternative suggestion 
that might be brought forward. They 
recommend one certain thing because 
two things are excluded. That is what 
Sub-section 3 of Paragraph 4 means. 
Supposing that goes back, I take it that 
if anyone else were to make a sugges- 
tion as to another alternative, it would 
automatically come forward for con- 
sideration. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL: It was cer- 
tainly in the wider sense that I 
seconded the amendment. 

Mr. WOLFE: I suggest—I do not 
know whether it would be an amend- 
ment to Deputy Thrift's proposal or 
not—that there is a residence that pro- 
bably would be suitable for other re- 
quirements- 

Major COOPER : If you allow De- 

puty Wolfe to speak twice, I suppose 
you will allow met 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: I am 

only allowing Deputy Wolfe to make 
an explanation. 
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Major OOOPER: May I make an ex- 
planation? 

A W CEANN COMHAIRLE : We 

want to get dear as to the amendment. 
The amendment is to refer back Sec- 
tion 4, Paragraph 3, for the pnrpose 
of the consideration of other alterna- 
tives. We may as well have a discus- 
sion on the amendment as on the ques- 
tion of the adoption of the Report. It 
seems to me to be practically the same 
thing, and I will hear Deputy Cooper 
again. 

Major COOPER: With reference to 
KiJmainham I may say that when I was 
appointed on the Committee I had abso- 
lutely no bias against it; I was, if any- 
thing, biassed in its favour. The para- 
graph in the Report is not quite what 
I personally would desire. Owing to 
illness I was absent from the last meet- 
ing of the Committee when the Report 
was debated, and I think that I should 
have put in some other reasons besides 
those that are given. I make the Presi- 
dent a present of one point. I timed 
myself from Westland Row direct to 
the Royal Hospital by tram and on 
foot, and it took me just over twenty 
minutes, which was not excessive. As 
I say, I went there, if anything, pre- 
judiced in favour of the Royal Hospital 
because it is available and reasonably 
ac-cessible: but whcn I looked at the 
premises I came to the conclusion that 
they were wholly unsuitable for the 
purpose. To begin with, take the hall. 
There is a hall there that would seat at 
least four Dáils; it is at least three 
times the size of this. I inquired from 
the officials of the Board of Works, 
who had prepared most informative 
plans, as to the acoustics. The acous- 
tics, they said, are very bad, everything 
echoes, but we would make it rafher 
bettor by hanging army blankets 
around the walls. Is it a tenable pro- 
position that the Dáil should sit in a 
hall surrounded by army blankets? 
We should begin by buying those early 
Irish tapestries, which are now being 
discussed in the Press. 

Then as to the Seanad, I thought the 
chapel in which it was proposed to ac- 
commodate the Seanad was eminently 
suitable to that body. It was dignified 
and gloomy. But all the members of I 
the Seanad on the Joint Committeel 
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objected very much, and I am 
sorry to say that the ground of their 
objection was that they would be 
next door to the Dáil with only one wall 
between them, and that the disorderly 
proceedings would disturb them. It 
seems there are two halls in which the 
Assembly could be accommodated; one 
is much larger than would be re- 
quired for the Dáil, and its acoustics 
are bad; but the other one I per- 
sonally think suitable for the Seanad, 
but it did not commend itself to any 
member of the Seanad on the Commit- 
tee. What remains? There remains a 
whole nest of little rooms about the size 
of an undergraduate ’s room in a college, 
or an officer’s quarters in barracks, and 
any larger rooms that are required will 
have to be made by throwing down the 
partitions, and throwing these different 
rooms together. The President said that 
the Committee rooms here are not suit- 
able for the purpose of long sittings. I 
believe the Party meetings are held in 
the Committee rooms; probably the Pre- 
sident knows more about the long sit- 
tings than I do. I am certain that the 
acoustics and everything else in the Com- 
mittee rooms which it was proposed to 
make in the Royal Hospital would be far 
less suitable, because there would be pro- 
bably three rooms thrown one into an- 
other. There is only one decent sized 
room in the whole place, which it was 
intended should be used as a library, but 
with book-shelves in it, it would pro- 
bably not accommodate more than ten 
Deputies who wished to read at the same 
time. What is intended for the refresh- 
ment room is a whole range of rooms, 
with about six partitions, which would 
have to come down, and I think the re- 
sult would be that by the time the food 
would have been carried from one end 
of the room to another it would be cold. 
There would be room for only two rows 
of tables. There are rooms of normal 
size that would be perfectly suitable for 
clerks , offices, and so on, but barring 
that, there is not a single room, even if 
adapted by the ingenuity of the Board 
of Works, which seemed to me suitable 
tp accommodate a Parliament. Whether 
we spend £50,000 or £70,000, we should 
have on our hands a building that ia 
s itable for a Parliament House, and 
nothing else. The altemative which the 
Committee put forward has, at least*. 
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this merit, that whatever money is spent 
ihe State will have this house, which 
they ought to have, and I think they 
have a right to have. This place could 
be used as a lecture theatre, in conjunc- 
tion with the Museum, and nearly all 
modem Museums have a lecture theatre, 
in which lectures are given and slides 
shown on matters of interest. 

It has grown up with time, but I think 
it is incongruous that in the middle 
of the National Library, the National 
Qallery, and the National Museum, 
there should be a building which is pri- 
vate property. I do not want to pre- 
judge the issue—I am not myself a 
member of the Royal Dublin Society— 
but at least three or four members of 
the Committee were members of the 
Society, and were certainly not actu- 
ated by any hostility to it in any way. 
We should have something for our 
money. The Royal Hospital could be 
made an excellent residential hall for 
a University or something of that kind, 
without spending much money on it. 
Mind, you would have to spend a great 
deal there; there is no electric light 
there, and you would have to put in 
electric light, and you would have to 
put in heating. It would be a very 
large proposition, indeed. It would be 
a very serious proposition, and I believe 
we could get better value for the money 
by foll'owing the Report. One other 
thing I want to say. This was a very 
representative Committee, representa- 
tives of all shades of view. There are 
quite a number of points on which 
Senator Jameson differs from Senator 
O'Farrell; Deputy Nagle and Deputy 
Gorey are not always in agreement with 
one another, and both of them some- 
times disagree with Deputy Hughes and 
me. This Committee was representa- 
tive of all parties and classes. Its Re- 
port was unanimous, and, therefore, I 
do not think that the Dáil ought to 
put it aside lightly. 

Mr. DAVIN: When the first Com- 
jnittee, of which I happened ttí be a 
member, was set up to inquire into the 
question of the temporary housing of 
the Oireachtas, the Deputies were 
ásked, and anybody else who was in- 
terested was asked, to submit to the 
Committee the names of any places 
other than this. A number of sugges- 

Vol. 6. 


of the Oireaclitas. 2914 

tions were sent in, and I think every 
alternative suggestion, with the excep- 
tion of the one now namcd by Deputy 
Professor Thrift-, was considered even 
by the first Committee. I am in agree- 
ment with everything Deputy Bryan 
Cooper has said in reference to Kil- 
mainham, and for the reasons that he 
has given. I think, as well as that, 
that the approaches to the Royal Hos- 
pital, with t-he exception of the one on 
the Kilmainham Jail side, are anything 
but desirable and could not be looked 
upon as suitable approaches even to 
a temporary House of Parliament. 
Apparently there are two sections in 
the Dáil on this question. One with 
Kilmainham all the time in their minds, 
whether it be as a temporary or per- 
manent home I find it very difficult to 
determine. I believe those who speak 
here in support of it are actuated by 
a desire in tlie first place to get out 
of this place, for the reasons the Presi- 
dent has advanced to-day, but thc real 
object in some of their minds is to make 
Kilmainham the permanent home for 
the Oireachtas. I am anything but sen- 
timental in matters of this kind, but I 
believe you will never have a concen- 
tration of opinion upon the activities 
of this new Parliament until you get 
the College Green House. I suggest to 
President Cosgrave that it was not the 
fault of the walls or structure of that 
House that led to the selling in Col- 
lege Green House of the birthright of 
the nation. It was the fault and failing 
of the people in the House, and not the 
fault of the building itself. It may, 
perhaps, be considered a hardship by 
members of the Royal Dublin Society to 
be kept out of the use of this theatre for 
such a long time, but I think Deputy 
Egan has hit the point very fairly when 
he said that reasonable compensation 
should be given to the Royal Dublin 
Society to enable them to find a place 
that will be equally suitable for them, 
and to leave us this place, temporarily, 
at any rate. The only thing I can see in 
Deputy Professor Thrift's amendmentis 
that this matter should be referred back 
to the Committee for the purpose of in- 
quiring whether temporary premises 
may be set up in Leinster Lawn. There 
is no other issue to go before the Com- 
mittee, because all other alternatives 
have been considered. 

z 4 
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Mr. O’MAHONT: I think the Dáil 
should hesitate in approving of Kil- 
mainham even as a temporary site for 
the Oireachtas when it involves the ex- 
penditure of £70,000. Deputy Davin 
has pointed out the inconvenience of 
the locality. All who know the avenues 
of approach there will clearly under- 
stand that they are not boulevards in 
the sense that the President refers to. 
The location is very undesirable. One 
suggestion made in its favour as re- 
gards location was that Kingsbridge 
was the terminus at which the greater 
percentage of Deputies from the coun- 
try arrived, and that it would be con- 
venient for them. But a Deputy has to 
go to his hotel and at the adjournments 
it will be found that Kilmainham is an 
inconvenient locality, apart from the 
other disadvantages. I am not going 
to labour the disadvantages of struc- 
ture, as I have not had an opportunity 
of inspecting the building. The state- 
ment of Deputy Cooper is sufficient 
evidence to show that after a large 
expenditure of public money you will 
have a very disappointing result. 
In view of that statement, I think De- 
puties should hesitate to approve of the 
selection of Ealmainham, either as a 
temporary or permanent home for the 
Oireachtas. I therefore am in favour 
of the suggestion of Deputy Thrift. If 
effect be given to it, it will probably 
lead to the suggestion of other build- 
ings or sites. Deputy Woulfe has re- 
ferred to one. He gives the assurance 
that the accommodation to be provided 
in the building that he has in his mind 
will be ample for the purpose of both 
Houses, and the location is an excellent 
one. Purthermore, he believes that it 
will be quite possible, in fact very 
likely, that the owner of the premises 
will be willing to accommodate us, tem- 
porarily, at any rate. I suggest that if 
the Committee are going to consider 
the question of sites, they should at the 
same time consider the question of 
bringing a permanent building into 
being. 

AN CEANN COMHAIBLE: They 
could not. That is outside the terms of 
reference. 

Mr. O’MÁHONT: At any rate, the 
site suggested by Deputy Thrift is an 
admirable one. Immediately opposite, 


I think, you have the site for a perma- 
nent home for the Oireachtas in Mer- 
rion Square. The sooner we address 
ourselves to the question of providing 
a permanent building the better, 
because it will limit to a considerable 
extent the expenditure that would be 
incurred in the provision of a tem- 
porary building. The President has 
referred to the fact that when this 
building was originally taken over the 
assumption was that we would be in 
occupation for no morc than eight 
months. We have considerably ex- 
ceeded our welcome. I think it is un- 
fair to the R.D.S. that we should tres- 
pass further on the liberal accommoda- 
tion that they have afforded us. There 
is no good in making the suggestion 
that you can compensate a society of 
that kind by providing temporary ac- 
commodation for them or by monetary 
remuneration. Societies of that kind 
are associated with ccrtain locations, 
and like business houses, when they de- 
part from the area in which their busi- 
ness has been created, failure usually 
follows. I think it is unfair, taking 
into account the circumstances iu 
which temporary accommodation was 
provided for us by the R.D.S., that we 
should trespass further on them. I, 
therefore, am in agreement with the 
proposal of Deputy Thrift that this 
matter be again referred to the Com- 
mittee to see if a better suggestion than 
that contained in their Report is not 
possible. 

Professor THRIFT: I did not argue 
the question from the point of view of 
the advantages of the building sugges- 
ted. I confíncd myself to one point in 
my opening statement, and I propose tó 
continue that. I wanted the Dáil to be 
in the position of saying, if it became 
ultimately necessary to take over these 
buildings, that that course was 
not adopted until every possible 
avenue of escape from it had 
been explored. I do not be- 

lieve that these buildings are suit- 
able for our purpose. They are 
entirely inadequate. They are tutr 
comfortable in their present form, 
and they do not give us nearly 
enough space. I do believe that it is po§* 
sible to erect either on Leinster Lawn or 
Merrion Square, or possibly somewnere 
else, a building which will enable us to 
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carry on our work for ttn or fifteen 
years at a comparatively small cost, and 
which will look ornamental and bc a real 
credit to us. Thcrefore, contcnting my- 
self with the mere statement of that be- 
lief, I suggest that there was a prima 
facie case from general considerations 
for asking the Committee to consider 
fully a proposal which they had not al- 
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ready fully considered. From the 
speeches which have been made, I think 
there is a readiness on the part of the 
Dáil to ask the Committee to reconsidor 
the matter, and I content myself with 
leaving it at that. 

Amendment put and dcclared car- 
ried. 


4 April. 1924. 


ANQLO-AMERIOAN LIQUOR TREATY. 

MINISTER for EXTERNAL AFFAIRS (Mr. Desmond Fitzgerald): I 

beg to movc the motion in my name as follows:— 


Beartuitear de bhrí gur sighníodh 
i Washington an ‘23adh lá dEanair, 
1924, thar ceann Uachtarán Stát 
Aontuithe Mheirice agus thar ceann 
a Shoillse aeh go ndéanfí iad do 
dhaingnm Airtiogail Co-Aontuithe 
do CÍionnra i dtaobh regleáil na 
Trádála Oil lasmuich de mhuir 
dhuchais Stát Aontuithc Mheiricc 
(Airtiogail go bhfuil a mbrí le feis- 
cint so Sceidea-1 a ghabhann leis seo) 
agus 

De bhrí go mbaineann forálacha 
an Chonnartha san le leasanna 
Shaorstáit Eireann agus go bhfuil 
sé oiriúnach go ndéanfí an céanna 
do dhaingniú ar son Shaorstáit 
Eireann; 

C4o gceaduionn Dáil Eireann an 
Corinra san do dhaingniú agus go 
molann sí don Ard-Chomhairle san 
do chur in úil don Choróinn. 


Be it resolved, that whereas 
Articles of Agreement for a Treatj 
respecting the regulation of the 
Tnquor Trafíic out.side the territorial 
waters of the United States of 
Amcrica (whereof the tenor appears 
by tlie Sehedule hercto) were signed 
at Washington on the 23rd day of 
January, 1924, on bchalf of the Pre- 
sident of the United States of 
America and His Majesty subject to 
ratiíication, and 

Whereas the provisions of the said 
Treaty affect the interests of Saor- 
stát Eireann and it is expedient that 
the samc should be ratified in respect 
of Saorstát Eireann, 

Dáil Eireann approves of the 
ratification of the said Treaty and 
recommends that the Executive Coun- 
cil do so advise the Crown. 


In doing so, perhaps I had better give 
some explanations of the history and 
meaning of this Treaty. It will be re- 
membered that somewhere about 1919 
the Constitution of the United States 
was amended, in what was known as 
the 18th Article, to prohibit the manu- 
facture of alcohojic liquor in the United 
States and the transportation through 
import into, or export from the United 
States, of alcoholic liquor. That 
amendment of the Constitution was 
made law by an Act known as the Vol- 
sted Act. From that time on there was 
a great deal of international difficulty. 
On the one hand there was a large re- 
munerative, highly immoral business 
carried on of importing liquor into the 
United States. The United States 
authorities found it necessary to wage 
a sort of war on that traffic. On the 
one hand they found it highly impor- 


tant that they should be able to extend 
their powers of search and seizure out- 
side what is known as the three-mile 
limit. On the other hand, when these 
cases came into court, the United States 
Courts deelared that under the Volsted 
Act it was illegal for any ship in United 
States territorial waters to have alco- 
holic liquor on board. By way of find- 
ing a modus vivendi between various 
nations, this Treaty comes along. Under 
this Treaty the United States authori- 
ties have power to search vessels, and if 
necessary, seize their contents within 
an area which can extend beyond the 
three-mile limit. That is an area ro- 
presented by one hour’s joumey by the 
ship that would bring the liquor to the 
land. That is done because it was the 
habit of the liquor traffickers, com- 
monly known as “ boot-leggers, M to 
have a ship to take the liquor from 
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another country and to stop outside the 
area of the United States territorial 
waters. Boats would then go from the 
shore, generally fast motor boats, take 
the liquor from the ship and transport 
it to the land. Under the old system a 
ship, by staying outside the territorial 
waters, claimed to be exempt from any 
action by the United States authorities. 
This Treaty will allow the authorities 
to search and make seizures within an 
area represented by one hour's travel- 
ling. At the same time, foreign vessels 
will be allowed to have íiquor on board, 
which is part of ships stores, or stores 
which they may be transporting, not to 
the United States, but to some other 
eountry, merely making a United 
States port a port of call. They will be 
allowed to have such liquor on board 
under seal. The Treaty became neces- 
sary as that could not be done by a non- 
Treaty agreement. It was felt, in view 
of the Jfinding of the United States 
courts, that the matter might again 
come into court, where it might be 
ruled that, as the law stood, no ship 
had a right to have liquor on board in 
United States territorial waters. The 
Treaty, presumably, when ratified by 
the United States Legislature, will have 
the effect of having a more binding, 
more powerful and more judicial eífect 
than the Volsted Act. This Treaty has 
been signed in Washington. 

I notice that a Deputy proposes to 
move an amendment recommending 
that the Dáil “ withholds approval of 
the ratification of the said Treaty pend- 
ing consideration of the full text of 
8ame. ,, When I saw that first I did 
not quite understand what the point of 
it was, but yesterday in the Seanad, 
when moving this Resolution, I was told 
that a story was being spread abroad 
that we were actually attempting to 
conceal part of the Treaty. I may as 
well inform the Dáil that the whole 
Treaty is on the Orders of the Day 
and that the Dáil is committed to 
nothing it has not got before it. The 
whole Treaty is there as it is submitted 
to us, and as we agreed to its signa- 
ture. In view of the misrepresentation 
which I am told has taken place, I will 
read what is known as the Preamble. 
It says:— 


His Majesty the King of the United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Ire- 
land and of the British Dominions 
beyond the Seas, Bmperor of India; 

And the President of the United 
States of America; 

Being desirous of avoiding any 
difficulties which might arise between 
them in connection with the laws in 
force in the United States on the sub- 
ject of alcoholic beverages; 

Have decided to conclude a con- 
vention for that purpose; 

And have appointed as their Pleni- 
potentiaries; 

His Majesty the King of the United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Ire- 
land and of the British Dominions 
beyond the Seas, Emperor of India; 
The Right Honourable Sir Auck- 
land Campbell Geddes, G.C.M.G., 
K.C.B., his Ambassador Extra- 
ordinary and Plenipotentiary to 
the Unitcd States of America; 
The President of the United States 
of America; 

Charles Evans Hughes, Secretary 
of State of the United States. 

I understood from my informant 
that exception was taken to 
the title attributed to the Crown, 
“ King of the United Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Ireland.” I may as well 
explain that that is the title still held 
by the Crown. In order to change it, 
it would be necessary to have an Act of 
Parliament in the British Parliament. I 
have called the attention of the British 
authorities to the fact that this title is no 
longer descriptive of fact. One might 
say that it is like the title borne by His 
Brittanic Majesty up to about the time 
of the Union of the Irish and English 
Parliament, namely, “ King of France. ,, 
It was a description without relátion to 
fact. I have not pressed nor urged the 
British Govemmcnt to take immediate 
steps for rectifícation pending the settle- 
ment of the boundary question here. I 
recommend that the Dáil approve of this 
Resolution. I may say that the Execu- 
tive Council were consulted with regard 
to what action was to be taken as to 
whether or not this Treaty should be 
agreed to. Actually we recommend that 
it should be agreed to because we were 
necessarily sympathetic to the Govem- 
ment of the United States. During the 
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last two years we were very seriously 
affected by the illegal traííic of bringing 
arms into this conntry for the purpose of 
waging war upon the people. During 
that time,' if we had rather more ship- 
ping power than we possessed it would 
have been a very great conveniencc to us 
if we had wider powers of search and 
scizure. As a Government, we rccognise 
that every Govemment must takc every 
means in its power, and that no one out- 
side has a right to try to interfere with 
that Governmcnt in enforcmg the laws 
of that country. Thc law of Amcrica is 
prohibition, and the American Govern- 
ment is bound to use all the means in 
its power to enforce that law. We feel 
that it is our duty to meet thcm in óvery 
possible way, and in no way to attempt 
to put anv hmdrance or difficulty in 
their wav in enforcing thc ]aws in thcir 
own eountry. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I socond thc 
motion. 

Mr. WILSON: I want to ask the 
Minister what would be thc conse- 
quencos of our not ratifying this 
Treaty. 

Mr. FITZGERALD: I may as wcll 
answer that question, not in my own 
words, but in the words used in answer 
to the samo quostion in lho Canadian 
Parliament. Thc reply given thcre was: 
“ In the ovcnt of the Parliamont of any 
Dominion refusing its concurrencc the 
British Government would probably 
re-word the Treaty and cxcmpt from 
its provisions a country so dissenting.’ 

Mr. OSMOND GRATTAN ES- 
MONDE : I move thc following amend- 
rnent: 

Tn the Third Paragraph to delete 
all words after the words “Dáil Eire- 
ann ” to the end of the paragraph, 
and to substitute therefor the words, 

„ <l withholds approval of the ratifica- 
tion of the said Treaty pending con- 
sideration of the full text of same.” 

I do not want to waste the time of the 
Dáil by talking, but very grave mat- 
ters are raised in this Treaty and also, 
possibly, very controversial matters. It 
is absolutely impossible for us to discuss 
these matters until we have the full text 
of the Treaty before us, and it is in 
order that the Dáil would have an op- 


portunity of considering these questions 
that I move this amendment. I hope 
that I will give sufficient reasons to the 
Dáil why it should insist on having the 
full text beforc it. We have seen in 
the Press, and it has been stated by the 
Minister, that a similar motion was 
passed by thc Seanad yesterday. The 
Minister then read out, as he has read 
out to-day, a portion of the Treaty 
which is not on the Order Paper. He 
read out a very important portion of 
the Troaty in which, on two occasions, 
it uscs thc tcrm “ United Ringdom of 
Great l 3 >ritain and Ircland, ,, and he 
statcd, 1 understand from the Press re- 
port, in the Seanad, that that was not 
an essential portion of the Treaty. He 
stated here to-day that the wholc Treaty 
was on the Order Papcr. The point 
that tho preamble of a treaty is not an 
essential portion of a treaty, or tliat a 
trcat,y without a preamlde is a treaty at 
all, is contrary to the opinion of all au- 
thorities on intornational law, and also, 
I think, contrary to commonsense. 

I will, with the indulgence of the 
Dáil, read a short paragraph on the 
matter in the work of Oppenheim, 

I which is standard Avork in thc Eng- 
j lish language on international law. In 
volume 1, page 666, it says:— 

Ci The following order in making 
treaty is usually observed. A first 
part, the so-called preamble, com- 
prises the names of the heads of the 
contracting States, of their duly au- 
thorised representatives, and the 
motives for the conclusion of the 
i treaty. A second part consists of the 
primary stipulations in numbered 
articles. A third part consists of 
miscellaneous stipulations concerning 
the duration of the treaty, its ratifi- 
cation, the accession of third Powers, 
and the like. The last part com- 
prises the signatures of the represen- 
tatives. M 

Now, we have on the Order Paper 
certain articles of agreement and cer- 
tain stipulations with regard to rati- 
fication and duration, but we have not 
got the first part of the Treaty, that is 
to say, the preamble, and we have not 
the last paragraph, that is, the signa- 
tures of the plenipotentiaries. It is, as 
I said, practically the unanimous 
opinion of all authorities on intema- 
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tional law that these various parts of 
treaties are equally essential. I have 
read a quotation from Oppenheim. Bas- 
sett Moore, in his digest on interna- 
tional law, which was prepared under 
the auspices of the American Govern- 
mcnt, in Volume 5. uscíj nraclicnllv iden- 
tical language. Nys, in his book on 
international law, states that each part 
of the Treaty is essential. Practically 
the same words are used by Pradier- 
Fodéré, and Jellinek, and other 
authorities. A trcaty is an interna- 
tional legal document, and this Treaty 
is a legal document, and it is particu- 
larly so in this case. It is not only an 
international legal document, but it is 
about to beeome a municipal lcgal docu- 
ment a*s well. I will dcal later with 
this question as it affeets the Constitu- 
tion of the United títates, and the posi- 
tion which tliis Treaty will occupy in 
the municipal law of the United States. 

I think it is very scant courtesy to the 
Dáil in this resolution to approve of the 
ratification of thc whole Treatv without 
the Dáil having seen the entire text of 
it. I maintain that it is an unconstitu- 
tional procedure, that the Dáil should 
be asked to approve of a certain legal 
document without having tlie legal 
document before us. 

We find in the preamble to this motion 
it is stated 4 4 Whereas, etc., Articles of 
Agreement for a Treaty respeeting re- 
gnlations of the liquor trafíic out- 
side the territorial waters of 
the United States of America,” 
and it is stated that we have the tenor 
appearing in the Schedule. Why the 
word “ tenor ” is used in that connec- 
tion I do not know. Surelv it would be 
an obvious thing for the Minister to put 
down the text of the Treatv and not its 
tenor. This is in striking contradiction 
to another motion which the Minister has 
down for Tuesday—a motion for ratify- 
ing a Convention with regard to agricul- 
tural labour. In that we find that the 
terms of it are set out in the schedule 
hereto. We find in that motion the 
word “ terms ” used, while in this mo- 
tion the word tenor ” is used. It is a 
curious distinction in phraseology. Why 
is the same procedure not adopted in 
these two cases? These are matters 
which, I thinki the Dáil has a right to 


know. Possibly the Minister is of the 
opinion that the Dáil is so fragile in its 
health that the shock of putting down 
the preamble to this/f reaty on the Order 
Paper would cause grievous ha'rm to the 
members of the Dáil. The Seanad was 
asked yestcrday to pass an identical 
motion, and I maintain that. the Seanad 
was not treated fairly in that matter. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : I think 
wc ought not go into that. It is a matter 
for the Seanad, and not for us. 

Mr. ESMONDE: No; it is not for 
us. I would only point out that even 
thc members of the Seanad who suppor- 
ted this motion statcd that they pre- 
sumed that the text of the Treaty was 
as stated on the Order Paper, that there 
was nothing hidden, and that they relied 
on thc Minister putting them right on 
the matter. He put them right onlv to 
the same extent as he put us right here. 
The Minister read out something about 
thc Ringdom of Great Britain and Ire- 
land. What exactly is this United 
Kingdom, arnl what are its íunctions? 
Ile has tried to make light of the matter 
by prctending that it is onl.v a question 
oi' the title of thc King. I am afraid 
that that is not the case. A Treaty in in- 
ternational la^v is not between persons 
or sovcreigns, but betwccn States. This 
Treaty has been, I understand, passed 
by thc Senate of the IJnited States, and 
in thc Constitution of the Ilnited States 
it is provided that once a treaty has been 
jiassed by thc Senate it. beeomcs ipso 
faclo part of the municipal law of the 
United Statcs. I understand that this 
particular Treaty is being inscribed in 
the municipal law of the United States 
as a Treaty between the United States of 
America and the United Kingdom of 
Great Britain and Ireland. 

I understand that is the term which 
is used in the inscription of this Treaty 
in the Municipal Laws of the United 
States. I understand when this Treaty 
comes to be ratified or registered in the 
League of Nations, that likewise it will 
be described as a Treaty between the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland and the United States of Ame- 
rica. Treaties have been ratified dur- 
ing 1923 at the League of Nations—I 
have seen the official publications— and 
also, I believe, in 1924 between “ the 
United Ringdom of Great Britain and 
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Ireland,” and some other country. It 
is now two years and four months since 
a Treaty was signed in London of which 
the First Article states that Ireland 
shall be styled and be known as the 
Irish Free State. We are now asked in 
this Dáil to approve of a Treaty with- 
out having the full text before us, and 
the parts which are left out, as the 
Minister has read out to the Dáil, refer 
to the United Ringdom of Great Britain 
and Ireland. I do not see how we can 
discuss the grave matter whieh this 
Treaty raises unless we are in posses- 
sion of the íull text. There is a further 
section of the Treaty which has not yet 
been communieated to the Dáil, and 
that is the final section, thc Signatures. 
One would think that was an essential 
portion of the Treaty. The Minister 
has not mentioned that. He stated that 
Sir Auckland Geddes had signed this 
Treaty. We will have to diseuss when 
we get the text of the Treaty whether 
Sir Auckland Geddes was authorised by 
this State to sign this Treaty on our be- 
half. We cannot discuss these things 
until we have the text of the Treaty. In 
to-day’s Press a message from Mel- 
bourne states that in the Common- 
wealth House of llepresentatives yester- 
day a motion proposed by Mr. Bruce in 
íavour of printing the Lausanne Treaty 
so as to enable ratification of i3eace with 
Turkey was carried without disscnt. 

This Treaty with Turkey is eon- 
tained in a large volume wdiich has 
maps. It eost me 8/-. The Priine 
Minister of Australia has suffieient re- 
gard for the House of Representativcs 
to have this Treaty published and 
printed in Australia for the informa- 
tion of the House before they deeided 
to ratify it. Yet the Minister has not 
had the courtesy even to add thesc 
few extra lines which are essential for 
this House in order that it may dis- 
cuss this Treaty properly. I dj not 
wish to enter into all the questioiis 
raised by the Treaty at this point, but 
I do say it will be very ill advised to 
agree to a legal document that is not 
only legal internationally but will be 
part of the laws of another country. I 
think the Dáil would be ill advised to 
agree to this document without hav- 
ing the full text before it. I raise this 
point not in any spirit of hostility to 
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the British Government nor in any 
spirit of disrespect to any high per- 
sonage, but some members seem to be 
under the impression that our rela- 
tions with Great Britain are some- 
thing very terrible and dangerous, and 
that they should not be nientioncd in 
public. That is the contrary of the 
truth. Our relations with Great 
Britain should be, and, I hope, are on 
the rnost friendly terms, and it is only 
right that the Dáil should have an op- 
portunity of discussing our constitu- 
tional rclations with Great Britain on 
an important matter such as the first 
Treaty the Govcrnment has aslced the 
Dáil to approve of. At a later stage, 
when w'e get the full text of the Treaty, 
w r (‘ will be in a position to diseuss the 
constitutional matters raised. 

Mr. D. McCARTHY: I second the 
amendmcnt. I do not think the 
Hoiise is fairly treated by the 
Minister for External Affairs when he 
leaves out the preamble. . It is like 
playing the eonfidence trick on the 
House. It is not the first Treaty or 
agreement made by the Minister about 
wdiieli we know' nothing at all. Notices 
have appeared within the last two 
years in the Press of eommercial 
treaties, but the House w r as not in- 
formed of them. 

Mr. McCABE: I want to say a few 
w r ords in support of the amendment. 
The question of the seas and the gen- 
cral question of the tcrritorial waters 
should interest us in Ireland vcry 
mueh because they affeeted our posi- 
tion in relation to England for 
hundreds of years. I tliink it is gen- 
erally aeeepted that the question of 
England’s rights or the assertion of 
her rights to control the seas around 
Ireland or the East Coast was one 
of the greatest obstacles we had to 
contend with in fighting for the 
measure of freedom which we have 
won. Coming to this question of ihe 
Treaty, I say at the outset that I am 
against any such methods such as 
those resorted to by the Minister for 
External Affairs in asking the Dáil to 
vote for or to support the motion in 
favour of a Treaty or a convention, 
a very small part of which is only 
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made public, and a few articles oí 
whicli wc are only furnished with or 
paper. It is a serious matter, because 
the whole question of popular rep.re- 
sentation is involved. 

Mr. DESMOND FITZGERALD : As 

the Deput.y says only a few articles of 
this Treaty are made known to the 
Dáil, I would ask him which of the 
Articles of the Treaty are not made 
known. 

Mr. McCABE: I would like to with- 
draw that. I mean certain parts of the 
Treaty that were deliberately, or other- 
wise, left out when this Order was be- 
ing put on the Paper. Now, to begin 
with, I object to the mention of the 
King as one of the contracting parties 
to this document. I object to the title, 
which one of the contracting parties 
claims, as head of the United Kingdom 1 
of Great Britain and Ireland. The 
Treaty between Great Britain and Ire- 
land gave us a status which, I believe, 
ended for all time the title United 
Eingdom, or should have done so. Two 
years or more have elapsed since that 
Treaty was signed, and this title should 
be wiped out by legislation or other- 
wise. Now, coming to the subject of 
the Treaty itself- 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: The De- 

puty is supporting an amendment 
which is proposing to postpone con- 
sideration of the subject. 

Mr. McCABE : I am not allowed to 
discuss the resolution so? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : The 

amendment is directed towards getting 
the full text of the Treaty, and then 
having a discussion upon it. If the 
amendment is carried, the full text will 
be supplied, and that full text will then 
be fully discussed, and Deputy Es- 
monde and Deputy McCabe will have 
an opportunity of speaking on it. If 
the amendment is not carried, the 
Treaty, in so far as it stands on the 
Order Paper, will then be discussed. 

Mr. McCABE : The main question, in 
my opinion, is whether the Dáil—this 
popular assembly—should commit itself 
to a document which may mean leaving 
permanently on the Statute books, or 


the records, of other nations, the title of 
the “ United Kingdom of Great Britain 
and Ireland. ,> It is a very serious ques- 
tion, and it is a subject which the Dáil 
should give very serious attention to 
before committing themselves in any 
way, by voting for it, or otherwise. 

If this is a Treaty between the 
United Xingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland, as they call it, and the United 
States we, as a State claiming indepen- 
dence of that unit, should not bother 
our heads about it, because it does not 
settle the business one way or the other. 
I submit that the Dáil, in view of the 
status we have secured, should post- 
pone consideration of this Treaty in- 
definitely, because I believe it would be 
a serious injustice to us, and to the 
country, to go on with it. 

Mr. MILROY: I rise to support the 
amendment. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : I would 

like to notify the Deputy that we are 
taking up Private Business at 2 
o'clocfc. 

Mr. MILROY : Can I move the ad- 
journment of the debate? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: That, 

pcrhaps, would bc the simplcr pro- 
ccdure. Then wc eould take Private 
Business. 

Mr. MILROY: It would be very hard, 
of course, to compress what I have to 
say on this matter into a little over five 
minutes. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : I sus- 

pected that. 

Mr. MILROY: I have no intention 
of trying to do so. The matters in- 
volved in this amendment are too grave 
and havc too far-reaching implications 
to be dismissed in the airy and flippant 
manner in which the Minister for Ex- 
ternal Affairs has dealt with the oinis- 
sions from the text of the Treaty. 

To his mind it may appear to be 
meticulously critical that we should in- 
sist that these things which the Treaty 
of December, 1921, rendered obsolete 
should not . again appear in the laws 
affeeting this State. I heard the Minis- 
ter yesterday in the Seanad saying that 
this title was the remnant of the old 
régime. 
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AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : The De- 

puty must confine himself to what the 
Minister says here. I deprecate any 
allusion to what the Minister says in 
another place, and I also deprecate the 
idea of going over debates that have 
taken place in another place, and using 
them here for this purpose. 

Mr. MILROY : I am sorry if I have 
transgressed. I quite see I was wrong. 
B‘ut the Minister uttered in the Dáil 
practically a repetition of it, and there- 
fore I think I can refer to it. If this 
title of the United Kingdom of # Great 
Britain and Ireland is obsolete, if it is 
a thing that was dismissed or elimi- 
nated by the Treaty of 1921, between 
this country and Great Britain, why 
does it reappear here, and why are we 
asked to accept it as a definition of our 
part in the family of nations? 

Why has that particular portion of 
the Treaty been omitted—that particu- 
lar portion whieh gives rise to contro- 
versy, and which deseribes us as part 
of the United Kingdom of Great Britain 
and Ireland? It cannot have been for 
the purpose of economy in printing. 
It eannot have been that those who 
were preparing the Orders of the Day 
forgot to insert it. It must have been 
that the Ministcr considered that this 
particular portion would be resented 
by the Dáil and the country, and that 
therefore it was well to leave that out; 
nobody would then fall to what was 
being done; this thing would be 
smuggled through and the country 
would be unaware of what it was being 
eommitted to. 

Now, I say if that is a true interpre- 
tation of what has been done, it 
was a deliberate attempt to hoodwink 
this Assembly, and unless there can be 
a better explanation of this particular 
omission than has already been given, 
then it neariy becomes the duty of 
someone in this Assembly to move that 
the Minister responsible for that omis- 
sion is no longer worthy of the confi- 
dence of the Assembly. I beg to move 
the adjournment of the debate. 

Mr. FITZGERALD: I have got the 
permission of the Deputy who is con- 
cerned with the Private Business, and 
now, with the permission of the Dáil, I 
would ask that this debate would be 
allowed to continue until 3 o’cloch. 
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AN CEANN CfOMHAIRLE: Deputy 

McKenna's permission has been ob- 
tained for this proposal. Is that 
agreed? 

The Dáil agreed. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Deputy 
Milroy can therefore continue. 

Mr. MILROY: I have said that this 
has a very serious aspect for us, as 
custodians of the status, the dignities 
and liberties of this new- 
2 o f clock. born State, and it behoves 
us as. such to be even more 
jealous of such things, than, perhaps, 
those of long-established and well- 
based States who have the strength and 
the power to assert their rights when 
they are assailed. The particular de- 
finition that is contained in this Treaty, 
but which is not given to us here, is 
one which docs seem to mc to try to be- 
little the status that we secured in the 
Treaty in Decembcr, 1921. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE 

took the Chair. 

Mr. MILROY: In any case, this 
Treaty, so far as it has been diselosed, 
has no reference to Irish life. I do not 
want to discuss it; but there is nothing 
disclosed in the Treaty as given to us 
whieh indicates that there is any Saor- 
stát interest affected. The Minister 
tells us that he did not press this ques- 
tion on the British authorities pending 
the decision of the Boundary Commis- 
sion. I want to know what, in God\s 
name, has the decision of the Boundary 
Commission got to do with this ques- 
tion? Is the Boundary Commission 
going to decide whether or not the Uni- 
ted Kingdom of Great Britain and Ire- 
land still survives? I think the Bound- 
ary Connnission will have its work set 
out to deal with the things that will 
really be pertinent to its inquiries Avith- 
out going into that question, whieh now 
only concerns antiquarians and the 
Minister for External Affairs. I say we 
not only want the production of the full 
text, but we ought to have the de- 
spatches between the Minister for Ex- 
ternal Affairs of the Saorstát and the 
responsible Minister in Great Britain. 
Let us know what has led up to this. 
Let us know what is the meaning of pro- 
ducing a mutilated document, and ask- 
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{Mr. Milroy.] 

ing us to endorse the full mcaning and 
implications of the wholc document. 
Let us have the full story now that we 
havc such an epidemic of inquirics into 
things that are done in secrecy. Let 
us have this little ray of illumination in 
thc full glarc of the sunlight that is 
going to bc thrown on all dark placcs. 
Deputy Mc("arthy spokc of other Trca- 
ties. What arc they? Whcrc arc they? 
With whom? I think it is fortunatc 
that this particular Treaty has ap- 
pcarcd in thc way it has, because it has 
givcn us reason to think seriously of 
how our rclations with other Statcs are 
being dealt with. Now, I saw in the 
British Parliament tbe othcr day an an- 
nouneement that all Treaties werc going 
to bc .laid on the Tablc of that 
Asscmbly. If they arc finishcd with 
secrct diplomacy ovcr thcrc, while thcrc 
is no reason really why we should tf\ke 
prcccdent from them, still lct us not 
start with that old gamc of secrot diplo- 
macv in this ncw-bom Statc. If thcrc 
is nothing to conccal, thcn lct us have 
evorvthing prodnced. If therc is some- 
thing to conccal, thcn lct those rcspon- 
sible for it bcar the weight of that rc- 
sponsibility; but we shall not allow this 
Statc to bc deprived of its lcgitimate 
status by any hole-and-corncr metliods 
or by any flippant, airy but inadcquatc 
explanations by any Minister. We havc 
now eorne to thc timc of plain speaking. 
I hopc it will continuc. For my part, 
I intcnd to speak fairly straight and 
bluntly to any Ministcr in the Dáil 
whcn thc nccessity arises. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I would like to ask 
whcthcr the Ministers do not think that 
this is a matter to which thcy should 
givc some rcply beforc we cvcn procecd 
any furthcr with the discussion. Therc 
havc becn ccrtain questions asked with 
regard to thc legal position taken by 
the Ministry and their relations with 
other countrics. I submit that those 
arc questions that ought to be re- 
sponded to before we proceed with the 
discussion. 

Mr. OSMOND ESMONDE: On a 

point of order, I understand that we are 
now discussing this amendment and not 
the general question of the Treaty. 


AN LEAS-OHEANN COMHAIBLE: 

Yes. We arc discussing the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I am not prepared 
to give up my right to speak. I take it 
that if the Minister speaks now he is 
not closing the debate on the amend- 
ment ? 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

Not nccessarily. 

Mr. DESMOND FITZOER ALD r 

Thcre has bcen a suggestion all through 
this debate that an attempt has been 
made to conccal things. In the speech 
of thc last speakcr also there was the 
suggestion made that. they wanted the 
secrct despatches that were written 
about this matter. I understood from 
tlie rcmarks, howevcr, that it was 
suggested that thcre were despatches 
between thc British Govcrnment and 
this Governmcnt suggesting the omis- 
sion of the preamble. I may as well 
say, as far as this is concerned, the only 
despatchcs that occurred on thc negoti- 
ations wcre not between this Govern- 
mcnt and the British Govern- 
meut. Thcy were betwcen the 
Attorney-(íeneral and myself. I 
submitted the Treaty as we got it 
to thc Attorney-General for draft- 
ing. The draft is as he drafted it, and 
as it is now before the Dáil. There has 
been a lot of corrcspondence about this 
Trcaty, and the terms of the Treaty are 
set out in the Order Paper. Thosc are 
the terms of the Treaty as we got them, 
and as wc agreed to them. We put them 
beforc the Dáil exactly as we got them. 
In the setting out of the Treaty, as De- 
putyEsmonde said, there is usually a 
preamblc. The Treaty of t.hc 6th De- 
ccmber, 1921, changed the existing state 
of afl’airs, but it did not change a cer- 
tain British Act, thc Royal Titles Act; 
it changed the meaning that can be at- 
tributed to that Act in fact, not the 
words of that Act. It did not really 
change them. 

The official title of the Crown is, as I 
read out there, “ King of the United 
Ringdom of Great Britain and Ireland . 9 9 
The official title was before the Act of 
Union of 1800—King of the United 
Kingdom. It is a matter for the Eng- 
lish people to decide whether they will 
continue the title of King of the United 
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Kingdom, and if they propose that the 
term King of the United Kingdom i*e- 
main, it is a matter of the definition 
that applies to that. If, for instance, 
the result of the Boundary Commission 
were that the territory known as 
Northern Ireland, which is not now 
subjeet to the legislation of this 
Government, came undcr the legisla- 
tion of this Government, conceivably 
the royal title would remain possibly 
King of the United Ringdom, but the 
definition of United Kingdom there 
would be, as beforc Ihc Union, United 
Kingdom of England and Scotland. 

It is also possible—I do not want to 
anticipate things or in any way prcju- 
dice things—that as a result of the find- 
ings of the Boundary Commission, or as 
a ^esult of whatever arrangement is 
come to under Article 12 of the Treaty, 
that a certain part of Northern Ireland 
may remain as it is at present, outside 
the jurisdiction of thls Government. In 
tliat case it. is conceivable that the royal 
title, “ King of the United Kingdom, M 
might have a definition to it as United 
ICingdom of England, Scotland, and 
such an area known as Ireland. As I 
said l)efore, the royal title up to about 
1800 was “ King of Great Britain and 
of Franee. M The people of France 
might have protested to their Govern- 
ment periodically about this thing, but 
it was the fact that counted there; thc 
title existed until its non-relation to 
fact made it meaningless. 

Mr. MILROY : Did the people of 
Francc subscribe to that and accept it, 
as you are aslung us to do? 

Mr. FITZGERALD: I am not asking 
you to do anything of the sort. I say it 
was not one of thc clauses of the Treaty 
of the 6th December, 1921, that the 
Royal Titles Bill must be immediately 
amended. As a matter of fact at the 
present time, if tlie British people want 
to keep the term “ United Kingdom, ,, 
as they have a perfect right. to do, it is 
a matter then of the definition of the 
United Ringdom, and at the present 
moment that is not a matter which has 
been finally settled. 

I did not suggest, as there was an at- 
tempt made to represent me as suggest- 
ing, that thé Boundary Commission was 
going to consider Royal titles. I said 
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nothing of the sort, but. I say tliat thc 
dcfinition attaching to the Royal title, if 
the term “ United Kingdom ” remains, 
may vary according to thc findings of 
the Boundary Commission, or according 
to the rcsult of whatever action is taken 
under Article 12 of the Treaty. For 
that reason, I do not urge the thing as 
I otherwise might have done, but at the 
same time if the British Government re- 
fuses to bring in an Act of Parliament 
to amend the lioyal Titles Act, 1 am 
not at this moment aware of how you 
can force them to bring in such an Act 
any more than they can force us to bring 
in an Act. I for onc would very much 
resent any attempt on their part to force 
us to bring in an Act, merely because 
something here was not in proper rela- 
tion to fact. 

Subject to the correction of the Attor- 
ney-General, 1 do not sav that we have 
any power to put it up to the British 
Government that they are bound to 
bring in any Act of Parliament. As 
their law stands, and until a new Royal 
Titles Act is brought in, the Royal titles 
remain as thev are. There has bcen a 
consistent attempt licre to suggest that 
thei*e was dishonesty in i)resenting the 
Treaty as we got it. AVc presented it 
as we got it with our own preamble so 
far as it rclatcd to Ireland. Until De- 
puty Esmonde spoke about the signa- 
toi ies, 1 had not even thought about this. 
This is a proposal for a Treaty betw'cen 
the United States, on the one hand, and 
thc countrics of the British Common- 
weaith of Nations on the other. It is 
for the Executivc Council, and in this 
ease w r e might be described as asidng for 
a direction and a recommendation from 
the Dáil, to sav whether or not the terms 
oontained in these Articles, as set forth 
on the Order Paper, shall be entered 
upon in our name. It is a fact that 
treaties of this nature are entered into 
between the heads of States, between 
Sovereigns, and the vchicle used under 
the existing Constitution here is the ma- 
chinery of the Crown. That is the fact,. 
and there is no good in trving to conceal 
it, that in tliis matter the Crown acts. 
I sav this plainly because the news- 
papers did not report me quite properly 
to-day: that in this matter ratification 
is done at the instance o£ the Govern- 
ment—as far as the Free State is co:i- 
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[Mr. Fitzgerald.] 

cerned at the instance of the (íovern- 
ment of the Irish Free State—but the 
Crown is actually the rnachinery used. 
The full text of the Treaty was sent to 
us, and we were kept very closely in- 
formed about it. As Deputy Esmonde 
knows, better perhaps than any other 
Deputy here, we ourselves recommended 
this Treaty. Deputy Esmonde was 
there and agreed. On one occasion we 
recommended its acceptance because we 
wished in no way to act in any un- 
friendly spirit or to attempt to be in any 
way unhelpful to the United States 
Govemment. 

Mr. ESMONDE: On a point of per- 
sonal explanation, may I say that I 
think the Minister^s memory has failed 
him in the reference he has made to 
me. I would not mention this, but for 
the fact that he stated that I was pre- 
sent at the Conference, and had agreed 
to this Treaty. I challenge him to pro- 
duce the reports of the Imperial Con- 
ference in which it is stated definitely 
in black and white, that there should 
be no t.reaty. It was unanimously de- 
cided at the Imperial Conference that 
there should be no treaty; that no kind 
of agreement should require Parliamen- 
tary sanction. It was decided that 
matter could be settled between Great 
Britain and America by an exchange 
of Notes, which is not an International 
treaty between the heads of States; but 
it is an agreement between the mem- 
bers of two Governments. That was 
the unanimous decision at the Imperial 
Conference, and when the Minister says 
that I agreed to this Treaty he is 
utterly mistaken. 

Mr. FITZGERALD: I admit, as far 
as I remember, that Deputy Esmonde 
agreed as to the general tenor, if I may 
use the word again, of this arrange- 
ment. Afterwards it was discovered, 
that in view of the result of legal ac- 
tions, that the Volsted Act would and 
could be interpreted again in the law 
courts as it was interpreted before, and 
that the only means of overcoming that 
difficidty was the Treaty, and that is 
how the Treaty came along. We actu- 
ally ourselves recommended that this 
agreement should be entered into with 
America. The undertakings that are 


given on the one side and on the other 
were submitted to us, and we finally 
recommended that they be signed. 

As far as this Dáil is concerned, I say, 
subject to correction by the Attorney- 
General, that the only thing binding on 
us are the terms of the Treaty, as set 
forth on the Order Paper. I am ad- 
vised by the Attorney-General that, as 
set forth in the Order Paper, it is quite 
correct. As far as I am concerned, and 
as far as the Government is concerned, 
there was no attempt to conceal any- 
thing from anybody here. We were- 
asked ourselves did we agree to these 
terms. We said “ Yes, ,> that it was all 
subject to ratification, and that before 
we finally recommended ratification we 
would bring the same terms as were 
submitted to us before the Dáil, and 
ask it to agree with us in recommending 
the ratifícation of this Treaty. As far 
as the signatories are concerned, De- 
puty Esmonde says that the Dáil has 
not seen them. I have not seen the ac- 
tual signatures myself. There are two 
signatures so far attached, but the 
Trcaty itself is not a fact until it is 
finally ratified, and it is for that rati- 
fication that we bring it before the 
Dáil. The signatories are “ A. C. 
Geddes ” and “ Charles Evans 

Hughes. ,> They act as plenipoten- 

tiaries, as agents for the two heads of 
States, namely, the British Crown and 
the President of the United States of 
1 America. 

Mr. JOHNSON: The Minister says 
that the signatories should aet as repre- 
sentatives of the heads of States, and I 
think I gathered that the heads of 
States are to be presumed to be acting 
! on instructions of the Governments of 
: their respective countries. It would be 
important, I think, to know whether 
there is any superscription indicating 
that the signatory, on behalf of the Bri- 
tish Crown, has acted on behalf of the 
Government of the Saorstát, and for 
that reason I think it is important that 
the Dáil should be made aware, in its 
official records, on the Order Paper, of 
the full text of the proposed Treaty. 
But it is even more important that the 
Preamble should also be laid before the 
House formally, as well as the Articles 
of the Treaty proper. The Preamble 
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undoubtedly affects, and must affect, 
the reading and interpretation of the 
Articles. I think the point made by 
Deputy Bsmonde is a sound one; and he 
is to be congratulated on having 
brought, this matter to our notiec in the 
way he has donc, both in the fact and 
in thé manner of his bringing it for- 
ward. I support him in his view that 
the full text, from beginning to end, 
should be laid before us before we are 
asked to approve of the ratification of 
the Treaty and to recommend the Bx- 1 
ecutive Council to advise thc Crown on 
behalf of the Saorstát to approve of 
this Treaty. 

I do not intend at this stage to go into 
the merits of the Treaty. I think the.v 
have to be very earefully considered, and 
I agree that the mattcr is important; 
that is the matter of the method of ap- 
proach and the way it has been brought 1 
beíore us, and the authority that has 
been given for entering into such an 
arrangement on behalf of the Saorstát. 
We will assume, from what the Minister 
has stated, that negotiations for this 
Treaty were instituted at the instigation 
or with the concurrence of the Executive 
Council of the Saorstát, and that the 
signatory for the British Crown has }jeen 
acting as plenipotentiary, appointed by 
the Crown—acting on the advice of the 
Saorstát. Are we right in that assump- 
tion, and is it so stated in the records of 
the United States Government? Do 
they understand that Sir Auckland 
Cfeddes, when he put his signature to 
this, was acting as the plenipotentigry 
of the Saorstát? It seems to me that 
notwithstanding what the British 
Govemment may think of this matter, 
when entering into negotiations which 
involve, in some degree, the Saorstát, the 
other party to the contract has the right 
to be quite clear that the person speak- 
ing on behalf of the British Crown is 
also speaking on behalf of Saorstát 
Bireann specifically appointed for that 
purpose. Are we entitled to believe that 
that is the fact, or is it that the Treaty 
ís to be ratified after it. has been made, 
and that no authority was specifically 
given by the Government of the 
Saorstát to enter into these negotia- 
tions? We may find from the 
text of the proposed Treaty be- 
Ween the Saorstát and the United 
States that all that is made per- 
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fectly clcar and easily understood, but 
we ought not be asked to assume it, or 
even to deny it, until the text has been 
laid beíore us. Without going into the 
other matters I support the amcndment 
proposed by Deputy Esmonde, and I ask 
the Ministry to accede to the suggestion 
so that proper discussion upon the 
merits of the Treaty may be brought for- 
ward at the earliest possible datc. 

Mr. WILSON : I say the request con- 
tained in this amendmcnt is reasonable. 
It is a reasonable thing to expect»that 
before the Dáil would consent to the ra- 
tification of the Trcaty that the full text 
sliould be given to Deputies, and on that 
question of fact I am going to support 
the amendmcnt. Deputy Esmonde says 
we have not got it, but the Minister fcr 
External Affairs sa,ys we have to a cer- 
tain extent, but that tfiere are certaiu 
eliminations. Without going into the 
question of law, I say that before wc 
egree to ratify this Treaty I believe we 
ought to know its full text. No answ r et 
w r as given to the point. raised by Deputy 
Esmoude in regard to the word 
“ tenor. ,, In one case Ave were asked 
to ratify an agreement the terms of 
whieli werc submitted. In the other 
case we w r ere asked to affirm a Treaty 
the tcnor of which was submitted. I 
think wc have a right to insist upon the 
full t-errns and on the facts more than 
any of the other Self-governing Colo- 
nies. 

ATTORNEY-OENERAL: As a mat- 
ter of information, what is meant by 
the other Self-governing Colonies? 

Mr. WILSON : Well, the Self-govern- 
ing Dominions. A Canadian would 
speak of the King of Great Britain and 
Ireland. 

Professor MAOENNIS: Are state- 
ments of that kind to be let pass, that 
by a Canadian the King is regarded not 
as King of Canada? 

Mr. WILSON: He is regarded in 
South Africa, of which I know some- 
thing, as King of Great Britain and Ire- 
land and not as King of South Africa. 

Professor MAGENNIS: This is a eon- 
stitutional question, and not a question 
of what a certain Afrikander may or- 
may not say. 
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Mr. WILSON: I am only speaking 
here as a man not versed in Constitu- 
tional Law. I am spealdng as a common 
eitizen, and I am saying how a common 
citizen would recognise the King, and 
we in Ireland only want to visualise the 
position and to show by our action that 
we do not rccognise him in his title as 
King of Great Britain and Ireland. He 
is King of Great Britain and a piecc of 
Ireland if you likc, but wc do not re- 
cognise him in that way. It may bc so 
in law, bnt the ordinary nian in the 
streét does not understand hirn in that 
way, and the Governmcnt aiul the 
Minister, by omitting to put that parti- 
‘eular point, knows that fccling is there, 
and why not let us understand where 
we are? 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : As I have 
been referrcd to in connection with the 
motion 011 the Paper, there are one or 
two observations I would like to make. 

The schedule to the motion on the 
Paper contains all the articles of the 
proposcd Trcaty. As I understand, it 
will not be a Trcaty until it is ratified. 
It is at the moment a group of Articles 
which have becn negotiated, and, so far 
as the representatives of heads of 
States were able to do so, they have 
negotiated and arrived at those 
Articles, and those articles must sub- 
sequently be ratified by the various 
Parliaments involved. Thc Dominion 
position does involve that, as rcgards 
political treaties, the Crown is the 
mouthpiece through which the various 
Dominions speak assent or dissent, and 
it is for the purpose of indicating 
through that mouthpiece such assent or 
dissent that the Motion is on the Paper. 
In the negotiated Articles as they ap- 
pear over the hands of the negotiators 
—and. I understand that during these 
negotiations the Government itself was 
Icept in close touch with cvery phase 
'Of the negotiations—one of them de- 
scribes himself as the plenipotentiary 
of his Britannic Majesty, ,and he sets 
out certain^ titles and designations in 
fuli description of his Britannic 
Majesty. It did appear to me that if 
those were set down in the Order Paper 
we could not assent to the Treaty, in- 
cluding those, because we could not 
assent to the particular description of 
the BtiB Crown, and it did seem to 


me that the only way that we could 
deal with the terms, as they had been 
arrived at, subject to ratifieation, would 
be to see whether or not we agree with 
them. We could not involve ourselves 
in saying whether or not we agreed 
with Mr. Geddes’ deseription of the 
titles of the British Crown. The posi- 
tion as rcgards the titles is this. 

The expression “ United Ringdom of 
Great Britain and Ireland ” is one of 
the series of expressions which have 
been attached to the British Crown by 
an Act lmown as the Royal Titles Act, 
which is internationally recognised. I 
lielieve that it is a neeessary implica- 
tion of the Treaty that that royal title 
must be modified. The Minister has 
said that the question as to whether the 
British are bound to bring in an Act to 
change the titlc is one for the Attorney- 
General. I dissent. That is a political 
matter; it is not a mere legal techni- 
cality; it is one of the eonstitutional 
and political matters arising from the 
Treaty to whieh we are parties, and I 
believe that it is a necessary implica- 
tion of that Treaty that, as soon as it 
can l)e conveniently done, the British 
Government should takc steps to make 
the necessary modifications in the 
Royal Titles Act. It has bccn already 
pointed oul to them, by mysclf among 
others. that there is no great difíiculty, 
because the expression, “ United King- 
doin, M was one which existed before 
the Act of Union, so that it is a matter 
that ought not to present to thern any 
great diffieulty. It is one that ought 
to be pressed upon them, and I am not 
sure that this opportunity may not be 
a useful one for pressing the point. It 
does oceur to me that perhaps there 
may be a way of dcaling with it here in 
this way, that while the Dáil might 
assent to the terms, if it approves of 
them, it might, at the same time, in- 
struct the Government that it is to 
direct attention to this matter of the 
titles, and to say that such assent must 
not be expressed through the Crown as 
reprosenting the former United King- 
dom but as representing the Dominion 
of the Irish Pree State. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE resumed 
the Chair. 

Professor MAGENNIS: May I add a 

few words to reinforce what the Attor- 
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ney-General has said; not that I believe 
or would suggest that what he has said 
requires strengthening, but simply be- 
cause it sometimes happcns that when a 
great legal authority makes a pronounce- 
ment, ordinarv people go away under 
the impression that it is some subtle, in- 
genious, juristic point which may not 
be sound in the view ofc* the man of ordi- 
nary commonsense, and it is to add sup- 
port to what he said that I speak, merely 
from the point of view of the ordinary 
man. • I have another purpose. 
It is to repudiate in the 
strongest terms that I arn at 
liberty to use within the limits of Parlia- 
mentary procedure what Dei>uty Wilson 
said a few moments ago. It is not with- 
in t.hc oompctoncc of a T)eputy, who has 
promised his allegianoe to thc Constitu- 
tion of the Irish Free 8tate, and has prcr- 
mised also to be faithful to the Trcat.v, 
to repudiate the very first Article of that 
Treaty where there is a question of the 
fullest and most explicit assertion of the 
rights of the Irish nation in eonsequence 
of that Treaty. Deputy Wilson pro- 

fesses to be supporting Deputy 

Esmonde, and he is under the impres- 
sion, I believe honestly umlcr the im- 
pression, that he is doing something fine 
and patriotic, whereas he is declaring 
that to be a fact which, if it were cor- 
rectly deseribed by him as a íact, would 
mean that there is no Irish nation at all, 
and, therefore, no Irish nation whose 
rights require to bc asserted in this full, 
public, and explicit fashion. The first 
Artiele of the Treaty is: “ Ireland shall 
have the samc constitutional status in 
the community of nations and shall be 
styled and known as the Irish Free 
State. ” Ireland is the Irish Free State; 
the Free State is Ireland. It is not, as 
Deputy Wilson suggests, portion of Ire- 
land. It is the whole of Ireland that is 
described in the first Article of the i 
Treaty as the Irish Free State: w Ire- ' 
land shall be styled and known as the 
Irish Free State,” and that is the style 
it ought to have in any amended form 
of the Royal title. We should no longer 
hear of Great Britain and Ireland in the 
old-fashioned sense, and the old- 
fashioned connotation, but we should 
hear of Great Britain and the Irish Free 
State, or, if you like to give a fuller ex- 
pression, indude Iréland among the com- 


munity of free nations known as the 
British Commonwealth of Dominions, 
and so on. Deputy Wilson is one of the 
many people—and I deal with him as a 
type—who would have the public believe 
that when we protest against paifition 
we arc in some wise under the impres- 
sion that Ireland has been dismembered, 
whcreas what has happened, and what it. 
is neeessary that he should understand, 
is that the area of jurisdiction of the 
Irish Free State is, pending certain ne- 
gotiations, limited to twenty-six counties. 

Mr. WILSON: And not all Ireland. 

Professor MAGENNIS: A wliolly 
different proposition. It shows what 
happens when the uninitiated proceed 
to deal with technical questions. We 
havc here to-day what seems to be not 
more than a tempest in a tea-cup, ex- 
cept in so far as it provides an oppor- 
íiiuity for allowing the Dáil to express 
a considered judgmcnt on this whole 
matter. One of the Dcputies referred 
to the Treaty with Turkey. That has 
been ratified by Australia; but the verv 
latost news from Canada is that Canada 
has rcfused to rat.ify it; and that is of 
enormous importance in this connec- 
tion, because the second Article of the 
Treaty is that the relationship of the 
Crown and of the Imperial Parliament 
to the Dominion of Canada shall 
govern their relationship to the Irish 
Free State. 

Mr. ESMONDE: Is this on my 
amendment? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : I am 

wondering what, has become of your 
amendment. Deputy Wilson appears 
to have side-tracked your amendment 
completely, and we have gone back to 
the interpretation of the Treaty be- 
tween Great Britain and Ireland. 

Mr. WILSON: I do not feel guilty. 
That is an impression you have got 
from Deputy Magennis, and not from 
me. 

Professor MAGENNIS: I am speak- 
ing on the amendment, following what 
was said by the Attorney-General. I 
think the proposition in the amend- 
ment is useful, but forcing it to a dm- 
sion, or debating it as if it were in 
some way essentially in conflict with 
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[Professor Magennis.] 
the position of the Minister for Exter- 
nal Affairs, is a mistake. I think, Sir, 
you would rule that that is in order. 
It became necessary as a sort of pre- 
lude to what I am saying to deal with 
the extravaganzas of Deputy Wilson, to 
put them out of the way, because some- 
one might assume that a Deputy speak- 
ing on a matter of this sort knew what 
he was speaking of. There is, I sug- 
gest, no cssential conflict between the 
position taken up by the Attomey- 
General and that taken up by Deputy 
Esmonde, because both exercise their 
powers of interpretation and their 
knowledge of the constitutional posi- 
tion to the same end. One omits the 
obsoleseent, or the obsolete, if you like. 
At the same time, as to the use on 
the other side of the water of the title 
of the Crown, one leaves that out speci- 
fically, and the other wishes to have it 
brought in, but the purpose in view in 
both cases, paradoxical as it may seem, 
is identical: it is to saíeguard the posi- 
tion of Ireland in regard to these 
Treaties, and to see that the 
law, practice and constitutional 
usage of Canada, which is to 
determine our position in rela- 
tion to the Crown, the Imperial 
Parliament or Government, shall 
govern this situation. I was about to 
say, when the question of order was 
raised, that the bringing forward of the 
amendment was valuable, because it 
has forced to the forefront the con- i 
sideration of this very important ques- 
tion of the status and rights of Ireland, 
but, on the other hand, I believe there 
is no necessity to carry the matter 
further, so as to have a division, for 
example, on the amendment, because 
those who support the amendment of 
the Attomey-General. are, so far as re- 
gards the basic aspect of the question, 
at one. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: I had intended 
not to make any statement on this mat- 
ter, because I felt to a large extent that 
it is outside the purview of the ordinary 
man in the street. At the same time 
I resent to a certain extent the imputa- 
tions made by Deputy Prof essor Magen- 
nis against Deputy Wilson, because I 
maintain Deputy Wilson has a right to 
get up and express his point of view on 


any matter, and nothing must be re- 
served for specialists or people who 
think they have a right to monopolise 
the discussion on any particular subject. 
I am sure Deputy Wilson was giving 
his honest point of vicw on the matter, 
and I think the Dáil has a right to hear 
and respect his view. I think this mat- 
ter is one of very great importance, be- 
cause precedents may be established 
now which would control the whole 
futurc of this country, and consequently 
will give rise to discussions—perhaps 
acrimonious discussions. I think it is 
very advisable we should not take any 
move in regard to this matter without 
being absolutely certain we are doing 
the right thing. With regard to the 
Treaty, there are one or two póints- 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : The 

question is to postpone the considera- 
tion of the Treaty. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: With regard ta 
the postponement of the Treaty, I think 
it is advisable that it should be post- 
poned so that we may have placed be- 
fore us the full text, and that we may 
know what we are sanctioning. I think 
it is not right that we ín this Free State, 
a Self-governing Dominion, should dele- 
gate to the representatives of Great Bri- 
tain the right to make treaties for us, 
in the making of which we have no 
voice, and which we are simply asked 
to ratify when thcy are made. I ask 
the Minister for External Affairs what 
would be the effect if we refused to 
ratify a treaty. We have simply to 
accept it in globo or refuse to ratify it 
altogether. With regard to the title of 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland, we understand from Deputy 
Magennis that the King is King of Ca- 
nada and King of South Africa. We 
do not hear the title of the King of 
Great Britain, Ireland, Canada, and 
South Africa, but Ireland is ve*y dis- 
tinctly referred to in that title. 

ATTORNET-GENERAL : Canada re- 

jected that description at the time of 
the creation of the Dominion of Canada. 
I understand the more correct designa- 
tion is “ The Kíng in Canada. M 

Mr. WELSON : I might point out, 
therefore, that Deputy Magennis is all 
wrong. 
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Professor MAGENNIS : May I point 
out, as a matter of personal explana- 
tion, that if Deputy Wilson would take 
the trouble to consult the inscription 
on a half-crown he will find “ George 
V., by the Grace of God, King of the 
British Dominions. ,, 

Major COOPER: No farmer has a 
half-crown. 

Mr. JOHNSON : That is a British 
coin, not a Canadian coin. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN : We have heard 
that in the past the King of England 
arrogated to himself the right to call 
himself King of countries ovcr 
which he had no control. Tle called 
himsclf King of France, and hc might 
now, according to the Minister for 
External Aífairs, call himself King of 
Ireland. I may remind thc Minister for 
External Aífairs that thc King has 
called himseif for a considerable time 
Defender of the Eaith, and we in this 
country deny his right to that title. 
Similarly, we might reasonably deny 
his right to call himself King of Ire- 
land, and I think very likely, having 
regard to the courtesies that exist be- 
Iween free States, that if it were sug- 
gested to the Government of England 
that it was inadvisable that any title 
which did not meet with the approval 
of the people of this country, and which 
concerncd this country should form 
portion of his title, the English 
Government would not persist in such 
a titlc. 

Mr. P. HOGAN (Clare): I 

should like to ask the Minister 
if the elimination of the Pre- 
amble, and the elimination of 
the tit.lc King of Grcat Britain and Ire- 
land is of such little importance, and 
so unlikely to create any diíference of 
opinion, why shouid the Minister con- 
sider it desirable that the Preamble 
should not be printed on the Order 
Paper? I should also like to remind 
Deputy Magennis that it did not re- 
quire Ireland^s inclusion in the Com- 
monwealth of Nations or a Treaty to 
make Ireland a nation. 

Mr. FITZGEBALD: There has been 
a lot of talk about the fact that the 
word 44 tenor 99 is used in one case and 
that in regard to the Intemational 
Labour Bureau the word “ terms 99 is 
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j used. .That is the difference between 
one man and another. The drafting of 
one was done by one man and the 
drafting of the other by another. The 
actual situation, as I tried to explain, 
is that these Articles set out on the 
Order Paper were submitted to us and 
.we actually agreed that they should be 
signed. That is as far as we went, and 
as far as we propose to commit the 
; Dáil. 

! Mr. JOHNSON: May I ask the 
Minister if he is rcvising this phrase, 

4 4 Dáil Eireann approves of the ratifica- 
tion of the said Treaty ”—not thc 
Articles of Agreement but the whole of 
the Treaty, which is not yet before us? 

Mr. FITZGERALD: It is not my 

» drafting. Actually we might have 
brought this Treaty bcfore the Dáil, 
say, beíore thc lOth March. Ilad we 
donc so we would have had to bring it 
forward in its present condition, be- 
cause at that time these were the 
Articles of Agreement that had been 
submittcd to us and whose signaturc 
we had rccommendcd. In bringing it 
forward in this form thcre was no pro- 
posal to commit the Dáil to more than 
the Dáil actually had before it. We 
have not yet discussed the terms of the 
Preamble, which only reached us at a 
later date and whieh, Deputy Esmonde 
wili be relicvcd to hear, can be now 
bought for 2d.—not quite as expensive 
j as the Lausanne Treaty. The Dáil is 
» only askcd to be committed to the 
j terms of this. After that it leaves it 
I pcrfectly free to the Executive Council 
to take up with the British Govcrn- 
! ment the tcrms set forth in the 
Prcamble which, as I say, we only re- 
ceived at a later date. 

Mr. MILROY : May I ask the Minis- 
ter, when he says that the Dáil will be 
only committed to that portion before 
us, will that be recorded in the records 
of the United States and the other 
countries concerned, or will we be 
simply recorded as assenting to the full 
[ text of the # Treaty ? That is a very im- 
‘ portant point. 

Mr. FITZGERALD: I have brought 
these Articles of Agreement before the 
Dáil and asked the Dáil to recommend 
the Executive Council to ratify snch 
Agreement, We only ask the Dáil to 

a5. 
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[Mr. Fitzgerald.] 
be committcd to what we put before it. 
As I say, we put it before the Dáil 
exactly as it came before ourselves. 
This came before us at a certain date 
and we agreed to its signature. We 
put it before the Dáil at that stage and 
ask the Dáil to agree to the same thing. 
At a later date a document comes be- 
fore us containing this Prcamble, on 
which we have so far not made any 
recommendation. Before we make any 
recommendation or commit ourselves 
with regard to the Preamble, it is pos- 
sible to have the Preamble brought 
before the Dáil and ask for 
3 o’cloch. its assent. At the present 
moment the Dáil t is only 
asked to assent to what it has before 
it, and assenting to that leaves it open 
to discuss the matter of this Preamble. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Is not the Minister 
proposing to alter these words, “ said 
Treatv 99 f 

Mr. FITZGERALD: That would 
mean an amendmcnt: ‘ ‘ Dáil Eireann 
approves of the ratification of the said 
Articles of Agreement for a Treaty, 
and recommends that the Executive 
Council do so advisc the Crown.’' 

Major COOPER: Is the Minister pre- 
pared to move that? 

Mr. FITZGERALD : Yes. With re- 
gard to the Royal titles, I want to point 
out that the words “ His Majesty the 
King of the United-Kingdom of Qrcat 
Britain and Ireland have actually no 
relationship with Ireland. They are 
not included in that part of the title. 
The relationship with Ireland comes in 
in the later part, ** of the British Domi- 


Liquor Treatg. 2948 

nions beyond the Seas. * 9 It is as * * Bri- 
tish Dominions beyond the Seas 99 we 
are included, and not as the “ United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Ire- 
land. ,> Although the name Ireland is 
used in one title and not in the other, 
thc relationship between the Crown and 
this country is contained in the one in 
which the name of Ircland is rot men- 
tioncd, and is not contained in Ihe one 
in which Ireland is mentioned. 

Mr. ESMONDE : I only *want to say, 
as I already stated, this Treaty is one 
leual vvhole. It is there, and is an Act 
of International Law, and you either ac- 
cept’, reject or amend it. Even if there 
is an arnendment as suggested approv- 
ing of the Articles of Agreement, that 
implies that we do not approve of thc 
whole Treaty. The Treaty, as I said, 

is eomposed of sevcral parts—probably 
four parts. It is one single whole; an 
ordinary legal document, and cannot be 
divided up into sections like that. Ra- 
tifieation has no significance whatever 
in International law if some section of 
the Trcaty is left out. The principal 
point made in the Dáil has been that 
the niatter of the titlc is of no import- 
ance. It is not only a matter of the 
title. This Treaty, I say, is being in- 
scribed in the law of the United States 
as a Treaty between the United King- 
dom of Great Britain and Ireland and 
the United States. It will be inscribed 
in thc same phraseology in the League 
of Nations. For that reason, and in 
order that we may havc the full text 
before us before deciding, I still press 
my amendmcnt. 

Amendment put. 
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The Dáil divided: Tá, 29; Níl, 35. 
Tá. 


Seán Buitléir. 

John Conlon. 

Osmond Grattan Esmonde. 
Darrell Figgis. 

Henry J. Finlay. 

Connor Hogan. 

Alasdair Mac Cába. 
Domhnall Mac Cárthaigh. 
Tomás Mac Eoin. 

Ristéard Mac Fheorais. 
Seán Mac Garaidh. 

Seán Mac Giolla ’n ltíogh. 
Risteárd Mac Liam. 
Seosamh Mag Craith. 
Patrick McKenna. 


Tomás de Nógla. 

Próinsias 0 Cathail. 

Tomás O Conaill. 

Aodh O Cúlacháin. 

Liam O Daimhin. 

Eamon O Dubhghaill. 

Seán O Duinnín. 

Mícheál R. O hlfearnáin. 

Seán O Laidhin. 

Pádraig O Máille. 

Domhnall O Muirgheasa. 

Tadhg P. O Murchadha. 

Pádraig O hOgáin (An Clár). 
Pádraig K. O hOgáin (Luimneach). 


Earnán de Blaghd. 
Séamus Breathnach. 
Seoirse de Bhulbh. 
Próinsias Bulfin. 

Bryan R. Cooper. 
Máighréad Ní Choileáin 
Ui Dhrisceóil. 
Patrick J. Egan. 
Dcsmond Fitzgerald. 
John Good. 

John Hennigan. 

William Hewat. 

Liam T. Mac Cosgair. 
Eoin Mac Neill. 

Seoirse Mac Niocaill. 
Liam Mag Sioghaird. 
Liam Mag Aonghusa. 
James Sproule Myles. 


Martin M. Nally. 

Peadar O hAodha. 

Mícheál O hAonghusa. 

Ailfrid O Broin. 

Seán O Bruadair. 

tcan Aodh O Cinnéidighe. 

Partholán O Conchubhair. 
Séamus N. O Dóláin. 

Peadar S. O Dubhghaill. 
Pádraig O Dubhthaigh. 

Eamon S. O Dúgáin. 

Séamus O Leadáin. 

Fionán O Loingsigh. 

Risteárd O Maolchatha. 
Pádraig O hOgáin (Gáillimh). 
Seán M. O Súilleabháin. 

| Caoimhghín O hUigín. 

| Liam Thrift. 

Amendment declared lost. 


AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: When 
will thc main question be takenf 

Mr. FITZGERALD : I wish first to 
move an amendment. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: We have 
to take privatc business now. When 
will the main question be eonsi-dered 
next week? 

Mr. FITZGERALD: Wcdnesday. 
Main question postponed until 
Wednesday, 9th April. 

PRIVATE BUSINESS. 
COMPENSATION FOR LIVE STOCK. 

! Mr. P. McEENNA: I beg to 
move the motion standing in my name. 
whieh is as follows:— 

. “ That the Minister for Agricul- 

ture be directcd to take action in the 
matter of the conditions obtaining 
with regard to the importation of 
Irish cattle into Great Britain on the 
lines suggested by the Irish Cattle 
Exporters Association at their meet- 


ing on the 12th March, 1924, viz., 
that the Free State and Northern Ire- 
íand Governments hold themselves 
responsible for payment of compen- 
sation for live stock compulsorily 
slaughtered in British lairages until 
the usual detention period of ten 
hours expires, and aftcr that that re- 
prcsentations be made to the British 
Government to accept liability for 
payment when proof is established 
that the disease was contracted in 
Great Britain. ,, 

This is a question of vital interest and 
of considerable importance, not alone 
to the*men cngagcd in the export trade 
of Irish live stock, but to the whole 
agricultural community of the Saor- 
stát. Accordingly, I would ask the 
sympathetic attention bT the Dáil to 
the views I am going to put forward. 
These views are the considered opinion 
of the whole liye stock trade, and I am 
glad to say they have received the sym- 
pathetic consideration of the Party to 
which I - the honour to belong. 
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IMr. P. MeRenna.] 

In order to pnt Deputies in posses- 
sion of the full facts of the case, I will 
commence by stating the present posi- 
tion. Deputies are aware that all live 
stock exported from this country are 
at present subjected to a detention 
period of ten hours at the ports of land- 
ing in Great Britain, after which if 
they show a clean bill of health a . 
licence is issucd for their removal to j 
their destination. As matters stand at j 
present, if those cattle, sheep or pigs, 
while being detained in the lairagcs, 
contract foot and rnouth disease, thcy 
are slaughtered by order of the British 
Board of Agriculture, and no compen- 
sation is paid to the owncrs either by 
the British or Irish Governments, bc- 
cause the lairages in w T hich they arc 
kept are regarded as a sort of No Man’s 
Land, and the cattle are looked upon as 
neither English nor Irish. I am sure 
that the Dáil will consider that this is 
a great hardship on Irish exporters of 
live stock, who, as matters stand at prc- 
sent, are compelled to suffer the total 
loss. I wish to point out that up to the 
passing of the Free State Act, and for 
the past thirty years, wdien Ireland was 
an intcgral part of thc United King- 
dom so far as the Diseascs of Animals i 
Act was concerned, the same regula- 
tions applicd to both countries, and any 
Irish animals slaughtered at thc British i 
landing-places suffering í'rom foot and 
mouth disease ^vere paid for by the 
British authorities. I had better ex- 
plain how thcse regulations affecting 
Great Britain and Ireland came into 
force, bccause they have a grcat bear- 
ing on this quest-ion. 

In the nineties, when Canadian cattlc 
were being imported into England, 
they brought in pleuro-pneumonia, 
which, next to rinderpest, is the worst 
and the most dcadly of cattle diseases. 
This disease spread with great rapidity 
throughout thc country, and thousands 1 
of cattle were slaughtcred all over 
England. The Government of the day 
made an order in 1894, under the Dis- 
eases of Animals Act, prohibiting the 
importation of cattle into the United 
Xingdom, except for slaughter at the 
landing stations at the ports, and de- 
claring that all countides outside the 
United Kingdom were foreign coun- 
tries within the meaning of the Act. 


í AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

There is no such place as the United 
Kingdom. 

Mr. McHENNA: I am speaking about 
legislation that was passed in 1894, be- 
fore thc Treaty. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

It was thcn, I think, the Ringdoms of 
Grcat Britain and Ireland. 

Mr. McRENNA : This, as I have said, 
has a great bearing on thc position to- 
day. For thirty ycars since the passing 
of that Act up to the passing of the Free 
State Act, thc same regulations, so far 
as th<i Diseases of Animals Act is con- 
cerncd, applicd to the two countrics. 
Those regulations remained the law of 
the land up to the passing of the Free 
State Act, after which the embargo on 
the importation of Canadian cattlc was 
removed, and then a short time after- 
Avards foot-and-mouth disease brokc 
out in England. Tlien the question 
arose as to whethcr the regulations of 
this Act or Ordcr of 1894, which werc 
translated into an Act of Parliament in 
1896, still applied, or, in other words, 
whether Ireland was still an integral 
part of thc United Kingdom or a 
foreign country. Sir Edward Carson 
said that Northern Ireland was still an 
intcgral part of the United Kingdom, 
but that Southern Ireland, being a Free 
State, and having the same status as 
Oanada, was a foreign country within 
thc meaning of the Act of 1896. That 
put up anothcr Boundary question; but 
thc British Govcrnment settled it by 
passing fresh lcgislation callcd the Im- 
portation of Animals Act, 1922, and it 
is under this Act that w t c arc working at 
prcscnt and with whieh we have to 
comply. The position, so far as ex* 
portation of live stock from Ireland to 
Great Britain is concerned, is that 
neither the Free State Govemment, the 
Govcrnment of Northern Ireland, nor 
thc British Government accept respon- 
sibility f or animals slaughtered in Great^ 
Britain. Naturally this is causing a 
great deal of dissatisfaction among 
agriculturists generally, and the ques- 
tion must be dealt with sooner or later, 
and the sooner the better. While every 
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protection is afforded to a British agri- 
culturist whose stock is slaughtered 
owing to foot-and-mouth disease, this 
sword of Damocles is still hanging over 
the heads of men engaged in this indus- 
try in Ireland. It may be put forward 
by the Ministcr for Agriculture that 
there is no money at his disposal to pay 
compensation to owners for iosscs sus- 
tained by the slaughtcr of their stock at 
the landing places. 

MINISTERfor AGRICULTURE (Mr. 
P. Hogan) : It, might save time if I ex- 
plaincd that I will not put forward 
that contention. 

Mr. McKENNA : I would like to state 
for the informatión of the House that 
from 1894 up to 1922 there was always 
a sum voted in the British Housc of 
£140,000 annually to copc with con- 
tagious diseases. There was £40,000 of 
this set aside to st.amp out swinc fever. 
There was £100,000 put at the disposal 
of the Ministry to stamp out other 
diseases. When we were legally an in- 
tegral part of the United Kingdorn and 
when wc had a visitation, as wc had 
here in 1912, of which I have sad 
memories, becausc nearly everyone 
engagcd in thc trade then suffered im- 
mense losses, and when we were re- 
stricted for a considerable time before 
the disease was stamped out, compen- 
sation was paid, and I havc received 
from the Department of Agriculture a 
return of the amount of compensation 
that was paid from 1914 to 1923. This 
is a return showing the number and 
kind of animals and the amount paid 
to owners, inclusive. In 1914 the 
amount paid for cattle was £1,119; for 
swine, £380. In 1921 the amount paid 
was £197; and at Holyhead £585 was 
paid. The total amount paid was 
£2,281 17s. 8d. There was nothing paid 
since the Free State Aet was passed 
for the recent outbreaks of foot-and- 
mouth disease, and the owners in those 
cases had to stand the whole loss, which 
was very considerable. In one case in 
particular broiight to my notice a man 
lost. £456 on 50 head of cattle. I want 
to contrast the position of a man in the 
live stock trade here with that of the 
man on the other side. Of that £140,000 
that was voted from 1894 up to 1922, 
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Ireland, whenever disease broke out, 
got a share; but in 1922, when foot- 
and-mouth disease was rampant 
through Oreat Britain, in that year 
alone the compensation awarded to 
owners for the slaughter of cattle in 
Oreat Britain amounted to thc sum of 
£751,000. The grant was then no good, 
and here is a statement made by the' 
ncw Minister for Agriculture, Mr. 
Buxton, as to what they did. I hope it 
will be a headline for our Ministry. 

“ The Minister explained that the re- 
solution would pavo the way for a Bill 
to meet the eosts of the present visita- 
tion of foot-and-mouth disease, which 
had proved very much in excess of the 
statutorv limitation. The outbreak in 
1922 had eost £751,000. The Govern- 
rnent of that day decided to depart 
from the usual practice, and that only 
one-half of the cost should be defrayed 
from Imperial Funds, lcaving thc re- 
maining half to be bornc on local funds. 
In regard to the present epidemic, thc 
late Government had to decide what 
should be done to pay for it, and, not 
long before they left ofíice, it was 
agrccd that the greater part of the ex- 
pense should be borne by the Ex- 
chequer. The present Government 
had deeided to follow that procedure. 
Of the maximum sum of £140,000 which 
by the Act of 1894 might be devoted 
annually to dcfray thc cost on diseases 
of animals, £40,000 had always been 
kept back for swine fever, so that only 
£100,000 was left for dealing with 
othcr diseases. This outbreak had cost 
the cnormous sum—comparatively 
spcaking—of £3,250,000. It was pro- 
posed that the share of thc expenditure 
chargeable to the Local Taxation Ac- 
count, in the case of England, should bc 
limited to a sum estimated at £250,000. 
The amount ehargeable to the 
Local Taxation (Scotland) Account 
would be 12-88ths of the share 
borne by the English account. In 
view of the possible contingency that 
it may be necessary to exceed next year 
the amount allowed by Statute, it was 
proposed to remove the limitation for 
two years.’ 9 

As you see there, the British Ministry, 
with the exception of the £250,000 that 
is going to be raised out of the Imperial 


4 April, 1924. 



2955 Compensatu:i DAIL EIREANN. for Live Stock. 2956 


[Mr. Mclíenna.] i 

Exchequer, have paid the huge amount 
of £3,000,000 to British owners for com- 
pensation for losses sustained by the 
slaughter of animals. We are in a very 
chaotic condition in this country at the 
present time, and that is due to a fact \ 
that men in the trade do not know ex- | 
actly where they stand. They know j 
well that the British will accept no re- 
sponsibility for losses sustained, cven 
though the disease is contractcd, as it 
has been, in Great Britain; and the fact 
that, despitc all the attempts made by 
enemies of this country and of the trade 
to try and instil into the minds of the 
British public that we are cloalring up 
the disease, we have proved—thanks to 
our efificient Board of Agriculture—that 
this eountry has the eleanest bill of 
health of any country in the world so 
far as livc stock is concerned. 

It is very disheartening to men en- 
gaged in the industry, who have for a 
number of years done their best to make j 
it flourisli and prosper, to be rendcrcd j 
nervous by reasou of the fact that pre- 
vailing conditions are not in anv way 
satisfactory. I bring forward this mo- 
tion in order to focus thc attention of 
the Exeeutive Council, and especially 
the Minister for Agriculture, on thc fact 
that sornething rnust be donc, and done 
quickly. Otherwisc great hardships 
arc going to be inflicted upon tho tradc. j 
Often times great losses are incurred by ; 
those engaged in the expo rt trade, and 
also by the farming community. 

Deputies can well realise the etfect 
in this country of a disease 
that has spread like a prairir 1 fire 
all over England, and of thc spasmodic 
outbreaks at the ports. Often timcs 
it has occurred that when an outbreak 
takcs place in England a wire is sent 
to those engaged in the export trade 
here, acquainting them of the outbreak 
and the fact that animals have to be 
slaughtered. That immediately causes 
a lot of persons in this country to ab- 
stain from buying, and catt.le drop 
from £2 to £5 a head often. Not alone 
is the exporter hit, but the farming 
community suflfers, and the man who 
suflfers worst of all is thc man who is 
raising store cattle. 

This industry is larger and more im- 
portant than many realise. I desire to 


show thc Dáil the extcnt of this indus- 
try by quoting portion of the evidence 
given by Mr. T. P. Gill at a Commis- 
sion of Inquiry into the rcmoval of the 
embargo on Canadian cattle. No doubt 
you ar^ all aware Mr. Gill was over 
twenty years Secretary of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture. In his evidence 
he stated that: “ Thc total cattle herd 
iu lrcland had been increased in tw r enty 
years by over half a million head; thc 
annual supply to Great Britain has 
been increased by 125,000 head. But 
tlie improvement in quality—their 
quality as bcef, and as carly maturers 
and quick fatteners—lias been recently 
cstimatcd as representing an intrinsic 
value, irrespective of market fluctua- 
tions, of £5 a head. In 1920 Ireland 
had only ten per cent. of the popula- 
tion. Shc had 43 per ccnt. of the cattle 
in the United Kingdom. She consumes 
less than onc-quartcr of the cattle shc 
produces; the rest are sent to Great 
Britain. Two out of every five beef 
cattlc slaughtered in (íreat Britain be- 
fore the war were born in lrcland. Dur- 
ing the period of the war Ireland sent 
to Great Britain 3.862,223 cattle, and 
none were lost through submarine 
aetion.” 

Now, I hope that I havc convinced 
Deputies that it is absolutely necessary 
somcthing should be dono in the near 
futurc. I hope the Minister for Agri- 
culture will give this motion liis sup- 
port. If he does not see his way to 
give it the support that thc mcmbers of 
the live stoclc tradc expect, I would 
like to know what the Govcrnment pro- 
pose to do. Now that we are not pooled 
with Great Britain so far as 
thc cxpenses of the Diseases 
of Animals Act is concerned, I 
would like to know if, since the Treaty, 
any separate sum has been set aside 
under that Act to eope with contagious 
discases here, such as foot-and-mouth 
disease and swine fcver. If there has 
been, I think the Minister would be 
quite justified in compensating owners 
for losses sustained, the same as owners 
werc paid out of the British Exchequer 
in days gone by. The trade want fhe 
Government here to accept responsi- 
bility and pay compensation for Josses 
sustained by exporters until the licence 
is issued after the detention period of 
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ten hours is completed. Then, after 
that, representations should be made to 
the British authorities to pay com- 
pensation out of their funds. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 
I wish to remind the Deputy—I am 
sorry to have to do so—that wc have 
only twenty minutes left, and the 
Minister must be given some time to 
reply, 

Mr. McHENNA: I do not wish to 
mislcad the Dáil into supposing that in 
making representations to Great 
Britain in this matter we ean be treated 
as a purely isolated casc, because of the 
íact that we are a Dominion the same 
as Oanada, Australia and South Afriea, 
and that it is possible to legislate for 
us without legislating for other parts 
of the Pominions. I quitc agree the 
British Authorities may put up that 
argument if the Ministcr approaehes 
them on the compensation question. 1 
hold it is within the power of the Minis- 
ter for Agriculture here to compensate 
owners for losscs sustained up to the 
expiry of the ten hours’ detention 
period. After that rcpresentations 
could be made to the British Govern- 
ment. If the trade got in the thin edge 
of the wcdge by getting the Ministry 
to aceept responsibility up to the time 
the liecnce is issued, it, would take a lot 
of uneasiness from the minds of those 
cngaged in the industry. I hope some- 
thing will accrue from t his discussion 
to satisfy thc trade. At present the 
members of the trade are dissatisfied. 

Mr. GOREY : I bcg to sccond thc 
motion. I will not approach this mat- 
ter from the point, of view of hardships 
inflieted on the trade, but rat-her frorn 
the point of view' of what, seems to me 
to be a grave injustice to the agricul- 
tural community. The position at pre- 
sent is intolerable. The matter is on 
anything but a businesslike basis. 

Cattle leave our ports, land in Great 
Britain and are detained for ten hours. 
While they are there, they are neither 
English nor Irish. Unfortunately for 
the people dealing in the trade, they 
are destroyed. If an outbreak occurs 
in England within a 15-mile radius of 
the port, the cattle are taken and de- 
stroyed in the British interests. That 
is what we quarrel about. The British 
Government destroy them in the British 


interest and therefore it is plain that 
the British people ought to pay for 
them. That is the position as I see it. 
The position from the English point of 
view is indefensible, and it is the duty 
of the Minister for Agriculture to see 
that this thing is adjusted as between 
the two Boards of Agriculture, a con- 
ferencc, if necessary, taking place. 

Mr. P. HOGAN (Minister for Agri- 
culture) : This is a very important ques- 
t-ion. It is an cxt,remely important 
! question. It affects a trade of some- 
I thing like £20,000,000 between this 
I country and England, and I am sorry 
that we have not a longer time to deal 
with it. We spent an hour and a half 
on something preccding it which is of 
comparat,ively no importance whatever. 
But this is a mattcr which affccts the 
biggest part of the Irish trade bctween 
Ireland and England, and there is not 
adequate time to dcal with it. 

: Mr. JOHNSON: May I suggest to 

| the Minister that, if this is of such 
great importancc, that it is not abso- 
lutely necessary that thc discussion 
should íinish this evening. 

Mr. HOGAN: I quite agrce. 1 ani 
very well awarc that, it is not, neecssary 
that this discussion should finish this 
cvening. I arn merely talking of the 
probabilities. Now. let me clear the 
ground. Fivst of all, there is no point 
iu quoting figures in connoction with 
a sum that has been paid into a cer- 
tain fund in order to enablc the Trea- 
sury to pay for cattle slaughtered in 
Treiand ancí England before the Treaty. 
The position is this, shortly—we are 
only concerncd with the law as it 
stands. Now, the law as it at- present 
stands is that the English pay for all 
cattle slaughtered in England, exccpt 
the cattle that are slaughtered at the 
wharves or landing-places. Wc would 
pay for all the cattle, regardless of 
cost, slaughtercd in Ireland because of 
the foot-and-mouth disease. The Irish 
Government pays for all thc cattle 
slaughtered in Ireland as a result of 
getting infected with foot-and-mouth 
disease, or such contagious disease. The 
English Government pays for all the 
cattle slaughtered in England, except» 
as I have said, the cattle slaughtered 
at the wharf or landing-place. There 
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is just one point. Who is to pay for 
the cattle slaughtered at the English 
wharves or landing-places? It is a very 
important point, and a highly conten- 
tious point. I was extremely glad that 
Deputy McICenna brought this motion 
forward. I would like to have it fully 
diseusscd in the Dáil by every Party. 
Becausc I would likc to have the benefit 
of the views of all scctions. 

The fact is that nobody pays for the 
cattle slauglitered at the English wharf 
or landing place. The proposal of De- 
puty McRenna was that we should make 
an offer to the British Government; 
that we should say, a Wc will pay for 
all the cattle slaughtered at the landing 
places provided they arc slaughtered 
within ten hours. M Deputy Goro^^s 
proposal is slightly differcnt. His posi- 
tion shortlv is this: That we should not 
pay for any cattle except cattle slaugh- 
tered in Ireland, and that we should not 
admit the principle that we are liablc 
for compensation for cattle slaughtered 
in England. I agree with that at the 
moment. Let me read for the Dáil the 
section that deals with the landing of 
cattle in England, or, rather, let mc 
deal with the Order. This is the Order 
made under the Importat-ion of Animals 
Act, 1922. Under Section 3, the finst 
paragraph of that Order runs as fol- 
lows: 

“ Thc Ministcr has, by Order, 
directed: 

(1) Each cargo of animals shall on 
landing at a landing place be driven 
to an approved reception lair, de- 
tained and isolated there from all 
other animals, unless and until thc 
whole cargo has been examined in 
daylight by an inspcctor, and until 
the cxpiration of ten hours after the 
landing of the last animal from the 
cargo, and until again their removal 
from the reception lairs is authorised 
by an inspector. ,, 

What does all that come to? Simply 
this: that the minimum period of de- 
tention for Irish cattlé landed at Eng- 
lish landing places is ten hours. The 
maximum may be ten weeks. It is in 
fact at present a week. 

Mr. McEENNA: Six days. 

Mr. HOQAN : That is right, but it 
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can be extended much longcr. I am 
sorry to hcar from Deputy McKcnna 
that a largc seetion of the trade are in 
favour of the proposition he has put 
íorward. I hopc they áre not in favour 
of it. 

Mr. McKENNA: They are practically 
! unanimous. 

! Mr. HOGAN : I am sorry to hcar it. 
j The proposition that is put up to me by 
thc trade is this: “ Makc an offer to 
the English Government; say that the 
lrish Government will pay for thc 
cattle slaughtered in England within 
thc minimum period of ten hours.’* 

I Now where docs that lead? 1 do not 
want to devclop this, and this matter 
should not bc debated in the Dáil. But 
I ask any man here who is a farmer: 
Where is that going to lead? If we 
say here offieially, “ We are willing to 
admit thc principlc that we will pay for 
oattle slaughtered in England, but we 
will want the time eonfined to ten 
hours , f 9 where is it going to lead? 
I want an answer to that question. I 
will leave it to the Dáil. It is a pro- 
position that I have definitely refused 
to put up. My position in the matter 
is simply this—that the English should 
pay for thc eattle slaughtered in Eng- 
land unless and until it has been de- 
monstrated that the cattle became 
infected in Ireland. 

Mr. McRENNA : On a point of order 
1 would like to know from the Minis- 
ter why this qucstion was not raised 
at the Imperial Economic Conference, 
because, in my opinion, it is a qucstion 
that should be raised there and 
answered ? 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

That is a question for the Ministcr. It 
is not a point of order. 

Mr. HOGAN : The Imperial Economic 
Conference is the last place in which I 
would Jike to raise it. I will tell you 
why. I do not want to admit for a 
moment that our cattle are in the same 
position as the Canadian cattle. That 
is what raising it at the Economic Con- 
ference would mean. They are not. 
Wé have been making representations 
to the English Government for the lasrt 
six months. It is an extremely difficult 
problem to solve, but certainly in the 
intercsts of the trade itself I am not 
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prepared to make an offer to the 
British Qovernment, saying, “ We will 
pay for all Irish eattle slaughtered in 
England within a certain pcriod. M Sup- 
posing the move came from the other, 
side, 1 do not think I would agree to it. 
Surely you will admit that it is a dan- 
gerous thing to dá). Surely anybody 
who knows anything about the trade 
will admit it is a highly dangcrous 
thing to do in vicw of the way in which 
English thought is running on thc mat- 
ter at the present moment. Why are 
we running this danger? This is a 
question that could be settled in Com- 
mittee. It should not have come to this. 
I say there is no way out of it. I 
quoted the report from thc various 
cattle trade associations, and with all 
respect to Deputy McRenna, I do not 
agree that it is the unanimous view of 
the cattle tradc. However, he statcd 
his position. I say oflficially that my 
view is that what he has statcd is not 
the unanimous view of the eattle trade. 
The unanimous view is more likc what 
Deputy Gorey stated. 

Mr. McRENNA: Of thc exporters? 

Mr. HOGAN : But they are only one 
assoeiation out of the six. Now what 
is the diflference all about? What is 
the aruount of money involvedf The 
trade in cattle bctwecn Ireland and 
England is worth £20,000,000 yearlv. 
I am giving round figures. Deputy 
McKenna rcad out the amount of 
money involved sinee 1914. The 
value of the cattle paid for, 
that is to say, the value of the 
cattlc slaughtcrcd in thc landing places 
and paid for between 1914 and the year 
1921 was £1,109. Since the Act of J922 
came into opcration, that is, dur> 
5ng 1923, whcn the biggest outbrcaU 
occurred in England—rnore scrious 
than all the outbreaks for the last 
forty years—360 cattle, worth about 
£5,000, were slaughtercd at landing 
places, so that £5,000 would probably 
insure this risk, taking all the pro- 
babilities into account for twenty years. 
That is the position. £5,000 would 
cover the trade between this country 
and England, w r hich is about 
£20,000,000, and I am asked by the 
Cattle Traders' Association to put up a 


proposition which I know is unsound, 
which I know is in their worst interests, 
for the sake of £5,0í)0. 1 am wcll aware 
that £5,000 is to the unfortunate 
farmers who lost their 360 head of 
cattle just as much as if the total was 
extended ovcr more farmers to 
£5,000,000. 

The Northern Government has the 
same diflficulty. The Diseases of Ani- 
mals Act in the North is administered 
by England. For the purposes of the 
cattie trade the North of Ireland is pait 
of England. Yet they are treated the 
same as we are bcing treated. Mr. 
Coote, M.P., expressed his desire to be- 
come a rebel on the question. He wrote 
letters to the ncwspapers complaining of 
the dcspcrate state of aífairs that ob- 
tained in the North coneerning this 
matter, and said he was bcginning to 
think there was something in thc Sinn 
Fciners all the same. They art* 
in the same dilemma in the 

Nortli as wc are here. I know 
what. they are doing. Our in- 

terests are identical in the matter. Ai’e 
we to bc forced by a trade eontrolling 
twenty-four millions worth of cattlc ex- 
ports í‘or the sake of £5,000 to a propo- 
sition which may lead —where? J do 
not. blame the cattle trade, beeause i\ is 
disorganised. They have five or six 
traders’ associations. There is the Far- 
mers’ Union, thcre is the llo.val Dublin 
Society, and there arc two assoeiations 
in the South of Ireland. One ot‘ these 
associations has taken up an absolutely 
sound line on this matter, but both these 
associations are fighting for the title of 
the South of Ireland Cattle Traders’ 
Association. AIl this eomes baek to this, 
that the farmers of Ireland must organ- 
ise themselves for business purposes, or 
else they will get nowhere. If there was 
any eo-operation betwecn the different 
Cattle Traders’ Associations, this prob- 
lem would be solved without eoming to 
the Dáil to ask to have it solved tempor- 
arily, and would give us a chance of put- 
ting up a right proposition to the Eng- 
lish Government on the matter. That is 
my view. The slaughter of these 360 
cattlc took plaee eight months ago. I 
know that there are a number of small 
farmers in the South who have lost prac- 
tically thcir all in this matter. They 
are writing letters to the Department 
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asking what we are going to do about 
it. Naturally the assoeiations to whieh 
they belong kicked up a row, and asked 
w r hat are we going to do. I have every 
sympathy with these men, and I realise 
their position i‘ully. I know they are in 
an extremely bad way, but I put it to 
the trade that it is too bad that at this 
hour of the day that I should be forced 
to put up a proposition which is irnrna- 
tlire to the Hritish flovernment, because 
th<» trade which controls twenty-four 
million pounds > worth of Irish cattle is 
not able to tide over a period of three 
months, and find the small sum of 
ti5,00(). That is what the ease comes to. 

I am £>lad that Deputv McNenna raised 
this question, and I am sorry 
that there is not a longer 
debate on it. It is a very import- 
ant question with many reactions. It has 
#caused me a lot of thought and troublc 
for the last six months. I am dealing 
wúth auother independent (fovernment 
—the British (rovemment—and 1 have 
not been able to make up mv mind as to 
what thc final solution of this problem 
is to be. I HUggest to the Parmers’ 
Partv that they ouí>*ht not to prcss this 
resolution. 

XJaptain REDMOND : I a« ree with the 
Minister when he states Ihat the sum of 
£5,000 is comparativelv small cnmpared 
with the extent and the importancc 
of this, one of our greatest industries, 
if not our «reatest. That being so, 
I desire to ask him if we will 
consider th<» possibility of the flovern- 
ment being able to provide the small 
sum of £5,000 in the manner he 
has sug;>?ested—that is to say, by way 


of insurance to enable the small number 
of farmers who have suflfcred this un- 
necessary loss to be recouped, pending 
the final decision on this matter as be- 
tw'een the Irish and the British flovem- 
ments. 

Mr. HOGAN : That is the w T hole point. 
Supposing I discussed this matter with 
the English Ministry of Agrieulture, and 
it is open to anyone to say that you have 
paid this moncy, what would ray position 
in the matter be, or what would be the 
position of thc* cattle trade? AVe will 
not admit. liability for cattle slaughtered 
j in England. That money should be 
paid by the British interests. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

I would like to know if T)eputy 
McKenna is prcssing his motion. 

Mr. McRENNA: In view r of its im- 
portanee, I think perhaps it might be as 
wcll to adjourn the further considera- 
tion of it. There are a number of T)epu- 
ties who I know are anxious to speak on 
the (piestion, and perhaps it might be as 
well if it werc adjourned until next 
wcek. 

Major COOPER: I move the adjourn- 
ment of the debate on this question untij 
■\Vednesday next. 

Major SPROULE MYLES : I second. 

Question put and agreed to 

Mr. BLYTHE: I beg to move that the 
Dáil adjourn until Wcdnesday next at 3 
o’cloch. 

Question put and agreed to. 

The Dáil adjourned at 4 p.m. untii 
Wednesday, 9th April, 1924, at 3 p.m. 
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DÉ CÉADAOIN, 9adh ABRÁN, 1924. 
(Wedncsdaij, 9 th April, 1924.) 


Do ohuaidh an Ceann Comhairle i 
geeannas ar a 3 a clog. 


CEISTEANNA—QUESTIONS. 
ORAL ANSWERS. 


SAORSTÁT SEA FISHERIES. 

Mr. JAMES O’MARA asked the 
President whether his attcntion has 
been called to the fact that the total 
valuc of the sea fisheries of the Saorstát 
in the year 1923 was £211,000; and 
whether he will consider the aboJition 
of the Ministry of Fisheries with a ^icw 
either to the relief of the general tax< 
payer or to the distribution of thc 
£54,000 whicli the Ministry costs as a 
25 per eent. pro rata bonus on thc catch- 
to the fishermcn. 

The PRESIDENT: The value of fish 
landed at. the principal sea fishing sta- 
tions in Saorstát for the year 1923 was 
£211,148. In addition to this figure, 
further returns for the year are now 
being eollccted in respect of landings 
at the smaller fishing stations. This 
figure does not include the value of 
salmón and sea-trout caught, which is 
approximately £250,000. It is esti- 
mated that. the value of fish of all kinds 
produced in Saorstát last year was well 
over £550,000. 

The sea fishing industry during the 
year 1923 was unprecedently low owing 
to aftcr effccts of the European War, to 
the disorganisation of our local rail- 
ways consequent on civil strife, to the 
continuous stormy weather during the 
fishing seasons, and to the inability of 
the fishermen in the South, West and 
North Coast ports to fit out for the fish- 
ing, and also to the lack of enterprise 
aniong Irish curers of pickled mackerel, 
who, at the opening of the autumn 
mackerel fishing, were deterred from 
buying the catches by discouraging re- 


ports from interested persons in U.S.A. 
as to the condition of the Ameriean 
markets. 

These conditions appcar to point to 
the need, if the finances of the State 
could afford it, for increased rather 
than restricted governmental aétion in 
the interost of what. should be one of the 
most important industries in the Saor- 
stát. 

It should be borne in mind that the 
services now administercd by this De- 
partment inelude rural industries, and 
that in the fishery work there are 
several purely administrative functions 
discharged, such as policing the w r aters 
of Saorstát., and scientific researeh 
work. 

Mr. McBRIDE : As it is evident there 
is a tax of something like 3s. in the £ 
on the fishing industry in the Saorstát, 
would the Minister make an eífort to 
induce the staff of his Department to 
make an effort to justify their existence 
either scientiíical]y or commcrciallv ? 

The PRESIDENT: As I am not in the 

fishing business, may I ask that the 
question be repeated, beeausc I did not 
catch the whole of it. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: I do not 

think we could have the supplementary 
qucstion repeated. 

Mr. O’MARA: I would like to ask 
whether the policing of the fisheries 
falls under the Ilome Affairs Depar^- 
ment or under the Department of De- 
fence in the case of trawlers coming 
into the waters of the Saorstát? In 
my opinion the policing of the fisheries 
should not be a part of the work of the- 
Ministry of Fisheries. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: That 
does not arise at all within this ques- 
tion. 

STATEMENTS AND SUGGESTIONS 
AGAINST DEPUTY. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS asked the 
Presidcnt if he will appoint a Special 
Commission of legal pcrsons, qualified 
in the hearing andTínvestigation of evi- 
dence, and empowered by this Dáil to 
.issue subpamas and to hear evidence on 
oath, to enquire into the statements and 
suggestions made against a mémber of 
this Dáil, whether in a private docu- 
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ment to the Postmaster-General or be- 
fore the Wircless Broadcasting Commit- 
tee. such Special Commission to report 
its findings to this Dáil. 

MINISTER for HOME APFAIRS 
(Mr. Ó’Higgins), replying for the Pre- 
sident: I do not intend to appoint a 
Special Commission of legal persons as 
outlined in the question. The only 
method by whieh the Dáil could so em- 
power a Commission to issue subpcmias 
aml take evidenee on oath would be by 
Statute, which legislation I cannot pro- 
mise to introduce yet. 

With referencc to the case referred 
to in the Deputy’s question, the ordin- 
ary Law Courts of the State were and 
are available to investigate any state- 
ments or suggestions that were and are 
eonsidered to give grounds for com- 
plaint. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGOIS: Is the Pre- 
sident aware that for reasons already 
stated iu the Dáil that procedure is not 
anv longer availablc? 

Mr. O HIGGINS: I am not aware of 
that. 

Mr. GOREY : Arising out of that an- 
swer, arc not the ordinary legal 
methods and channels open to the De- 
puty as a matter of fact? 

Mr. MacCARTHY : Certainly. 

Mr. GOREY: I would ask the Presi- 
dent further whether the suggestion 
outlined in the Deputy’s question does 
not arisc, except. the Deputy has failed 
to take advantage of these proceed- 
ings? 

The PRESIDENT : I undcrstand that 
the Deputy had an opportunity of ap- 
proaching the courts in this country. 
He has now an opportunity of follow- 
ing his quarry if he so desires. 

Mr. DARRELL FIGGIS: Does the 
President mean th^ courts of another 
country? 

The PRESIDENT: Having failed to 
take action in these courts, there are 
■other courts now open. 


ARRESTED OR INTERNED PUBLIO 
SERVANTS. 

TOMAS 0 CONAILL asked the Pre- 
sident if he can state whether the Com- 
mittcc recently set up to investigate 
the cases of public servants who were 
arrested or interned since June, 1922, 
and were released without charge or 
trial, has yet íurnished its report, and, 
if not, and in view of the íact that 
some of the individuals concerned have 
been deprived of payment for over 
twelve months, whethcr hc will urge 
that such cases should be dealt with as 
soon as possiblc. 

The PRESIDENT: The Committee 
lias not yet furnished its report. It is 
pursuing its enquiries, and is making 
evcry eifort to have its Ileport ready 
as soon as possible. I might say that 
one of the menibers was, unfortunately, 
ill for the last wcek or ten days—pos- 
sibly a fortnight. To some extent that 
has interfered with the worlc of the in- 
vestigation, but I understand it is 
hoped that within the next fortnight a 
very good amount of work will be 
taken in hands. 

Mr. O CONNELL: Would it be pos- 
sible to report on individual cases ac- 
cording as they are dealt with, and be- 
fore the whole lot is finished with? 

The PRESIDENT : The total number 
is between threc and four hundred, and 
I would not like to answer that question 
definitely without inquiry. 

SAVING A TRAWLER. 

SEAN MAC GARAIDH asked the 
Minister for Defence if he is aware that 
the patrol sloop 4 ‘ John Dunn ” re- 
ceived distress signals from thc trawler 
“ Harry Milling ” on March 25th, 
1923; that the crew of the sloop at con- 
siderable risk succeeded in towing the 
trawler off the rocks near the Blaskets, 
and bringing it safely into Fenit Har- 
bour; further, if he will state whether 
any communication has been' entered 
into with the owners of the 44 Harry 
Milliiíg ” in reference to salvage 
money, and, if so, if he will state whe- 
ther any money and what amount is 
likely to be distributed amongst the 
officers and crew. 
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MINISTER for DEFENCE (The I 
President) : I am aware of the incident [ 
referred to. A claim has becn made by 
t-he Ministry of Defence «on the owners 
of the steam trawler “ IIarry Milling ” 
for expenses in respect of its salvage by 
the patrol sloop “ John Dnnn. M On 
settlement of this claim, snitable rc- 
muneration for their serviees will bc 
made to the members of the crew of the 
“ John Dunn. ,> 

Mr. McGARRY : I would likc to ask 
the Minister for Defence if he has any 
idea when this money will be paid, as 
most of the crew of the “ John Dunn 
have now been demobilised? 

The PRESIDENT : No, but I should 
say that demobilisation will not dis- 
qualify any of the crew from getting 
this remuncration when it is secured. 

KILDARE SOLDIER S INJURIES. 

AODH 0 CULACHAIN asked thc 
Minister for Defence if he is aware that 
Private Michael Keogh, of Kill, 
Straffan, Co. Kildare, Armv No. 10041, 
attested lst August, 1922, and was dis- 
charged on the 29th December, 1923, is 
still disabled aiul unfit to work owing 
to his left shoulder heing dislocated 
by the kick of a horse in May, 1923, 
while going through a course in equita- 
tion at Arbour Hill Barracks; further, 
whether he is aware that Mr. NeogtPs 
shoulder on three occasions with- 
in the six months previous to 
March of this year was dislo- 
catcd, that. Dr. Morrissey, M.O., 
of Kill, who attended him, was of i 
opinion that it was going to be a source 
of trouble for life, and whether instruc- 
tions will be given to have this soldier 
examined by the Medical Board set up 
to report on such cascs with a vicw to 
granting a pension or gratuity. 

The PRESIDENT: As regards the 
íirst part of the question I would refer 
the Deputy to the reply given to his 
similar question in the Dáil on the llth 
January last. With regard to the 
second part, I am not aware that Dr. 
Morrissey pronounced any opinion on 
Mr. Eeogh’s medical condition. Ar- 
rangements will, however, be made for 
Mr. Keogh to be examined by a Medical 
Board. 


DROICHEAD NUA COMPENSA- 
TION CLAIM. 

AODH 0 CULACHAIN askcd the 
Minister for Defence if hc will state 
when it is proposed to consider the 
daim for compensation of Mrs. Fitz- 
patrick, Anne Strcet, Droichead Nua, 
Co. Kildare, in respect of her husband, 
Thomas Fitzpatriclc, who was killed in 
Droichead Nua on the llth December, 

1922, by a military motor car driven 
by Thomas Boles, No. 197, motor car 
No. I.K. 3039, in eharge of Comman- 
dant Heffernan, Southern Division, 
Roserea; further, if he is aware that as 
there have been nine applications for 
eonsideration made on behalf of Mrs. 
Fitzpatrick since the 15th January, 

1923, without result, whether he will 
expedite eonsideration of this woman’s 
claim, as shc is in very pjoor cireum- 
stances owing to the death of her hus- 
band. 

The PRESIDENT : I express regret 
for the delay in dealing with Mrs. Fitz- 
patrich’s claim. A deeision on it will 
be taken at au early date. 

A PORTLAOIOHISE ARREST. 

LIAM 0 DAIMHIN asked the Mini- 
ster for Dcfence if he will state the 
reason for the arrest and continued de- 
tention of Thomas Brady, Lalor's Mills, 
Portlaoighise, Leix; whcther any eharge 
has becn prefcrrcd against him, and 
with wliat result, or if he is prepared 
to recommcnd his’ release at an early 
datc. 

The PRESIDENT: Mr. Brady was 
interned becausc therc was reason to 
believe that he was an active Irregular 
and had taken part in attacks against 
our troops. He has not becn formally 
charged in this connection, but he is 
being kept in detention for considera- 
tion of public safety. 

CORK INTERNEE. 

LIAM 0 DAIMHIN asked the Mini- 
ster for Defence if hc will state the 
reason for the arrest and detention of 
Mr. Peter Ryan, Cork (No. 2513, Hut 
27, Line B, Harepark Internmenl 
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[Liam 0 Daimhín.] submitted for censorship during the 

Camp), whether he has been tried and three weeks ending 29th March, 1924, 
sentenced, or if he will reconnnend his and if any applications for censorship 
early release. are now pen<|ing. 

The PRESIDENT: Mr. Ryan was ar- Mr. O HIGGINS: Thcre were 21,142 
rested on grounds of having been an feet of film submittcd for censorship 
atdive Irregular. He has not í^een tried* during the three weeks ending 29th 
by a military tribunal. The question March, 1924. There are no applications 
of releasing him is being considered. for censorship now pending. 


Mr. DAVIN : Favourably considered ? 

The PRESIDENT: If the circum- 
stances are favourable in his direction, 
I can give the Deputy that assurance. 

DISCHARGED SOLDIER S CLAIM. 

AODH 0 CULACHAIN asked the 
Minister for Defence whether Private 
J. Brophy, Army No. 32528, 29th In- 
fantry Battalion, is entitled to one 
mohth's pay and ration money from the 
date of his discharge on the 29th March, 
1924, and, if so, whether he will expe- 
dite payment of same. 

The PRESIDENT: A cheque has now 
been sent which clears Mr. ]]rophy\s 
claim for arrears of pay. 

EDENDERRY ARMY ACCOUNT. 

Mr. P. J. EGAN asked the Minister 
for Defence if he will state when it is 
proposed to pay the outstanding ac- 
count of £186 14s., for goods supplied in 
1921 to the Army by Mr. M. P. O’Brien, 
merehant, Edenderry, Offaly. 

The PRESIDENT : An account 
amounting to £23 19s. ld. appears to be 
the only account received at Headquar- 
t(*rs from Mr. O’Brien. Payment of 
the claim has not been madc as the ac- 
count arose during a pcriod in respcct 
of which claims cannot be discharged 
out of funds voted by the Dáil for the 
maintenance of the Army. The general 
question as to what oxtent and from 
what funds these claims may be settled, 
is receiving attention. Pending a de- 
cision, consideration of Mr. O’Brion’s 
account must be deferred. 

CENSORSHIP OF FILMS. 

SEAN MAG GARAIDH asked the 
Minister for Home Affairs if he will 
state how many feet of films have been 


Mr. McGARRY: Can the Minister 
state why therc are no applieations now 
pending? 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: 1 rather think 
there is something in the naturc of a 
boycott. 

Mr. McGARRY : Can the Minister say 
the reason for that? 

Mr. 0 ’HIGGINS : I eould give the 
reasons at some length. I gave them, 
I think, about three weeks ago before. 

MILITARY OCCUPATION OF 
BANTRY HOUSE. 

TADHG 0 MURCHADHA asked the 
Minister for Finance whcther he is 
awarc that an award of £250 was rnade 
to Cornelius 0’[jeary, Barraek Street, 
Bantry, in respect of the occupation 
of his house by the National Army; 
whethcr G’Lieary has been asked to re- 
fund £30 of the amount awarded, and 
whether he is aware that the claimant 
considers the award entirely inade- 
quate, and whcther the whole case will 
be reconsidered. 

MINISTER for FINANCE (Mr. 
Blythe) : Thc suni of £230 was awarded 
to the claimant and paid in December 
last. 

After payment had been made iiwas 
aseertained that the elaimant had 
already reeeived £20 on aceount from 
thc Army Finance Officer in the 
previous April; consequently as the 
claimant has becn paid £20 in excess of 
the award, ho has been informcd that it 
will be necessary for him to refund that 
amount. 

The award was made by the Inter- 
departmental Committce on Comman- 
deered Premises, after full and careful 
eonsideration, and cannot be reopened. 
I am not aware that the awasd is con- 
sidered inadequate by the claimant. 
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who gave a receipt ac(íeptiiig the pay- ] 
ment in full settlement of all claims 
against the Government in respect of 

the military.occupation of his premises. 

* 

OCCUPATION OF OLENGARRIFFE 
HOUSE. 

TADHO 0 MURCHADHA aslced the 
Minister for Finance whether he is 
aware that a elaim for £510 was lodged 
by Mr. William O’Sullivan, of Glengar- 
riffe, Co. Cork, in respect of the occu- 
pation of his house by the National 
Army; whcther he will state what 
award has lieen made, and when a final 
settlernent of the claim may be 
expected. 

Mr. BLYTHE: I understand that a 
claim for a substantial amount has been 
reccived by the Ministry of Defencc by 
which preliminary inquiries are now 
being earried out. 

When thc Commissioners of Public 
Works receive a report from the 
Ministry of Defence they will arrange 
to have the claim dealt with as soon as 
possible. 

£100 has been paid on account. 

BRITISH SEIZURE OF MOTOR 
CARS. 

TADHO 0 MURCHADHA asked Ihe 
Minister for Finance whether he is 
awarc that claims for the seizure of 
three motor cars in Novombcr and 
January, 1931, by British forces, made 
by D. J. Ollegan, St. Patrich's Place, 
Bandon, together with claims for thc 
dismantling of motor cars and failure 
to return vital parts removed, as well 
as the compulsory closing down of his 
business in Februarv, 1921, have beon 
disallowed by the Shaw Commission. 
and whether, in vicw of the fact that 
Mr. O’ReganV business is practically 
ruined in conscquence of his losses, hc 
will state if any machinery for dealing 
with such claims is yet set up, and, if 
so, whether he will expedite the hear- 
ing of the claims made by OHegan. 

Mr. BLYTHE: No machinery for 
dealing with claims mentioned by the 
Deputy which have been disallowed by 
the Compensation (Ireland) Commis- 
«ion has yet been set up, and negotia- 
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tions on the subject are still proceed- 
ing with the tíritish Government. When 
a tribúnal is established every effort 
will be made to secure the expeditious 
hearing and disposal of claims. 

NATIONAL TEACHERS’ 
TRANSFERS. 

TOMAS 0 CONAILL asked the Mini- 
ster for Finance whether an agreement 
was come to in January, 1923, with the 
represcntatives of the Northern Go- 
vernment, whercby National Teachers 
transfcrring from the Free State to 
Northern Ireland and vice versa would 
have their years of service rccognised 
for salary and pension purposes; 
whethcr he is aware that the failure on 
the part of the Government to emblfdy 
this agrcernent in Statutory Ruh's has 
resulted in great hardship to teachers 
who transfer to the Northern area, in- 
asmuch as they are paid only at th*» 
minimum rate of salary, irrespective of 
service, and whcther steps will be taken 
to have the necessary Statutory Rulcs 
published immediately. 

Mr. BLYTHE : An arrangement to 
the effeet indicated was come to with 
the Northcrn Government in January, 
1923, in relation to teachers transfer- 
ring on or after the Ist February, 1922. 

The rules to give effect to the reci- 
procal agreement are at present under 
the consideration of the Attorney- 
Gcneral, and will be made, it is hoped, 
at an early date. 

BONDED STORE FOR FILMS. 

SEAN MAC GARAIDH asked the 
Minister for Finance if any application 
for the licensing of a bonded store for 
films has been reeeived from the rcpre- 
scntativcs of the íilm trade, and, if such 
application has been received, whether 
the proposed store has been inspected 
and approved of. 

Mr. BLYTHE: An application has 
been received from the Kinematograph 
Renters Society of Great Britain and 
Ireland, Limited, for the approval of a 
bonded warehouse for the storage of 
cinematograph íilms, but it cannot be 
stated how far the applicants are re- 
presentative of the film trade. 
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[Mr. Blythe.] 

The proposed store has been in- 
speeted by the officials o£ the Revenue 
Department, and the application is at 
present under the consideration of the 
Revenue Commissioners. 

Mr. McGARRY : Will the Minister 
state when the stores were inspected, 
and why has he doul>ts as to the bona 
fides of these people? 

Mr. BLYTHE : I have no doubts. I 
cannot say when the stores were in- 
speeted, but I can find out. 

DESTRUCTION OP TREES. 

Mr. A. BYRNE asked the Minister 
for Afjriculture if his attention has been 
drawn to the destruction of trees in 
Bray and Delgany, and in othcr beauty 
spots of Irelaud; if he will take stcps to 
prevent further eutting down of trees 
for private gain; and if he will see that 
no person is allowed to remove or cut 
down trees unless they plant two for 
every one removed, as is done in other 
countries. 

MINISTER for AGRICULTURE 
(Mr. Hogan) : The Department/s at.ten- 
tion has been drawn to the cutting 
down of trees in various parts of the 
country, but under the existing law no 
aetion can be taken by the Depai’tment 
unless the person responsible for the 
eutting has renderod himself liable to 
prosecution under Seetion 32 of thc 
Irish Land Act of 1909, whieh provides 
for the Department's sanction being ob- 
tained under certain speeified condi- 
tions. 

Legislation for the provision of 
powers to prevent indiscriminate fell- 
ing and destruction of woodlands is 
eontemplated, though to my mind, it is 
not extremely urgent, but the prohibi- 
tion of timber felling, when this forms 
part of normal forestry operations, and 
is earried out with a view to the re- 
planting of the land cleared of timber, 
is not proposed. It is not considered 
that a regulation for the planting of 
two trees for every one removed would 
necessarily lead to the results desired. 
Similar measures formerly adopted in 
other countries are now regarded as ob- 
solete, and have been replaced by laws 
which have for their object the general 


j upkeep of woods and plantations and 
1 the encouragement of planting by pri- 
vate owners. It is hoped that a mea- 
sure having these objects .in view will 
be brought before the Dáil as soon as 
possible. 

Mr. A. BYRNE: Arising out of the 
Ministor’s answer, will hc say wliether 
the matter will be urgent if he finds 
somc of the beauty spots of IrelanS, 
such as Killarney, are being destroyed 
by these despoilers of the woods—I 
may tell liim such is contemplated? 

Mr. HOGAN: Well, of eourse, as to 
whether there is a possibility of the 
timber of Killarney being eut down I 
am not in a position to judge, but I 
would be surprised to hear that. 

| Mr. A. BYRNE: Yes, and beauty 
spots in Co. Dublin as well. 

Mr. HOGAN: Thero are four or five 
Bills in conncction with the Dcpart- 
. mcnt of Agriculture which are prac- 
I tically ready for introduction. This is 
j not the most urgent of them, but I 
j should say a Bill on this question of 
tree planting, and so on, will be intro- 
duced bel'ore two months. 

UNTENANTED PARMS (MAYO). 

Mr. M. NALLY asked the Mini- 
ster for Agriculture if he can state 
what steps, if any, are being taken by 
the Irish Land Commission to stripe 
and divide the untcnanted farms on 
the Lynch-Blosse Estate', Balla, Co. 
Mayo; furthcr, if he is aware that 
these farms were in thc hands of the 
Congcsted Districts Board for the past 
six years, and are still undivided, al- 
though acute congestion exists in that 
area. 

Mr. HOGAN: The lands referred to 
are the Lynch-Blosse Demesne lands at 
.Attavallie, purchased out of the funds 
of the (late) Congested Districts Board 
some six years ago. The Mansion 
House and portion of the lands about 
it have bcen sold. 

A scheme for the disposal of the re- 
mainder ^ of the lands is in course of 
preparation. Meantime the cattle of 
small landholders in the district are 
being taken at moderate grazing rates. 
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Mr. NALLT : Arising out of the Mini- 
ster’s answer, I would like to ask 
whether the Minister is aware that 
cattle have been driven off those lands 
within the last week? 

Mr. HOGAN : No, I am not aware of 
that, but. I do not see what that has 
got to do with this particular question. 

I do not follow the Deputy J s point in 
connection with the question. It may 
be noticed that this is one of the estates 
bought six years ago by the Congested 
Districts Board, and the Land Com- 
mission had to take ovcr fivc or six 
years’ arrears from the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board, and it takes somc time to 
get those matters up to date. 

REPAIRING CORK TRUNK ROADS. 

TADHG 0 MURCHADHA asked 
the Minister for Local Government 
whether he is aware that the Cork 
County Council has formulatcd a 
scheme in accordance with thc wishes 
of the Department for the repair of 
t.runk roads in County Cork, and whe- 
ther he can indicate how soon approval 
of the scheme will be given to expcdite 
íommencement of the work. 

MINISTER for LOCAL GOVERN- 
MENT (Mr. Burke) : Proposals for ex- 
penditure of the grant allocated have 
been received from two of the threc 
County Surveyors cafrying out road 
work in County Cork. 

One proposed scheme was received 
on 28th ultimo, and approval notified 
on lst instant. In the second case the 
necessary documents were not received 
until thc 7th instant, and approval was 
notified to the County Council that day. 

In the third case the proposals were 
received to-day, and they are being 
examined immediately. 

DISTRESS IN MAYO TOWNS. 

SEOSAMH MAC BHRIGHDE asked 
the Minister for Local Government if 
he is aware that considerable distress 
exists among the urban working popu- 
lation in the towns of Mayo, and if he is 
in a position to formulate a plan or 
scheme which will give remunerative 
employment to the workmen in these 
towns and thus relieve the actual want 
prevalent at the present moment. 

Vol. 6. 
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Mr. BURKE : No representations 
have previously been made to me in the 
matter mentioned in the first part of 
the question. No schemes have yet 
been received from the Urban Districts 
in Mayo in connection with the road 
grants notified to them by letter, dated 
the 18th February last. I have wired 
to the Councils concerned. 

I am much concerned as to the apathy 
shown in some cases in the application 
of monies available for the relief of un- 
employment. 

LIMERICR TRUNK ROAD SCHEME. 

SEAMUS 0 LEADAIN asked the 
Minister for Local Government if he 
has roceivcd a copy of the Trunk Road 
Scheme adopted by the Limerick 
County Council, under which it is pro- 
posed to pay road workers a wage of 
33s. per week, and whether, in view of 
the fact that this wage was fixed after 
due consideration of all the local cir- 
cumstances, he will sanction the 
«cheme. 

Mr. BURKE: As mentioned in reply 
to a question addressed to me by De- 
puty Clancy on the 4th instant, a 
seheme for thc expenditure of a grant 
of £3,950 allocated to the Limerick 
County Council was received on the 
19th November last and approved on 
the 21st November. No scheme has yet 
been submitted by the County Council 
in connection with the grant of £39,600 
notified to them on the 18th February 
last. 

No alteration can be authorised in 
the rate of wages to be paid under the 
scheme. 

Mr. MORRISSEY : Arising out of the 
Minister's reply to the last question, 
will he state if any variation of the 
wages which were fixed at first by his 
Department under this grant has been 
madef 

Mr. BURKE: I would want notice of 
1 that question. 

WRITTEN ANSWERS. 

ENNISOORTHY AMBUSH—COM- 
PENSATION OLAIM. 

Major GOOPER asked the Mimster 
for Finance whether a claim for eom- 

«5 
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[Major Cooper.] 

pensation has been received from thc 
relatives of Thomas Doyle, who was 
employed as a civilian clerk under the 
Ministry of Defence, and was shot dead 
in an ambush near Enniseorthy on 
December lst, 1922; whether the claim 
has yet been heard, and if hc can state 
the result oí! the hearing. 

Mr. BLYTHE: The clairn referred to 
by the Deputy has been receivcd and 
considcred by the Cornpensation (Per- 
sonal Injurics) Committee. The Com- 
mittee will, I understand, shortly makc 
a recommcndation to me in thc inattcr. 

CAPTAIN’S CLAIM FOR LOSS OF 
HAND. 


20 days ’ leave with pay for that period, 
which cnded on the 31st July last. He 
has been rcfused demobilisation pay 
and a grant for civilian clothes on the 
ground that Defence Order (No. 26) 
rclating to the matter, did not operate 
prior to the 15th September last. I rc- 
gret that it is not practicable to make 
an exccption to that order in his favour. 
I regret also that he is not eligible for a 
gratuity. It is intended that only 
officers demobilised under the provi- 
sions of Defencc Order No. 28, which 
was issued on the 15th Septcmber last, 
íor the purpose of facilitating the gene- 
ral demobilisation of officers then about 
to commencc, should be entitled to con- 
sideration for awards of supplementary 
grants. 


Major COOPER asked the Ministcr 
for Defence whethcr an application for 
a wound pension íor the loss of his hand 
has been received frorn Captain Thomas 
liavin, late 22nd Battalion, and if he 
can state when it will be dealt with. 

The PRESIDENT: An application 
has been received from Captain Lavin 
and has been investigated. Arrange- 
ments are being made to have the appli- 
cant examincd by a Mcdieal Board, and 
to have his case disposed of with the 
least possible delay. 

SOLDIER’S DEMOBILISATION PAY 
AND GRANT. 

Major OOOPER asked thc Minister 
for Defenco if he is aware that Mr. E. 
W. O’Ncill, who was released from the 
Army on the disbandment of his Corps 
(Iiailway Protection and Maintenance 
Corps), on July 13th, 1923, has been re- 
fused demobilisation pay and grant for 
civilian clothes, on the grounds that the 
Army Order authorising them did not 
eome into force till July 30th, 1923; 
whether, as this officer was demobilised 
owing to reduction of establishment, 
the decision can be reconsidered, and 
whether, as he has pre-Truce service, 
this officer will be eligible for a 
gratuity. 

The PRESIDENT: Mr. O’Neill was 
demobilised owing to his being surplus 
to establishment, and in accordance 
with arrangements governing the dis- 
bandment of his Corps, he was granted 


ACTING-CAPTAIN S ARREARS OF 
PAY. 

Major COOPER askcd the Minister 
for Defence whether a elaim for arrears 
ot* pay has been received from Mr. F. J. 
O’Ncill, latc Acting-Captain, Coastal 
Dcfencc Corps, and if he is in a posi- 
tion to state whcn this claim will be 
settled. 

The PRESIDENT: A clairxi has been 
receivcd from Mr. O’Neill, who has 
bcen asked to return his pay book. On 
rcceipt of that book the claim will be 
disposed of without, delay. 

i STRADBALLY ARMY ACCOUNT. 

LIAM 0 DAIMHIN askcd the Mini- 
ster for Defence if hc has received rc- 
peated applications from Mr. Collins, 
Stradbally, Leix, for payrnent of an 
amount of £3 17s. 0d., representing 
charges for coal supplied to the Mili- 
tary authorities stationed at Wood- 
lands, Stradbally, Leix, and if he can 
now state when this amount will be 
| paid. 

The PRESIDENT: A cheque for 
£3 17s. Od. in settlement of Mr. Collins' 
account was issued by the Office of Pub- 
lic Works on the 19th ultimo. 

DEPENDENTS’ ALLOWANCE 
(MOUNTMELLICH). 

LIAM 0 DAIMHIN asked the Mini- 
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ster for Defence if he has received re- 
peated applications from Mrs. Culle- 
ton, O’Moore’s Porrest, Mountrnellich, 
Leix, for dependents , allowance on be- 
lialf of her son, Jeremiah Culleton (No. 
33520, lst Battalion, D Company, Keoj?h 
Barracks, Dublin), who joined thc 
National Army on March 26th, .1923, 
and if he can now statc wh(*n this j 
claim will bc settled. 

The PRESIDENT: One applicalion 
for dependcnts , allowance was received 
from Mrs. Culleton. She was informed 
on t.he 9th July, 1923, that lier elaim 
had been disallowcd after thc investi- 
gation on the ground that the amount 
normally contributed by her son to his 
liome over and above the cost of his 
own maintenance thcrein for a reason- 
able pcriod prior to enlistment was less 
tlian the minimum required l)y the re- 
gulations, 12s. per week, before an al- 
lowance miglit be issucd. 

ARREARS OF DEPENDENTS’ 
ALLOWANCE. 

LIAM 0 DAIMHIN asked the Mini- 
ster for Defence if hc has rcceived re- 
peated applicat.ions from Mrs. Cun- 
ningham, Harbour Street, Mountmel- 
lick, Leix, for arrears of dependents > 
nllowance due on behalf of hcr sons, 
Joseph (01167), Frank (17410), and 
Thomas (17394) Cunningham, and if hc 
ean now statc wlien he will be in a 
position to pay the amount clue. 

The PRESIDENT: One application 
was rcceived from Mrs. Cunningham 
and two from a solicitor acting on her 
behalf. The latter was informcd on 
the lOth ultimo that the maximum al- 
lowance now issuablc to his client in 
respect of her son \s service in the Army 
is 28s. per week. The account is clear 
up to the 22nd ultimo, and the arrears 
due from that date up to the 31 st ultimo 
will now be paid. 

PORTLAOIOHISE ACCOUNT. 

LIAM 0 DAIMHIN asked the Minis- 
ter for Defence if he has received re- 
peated applications from Mr. R. F. 
Brennan, printer, 19 Church Street, 
Portlaoighise, Leix, for payment of an 
amount of £12 15s. Od., representing 


charges for printing work done for the 
Military authorities in Portlaoighise in 
October and December, 1922, and 
January, 1923, and if he can now state 
when the amount will be paid. 

The PRESIDENT : I regret the delay 
in dcaling with Mr. BrennaiFs claim. 
Mr. Brennan will be interviewed forth- 
with, and whcn certain particulars have 
been obtaincd, his claim will be settled 
at once. 

RATHDOWNEY BUILDER S 
ACCOUNT. 

LIAM 0 DAIMHIN asked thc Minis- 
ter for Defence if he has recoived re- 
peated applicatiops from Mr. Cornelius 
Cahill, builder, Rathdowney, Leix, for 
payment of an account of £20 for re- 
pairs and work done at Rathdowney 
Barracks about two years ago, and if he 
will givc instructions to have this 
account settled without further delay. 

The PRESIDENT : 1 regret that 
there is no trace of the receipt of an 
account from Mr. Cahill who, however, 
has now bccn asked to furnish details 
of it. When received, the aceount will 
bc given duc attention. 

MONASTEREVAN INTERNEE. 

AODH 0 CULACHAIN asked the 
Minister for Defencc whether he will 
favourably consider the release of 
Patriclv Nelligan, of Monasterevan, Co. 
Eildare. 

The PRESIDENT: Mr. Nelligan was 
released on the 2nd instant. 

CO. KERRY INTERNEES. 

TADHO 0 MURCHADHA asked the 
Minister for Defence whethcr he can 
rccommend the release of Tadhg Bros- 
nan and Michael Duhig, of Castle- 
gregory, Dingle, Co. Kerry, who are at 
present interncd in Harc Park Camp. 

The PRESIDENT : Arrangements are 
being made for the release of Tadhg 
Brosnan and Michael Duhig. 

EENMARE CLAIM. 

TADHO 0 MURCHADHA asked the 
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[Tadhg 0 Murchadha.] 

Minister for Defence if he will expedite 
the settlement of a claim, amounting to 
£5 lOs. Od., by Mr. Timothy Cronin, of 
1 Emmett Place, Renmare, for work 
done for the National F’orees between 
January 21st and April 14th, 1923. 

The PRESIDENT : Portion of Mr. 
Cronin's claim has been paid, and it is 
hoped to settle the balance at an early 
date. 

MULLINGAR COMMANDEERED 
MOTOR. 

Mr. PATRICR W. SHAW asked the 
Minister for Dcfcnee if he can statc 
whether the claim of.Michael McMunn, 
Stoneyford, Mullingar, for motor car 
commandeered, has yet been eonsidercd, 
and whether he will expedite a settle- 
ment in respcct of this long overdue 
account. 

The PRESIDENT : The circum- 
stances attending this claim necessita- 
ted very careful investigations, which 
are now almost completed. It is cx- 
pected that a very early settlement of 
the claim will now be effected. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DESMOND FITZGERALD 
(Minister for External Affairs) : With 
the permission of the Dáil, I would like 
to ask if it could be agreed that the 
whole of the time of the day could be 
given to Government business. If the 
Dáil agrees, the whole of the time of 
to-morrow will be allotted for the two 
matters down to-day as private busi- 
ness. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : May No. 

9 on the Orders of the Day (Town 
Tenants Bill) be taken as unopposed 
business? If so wc could take No. 9 
after questions and postpone the re- 
sumed debate on Deputy McXenna’s 
motion until to-morrow. 

Agreed. 

QUESTION ON ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. MILROT: I beg to give notice 
that on the motion for the adjourn- 
ment I propose to raise the question of 
the Boundary Commission, of which I 


have given private notice to the Presi- 
dent, in order to secure an opportunity 
for some statement by the Government 
as to how this matter at present stands. 

DEPUTY CONVICTED AND 
SENTENCED. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: I havb 
receivcd the following letter:— 

Green Street Courthouse, 

7th April, 1924. 

Sir,—I have the honour to inform 
you, as Speaker of Dáil Eireann, that 
Henry Coyle, T.D. for Mayo North, 
was duly convictcd before me as 
Judge Presiding at the April Com- 
mission of Oyer and Terminer, Green 
Street, Dublin, on Friday, the 4th 
April, of the oífence of fraudulently 
inducing Patrick J. 0’Malley to en- 
dorse a cheque for £450 with intent 
to defraud the said Patrick J. 
0*Malley, and that on this day, the 
7th of April, 1924, I passed sentence 
of three ycars J penal servitude upon 
the said Henry Coyle for the offence 
of which he was so convicted. 

I have the honour to be, 

Your obedient servant, 

Arthur W. Samuels. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Would it be oppor- 
tune to indicate what is the position of 
a constituency in cascs where a Deputy 
is in such a position as that? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : The 

matter appears to be covered by Sec. 
51 of the Eleetoral Act, which covers 
disqualification for membership of thp 
Dáil. The Act says:— 

Each of the following persons shall 
be disqualified from being elected or 
sitting as a member of the Dáil, that 
is to say:—(a) a person who is un- 
dergoing a sentence of imprisonment 
with hard labour for any period ex- 
ceeding six months, or of penal ser- 
vitude for any term imposed by a 
courjb of competent jurisdiction in 
Saorstát Eireann . . . Provided al- 
ways that the disqualification effec- 
ted by this sub-section, on account of 
a sentence of imprisonment or penal 
servitude, shall not, in the cáse of a 
person who is a member of the Dáil 
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at the date of such disqualifícation, 
take effect until the expiration of 
thirty days from the date of the sen- 
tence, or, in the event of an appeal, 
from the date of the order confirm- 
ing such sentence. 

The matter, therefore, lies for thirty 
days, and action may be taken later on. 

TOWN TENANTS BILL, 1924— 
FIBST STAGE. 

. Captain REDMOND : I beg to ask the 

leave of the Dáil to introduce the Bill 
of which I have given notice. The Bill 
is one to improve the position of ten- 
ants of certain houses, shops and other 
buildings in Saorstát Eireann. The 
short title is the Town Tenants Bill. 
The main object of this Bill is to apply 
the principle of the Land Act of 1881 
to tenancies other than agricultural 
ones. The main principles of that Act 
are familiar to everyone in this coun- 
try, namely, fixity of tenure, free sale 
and fair rent, and the object of this 
Bill is to ameliorate the existing hard- 
ships and to remedy the long-felt need 
of the tenants in the towns. 

The Bill proposes to apply to all con- 
tracts of tenancy from week to week 
and upwards, and in that way to en- 
large the scope of the existing Town 
Tenants Act. It will include all classes 
of holdings, namely, dwellinghouses, 
shops and other buildings, or parts of 
buildings, and for the information of 
the House I may say it does not intend 
to apply to existing leaseholds. It will 
not be until the expiration of existing 
leaseholds that this proposed Bill will 
apply to them. 

There is a small amount of public ex- 
penditure involved in this Bill, but it is 
very small, and it is only for the pur- 
pose of the setting up of a Town 
Tenants Commission, consisting, as it 
is proposed, of a Chief Commissioner 
ahd three Sub-commissioners, on the 
lines of the Land Commission. I do not 
think it will be necessary for me to say 
any more on the subject at this stage, 
and I ask permission to have the Bilí 
printed and circulated. 

Mr. ALFRED BTRNE: I beg to 

second the motion. 

Question—“ That leave be given to 
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bring in the Bill and to have it printed 
and circulated ”—put and agreed to. 

Second Reading ordered for Friday, 
2nd May, 1924. 

NEW MINISTER FOR INDUSTRY 
AND COMMERCE. 

The PRESIDENT: Consequent upon 
the assent of the Dáil to the nomination 
of Deputy McGilligan as Minister for 
Industry and Commerce, I have re- 
ceived approval of thc appointment 
from his Excellency the Governor- 
General. 

APPOINTMENT OF “ THE COMMIT- 
TEE OF PUBLIC ACCOUNTS. M 

Mr. PETER HUGHES (Chairman of 

the Committee) : I beg to move the 
adoption of the Sixth Report of the Ses- 
sional Committee of Selection nominat- 
ing Deputies to serve on the Committee 
of Public Accounts, which is as 
follows:— 

(1) The Sessional Committee of 
Selection met on two occasions to 
consider the question of nominating 
a Committee of Public Accounts, re- 
ferred to by Order of the Dáil made 
the 4th April, 1924. 

(2) The Sessional Committee of 
Selection recommends that the fol- 
lowing nominations to the Committee 
of Public Accounts be made by the 
Dáil:—Deputies Egan, Wilson, C. 
Hogan, Johnson, Morrissey, Hennessy 
0 ’Mahony, MacCarthy and Hewat. 

Question put and agreed to. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Might we fix a time 
when that Committee could hold its 
preliminary meeting? I think it will 
be an advantage to fix the time now. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : We will 
have the Committee summoned for to- 
morrow morning for its preliminary 
meeting. 

HOUSING (BUILDING FACILITIES) 
BILL, 1924—FROM THE SEANAD. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : The Dáil 
will go into Committee on the amend- 
ments to the Housing Bill from thq> 
Seanad. 
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DAIL IN COMMITTEE. The PRESIDENT : I move:— 


SECTION 3. 

1. In Snb-section (1) (c) after the 
word “ cxceed, ,, line 7, pagc 3, the 
following words inserted “ in the 
case of a house erccted by a person 
who is permanently employed in the 
Civil Serviee of Saorstát Eireann for 
his own use and oceupation, 1,500 
square feet, and in the case of any 
other house ”. 

The PRESIDENT : I move: 11 That 
the Committee agree with the Seanad 
in this amendment. ,, The amendment 
is necessary in order to meet the case 
of a number of eivil servants from the 
Congested Districts who wcre brought 
to Dublin, and who, in consequence of 
their removal from the country, have 
found it rather difficult to get suitable 
housing accommodation. It is mainly 
to meet their case that this amcndmeut 
is inserted, and it providcs that in tlie 
ease of such persons pcrmanently em- 
ployed in the Civil Servicc the space 
shall be 1,500 square feet, as against 
1,000 as mentioncd in the Bill. 

Mr. GOOD: TIow will that affoet the 
Schedule? 

Mr. JOHNSON: Is there any protcc- 
tion in the Bill to ensure that the liouse i 
which is built for his own use and | 
oecupation 99 will remain in his use and 
occupation after the expiry of the pre- 
scnt restrictions? 

The PRESIDENT: Tt has an infir- 
mity in that rcspect. In reply to De- 
puty Good I may say I do not think tlie 
number of square feet is mentioned in 
the Schedule. What is mentioned 
there is only the price of the house. 

Mr. GOOD: Are the prices to apply 
to houses of 1,500 feet? 

The PRESIDENT: Yes, I should say 
so, and t-hat will secure the point inade 
by Deputy Johnson. 

Mr. GOOD: That is, the same price 
will apply to a house of 900 square feet 
as would apply to a house of 1,500 
square feet. That is most extraordin- 
ary, and this will be the most extraor- 
dinary Act. when it sees the light of 
day. 

Question put and agreed to. 


“ That the Committee agree with 
tho Seanad in Amendment 2 99 :— 

The following words added at the 
end of Seetion 8:— 

Provided that this section shall 
not. apply to thc price of any material 
or appliance Avhich is the subject of a 
contract bona fide entered into at 
least one month prior to the date of 
the loeal enquiry, of which a eopy has 
bcen supplied to the Minister within 
a fortnight from thc date of the pass- 
ing of this Act or within a fortnight 
from the datc upon which such con- 
tract has been made. ,> 

This proposal was pressed very 
strongly in the Seanad. On the first 
oceasion it was beaten, I think, but on 
the second occasion it. was allow T ed to be 
considered by An Gathaqirleaeh. It is 
intended to safeguard contraets Avhich 
are bona fide madc at least one month 
prior to the date of t.he local inquiry 
into the eost of materials, providedthat 
such contracts are laid wit.h t.he Minis- 
ter within a fortnight from the date of 
the passing of the Act or within a fort- 
night from the date upon which the 
contraet has been made. The intention 
is that such contraets made and entercd 
into by the contracting parties should 
not. bc eapable of being disturbcd. 

Mr. GOOD : This is the first time that 
the registration ofc* contracts has been 
raiscd, and as the application of the 
Bill is fairly wide, is it the intention, I 
ask, tlxat all contracts must be regis- 
tcrcd? 

The PRESIDENT: Not xmless it is 
desired to have them above the Minis- 
tcr's ruling. 

Mr. GOOD: The difficulty I see in 
conuection with that point is, that a 
contract for additional work might be 
given before the actual contract is made 
for the housing. The whole question 
of registration is raised for the first 
time on this section, and I think those 
cngaged in the industry will require a 
littlc more information with regard to 
registration than is conveyed in this 
amendment. It is a point that was not 
raised in Committee when th'e Bill was 
going through the Dáil. I think some 
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more information and a regulation of 
some sort will be necessary if this sec- 
tion is to be made operative and useful. 

The PRESIDENT: In order to cover 
cases of contracts made before or con- 
currently with the passing of the Act, 
there is a proviso that a copy of the 
contraet be supplied to the Minister 
within a fortnight from the date of its 
passing* or within a fortnight from the 
date upon whieh such contract has been 
made. 

Mr. GOOD: That is to say that a copy 
of the contract be supplied to thc Minis- 
tcr. It is all very wcll to supply copies 
of contracts after thc passing of the 
Act. The point I want to make is that 
one does not know when this will 
apply and when it will not apply. A 
contract may be made for housing, but 
it may not be accepted. It may be ac- 
cepted at a subsequent date. Then, ap- 
parently, if the rcgistration of the 
original contract on which that housing 
contract was madc is not made and 
registered in a proper way, it does not 
bccome operative. I, thercfore, see 
great difficulty in the worldng of this 
section, unless there is some regulation 
madc whereby there will be an arrange- 
ment for regularising these registra- 
tions. 

The PRESIDENT : lt was, I think, j 
to some extent because of objections 
raised here by Deputy Cíood that 
Scnator lTaughton put down this par- 
ticular amendment in the Seanad. 
Whatever degree of security there was 
previous to this amendment bcing put 
down in the Seanad, it has ccrtainly 
been very much improved by this 
amendment, so that, as far as Deputy 
Good is concerncd, I think this parti- 
cular amendment is an advance, and 
to some extent meets a good deal of 
the criticism urged against this parti- 
cular section on the Committee stage. 
If it has not gone far enough, I do 
not know that without defeating Sec- 
tion 8 altogether it would have been 
possible to have gone any further. 

Mr. GOOD: The amendment now 
introduced is certainly an improve- 
ment on Section 8. This section, when 
it left the Dáil, was a hopeless propo- 
sal, and I think it is rendered some- 
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what less hopeless by the introduction 
of this amendment. With that objéct 
I want to try and make the section a 
worfcable measure. Under the section 
as it stands at present there is. no 
arrangement at all for registration. 
Provision is made in this section for 
registration, and what I want to secure 
is that some regulation may be made 
so that registration will become a part 
of the scheme. If it only appears in 
this section for the first time, and 
! no regulatiou is made, contractors 
and those engaged in the industrv 
will bc in some cíifficultyto knowhow 
to act, so that this particular protec- 
tion that the President refers to may 
become operative. 

The PRESIDENT : The Deputy ap- 
poars to have overlooked Section 11, 
which says: “ That the Minister may 
by order prescribe all such rules, con- 
ditions, plans and other matters as 
arc in this Act referred to as being or 
to bo proseribcd and such other regu- 
lations as may be required for the 
carrying into effect. of this Act. ,, « 

Mr. GOOD: Will all such arrange- 
ments under that section eome before 
the Dáil so that we will have an 
opportunity of discussing them before 
they are put, into operation? 

The PRESIDENT: Yes; sub-section 
(2) of Section 11 states that 1 ‘ every 
order made by the Minister under this 
section shall be laid before each Ilouse 
of the Oireachtas as soon as may be 
after it is made. ,, 

Mr. GOOD: If thc Minister would 
bring in some amcndment under 
Olause 11 to make this particular 
amendinent a little more clear and 
worlcable, I am sure I will give him, 
as far as I am concerned, every assist- 
ance in that direction. 

Mr. JOHNSON : I am not sure that 
the President has moved that this 
amendment should be agreed with. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: He has. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I am not going to 
oppose it, though I think, as the Presi- 
dent says, it is a weakening of the sec- 
tion, and to that extent undesirable, 
but inasmuch as I have been charged 
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[Mr. Johnson.] 

by ohe of the supporters of the Mini- 
ster with having retarded this Bill— 
blocked it and retarded it—I am not 
going to allow that charge to be made 
again on this occasion, if it was ever 
true, and I say it was not. 

The PRESIDENT: I can certainly 
confirm that, and I am surprised that 
anyonc should have made such a state- 
ment. Deputy Johnson did not retard 
the passage of this Bill. Any criticism 
he made, from his point of view or the 
point of view of the Party he repre- 
sents, was helpful to us in considering 
the measure. 

Mr. GOOD: Deputy Johnson is not 
alone in that respect. 

Question put and agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT : I move:— 

That the Committee agree with the 
Seanad in amendment 3 as follows:— 
Section 9.—In sub-section (2) after 
the.word “ manufacture ” in line 52 
the words “ (including overhead 
charges and depreciation) 99 inserted. 
Question put and agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT : I move:— 

That the Committee agree with the 
Seanad in amendment 4 as follows:— 
A new sub-section (4) inserted 
after sub-section (3) as follows:— 
(4) An account on the double 
entry method, showing both a 
trading account and balance-sheet, 
shall be kept of all transactions 
under this section; and in such ac- 
count all services rendered by any 
Government Department shall be 
charged at cost. 

This is an amendment which was 
thought necessary in the Seanad to 
secure that all charges incurred in rela- 
tion to the purchase, manufacture, ctc., 
of materials by the Minister may be 
taken into account so as to arrive at the 
actual net cost. It has really much tbe 
same object as the previous amendment, 
and relates to the form in which the 
accounts and transactions, in which the 
Minister is engaged in purchase or 
manufacture, are to be recorded. 

Question put and agreed to. 


, The PRESIDENT : I move:— 

That the Committee agree with the 
Seanad in amendmcnt 5 as follows:— 
Seetion 10.—Sub-section (2) de- 
leted and the following sub-section 
substituted therefor:—(2) While any 
appeal to which this section applies is 
pending, the operation of the order 
appealed against shall be suspended. 
Question put and agreed to. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Shall we 
take all the Bills from the Seanad 
together and report them together? 

The PRESIDENT: I am agreeable. 

MINISTERS AND SEORETAREES 
BILL, 1924—FROM THE SEANAD. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: We will 

| now talcc the Ministcrs and Secretaries 
‘ Bill, 1924, from the Seanad. The Uáil 
will go into Committee to take the 
I amendments from the Seanad to this 
I Bill. 

The PRESIDENT: I move:— 

That the Committee agree with the 
Seanad in amendment 1 as follows:— 
Section 6.—In sub-section (2) the 
words “ retain thc support of a 
majority in Dáil Eireann ” in lines. 
41-42, deleted and the words “ hold 
offiee ” substituted therefor. 

Question put and agreed to. 

Section 7.—In sub-section (2) the 
words “ retain the support of the 
majority in Dáil Eireann,” in line3 
54-55, deleted, and the words “ hold 
office ” substituted therefor. 

The PRESIDENT: I move: “ That 
the Committee agree with the Seanad 
I in this amendment,” which is conse- 
quential. 

Question put and agreed to. 

Seetion 8. —In sub-section (1) the 
words “ Executive Council and the 
Oireachtas respectively,” deleted in 
line 24, and the word “ Dáil ” sub- 
stituted therefor. 

The PRESIDENT: I move: “ That 
the Committee agree with the Seanad 
in this amendment.” 

General MULCAHT: There appears 
to be an implicit suggestion here that 
the Minister for Defence shall -be re- 
sponsible direct to the Dáil. I do not 
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know if it is intended to place 
the Minister for Defence in a difEerent 
position from that of any other Minis- 
ter belonging to the Executive Council, 
or what the effect of the explicit state- 
ment—that the Minister for Defence be 
responsible to the Dáil—exactly would 
be. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : There is 
no change in the position. It does not 
affect the position of the Minister, be- 
cause if he is, as he presumably will be, 
a member of the Executive Council, 
the section simply says that there is 
nothing to derogate from his rcsponsi- 
bility, which is the collective respon- 
sibility of the Dáil. As a matter of 
fact, the substitution of “ Dáil ” for 
“ Oireachtas ” was to have been made 
here, but through.some slip it was not 
actually inserted. 

Question put and agreed to. 

In sub-section 5 before the word 
“ members, M line 55, the word 
military M inserted. 

In sub-section 5, after the word 
“ Defence ” in line 57, the words 
“ but in no ease for a longer period 
eontinuously than three years ” in- 
serted. 

The PRESIDENT : I move:—“ That 
the Committee agree with the Seanad 
in these two amendments . 9 ’ They go to- 
gether. The word “ military ” is put 
in there to distinguish as betwecn, say, 
the Minister for Defence and the Par- 
liamentary Secretary. It is really 
meant for the Adjutant-General, the 
Quartermaster-General and the Chief of 
Staff. 

General MULCAHY: With regard to 
the second of these amendments, I am 
not quite clear as to whether its inser- 
tion would mean that an officer who had 
acted as Chief of Staff for a period of 
three years, and was, because of that, a 
member of the Defence Council, could 
be transferred to the position of Quar- 
termáster-General, and thereby be left 
as a member of the Defence Council for 
a period of perhaps longer than three 
years. It does seem to me advisable 
that you would be able to do that if 
you desired to make the best possible 
use of certain officers in certain circum- 
stances, and I think it would iuad- I 


visable if the clause prevented you 
from doing that. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : The only 

effect of it is that an officer is a mem- 
ber of the Army Council with a limit of 
three years. He would then revert to 
his military position, and he might sub- 
scquently go back in some other capa- 
city into the Army Council. 

General MULCAHY : What I want to 
make plain is that in the case of an 
officer who had acted for three years in 
the position of Chief of Staff, with the 
experience gained in that position, it 
might be very advisable, in making a 
change, that that officer, instead of re- 
turning to the Army proper, would be- 
eome Quartcrmaster-General or Adju- 
tant-General. If he had shown himself 
to be a man of particular ability he 
would have influenced matters to a cer- 
tain extent in the Chief of Staff’s De- 
partment, and have had to do 
with the work of co-ordination 
arising as between the Chief of 
Staff's, . the Adjutant-GeneraPs and 
the Quartermaster-General ’s Depart- 
ments. Both the Adjutant-Generars 
Dcpartment and the Quartermas- 
ter-Generars Department minister to 
the responsibility of the ma- 
chine; that is, a regular mili- 
tary machine should be worked 
! in accordanee with the ideas of 
the Chief of Staff in war time, and it 
would be most advisable that you 
would not prevent yourself, by legisla- 
tion, ffom passing a Chief of Staff 
direct to the position of Adjutant-Gene- 
ral or of Quartermaster-Gener^l. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : Withinthe 
period of three years he may, of 
course, move about from one of these 
offices to another within the Council. 

General MULCAHY: That is quite 
possible, but it is also quite possible 
that a man might spcnd his full three 
years in one of these administrative 
capacities and that it might be advis- 
able to transfer him direct to another 
of them. 

Mr rf JOHNSON: I think that Deputy 
Mulcahy rather agreed to a limitation 
being placed upon the period during 
which a soldier might be allowed to 
retain one of these offices and thereby 
be a member of the Council of De- 
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fence, the Army Council. The result 
of the suggestion he is now making 
might well mean permanenee, because 
there might be a eontinual rotation of 
the same tliree men. That might 
be a very good thinff—I am not argu- 
ing against it—it would be quitc 
possible and perhaps reasonable, 
if this seetion had not been 

put in at all. The wholc see- 
tion seems to me to be very well 
worthy of reeonsideration in view of 
reeent developments, but ecrtainly the 
view taken prcviously was that there 
should be some lirnitation upon tlie 
period during whieh a member of the | 
Army Couneil should retain his posi- 1 
tion on that Couneil. ITnless somo 
limitation of this kind is inserted there 
might be a eontinual rotation and 
there mi<rht bc a permanent holdinff ! 
of one of these offices. 

The PRESIDENT: The intention in 1 
putting in this amendment was that, | 
first of all, three offieers, however com- j 
petent, capable. or experienced, would i 
not become what we call indispensable | 
institutions, and that whilc there are ; 
enormous advantages to be gained 1 
through a good deal of experience and 
great administrative ability, one must 
consider that sooner or later one or 
other of these officers, or perhaps all 
three, may have to leave their posi- 
tions. It was not intended, I think, 
that. those three officers would come 
into offiee on a particular date and j 
leave office three years exactly from 
that date; and it was certainly in- 
tended that while functioning in Ihe 
ordinary way in their capaeity as 
members of the Defence Council, they 
themselves would leave these offices, 
and en,ioy some of the administrative 
institutions or regulations that thev 
themselves drew up. In that way 
greater experience might have been 
learned by them when again they 
would take up these offices of Adju- 
tant-General, Quartermaster-General, 
or Chief of Staff, and to that gxten.t 
I think that the soction as amended 
is better than it was as it left the Dáil. 
Theve is a Hmitation, and opportuni- 
ties will be afforded to the Minister 
for Defence of getting other officers 


to take up these responsible positions 
as time goes on. It would not be 
necessary to change thc whole three 
at first. A period might be given for 
a change, and it would be 
advisable, in the event of 
our ever having a war 
pcriod, to have a number of officers 
capable of taking up the administra- 
tivc dutics of this particular Council, 
without giving a jolt to the adminis- 
trative machinery of the Ministry of 
Dcfcncc. 

General MULOAHY: Do I take it 
thcn what is intonded is that an officer 
shall not bc a member of the Council of 
Dcfence, in whatcver capacity, for a 
period longer than three years con- 
tinuously? 1 would like also if it could 
be made clear that this arrangement^s 
not made because anybody who pre- 
viously held any of thc offiees men- 
tioned in the section dcvelopcd any idea 
of proprietorship. A statcment has 
been made in thc Press, as from the 
Attorney - General, speaking in the 
Seanad, that it w r as consequent upon a 
danger of people developing propric- 
tarv ideas that this clause is brought in. 
The utility of the clause is that it gives 
rotation of duties, and whatever may 
be said about the danger, personally I 
feel very keenly that a statement like 
that should be made, and I protest vcry 
much against the suggestion. It is 
strong evidence of the dope that has 
permeated the discussions, and what 
w(*nt beforc the discussions, of the last 
month. 

ATTORNEY - GENERAL: As a 

matter of personal explanation, what I 
suggested in thc Seanad, according to 
the best of my recollcction—I have not 
read the Official Report—was that the 
intention of the amendment was to per- 
mit of rotation, and to sec that a num- 
ber of persons gained this experience. 
I believe I did use a phrase as to any- 
one acquiring a sense of proprietorship, 
but I want absolutely to disclaim. any 
intention of having referred to, or 
having in mind, any particular indi- 
vidual or individuals. If I had such an 
idea I would be prejudging other mat- 
ters, but I certainly had no person in 
mind. 

Question put, and agreed to. 





The PRESIDENT : I move: That the 
Committee agree with the Scanad in 
this amendment:— 

“ Seetion 18.—Immediately before 
Seetion 18 a new section inserted as 
follows:— 

“ Every mention or rcference con- 
tained in any Act of the Oireachtas 
passed beforc this Act or which shall 
be passed in the present Session of 
thc Oireachtas or in any order, rule, 
or regulation made or to be madc 
under any such Act, of or to any of 
the Ministers mentioned in the first 
eolumn of the Tenth Part of the 
Sehedule to this Aet shall be con- 
strued and take eft’ect as a mention of 
or refercnce to the Minister, head of 
a Department of State established 
b under this Aet, mentioned in the 
* second column of the said Tenth Part 
of the said Sehedule opposite the 
Minister mentioned in the said íirst 
column. ,, 


whole Schedule. Certaiuly it makes it 
read very badly; I am not criticising 
the Irish but the English, if you substi- 
tute Department ” for “ Minister. ,> 
It reads: Department for Finance,” 

Departmcnt for Justicc/* “ Depart- 
ment for Local Government aml Public 
Health ”—surelv it ought to be “ Dc- 
partmcnt of 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL: It ought. 

Major COOPER: I do not know if 
the Attorncy-Gencral would take a ver- 
bal amendment to substitute “ Depart- 
ment of ” and dclctc ” Minister for.” 
It would read better. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL: I think it 
will be found in the reeords of the 
Scanad that it, should read D(»part- 
ment of. ” I do not thinlv that would 
involvc scnding it back to the Seanad. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Then this 
is the wrong amendment. 


ATTORNEY-GENERAL : I might ex- 
plain that the object of this amendment 
is this: In a number of statutes whieh 
have been passed by the Dáil thcre arc 
references to pcrsous who are now 
Ministers and who are assigned to par- 
ticular departments, and in oi'der to 
preserve the continuity, and to inter- 
pret the statutes that contaiu these re- 
fercnces it was nceessary to have a 
Definition Clause of this kind showing j 
that the Ministers under this Bill are 
the e^uivaleiit Ministers to those named 
in the various statutes. 

Question put and agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT: I move:— 

That the Oommittec agree with the 
Seanad in this amendment:— 

Schedule.—In the headings to the 
First to Eighth Parts inclusive the 
words “ Aii;e ” and “ Minister ” de- 
leted and the words “ Roinn ” and 
Department ” respectiveJy substi- 
tuted thcrefor. 

Major COOPER: Before we agree, I 
think that this is the same sort of 
amendment as in the case of the Courts 
of Justice Bill. The Attorney-General 
stigmatised it as very inconvenient to 
substitute certain words throughout the 


! ATTORNEY-GENERAL . I think the 
I word is wrong. At any rate, it is en- 
j 1irely a matter of grammar. 

Major COOPER: Ts it ruled that it 
j must go back to the Seanad if this 
j ehange is made? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : I am 

afraid it must. The Attorney-Geueral 
suggests that the original of the amcnd- 
nient is “ Department of,” and if wc 
have that in the reeord it is only a 
printer ? s error or a slip in the offiee, and 
we ean amend it. 

Major COOPER : I do not want the 
Bill delayed in view of the faet that we 
are paying the Parliamentary Seeretary 
of the Exee.utive Council at a highor 
rate than we would be after the Bill is 
passed, and, perhaps, even good Eng- 
lish could be too dearly bought. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Amend- 
ment 7 is on the Paper as we rcceived 
it. Is the Attorney-General proposing 
a new amendment, or is he simply going 
bv thc Seanad amendmcnt? 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : I am put- 
ting it to you, Sir, for a ruling whether 
the Clerk cannot cori’ect a slight matter 
of grammar, otherwisc we will have ta 
have a new amendment. 
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Mr. JOHNSON: I take it that this 
has arisen in the transfer from the 
Seanad to the Dáil, and, therefore, the 
discnssion had better be adjourned 
nntil we have had communication with 
the Clerk of the Seanad. 

AN CEANN COMHAIBLE: I won- 
der could we take it that the intention 
of the Committee is to agree with the 
amendment made in the Seanad? If the 
amendment as passed there contains 
the word of, M it will be right in the 
Act. 

Question put and agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT: I move: That 
the Committee agree with the Seanad 
in this amendment: In the Pifth Part 
aíter the words * Ministry of Agricul- 

TENTH 

Ministers named in former Acts. 

Minister for Pinance. 

Minister for Home Affairs. 

Minister for Local Government. 


Minister for Education. 
Minister for Agriculture. 


Minister for Industry and Commerce. 


Minister for Fisheries. 
Postmaster-General. 

Minister for Defence. 

Minister for External Affairs. 

Question put and 

PUBLIC SAFETT (PUNISHMENT 
OF OFFENCES) BILL, 1924— 
FBOM THE SEANAD. 

Mr. O HIGGINS: I move: 44 That 
fhe Committee agree with the Seanad 
in amendment 1 99 :■— 

Section 1.—Immediately before 


ture and Fisheries 9 the word 4 except 9 
inserted. M 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL: I should 
say that the word “ except 99 was 
dropped in the printing. 

Question put and agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT: I move:— 44 That 
the Committee agree with the Seanad 
in amendment 9: In the ninth part, in 
the fourth line, the word ‘ solicitors 9 be 
deleted.’ 9 

Question put and agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT: I move : That 
the Committee agree with the Seanad 
in amendment 10: The following part 
added at the end of the Schedule. 99 

PART. 

Corresponding Ministers under this 
Act. 

Aire Airgid (Minister for Finance). 

Aire Dlí agus Cirt (Minister for 
Justice). 

Aire Rialtais Aitiúla agus Sláinte 
Phuiblí (Minister for Local Gov- 
emment and Public Health). 

Aire Oideachais (Minister for Edu- 
cation). 

Aire Tailté agus Talmhaíochta 
(Minister íor Lands and Agricul- 
ture). 

Aire Tionnscail agus Tráchtála 
(Minister for Industry and Com- 
merce). 

Aire Iascaigh (Minister for 
Fisheries). 

Aire Puist agus Telegrafa (Minister 
for Posts and Telegraphs). 

Aire Cosanta (Minister for Defence). 

Aire Gnóthaí Coigríche (Minister for 
External Affairs). 

agreed to. 

Sub-section (6) a new Sub-section 
(6) inserted as follows:— 

(6) A court of summary jurisdic- 
tion shall not have jurisdiction in 
respéct of any of the offences men- 
tioned in Part II. of the Schedule 
to this Act unless the court is of 
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opinion that the facts proved against 
the accnsed constitute a minor 
oífence fit to be tried summarily. 

Question put and agreed to. 

Mr. O’HXGGINS: I move: 14 That 
the Committee agree with the Seanad 
in amendments 2 and 3,” as follows:— 

Section 7.—In sub-section (1) all 
words after the words “ public 
funds,” in line 10, page 6, deleted. 

In sub-section (1) immediately 
after paragraph (c), page 6, a new 
paragraph (d) inserted as follows:— 

(d) funds which ought to be in 

the custody or under thc control 

of a Minister or a Government 

Department. 

These amendments may be taken to- 
gether. They are simply to meet an 
objection to the word “ funds ” in 
what was previously paragraph (c). 

Question pút and agreed to. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I move: ” That 
the Committee agree with the Seanad 
in amendment 4, which is as follows: 

In sub-section (2) the words “ the 
Minister for Finance ” deleted in 
line 21 and the following words in- 
serted in lieu thereof “ an indepen- 
dent assessor nominated by the 
President and named in the public 
notice aforesaid.” 

^ This amendment is a more substan- 
tial one than the others. It was inser- 
ted to meet. an obiection in the Seanad 
to the procedure by which the Minister 
for Finance, having obtained a stop 
order from a District Justice, could, on 
his own responsibility, confiscatc funds 
in the absence of evidence being pro- 
duce<£ rebutting the presumption that 
the funds were the proceeds of stolen 
property, or were, in fact, themselves 
stolen funds. It was urged that the 
Courts could be brought into the matter 
and it should only be done after such 
presumption had been withheld by the 
District Justice. Personally, I see 
grave objection to identifying the 
Courts with this procedure at all, which 
is, in fact, a procedure of confiscation 
on strong presumption, but still on 
something short of legal proof. Clearly 
it would be objectionable to establish a 
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precedent of the Courts being involved 
in that kind of action. When we de- 
cided that it was necessary in the in- 
terests of the State, for instance, to 
arrest, detain, and intern people on 
something short of legal proof, we did 
not ask the Courts to throw their sanc- 
tion over that matter. Sirnilarly, I saw 
objection to asldng the Courts to sane- 
tion a confiscation that would take place 
bn something short of full legal evi- 
dence which would, in effpct, be based 
on very strong presumption. There 
was that conflict of view, and to meet 
it an amendment was inserted stating 
that the Minister for Finance shall not 
act entirely on his own judgment and 
responsibility in the matter, but shall 
act on the advice of an indepcndent 
assessor, nominated by the President 
and narned in the public notice. That 
amendment was acceptcd by tliOvSe in 
the Seanad who were urging that the 
Minister for Finance should not be 
placed in what was a qnasi judicial 
position. I move the amendment, and 
there are certain consequential amend- 
ments to it. 

Question put and agreed to. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I move: “ That 
the Committec agree with the Seanad 
in amendments 5 and 6,” which arc as 
follows:— 

In sub-section (2), paragraph (c), 
all the words after the words “ pub- 
lic funds ” in line 30 deleted. 

In sub-section (2) immediatelj 
after paragraph (c) a new para- 
graph (d) inserted as follows:— 

(d) funds which ought to be in 
the custody or under the control 
of a Minister or a Government 
Department. 

These amendments are similar to- 
amendments Nos. 2 and 3, and I move* 
their acceptance. 

Question put and agreed to. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I move “ That 
the Committee agree with the Seanad 
in amendment 7,” which is as follows: 
The following words added at the 
end of the sub-section (2), line 34: 

“ Every person named as an 
assessor under this sub-section shall 
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be either a person holding judieial 
offiee in Saorstát Eireann or a prae- 
tising member of the Senior Bar in 
Saor^Ját Eireann. ,, 

This amendment defines and de- 
vseribes the person who shall be ap- 
pointed as assessor under this sub- 
seetion. He shall be either a person 
holding judieial office in Saorstát 
Eireann or a praetising member of tlie 
Senior Bar in Saorstát Eireann. ; 

Mr. JOHNSON: I just draw atten- 
tion to what seems to me to be a very 
thin line of demareation between the 
•eourt and a person who holds judicial 
offiee. Theoretieally there is an im- 
portant distinetion, but when the 
Minister raises objeetions to allowing 
the eourt to be the instrument of con- 
fiscation of property, and says that he 
is prepared to name the assessor, who 
is to be a pcrson holding judicial 
office, the average man in the street 
would not be quite ablc to sec the dis- 
tinetion and would almost suggest that j 
the person to be appointed assessor 
ought to be thc man in the street, and : 
not a judieial pcrson at all. 

Question put and agreed to. ; 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: T move: That the ! 
Committec agree with the Seanad in ! 
nmendment 8 ” which is as follows:— ! 

8. In sub-section (3) the words 
“ Minister for Pinance, ,, line 37, dc- 
leted and the words “ assessor aforc- i 
said insertcd in lieu thereof. 

This is a consequential amendment. 
Question put and agreed to. i 

DAIL RESUMES. j 

HOUSING BILL. I 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : It is re- 

ported that the Dáil in Committec has 
agreed to the amendraents made in the 
Seanad to thc Ilousing Bill. 

Question—That the Dáil agree 
with the Committee in its report ”— 
put and agreed to. 

MINISTERS AND SECRETARIES 
BILL. 

ÁN CEANN COMHAIRLE: It is re- 


ported that the Dáil in Committee has 
agreed to all amendments made in the 
Scanad. 

Question—“ That the Dáil agree 
with the Committee in its report ”— 
put and agreed to. 

PUBLIC SAFETY (PUNISHMENT 
OF OFFENCES) TEMPORARY BILL, 
1924. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: The Dáil 
in Committee has agreed to all amend- 
ments madc in the Seanad. 

Question—“ That the Dáil agrce with 
thc Committee in its report ' ’—put and 
agrecd to. 

ENFORCEMENT OF LAW (OC- 
CASIONAL POWERS) BILL, 1924— 
FOURTH STAGE. 

Mr. DUGGAN : I movc amendment 1, 
which is as follows:— 

To add to section 14, page 6, line 4, 
a new sub-section as folíows:— 

(4) Not less than one month be- 
fore making an order applying this 
scction to a county or county 
borough the Ministcr shall publish 
notlcc of his intention to make such 
order at lcast twice in each of two or 
more newspapers circulating in such 
county or county borough. ,, 

Thc amendmcnt is introduccd in pur- 
suancc of an undertaking giveir by the 
Minister for Home Affairs to Deputy 
Johnson when thc Bill was in Com- 
mittee. 

Question put, and agreed to. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE 

at this stage took the chair. 

Mr. DUGGAN : I move Amendment 2, 
which is identical with Amendment 
No. 1, and is as follows:— 

To add to section 24, pagc 8, line 
35, a new sub-section as follows:— 

“ (2) Not less than one month be- 
fore making an order applying this 
Part of this Aet to a county or 
county borough the Minister shall 
publish notice of his intention to 
make such order at least twice in 
each of two or more newspapers cir- 
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culating in such county or county 

borough . 9 ’ 

Question put, and agrced to. 

Question—“ That the Bill, as 
amended, be receivcd for final con- 
sidcration —put and agrced to. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

Whcn do you propose to take the next 1 
stage? , 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: On thc 25th April. 

1 would like to state, with reference to 
certain undertakings whieh I gave on 
the previous stagc, that I promised to 
consider whether the amount, £15, 
ought not to be increased. 

I would not like Dcputies to assume 
that because there is no amendmcnt 
put down dealing with the matter tliat 
it was not looked into. I did considcr 
it and diseuss the matter, and have i 
come to the conclusion that it is ncithcr | 
necessary nor advisable to increase thc 
amount because, in fact, no under- 
sheriff sails at all close to the mark in 
making a scizure. It is never a mattcr 
of actually seizing down to the penny- 
worth or shilling’s-worth of tfíe £15, 
and the £15 in the law as it stands is an 
adequate margin having regard to the 
fact that it is nevcr just a question of 
that exact sum. 

I gave one other undcrtaking in eon- 
nection with an amendment which 
Deputy Heffernan was prcssing, dealing 
with the matter of third party claims. 

I looked into that also, and directed 
that. Deputy Heffernan would be noti- 
fied that I was not putting down any 
amendment. I ain afraid thc notifica- 
tion may possibly have reached the 
Deputy after the time for aocepting 
amendments had cxpired. If that is 
so, and the Deputy has an amendmcnt 
which he wishes to move, I would ask 
that the- Standing Orders be not rigidl.v 
applied against him. I looked into the 
matter, and I am standing over the sec- 
tion as it is; and I do not see that there 
is room for an amendment. Any kind 
of an amendment that would be pro- 
posed to it would simply mean that the 
section might as well be deleted from 
the Bill, and it is considered a very im- 
portant section. I am not moving an 
amendment, and would oppoge any 
amendment moved; but, in view of the 


promise given to the Deputy, I would 
ask that the Deputy’s amendment, if 
moved, should be considered and dis- 
cusscd. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

Such an amendment might not be con- 
sidered here, but might be pul in in thc 
Seanad. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: It would l>e eon- 
sidered here by leave of the House. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

Verbal amendments only may bc accep- 
ted. We have passed the Report stage. 
The motion that the Bill he received 
for íinal eonsideration has been passed. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I did not think it 
was agreed to. If I were not spcaking 
on that motion, 1 am not clear on what 
I arn speaking, and my spcech would be 
out of order. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

Vour speech was out of order. Thc 
motion has been carried. 

Mr. HEPFERNAN : I wish to inform 
the Minister that I got his letter about 
half an hour ago, and I did not get time 
to frarne an amendmcnt. 1 am not in 
a position to do so now, and I am not 
satisfied with the clausc as it stands. 

! Mr. 0 ’HIGGINS : Thore must have 
been a Departmental mistake. My in- 
struction was that a telegram, and not 
a letter should be sent. 

j Mr. JOHNSON : I thank the Minister 

I for his suggestion to the Seanad that 
they should make sure that the public 
will not. come to thc conclusion that 
humanitarian sympathics arc all de- 
positcd in thc breast of the under- 
sheriff, and that the under-sheriff is 
much more likely to be humane and 
just in his dealings than the Dáil or 
the Seanad. If the Minister says it is 
outside thinking that an under-sheriff 
would go to the limit of £15, it seems 
to me a pity that the public should 
imagine that the Dáil is prepared to 
take a man’s clothing up to the limit of 
£15, but that an* under-sheriff would 
not think of doing such a thing. 
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ANGLO-AMERICAN LIQUOB 
TREATY. 

Main question again proposed. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I beg to move:— 

“ That the Dáil declines to pro- 
ceed with the motion pending a full 
explanation of the policy of the Exe- 
cutive Council in respect to the re- 
lations of the Saorstát with Great 
Britain and the other States mem- 
bers of the British Commonwealth of 
Nations; and between the Saorstát 
and States not members of the 
British Commonwealth of Nations.” 
The course of the discussion that took 
placc last week made it apparent to the 
Dáil, and the public generally, that the 
mind of the Ministry regarding the re- 
lations between Saorstát Eireann 
and other States is not very 
clear. To my mind, it made it [ 
necessary that an opportunity should 
be given to the Dáil to discuss in a 
general way the position of the Free 
State in relation to Great Britain and 
other States comprising the British 
Commonwealth, and to States outside 
that community of nations. I think it 
is not unfair to say that the discussion 
rather showed what has been a grow- 
ing conviction to many, that the Minis- 
try has not been standing for the full 
value of thc Treaty between Ireland 
and Great Britain. It has been grow- 
ing in the minds of some of us that thc 
Ministry has been allowing things to 
go by default, and has neither recog- 
nised the value to the Free State that 
resides in thc Treaty, or has been pre- 
pared to concede a milder and less 
valuable interpretation of that Treaty, 
which may have been put forward in 
other quarters. Consequently, I think 
the necessity has arisen for a discus- 
sion on this matter, with a view to find- 
ing out, if possible, the mind of the 
Executive Council in thesc aflfairs. I 
am Tisking the censurc of Deputy 
Magennis, who might well say to me 
that difficulties, dangers, and perhaps 
evil results, might arise, as they usually 
arise, when the uninitiated deal with 
technical questions. I am going to risk 
that, notwithstanding the censure on 
Deputy Wilson whon hc, as one not pre- 
tending to be initiated, attempted to 
deal with technical auestions. 

My resolve to raise this matter in 
a general way was elear when. 


on Saturday morning, there was placed 
in my hand a passport that had 
been issued on the 4th day of April, 
1924. It was issued to a member of 
Dáil Eireann—a Deputy of this House 
—in the name of George Nathaniel 
MarquiS’ Curzon, of Kedleston. It 
states: “ Passport.—The United King- 
dom of Great Britain and Ireland; 
national status: British subject by 
birth; prof ession: legislator; born: 
Ireland; domiciled: United Kingdom. ,> 
And at the end of that passport book 
—which, by the way, was printed in 
London on the 15th March, 1923, 
showing that it was a compilation 
after the passing of the Constitution 
of Saorstát Eireann—there is a noti- 
fication that “ residents in the Irish 
Free State should make their applica- 
tions through the Passport Depart- 
ment, Ministry of Home Aflfairs, Dub- 
lin, and residents of Northern Ireland 
through the Passport Department, 
Ministry of Home Affairs, Belfast. ,> 

This was more than a surprise to 
me, because, six months ago, I had 
issued to me a passport which set out 
“ Irish Free State.—We, Timothy 
Healy, one of His Majesty\s Counsel, 
Governor-General of the Irish Frec 
State, requests and requires, in the 
name of his Britannic Majesty, all 
those whom it may concern to allow 

!. to pass freely 

. (Signed) T. M. Healy. ,y 

Mr. GOREY: What is the descrip- 
tion there? 

Mr. JOHNSON: “ Delegate to the In- 
ternational Labour Conference, League 
of Nations. M 

Mr. OOBEY: A temporary sort of 
appointment. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Under the caption 
“ Nationality, ,> there is “ Citizen of 
the Irish Free State.” Now, that in 
itself seems to signify a very con- 
siderable change between October last 
and April 1 of this year. Whereas, 
in. 1923 citizens of the Free State re- 
ceived passports in the name of the 
Free State, in 1924 citizens asking for 
passports to other countries are issued 
those passports in the name of Curzon 
of Kedleston and from the United 
r MP'rdom of Great Britain and Ire- 
land. 
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The PRESIDENT : May I interrupt 
to ask if the Deputy makes the state- 
ment that that particular passport was 
issued from the Department of Exter- 
nal Aífairs here or from any Depart- 
ment of State here in this country? 

Mr. JOHNSON : The procedure is to 
apply to the Ministry óf Home Aífairs, 
Passport Office, Dublin Castle, and the 
passport is sent from England by post. 
That, as I say, indicates a very con- 
siderable relapse from the status of 
citizenship of an independent nation, 
co-equal with other nations within the 
British Commonwealth, and it requires 
some explanation. I understand that 
there has been, as a matter of fact, 
since the 4th April, a decision to issue 
passports in the same manner as they 
were issued in Oetober last. But. it is 
evident that some interference has oc- 
curred in the policy regarding pass- 
ports that was taken in October or 
September last. It is because of that 
sign of weakness, failure to take the 
maximum benefit out of the Treaty, 
that I want to raise this matter in the 
fullest possible way. I fear that it is 
one sign of many signs which point to 
the same wealmess and failure to make 
the most of the Treaty. I take, as 
another illustration, the failure to en- 
sure the setting up of the Boundary 
Commission before now. I under- 
stand, of course, that Ministers 
have made explanations that they have 
been pressing, explanations of a kind 
have been made here which for the time 
satisfied. the Dáil, but one cannot avoid 
the feeling, or refrain from expressing 
it, that there has been a weakness on 
the part of the Executive Council in 
pressing the advantages which the 
Treaty gave. Take even the expres- 
sion of the Minister for External 
Affairs in the debate last Friday—not 
perhaps a carefully-considered state- 
ment, but indicative of what I suggest 
is rather a loose way of thinking of the 
status of Saorstát Eireann. The dis- 
cussion was one around titles. He said: 

“ The relationship of Ireland 
comes in the later part—British 
Dominions beyond the Seas. It is as 
Britísh Dominions beyond the Seas 
we are included, not as the United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Ire- 
land. M 
Vol. 6. 
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Notwithstanding a good deal of 
popular use of the term, I think we ar€ 
not justified in speaking of Saorstát 
Eireann as one of the British Domi- 
nions. “ Dominion, ,, though perhaps 
it has its new meanings in the Common- 
wealth of Australia and the Union of 
South Africa, has, as a matter of fact, 
a suggestion about it of domination—of 
superíor authority. 

While I think it is true that these 
States, as wcll as Canada and New Zea- 
land, have grown out of the Dominion 
status and the Dominion stage, rcpre- 
senting an improvement upon the older 
Colonial status, we have riever rightly 
been termcd a Dominion; we should not 
be termed a Dominion, and it is unwise 
and retrogressive on the part of any 
authority in this country to speak of 
I the Saorstát as a Dominion. It has 
' been very forcibly stated by, I think, 
originally, Mr. Michael Collins, and 
quoted by Mr. Lloyd George, as a very 
trenchant and formidablc argument on 
| behalf of Ireland, that Ireland was a 
mother country. The two ideas of Do- 
I minion which arise out of Colonial 
I status, and Ireland as a Free State, are 
not at all fitting one with the other. 
Thcrc is nothing in the Treaty, and no- 
thing in the Constitution, to justify us 
j in speaking of Ireland as a Dominion. 

1 Undoubtedly our position is novel and 
without parallel, but none the less im- 
portant and strong. I assert that the 
position of Saorstát Eireann is not that 
of a Dominion, but that which its name 
implies, a Free State representing a 
mother country, equal in status with 
Great Britain also as a mother country. 
I say that Ireland is a Free State which* 
within the community of nations known 
as the British Empire, has the same con- 
stitutional status as the Dominion of 
Canada, the Commonwealth of Austra- 
lia, the Dominion of New Zealand, and 
the Union of South Africa. It is co- 
equal with all the nations forming the 
British Commonwealth, including Great 
Britain. If that is our position, as I 
maintain it is, it is the duty of the Ex- 
ecutive Council of the Free State, of the 
Oireachtas, and of every citizen to main- 
tain that position on every possible 
occasion. 

The Treaty between Great Britain 
and Ireland was entered into, not as> 

c5 


9 Apeil 1924. 
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satisfying Irish aspirations. It was ac- 
cepted. It was a Treaty signed by two 
delegations from the two contracting 
parties. It was signed by persons act- 
ing as delcgations. When we speak of 
the British delegation and of the Irish 
delegation we thereby signify tliat 
there was a dolegating authority. 
When that agreement stated that Ire- 
land was to have the same constitu- 
tional status in the community of na- 
tions known as the British Empire as 
the Dominion of Canada, and the Com- 
monwealth of Australia, it did not say 
that Ireland *was a Dominion, but that 
witliin that commonwealth, that com- 
munity of nations, Ireiand should have 
that status; that Ireland should be 
styled and known as the Irish Free 
State; thát Ireland should have a Par- 
liament with powers to make laws for 
the peacc, order and good governmen; 
of Ireland, and an ExecTitive respon- 
sible to that Parliament. That is the 
govcrning Articlo of the Treaty. A 
Constitution was passed by a Pro- 
visional Oovernment that had to be 
read in conjunction with the Treaty. 
In so far as it was repugnant to the 
Treaty it was invalid. There was a 
Parliament to be established, or at least 
one having power to make laws was 
providcd for under Section 1, and the 
Executive was to be rcsponsible to that 
Parliament. A Parliament was estab- 
lished in accordance with the Constitu- 
tion and in accordance with the Treaty. 
The Constitution, before cstablishing 
that Parliamcnt, declarcd that. “ all 
powers of Government and all author- 
ity, legislative, cxecutivc, and judieial, 
in lreland are dcrived from the people 
of Ircland, and the same shall be exer- 
cised through t.he organisations estab- 
lishcd by or in accord with this Con- 
stitution. ,, The Parliament was estab- 
lished, all the powers being derivcd 
from thc pcople of Ircland. The 
Executive Authority—the << Executive M 
which is to be responsible to the 
Parliament, according to the Treaty— 
is said, inArticle‘51 of the Constitution, 
to bc vested in the King. The King was 
t.o be ndvised by the Executive Council, 
which Executive Council was to be re- 
sponsible to Dáil Eireann. From that I 
say it is very dlear that the Crown— 
that the King, if you like to speak of 


the King as the Constitution does—has 
to be advised by the Executive Council, 
and is responsible to the Parliament set 
up in the Treaty, and not to any othcr 
Parliament in this communityof nations. 

That being the case, we are justified 
—nay, we are bound—to assert the au- 
thority of Saorstát Eireann in all mat- 
ters connected with external aífairs as 
well as internal aífairs. We have not 
any right to accept a position of sub- 
ordination in any degrec to any other 
aut.hority than that set out under the 
Treaty and the Constitution. I say that 
the evidenee of that passport issued by 
Nathaniel, Marquis Curzon of Reddles- 
ton, is of a retrogressive movement, and 
is not talcing full advantage of our 
position and authority. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: Would the Deputy 
say when that passport was applied 
for? 

Mr. JOHNSÓN: It was applied for 
last. Monday week. Now, it may be 
said, and quite pertinently, that the 
law and practice and constitutional 
usagc of Canada in respect to the re- 
lations betwccn t.he Oireachtas of Saor- 
stát Eireann and the Crown are to be 
applicd. I take it that in the matter 
of polit.ical treaties the Ministry has 
paid deference to what it may urge is 
the practice and constitutional usage 
I of Canada. We were all made aware 
in recent years of the fact that con- 
stitutional usage cannot be defined 
I vorv accurately as something that is 
fixed; it is quite variable and grows 
and develops. In the matter of treaties 
I submit that. constitutional usage and 
practice, as defined by Mr. McKenzie 
King, in the House of Commons of the 
Dominion of Canada last week, is elo- 
quent, and of great importance. The 
subjeet in question was a treaty which 
had been signed at Lausanne in refer- 
I ence to Turkey, and I propose to read 
an extract which purports to be from 
the Hansard Report of the Canadian 
House of Commons. The extract is as 
follows:—“ We were asked shortly be- 
fore the present Session of Parliament 
whether the Government would signify 
its concurrence with the ratification of 
the Treaty and Conventions in ques- 
tion. We take the position that, not 
having been invited to the Lausanne 
Conference, and not having been re- 
presented there, and not having, for 



3013 Anglo-Ameriean 9 Afril 

the reason I have mentioned, signed the i 
Treaty, the Treaty does not impose any 
obligations on Canada, and the parts 
of the Empire on whieh it does impose 
obligations are the only parts that 
should be expected to sign and ratiíy 
it. As we do not regard the Treaty 
as imposing obligations on Canada, we 
do not feel it neeessary to submit the 
Treaty to Parliament for its approval, 
or^in its name to signify eoneurrence 
with its ratification. 

“I n saying this we made it quite clear 
again that with respeet to the eourse 
pursued by the Lausanne Conference 
we had no exeeption to take to the pro- 
eednre followed. However, we pointed 
out it must be apparent, quite apart 
from any aetion or representations on 
the part of the Govornmmit of Canada, i 
that a different proeednre had becn fol- * 
lowed at Lausanne. from that followed 
at Vcrsaillcs and Washiiigum, namely, I 
direet representation and partieipation 
by duly authorised plenipotentiaries, 
f^rmal signing by Canadiar repiesenta- 
tives approved by Parliament and the 
assent of IIis Majesty on behalf of 
Canada.” 

Xow, I want to know whether in the 
negotiations of any of those trcalies, 
and part.icularly of the treaty whieh has 
becn the subject of discussion, Saorstát 
Eircann made any appointments or 
gave any authorisation to any plenipo- 
tentiary to conduct negotiations; whe- 
ther they were speeifically informed 
that Saorstát intcrests had been or wcre | 
affceted; and whether they w T ere in- 1 
formed day by dav by telegram of the 
eourse ot' the diseussion. Were they 
also informed in regard to the discus- 
sions and ncgotiations in respect to the 
Lausanne Treaty, or is it acknowledged 
by all the other nations comprising the 
community of nations known as the 
British Empire—including Great Bri- 
tain—that Saorstát Eireann is not affee- 
ted and has no obligation under the 
Lausanne Treaty? In the coursc of 
the discussión in the British House of 
Commons last week the Prime Minister 
said: “ During negotiations telegrams 
were sent every day to the Dominions 
and to India.” He then went on to 
say: “ The Irish Free State had no 
difficulty , . There was an interrup- 
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tion there. The sentence was not finish- 
ed, and we do not know what 
5 o'cloch. was in the mind of the Bri- 
tish Primc Minister when he 
said that the Irish Free State had no 
diffieulty. Was he going to say that 
they had no difficult,y in giving their 
assent to the signature? Has the Ex- 
ccutive Couneil given any assent to the 
ratification of the Lausanne Treaty? 
Has it bcen consulted? Has it con- 
sidercd all the implications and obliga- 
tions, or has it been consulted and de- 
clined to givc its eonscnt to the ratifica- 
tion? Has thc Britisli Govcrnment 
been informcd tbat as thc Irish Free 
State is not coneerned with the defence 
of the Straits, or othcr matters arising 
out of thc conventions of that Lausanne 
Treatv, that we are not. signing and 
that w r c are not assenting? We are 
expressing no opinion, and we declare 
ourselvcs unbound by any such 
Trcaty. ,> 

Wc ought to know what the attitude 
of íhc Executive Council is in regard to 
that Treaty and also in regard to any 
other Treaties which have been made in 
the name of the United Kingdom, and 
whether they have formally protested 
with all the other nations comprising 
the British Commonwealth of nations, 
against using this term, “ United King- 
(lom, M as binding Saorstát Eireann? 
If they have not done that, if 
there has been no íormal protest, if 
there has been no formal renunciation, 
then \ve shall be hcld to be bound by 
Treaties of the kind that have been en- 
tered into, and we shall be held to be in 
honour pledged to the fulfilment of 
any undertalvings that may have been 
entered into. I am anxious to know, 
for the credit of Saorstát Eircann, 
whether, first, the Executive Councií 
has been duly informed of all these 
negotiations in these matters, or 
whet.her they have made it clear that 
they are under no obligation in regard 
to any Treaty which they have not for- 
mally signed, and that no Treaty has 
been signed on behalf of Saorstát 
Eireann, no trading agreement has 
been made unless the formal appoint- 
ment of plenipotentiaries or negotiators 
has been made by the Government of 
Saorstát Eireann. It may be said in re- 
gard to this Lausanne Treaty that it 
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was a Treaty of Peacc, ancl that the 
negotiations began at a date bofore the 
Constitution of Saorstát Eireann was 
passed. The first Conference was held, 
and adjourned after a short time, in 
November, 1922, but a new Conference 
began in April after Saorstát Eireann 
had been formally established. Unless 
there has bcen a clear understanding in 
regard to Saorstát EireamCs position 
in respect to Treaties, there ought to 
have l)een some eommunications made 
day by day, and the Dáil should have 
been informed of what the attitude of 
the Covernment has becn. Similarly 
in regard to the Liquor Treaty, I want 
to know whether formal appointments 
were made of any plenipotentiary to 
negotiate on behalf of Saorstát Eireann. 
I am not satisfied that all the require- 
ments have been fulfilled by the mere 
discussion and acquiescence of an Im- 
perial Conference or the rcporting of 
the accomplished fact. I read in the 
summary of the procecdings of that Im- 
perial Conference eertain resolutions 
respecting- Treaties drawn iip by a 
Committee of which the Minister for 
External Affairs of the Irish Pree State 
was a member, and finally agreed upon 
by thc Conference, whieh contains a 
paragraph as follows:— 

“ Before negotiation's are opencd 
with the intention of concluding a 
Treaty, steps should be taken to 
ensure whether any of the other 
Governments of the Empire likely 
to be interested are informed, or 
that if any such Government eon- 
siders its interests will be affected 
it may have an opportunity of ex- 
pressing its views, or when its in- 
terests are intimately involved, of 
participating in the negotiations. ” 
Was this Liquor Treaty one which 
the Government of Saorstát Eireann 
considered intimately involved rhe in- 
terests of the Saorstát? Presumably 
that is their view now, inasmuch as 
they bring forward for approval these 
Articles of Agreemcnt. If that were 
the case, then it was essentially for the 
fulfilment of this resolution of general 
agreement that the Saorstát should 
have been participating in the negotia- 
tions. May we be informed whether 
as a matter of fact, the Saorstát did 
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participate in the negotiations, and 
were the participants appointed by 
the Saorstát? 

I do not*want to be taken as op- 
posing or criticising adversely the pro- 
posed Liquor Treaty. Time will come 
for discussion upon that when the 
matter is formally before us. I be- 
lieve, as a matter of fact, that it is 
very desirable that we stiould make 
clear to the United States of America 
that an agreement, having for its ob- 
ject the prohibition of irregular traffic 
in intoxicating liquor into the United 
States, should be arrived at between 
this country and the United States. 
I furthcr believe that we ought to in- 
timate to the United States Govern- 
ment that we rather favour the exten- 
sion of the limit of territorial waters: 
that we are not satisfied that the 
Article which speaks of a three-mile 
limit is satisfactory to all concerned— 
that the matter will be discussed at a. 
later stage. I am not maldng this 
point about the negotiation of the 
Treaty in any spirit hostile to the 
Liquor Treaty. I want to make sure 
that the Government of Saorstát 
Eireann did participate in the negotia- 
tions or that if they did not that they 
were kept informed day by day of the 
course of the negotiations, and that 
they have disagreed formally with the 
terms of the Preamble and thc assumpr 
tion that the United Kingdom is a 
State cntity of which Saorstát Eireann 
forms a part. 

Another point that I want to draw 
information upon is whether any 
treaties, in which thc Saorstát is in- 
volved, have been agreed to by the 
Government since the passing of the 
Constitution. If there have been any 
such agreements, either Treaties or 
Trade Conventions or agreements, what 
are they and why have they not been 
submitted to the Dáil, and whether it is 
the view of the Executive Council that 
the Dáil is not concerned except to 
agree and bear the cost, if any cost 
is ever involved? I take the view—it 
is coming to be the settled practice, I 
think, in Great Britain—that all 
treaties, and not only formal treaties, 
but all agreements, commitments and 
undertahings which may involve inter- 
national obligation of a serious charac- 
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ter, even though no signed and sealed 
documents may exist, should be laid 
before the Oireachtas. I want to know 
from the Minister for External Aífairs, 
or from the President, whether that 
also is his view, and whether that is 
the view of the Exccutive Council, 
and if not, what objection they have 
to laying before the Oireachtas the 
text of all agreements, commitments, 
or undertakings which they may have 
entered into. 

I also want to ask for information 
in regard to the relations of the Saor- 
stát with other States outside of 
Britain which are members of thc 
British Commonwealth of Nations. 
Has the Government entcred upon any 
direct negotiations with the Govern- 
ment of Canada, South Africa, or Aus- 
tralia? Have we any representativc, 
for instance, in Ottawa? I suggest 
that it is very important, in view of 
the Constitutional position, that we 
should have a ropresentative at 
Ottawa. I think the Dáil should be 
informed in regard to such matters as 
that, and as to what is the view of the 
Executive Council. 

Then going outside this community 
of nations forming the British Com- 
monwealth, wherc do we stand witli re- 
gard to representation in Paris, in 
Washington, in Moscow, in Berlin, or 
in any other country ? I think it is not 
too much to ask the Minister to give 
the Dáil some information so that we 
shall know where we stand, and so that 
wc shall have some idea of the place 
that the Free State occupies in the 
world’a affairs. When a Treaty or 
Articles of Agreement for a Treaty, are 
put before us it immediately brings us 
face to face with international obliga- 
tions, and I do not *think that we can 
view in right perspective even a treaty 
of the kind that is being placed before 
us without having an understanding of 
the general position that Ireland oc- 
cupies in the world of nations. I think 
it would not be too much to ask the 
Minister whether there have been any 
negotiations of a trade character, let us 
say, apart from diplomatie, with 
America, with Canada or Russia. I see, 
by the way, that the Canadian Gov- 
emment has intimated to the Govem- 
ment of thé Union of Soviet Repub- 


lies that they are prepared to recognise 
that Government and that Union. It 
has occurred to me, and I think it is 
worth pursuing, that Ireland might 
well derive very great advantages by 
entering into relations with that Union 
of Soviet Republics, from a trade point 
of view. I think it is possible that the 
Government of Russia would be pre- 
pared to enter into understandings and 
agreements with the Government of the 
Irish Free State to supply materials of 
a kind which this country certainly re- 
quires, and to supply them on probably 
better terms than ean be got in any 
other way, and possibly with very con- 
sidcrable political advantages. Russia 
has an immense quantity of timber. 
Russia some day, if not yet, will be an 
exporter of flax, and I am not unhope- 
ful that the Governmcnt of Saorstát 
Eircann would be able to conclude an 
agreement whereby all flax coming 
from Russia to Treland would come 
through the agency of the Government 
of Saorstát Eircann. That might have 
very considerable political conse- 
quences, and it is well worth while for 
the Executive Couneil to try whether 
some such arrangement eould not be 
arrived at. 

The term that is applied to citizens of 
the Irish Free State in the British pass- 
ports is “ British subject the term 
that. is applied in the Irish passport is 
“ eitizens of the Irish Free State. M 
That is in a passport issued in October 
1 last. 

A good deal of discussion has taken 
place in regard to the status of citizens. 
I think I am right in saying that there 
are no British citizens; they are all 
British subjects. The term “ citizen ” 
does not fit in with the constitutional 
position of residents in England, and 
I think it well to draw attention to^ a 
statement made by the Prime Minister 
of the Union of South Africa in regard 
to citizenship, inasmuch as it has 
some relationship to the question of 
Irish citizenship and constitutional 
usage. 

“ There is no equality, ,, he said, “ of 
British citizenship throughout Jhe Em- 
pire. On the contr&ry there is everjr 
imaginable difference. In some partt» 
British subjects have no poJitical 
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rights whatever; in others they have 
modified rights of one kind or another; 
in others again they have the fullest 
political rights .... There is no com- 
mon equal ‘ British citizenship in the 
Empire/ and it is quite wrong for a 
British subject to claim equality of 
rights in any part of the Empire to 
which he has migrated or where he 
happens to be living .... The newer 
conception of the British Empire as a 
smaller league of nations, as a partner- 
ship of free and equal nations under a 
common hereditary Sovereign, involvcs 
an even further departure from thc 
simple conception of a unitary citizen- 

ship.Each constituent part of 

the Empire will settle for itself the na- 
ture and incidence of its citizenship. 
The composition and character and 
rights of its peoplc will be the concern 
of each free and equal State in the Em- 

pire.The common kingship is 

the binding link between the parts of 
the Empire; it is not a source from 
which private citizcns will derive their 
rights. They will derive their rights 
simply and solely from the authority 
of the State in which they live. ,, 

That. last is a paraphrasc from the 
Constitution, you may say, of Saorstát 
Eireann, and I have point.ed out that in 
that. Constitution and under the Treaty 
all authority, legislativc, political and 
ot.herwise, is derived from the people of 
Ireland; that the Government is in the 
hands of Parliament, with an execu- 
tive responsibility thereto; that the 
Executive authority is vested in the 
ICing acting under the advice of the 
Executivc Council, that the King is re- 
sponsible under the Treaty to Parlia- 
ment, and I make the assertion that as 
we assert these rights of equality, other 
nations within the British Common- 
wealth will realise that their rights are 
also equal to ours and that there will 
be, in fact, a community of free nations, 
and that it. is a Free State, and no 
Dominion, in which we live. I think 
that there has been failure on the part 
of the Executive Government to assert 
that position. I think that in faíling to 
maintain the fullest possible status 
which was accepted as something short 
of what was fought for, but as accept- 
able in the circumstances, and under 
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the pressure of greater force, we ought 
to make the best of it as we said we 
should do, but to be quite certain all 
the time that while we were making_the 
best of it we were not going short of 
the bcst. I think it may be found that 
they buildcd better than they knew, 
and that some at least on one side gave 
away more than they were aware of, 
but if we fail to maintain that position 
we are failing doubly bccause we are 
failing, and havo failed, to give citizens 
in this country the advantage which 
they would have had of the material 
and social kind had there been no poli- 
tical frcedom granted or obtained or 
socured. If we are not. going to inain- 
tain the fullest political rights, and if 
it had been said we have given away 
some of our rights in that matter be- 
causc we are going to maintain all the 
advantage appertaining to residcnce in 
a big industrial eountry and a wealthy 
country, that wo are going to improve 
tho ponsions instead of reducing them, 
that we are going to enlarge the provi- 
sions regarding worlcmen ’s compensa- 
tion, regarding unemployment insur- 
ance and the liko, then one eould have 
understood it, but if we are going to 
give away both political rights and 
those othor social bcnefits, t.hen we are 
in a vcry bad state indeed. 

And I would urgc upon the Dáil 
that we are bound to insist upon the 
Executive Council taking the last par- 
ticlc of value out of thc Treaty and 
asserting in evcry possible way the 
freedom from intervention and the full 
value of the status within that British 
Commonwealth that was secured. I 
think oné might fairly argue, without 
ovcr-forcing, that there is a status 
outside the British Commonwealth for 
Saorstát Eireann which does not ap- 
pertain to any Dominion within the 
British Commonwealth, but. I am not 
pressing. that now. I feel, however, 
that it is due to the Dáil to have a 
full statement of the position inter- 
nat.ionally, a full statement of the 
relations between the Government 
here, the Government in Britain, the 
Government in Canada, and the Gov- 
ernment in every nation of the 
British community of States, and I 
would ask that in future the Dáil 
should be made aware, frequently and 
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fully, of all negotiations in regard to 
treaties, and that no treaty should be 
approved and no agreement entered 
into unless and until the Dáil has had 
an opportunity of criticising or rcject- 
ing it. 

Mr. ESMONDE: I heg to second the 
amendment which Dcputy Johnson has 
put down. I am very glad that he 
has raised this whole question. I 
thinlc it is high tiine that this general 
question was raised. The present 
period of depression and, if I may say 
so, of self-depreciation in this eountry 
will not last for ever, and already 
there are signs that people are look- 
ing for some kind of vigorous direc- 
tion, some kind of leadcrship from 
thc 4 Government which ean inspire 
thcm with eonfidenec in that Govcrn- 
ment. I do not see how the nation 
can have any confidence in the Gov- 
crnment if thc Government has no con- 
fidence in itsclf. We have rcachcd the 
stage when thc clouds of the eivil war 
of the last two ycars are clearing 
'v iind il is high time, I think, 
that we should take stock of our posi- 
tion, not only as to the policy which 
is to be pursued in the immediate 
future, but as to the possibilities and 
probabilities of the future in general. 
Deputy Johnson's motion is, I think, 
very well worded. It deals with the 
relations of the Saorstát to Great 
Britain and thc other States of thc 
Commonwealth, and with States not 
membcrs of the Commonwealth. I 
presume that it ‘includes all our rela- 
tions with thcse States. He has raised 
questions affccting not only public in- 
ternational law, but private interna- 
tional law as affecting this State. 
Public international law deals with the 
rights and the duties of States, one 
with another; private international 
law deals with the rights and duties 
and the property of individual citizens 
of those States. The status of this 
country is a matter of public inter- 
national law; the status of an Irish 
citizen is a matter for private inter- 
national law. 

Deputy Johnson has raised the que»- 
tion of all our relations with these 
States, and he has raised the que»M#*^ 
of what exactly is the status of 
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country with regard to the outside 
world. Have we any right to have 
any relations whatsoevcr with any 
other State?—that is thc question which 
has to be raised on this amendment. As 
far as I am eoncerned, I entircly agrcc 
with the interpretation of our status 
under that Treaty as it was exprcssed 
by one of the Ministers in this Dáil 
when he advocated the acceptance of 
thc Anglo-Irish Treaty bcfore the Dáil 
in the Trcaty debatcs of 1921-22. You 
will íind it in page 63 of thc Ofíieial Re- 
poi*ts. He said: “ I say again, under 
the letter of that document—that is, thc 
Treaty—we have a legal sanction for 
sovcreign status if we liave t.hc pluck 
and thc nerve to go and take it up. ,, 
The question which Deputy Johnson has 
raised is whcthcr the Executivc Coun- 
cil havc had tliat pluck and nervc. That 
is thc question that wc have to discuss 
on this amendment. lt is admitted 
tliat the status of a Dominion, the status 
of Oanada, cannot be defined accurately, 
but, as far as I havc becn able to dis- 
covcr from a perusal of thfc main autho- 
rities, the main jurists who have con- 
sidered this question, thcre are certain 
points on which they arc in general 
agrccmcnt. As far as international law 
is conccrncd, it has been gencrally 
agreed by modcrn jurists that Saorstát 
Eireann is an international person witli 
all the implications of that tcrm; it has 
bccn gcnerally agreed that Saorstát 
Eireann is an indcpcndent subject of 
international law. Pcrhaps the Dáil 
will pardon me if I quotc in that con- 
ncction thc views of a vcry eminent 
jurist, M. Bliintschli. In article 40 of 
his work on international law, he says: 
“ There ean be no doubt that thc Do- 
minions are persons in international 
law ’ y ; and on page 321 of the very 
latest work on international law by the 
grcatest living French authority, M. 
Paul Fauchille, wc find thc following 
statement : t( Sceing that the Dominions 
have been called upon to participate 
directly and individually in the elabora- 
tion and in the signature of acts of high 
international politics, and seeing that 
they have been admitted into the orga- 
nised nations, it secms there can be no- 
doubt that these Dominions must hence- 
forth be qualified as persons in interna- 
tfontó We have to consider in 
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this connection what effect upon our 
status is involved in the fact that we 
have been admitted formally as a mem- 
ber of the organised family of nations; 
that is to say, what internationaí 
lawyers describe as such, meaning the 
League of Nations, which does not at 
prcscnt comprise all the States of the 
world. In the first place, a necessary 
and inevitable eonclusion of that admis- 
sion is that the fifty-two other States 
who compose that League of sovereign 
States, and that League is, in its ab- 
sence, a League of sovereign States, has 
recognised this State as an equal sove- 
reign State. Secondly, the undertak- 
ings and the obligations which we have 
shouldered on entering that League are 
obligations which, by their very nature, 
can only be undertaken and can only 
be fulfilled by a sovereign State. 

Deputy Johnson has drawn attention 
to the question of our relations with the 
other members of the Commonwealth. 
I am not one of those who have any 
objection to *any close connection be- 
tween Ireland and those young nations, 
in the aetual creation and building up 
of which Irish brains and Irish courage 
have played so great a part. But what 
the Dáil has a right to know, and this 
‘question was also mentioned by Deputy 
Johnson, is whether in our deal- 
ings with these young nations we deal 
directly as an equal Stat.c, or whether 
we deal with them through the medium 
of only one of thc members of the Com- 
monwealth of Nations. There is a fur- 
ther question of our relations with the 
members of the League of Nations, and 
in this connection I must say that the 
Executive Couhcil and the Minister are 
not entirely to blame. The members 
of this Dáil are equally to blame, and 
the members of the Opposition as much 
as the members of the Government 
Party. I sat in the Dáil some weeks 
ago when, for the first time, the Minis- 
ter brought forward the Supplementary 
Estimate for the League of Nations, 
and not one Deputy took the slightest 
interest in that Estimate; not one De- 
puty got up to discuss our position in 
the League of Nations, and the Esti- 
mate was passed in contemptuous 
silence. I think it is not only thé mem- 
bers of the Govemment. who are re- i 


, sponsible for the position we are m to- 
day- 

Mr. JOHNSON: Why does the De- 
puty say “ contemptuous silence ”1 
Enthusiastic silence, perhaps. 

Mr. McBRIDE: I objected to thc 
entry of this State into the League of 
Nations. 

Major COOPER: I raised a debate on 
the International Labour Conference of 
the League of Nations. I do not think 
Deputy Esmonde was in the Dáil when 
that was raised. 

| Mr. ESMONDE : I was referring to 
j the estimate of the League of Nations, 

• which was passed in silence. The im- 
| pression 1 got was, that it was rton- 
temptuous silence. Of course every 
Deputy is entitled to his own opinion. 
We are not only members of the League 
of Nations, as members of this Com- 
monwealth, but Saorstát Eireann is 
1 essentially also a European country at- 
tached to and aíTected by the econo- 
mic and political happenings in the 
Continent of Europe. We will be glad 
to know what steps the Government 
have taken to see that this country 
j takes its proper share in the economic, 
j intellectual, and cultural life of Europe. 

I There is the further question of our re- 
! lations with the United States of* 
Ameriea, where the vast majority of 
the Irish race are settled. We have 
heard little here of our relations with 
that country, and we would be glad to 
have further information. However 
important may be our relations with 
the League of Nations, and however 
important may be the Commonwealth 
of Nations, there is one institution 
which, in my opinion, transcends in 
importance even this vast organisa- 
tion, ajid that is the Christian Church. 
We will be glad to know from the 
Government what steps they have 
taken in order to defend the interests 
of this country as the greatest, certainlj 
one of the greatest, missionary nations 
in the world. Deputies are probablj 
aware that bishops, missionaries of 
this country, administer a portion of 
the globe far greater than the British 
Empire, and more than five times the 
total area of the Continent of Europe. 
But is it not a fact that the interests of 
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our missionaries are defended in the 
eentre of Christcndom by the British 
Minister at the Vatican? Is that a 
faet? We are entitled to know from 
the Government what it has done to 
defend the interests of our missionaries 
all over thc world. This motion of Dc- 
puty Johnson refers to the relations of 
Saorstát Eireann with all those States. 
I presume he means all the relations, 
not only political, but also intellectual, 
commercial, and agricultural. I can 
give no other interpretation of the 
statement, and presumably the Govern- 
ment has taken steps to administer 
our commereial relations with these 
eountries. What steps have they taken 
to develop our commercial relations 
with these States? What use has the 
Ministry of External Aífairs been, let 
us say, to the farming community of 
this eountry? What has the Ministry 
of External Affairs done to investigate 
those countries whieh are l*apidly 
squeezing us out of the markets which 
we have held for so many years? What 
steps has the Minister taken to sce that 
we have eapable men in such countries 
as Denmark, in order to report and 
keep us informed as to the methods 
adopted by the people of that country 
in marketing, transport, and in all 
those matters whieh have suceeeded in 
plaeing I)enmark in the position which 
we ought to oceupy, and which we have 
lost ? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: I think 
the matter ought to be confined to the 
question of political relations, as the 
amendment arises direetly out of the 
question of a political Trcaty. 

Mr. ESMONDE: There is a further 
matter which I think, Sir, you will 
admit is political, because it has a 
very definite bearing on the political 
relations of this State with other 
States, and that is the question of 
sport. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: No. 

Mr. ESMONPE: I bow to your 
ruling, but I maintain that sport is 
one of the most important factors in 
developing international relations at 
the present time. Deputy Johnson re- 
ferred to the question of our status 
with regard to our representatives 
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, abroad and the failure of the Execu- 
tive Council to uphold that status. I 
understand that when* the present 
Government came into power there 
were some twelve ofifices on the Con- 
tinent of Europe, but as a result of 
the Herculean efforts of the Minister, 
those ofifices have been reduced to four. 

I was addressed a few days ago by 
a distinguished German, who askpd me 
why we had no reprcsentative in his 
country. He said that the people in 
his country had not yet realised that 
Ireland was a Free State. I said that 
there was nothing remarkable in that, 
as we had Ministers at home who did 
, not yet recognise that fact. Now, the 
| obvious duties of a representative 
j abroad are to obtain information for 
! all brancbes of State activities at 
home, to keep us in touch not only 
with thc latest developments in other 
countries, but as regards trade, agri- 
culture, public health and other forms 
of activity, including sport. There is 
also a very important matter that 
| ought to appeal to the Minister for 
• Finance, and that is that several coun- 
I tries pay their whole foreign represen- 
tation by the fees which these foreign 
representatives obtain. 

I understand that there arc a hun- 
dred thousand Irish-Americans eoming 
here this year from America, and thcy 
j will have to pay £2 lOs. for a visa to 
' come here. The Minister for Finance 
i is going to throw away a quarter of a 
i million pounds in fees whieh will go to 
I the British Treasury, because the 
Government does not think it worth 
while to see that we should have proper 
representation in New York, and that 
our representative there should issue 
visas and obtain fees for them. I my- 
self have had experience in seven or 
eight countries in foreign representa- 
tion, and I have had enough experience 
to know how necessary it is that Ire- 
land should have a small but efificient 
foreign representation. I have also had 
enough experience to know what are 
the requirements and qualifications 
which an Irish representative should 
possess and which, I admit, I did not 
possess at the time. We will be inter- 
ested to know from the Government 
what they have done in the matter of 
upholding our status. So far as I can 
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. [Mr. Esmonde.] has been said by Deputy Johnson, and 


see, in order to uphold the position 
which we have won, there are many 
•things which ought to have been done, 
but which have not been done. In the 
matter of trade, it is obvious that this 
country is in the most unhealthy condi- 
tion of any country in the world. The 
commercial independence of a country 
and, in a large measure, its political 
independence, depends on the number 
and variety of its markets. We have 
only one market. I maintain that we 
should disseminate our trade so that no 
nation or group of nations can dictate 
to us what our commercial policy 
should be, and we should win the prc- 
eminent position in the realm of 
athleties, to wliieh we are entitled by 
reason of our physique and prowess. 

AN OEANN COMHAIRLE: The Dc- 

puty will havc to sit down if he pro- 
nounces one vvord more on that subject. 

Captain REDMOND: Do not spoil 
sport. 

Mr. ESMONDE : Our aim should also 
be to vindicate our right to what De- 
puty Johnson referred to, to a moral 
leadership in the Commonwealth to 
which we bclong by reason of our being 
oiie of the two mother countries in that 
Commonwcalth, to obtain an adequate 
plaee in the Council of the League of 
Nations, and in the intellectual and cul- 
tural life of Europe; to assume a proper 
position in regard to America, in view 
of the exceptional circumstances of this 
country; and, íinally, to make the 
world conscious of the unity of our 
racial (‘íforts and of the absolutely re- 
markable work which our people have 
performed, and are performing, in the 
world as a great. missionary nation. 
These should'be the objects of our in- 
ternational actions and our national 
purpose, and we will wait with interest 
to hear from the Go'vernment what they 
have done in order to carry out and to 
fulfil in this respect f the expectations 
which they raised in the hearts of the 
people of this nation 'When they per- 
suaded that nation to accept this State 
and the status which we now enjoy. 

MINISTER for EXTERNAL AF- 
FAIRS (Mr. Fitzgerald) : I may say 
that I agrée with practically all that 


with a great amount of what has been 
said by Deputy Esmonde. I was very 
glad that Deputy Johnson made the 
statement he did make, because for the 
last two years there has been a cam- 
paign to belittle the status that this 
country actually possesses, and in our 
attempts to assert and to exercise our 
status that campaign that was carried 
on here was undoubtedly a very con- 
siderable extra difficulty. Deputy Es- 
monde refers to the fact that peace has 
reigned here for the last year. 

Mr. ESMONDE: On a point of ex- 
planation, I do not believe that I stated 
that. 

Mr. FITZGERALD: I thought that 
that was what the Deputy stated, but 
it does not matter if he did not. The 
two points in Deputy Johnson’s state- 
ment to which I take exception are 
his saying that last Friday’s debate 
made it apparent that the mind of the 
Ministry was not clear in the matter 
of its relations with foreign States, 

| and that the Executive Council was not 
| standing for the full benefit of the 
| Treaty, and was apparently inclined to 
takc a milder and less valuable inter- 
pretation of it. The Deputy deduced 
these two things from facts which are 
indicative of the contrary. The íirst 
fact that he adduced that from was: 
that whereas last year, when the De- 
puty, as an official delegate to an inter- 
national body, was travelling, he tra- 
velled with an Irish passport, whereas 
last week somebody got an English 
passport. It would have been quite 
possible for us to have continued issu- 
ing passports generally, as we issued 
them only to people going abroad on 
actual business. It would have been 
possible to continue issuing them had 
we been prepared not to push things 
forward, but to be content with 
such portion of our international, 
sovereignty as has, so far, been exer- 
cised by those countries which are 
generally referred to as the Dominions. 
It was because we were not prepared 
to stand still that we did not issue pass- 
ports earlier than we did. The pass- 
port given to Deputy Johnson was an 
lrish passport describing him as a 
citizen of the Irish Free State. We 
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gave that to Deputy Johnson, as to our- 
selves, for definite work, and because 
we knew that the mission he was going 
on was sufficient to prevent him suffer- 
ing any inconveTnience by having that 
passport at -that timc, because we 
wanted the bearers of lrish passports 
to have full consideration and all the 
amenities, and all the ease, that are 
enjoyed by the bearers of passports. 
We actually delayed the issue of pass- 
ports because we were not satisfied with 
the exact form of the passports issued 
to citizens of these other countries of 
the British Commonwealth. That was 
the reason of the delay. The Deputy 
said that the passport was issued on the 
4th, but that vvas because it was ap- 
plied for at an earlicr datc. Since Wed- 
nesday, Irish people applying for pass- 
ports receive Irish passports, but the 
very fact that the Dcputy adduces to 
prove that we were not standing for the 
full and most complcte interpretation 
of our status, was actually due to the 
fact that we were fighting and were 
not preparcd to yield on a point upon 
which we felt that there was a diminu- 
tion of the status whicli we liave 
acquired. 

That was one thing, and another 
thing I gathered was that the Deputy 
thought wc were not press- 
6 o'cloch. ing our full status owing to 
the fact that wc had not a 
representative to sign the Liquor 
Treaty in Washington. That comes 
from the fact that this country is in thc 
forefront. and has pushcd on more than 
any other counl ry. The reason, I agree, 
that we would not send a special repre- 
sentative from here to sign the Liquor 
Treaty, was because at that mornent 
the full accrediting of an Irish repre- 
sentative in Washington was already in 
hands, and because I had already some 
assurance that there would be no diffi- 
culty put in tlie way of the full ac- 
crediting of our representativc there. 
Depntiesknow with regard to Canada 's ( 

right to an accredited representative in 
Washington that it was conceded, but 
actually that right has not been exer- 
cised by Canada. I hope that within a 
month or within a very short time Ire- 
land will be the first member of the 
British Commonwealth of Nations other 
than England to have a fully accredited 


representative at Washington. It was 
because that matter was in hands and 
because I had no doubt whatcver of its 
coming into operation in a short time 
that I did not insist on our undoubted 
right to have a representative at Wash- 
ington to sign that Treaty on our be- 
half. I say the very facts from which 
the Deputy adduced his conclusion that 
this Government was not standing for 
the full interpretation of the Treaty 
werc actually indicative, on the con- 
trary, that. this CSovernment more than 
any other Oovernmcnt in our position, 
has been maintaining this status we 
now possess. The status we possess 
la(‘ks a certain amount of definition. 
Before we took over this status there 
were other countries who arrived at it 
by a system of growth. Before we took 
it over, that growth had arrived at a 
piteh where it was rightly asserted—it 
was asserted by Mr. Bonar Ijaw years 
ago—that between the nations of the 
j British (7ommonwealth therc was full 
' equality. That point had been arrived 
j at when we actually took our place as 
a co-equal member of that Comrnon- 
wealth. 

It is true tliat bccause (íreat Britain 
was the first of those countries to 
| exercise full sovereignty the machinery 
j is not quite up to date. The 

j machinery, T may say, does throw 

j us back a bit prior to the equality 
i stage. What was the maehinery when 
j we eame into existence? It was prac- 
tically that. all external relations be- 
tween members of this Oommonwealth 
! were cxereised by agents and pleni- 
1 potentiaries appointed by Great 

Britain, and I believe appointed with- 

out referencc to the other countries of 
the Commonwealth. It is obvious to 
me that if that system were to con- 
tinue it would necessitate that before 
an Ambassador or Minister plenipo- 
tentiary were appointed to act, that 
the various Governments of the Com- 
. monwealth should be aslced if they 

coneurred in the appointment of sueh 

an individual. I do not believe that 
has been done so far, but, as I say, 
the ríght of this country to have direct 
relations not only with the States, 
members of the Commonwealth, but 
with the States not members of the 
Commonwealth, is unquestionable and 
unquestioned, and this country pro- 
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poses to exercise that right in one in- 
stance at least through the voice of a 
fully accredited representative at 
Washington. 

I hope I have made the matter of 
the passports clear. We did issue 
those passports to people going abroad 
on definite international business prior 
to an agreement as to their issuing, 
because we knew the mission they 
were going on was suffieient to ensure 
that they would be well treated and 
given full facilities. 

Mr. JOHNSON: May I ask whether 
any objection has been raised by any 
State to receipt or recognition of pass- 
ports issued by the Irish Free State? 

Mr. FITZGERALD : No such objec- 
tion has been received; but I may as 
well say in that rcgard that we onlv 
issued very few last year to people 
going on definite missions. Otherwise 
thcy are only issued since last Wednes- 
day. I myself have travclled in somo 
three or four countries on Irish pnss- j 
ports, and, far from „naking trouble. * 
they brought me a very courteous re- 
ception. 

Mr. JOHNSON: The point is that | 
some obstaele apparently arose against j 
the continuance or use of Irish pass- 
ports. . Does the Minister think it wise 
to indieate what that obstaclc was? 

Mr. FITZGERALD : Thcre was not a 
cessation of issue, becausc, there was no 
real issue. There was a deferring of 
issue—I am quite prcparcd to be franh 
with the Dáil—becausc whereas the 
other States, members of the Britisli 
Commonwealth of Nations, describcd 
their nationals as British subjects, we 
felt it was exactly in keeping with the 
Treaty, and with the status of our natio- 
nals, that they should be described as 
citizens of the Irish Free State and of 
the British Commonwealth of Nations. 
That was the cause of the delay. If we 
were prepared to yield on that we could 
have issued them as soon as I last sue- 
ceeded in getting them made, but we 
preferred to defer it until we had come 
to a modus vivendi on that point. 

Mr. JOHNSON: That phrase rather 
•suggests that there was an obstacle. 


Mr. FITZGERALD: There was an ob- 
i stacle, yes. With regard to the Laus- 
j anne Treaty, that Treaty was initiated. 
and to a large extent negotiated, before 
we came into our present position. That 
being so, wc were not consulted or in- 
vitecí to be in its negotiation. We were 
not consulted as to whether or not wc 
agreed with its signing, and for that 
reason I assert that the articles of ixs 
various clauses are in no wise binding 
i on this country. Since we came into 
I existence in our present form we were 
! kept during the negotiation of that 
l Treaty in close knowledge of its pi\)- 
gress; but, inasmuch as we were not 
consulted as to its initiation, and as we 
had no opportunity of having a repre- 
sentative there, I do not consider that 
the clauses of that Treaty are in any 
way binding on this country. 

Most of Deputy Johnson’s statements 
as to the full equality of Ireland with 
Great Britain are, as I say, unquestion- 
able and uiuiuestioned. Since we came 
into existence, the only two Treaties, so 
far as I know, that have been under 
consideration have been the Lausanne 
and the Liquor Treaty. With regard 
to both of them, we were more or less 
daily informed as to their progress. 
With regard to the statement that De- 
puty Johnson read out as having been 
made in the Britjsh House of Commons, 
I have no idea as to what that state- 
ment was intended to be. The Deputy 
asked if we had given consent to the 
ratification of the Lausanne Treaty. 
We have not given consent to the ratifi- 
cation of the Lausanne Treaty with re- 
gárd to Ireland- 

Mr. JOHNSON : On that point, may I 
interrupt. Are we to take it that the 
British Prime Minister—or shall I 
speak of him as the Minister for 
Foreign Affairs—was misinformed 
when he indicated that the Irish Free 
State and representatives of other 
nations comprising the British Com- 
monwealth had intimated their ap- 
proval of ratification? 

Mr. FITZGERALD : I am not aware 
that^ the British Prime Minister or the 
British Foreign Secretary made such a 
statement. I can assure the Deputy 
and the Iíouse generally that the 
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Government of the Irish Free State had | 
not indieated their approval of ratifica- , 
tion of the Lausanne Treaty with re- | 
gard to Ireland. I think that is an 
answer. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Is there any mcan- 
ing in those words “ with regard to Ire- 
landV 9 

Mr. FITZGERALD : No, Sir, except 
that we obviously have no right to dic- 
tate as to whether a Treaty shall be 
signed with regard to any other eountry 
tljan Ireland. There is no significance 
in the words except that this Govern- 1 
ment can only speak with rcgard to 
this country. 

Mr. JOHNSON: May I take it that > 
you have not expressed any approval of 
the Treaty in any way? 

Mr. FITZGERALD: We have not ex- 
pressed any approval or disapproval of 
the Treaty in any way. The Deputy 
asked: Is it the view of the Executive 
Council that the text of all agreements 
or undertákings we have entered into 
that cast responsibilities/ that involve 
obligations on this country should be 
put before the Dáil? I certainly whole- 
íieartedly agree with that. With re- 
gard to that, there is only one trade 
ti’eaty that I can think of at the mo- 
rnent. We have not changed the posi- 
tion with regard to trade relations— 
that is to say, that things that existed 
when we came into cxistence still exist. 
They have not- been changed. In that 
matter I consulted, from time to time, 
the Department of Industry and Com- 
merce, and they thought that until we 
actually knew more about our trade, 
until we had more grip of the situation, 
it was wiser not to change anything 
that had existed. There was an ex- 
change of notes between the Irish Free 
State Government and Spain, which had 
the effect of renewing under the new 
regime here what existed under the old 
regime. That exchange of notes took 
place actually through the Sérvis Dip- 
lomatique of the British Foreign Office. 

I may as well take this opportunity of 
giving the exact text. 

The Free State Govemment are pre- 

pared to give an undertaking that 
tiej' mJJ'coDtJiwe tojrraii? to Sjwúsb. 


goods imported into the Irish Free 
State, treatment as favourable as that 
accorded to goods produced or manu- 
factured in any foreign country, upon 
the understanding that the Spanish 
Government agrees to grant to goods 
produced or manufactured in the Irish 
Frce State, on importation into Spain, 
the rates of duties specified in the 
second column of the Spanish Customs 
Tariff. lt is proposed, on the part of 
the Free State Government, that this 
arrangement should continue in force 
for an indefinite period, subject to six 
months' notice of its termination on 
either side. 

The Madrid Gazette reports the terms 
as follows 

1. Spain concedes to produets ema- 
nating from the Free State of Ireland 
the duties of the second column of the 
Tariff in foree. 

2. The Free State of Ireland, on its 
side concedes to Spanish products the 
most favoured treatment already con- 
eeded or which may in future be con- 
cedcd to any foreign country. 

3. This eommercial arrangement is 
established for an indefinite period, on 
the understanding that it shall cease 
to operate six months after either of 
the contracting parties denounces it. 

This is made public for general in- 
formation.—The Under-Seeretary, F. 
Espinosa de los Monteros. Madrid, 
March 14, 1924. 

I will have to look up the matter a 
little more closely. There may have 
been renewals of certain other things 
—renewals to avoid any definite 
change when we were not sure whe- 
ther the change would be detrimental 
or not to Irish business. The Deputy 
referred to a certain discussion on 
Treaties that took place in the Im- 
perial Conference and spoke of con- 
clusions or agreements. A certain 
memorandum was drawn up to give 
a rough idea as to the methods of 
working with regard to the negotia- 
tion, signature and ratification of 
Treaties. That document, as it existed 
at first, seemed to me rather unclear 
in certain points, and these points 

jvpse eJearetf i/j> J>r 3e dsm ifo 
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Deputy read: “ The ratification of 
Treaties imposing obligations on one 
part of the Empire are effected at the 
instance of the Government of that 
part. Ratification of Treaties impos- 
ing obligations on more than one part 
of the Empire is effeeted after con- 
sultation between the Governments of 
those parts of the Empire concerned. 1 
It is for each Government to decide 
whether Parliamentary approval or 
lcgislation is required before the de- 
sirc for or concurrence with ratifica- 
tion is intimatcd by that Govern- 
ment. M The net effect of that is that. 
if we wished to make a píditical 
Treaty, which affected Ireland and the 
country Avith whom it was negotiated 
only, that the Irish Government would 
negotiate and sign that Treaty and its 
ratification wouíd be carried out at 
t.he instance of that Government. But 
where any one ( 4 ountry of thc Com- 
monwealth is maldng a Treaty which 
in any way affects the other mombers, 
this document. which the Deputy read 
from is the suggestion put. up for the 
smoot.h working of such arrangements. 

Mr. McCARTHY: Would the Minis- 
ter state whether the Spanish agree- 
ment was negotiatcd directly or 
through the British Foreign Office? 

Mr. PITZGERALD: As I stat.ed, it j 
was negotiated through the Sérvis ' 
Diplomatique of the British Embassy. 

It was not. a signed Treaty. It was 
done by an exchange of notes through 
the British Embassy. The Deputy 
asked if we had any representation at 
Ottawa in view of the Constitutional 
position. We have not a represcntative 
at Ottawa. It is a thing we have under 
consideration. But I may say that at 
the Imperial Conference very close per- 
sonal relations were entered into by 
your represcntatives and the Canadian 
representatives, so that we are able, as 
far as the Constitutional position is con- J 
cemed, to keep in vcry close touch with j 
Canada on that point. At the same 
time, the question of representation at 
Ottawa is under consideration. With 
regard to relations with Russia that 
might be advantageous from the trade 
point of view. In that matter, and in all 
matters regarding trade, I, naturally, 
am guided by the advice from the De- 


, partment of Industry and Commerce. 
I have proposed to them with regard to 
two European countries, that we should 
make tradc agreements with them, and 
in that mattcr I shall be guided by that 
Department. 

Mr. GOOD: Though the Minister for 
that Department has no special quali- 
íications on the subject? 

Mr. FITZGERALD : 1 said I would 
bc guided by the Departmcnt. I did 
not rcícr to the Minister. 

Mr. GOOD: I referred to tl\e 
Minister. 

Mr. FITZGERALD: The statement 
by Deputy Esmonde which I referred 
to at the beginning was that the clouds 
of civil war are passing away. Cer- 
tainly thc civil war made our position 
much more difficult. It seems to have 
happened t.hat when thc clouds of civil 
war were passing away a number of 
other things happened. There was a 
mut.iny, Hritish soldiers were murder- 
ously attacked in Cobh, all calculated 
to make thin&s more diffieult. At the 
samc time I can assurc thc Dáil that no 
matter Avhat happens this Government 
is fully conscious of the rights of this 
-ountry and of its stat.us and of the im- 
plications of t.hat st.atus. Necessarily 
things are rather slow. 1 have had the 
matter of accrediting our representa- 
tive in Washington in hand for a fairly 
long time. At the present time hc is 
not accredited. I can only say that in 
that matter we are pushing forward 
with full strength. The accrediting of 
our representative in Washington es- 
tablishes clearly, and in one instance 
shows, at any rate, we are ready to 
exercise our right of conducting con- 
versations between a person of this 
State and a pcrson of another State 
outside the British Commonwealth. I 
admit that we might have gone with a 
flourish and started right away, trying 
to have represcntatives in every 
country in the world. We considered 
that actually the most important for us 
was America. In America we have un- 
doubted interests, and it is necessary 
that we should have there accredited 
representation. The other case urged 
by the Deputy was representation, pre- 
sumably at the Vatican, to His Holiness 
the Pope. That is a matter we will con- 
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sider when the representation at Wash- 
ington is settled. The Deputy referred 
to the fact that some time ago we had 
twelve offices in Europe. I do not thinlc 
that is quite correct. We certainly 
have less offices in Europe than we had. 
Eor instance, we had an office in Spain, 
and our representative there at the time 
was Dcputy Esmonde. As far as 
I can remember, I asked De- 
puty Esmonde when he came 
back if our office there was serv- 
ing any useful purpose. It must be re- 
membered that I had to live at very 
< 4 1osq quarters with the Minister for 
Finance, and I could not, for ornamen- 
tal purposcs, recommend that we should 
spend money maintaining offices unless 
I had reason to believe they were serv- 
ing some useful purpose. Speaking, 
subject to correction by Deputy Es- 
monde, as well as T remember, when I 
asked him if thc office served any use- 
ful purpose he assured me that it did 
not. I considered it my duty then, and 
I would consider it my duty again in a 
siinilar casc, to say that if offices served 
jio useful purpose, obviously we cannot 
afford to pay for maintaining them. 

Since the new regime came into forcc 
I think practically every Government 
Department will admit that our repre- 
sentatives abroad have been of grcat 
value to them in getting information 
of every possible sort. The Ministry 
of Agriculture has certainly bene- 
fited, and also the Ministry of In- 
duslry and Commerce. The Ministry 
of Finance and other Departments have 
also got information. I have tried to 
answer every point that was put to me 
as frankly as possible. I welcomc this 
debate. I fcel that other Ministries, 
owing to the fact that they are con- 
stantly introducing Bills here, do get a 
certain amount of attention from the 
Dáil. There were suggestions last Fri- 
day that I was trying to do things be- 
liind the back of the Dáil. These 
suggestions were not true. That is all 
I can say about them. I am most 
anxious that the Dáil should be fully in- 
formed of all steps taken and of all 
acts done by the Ministry of Exter- 
nal Affairs. I am most anxious that 
the Dáil should take an interest in and 
be fully informed of everything connec- 
ted with our external relnvions. I ac- 


cept, as far as I am concerned, the 
suggesxion of Deputy Johnson tliat all 
agreements and such things which in 
any way impose any obligation upon 
this Government should be put before 
the Dáil. It has never been my inten- 
tion to do anything else. 

Mr. ESMONDE: I understand the 
Minister stated that, when I was qucs- 
tioned on returning from Spain, I said 
that aji offiee in Spain was not neces- 
sary. I am afraid he misinterpreted my 
statement. I stated that if it was the 
ntention of the Government not to have 
properly eonstituted offiees in the big 
capitals of the world, obviously it would 
bc impossible to have one in Spain. It 
was my impression that there should be 
an office in Spain. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I intended to ask 
whether the Treaty between Great Bri- 
tain and Ireland has yet been lodged 
and registered with the League of Na- 
tions. This matter was raised in May, 
1923, wlien the President stated that 
the question was involved in other ques- 
tions and in inembership of the League. 
The Saorstát is now a member of the 
Leaguc, and I want to know if we have 
taken the step of doing what wc arc 
obliged to do by the Constitution of the 
League—lodging the Treaty with tlie 
League and having it registcred? 

Mr. FITZGERALD : No, the Treaty 
has not been registered. That is a 
very eomplieated matter. The matter 
is being eonsidcred. It was handed in 
to the League with doeuments indicat- 
ing our status. The matter ol: rcgis- 
tration is one which we have not 
actually done yet. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Can the Minister 
say what the obstacle to that is? 

Mr. FITZGERALD : The obstacle 
has been considering all about it. It 
will be done. Certainly there has been 
a great deal of delay. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Does that mean 
that the Registrar has been faulty, or 
has there been any objection against 
registration lodged by any of the 
other constituent members of the 
League? 

Mr. FITZOERALD: No objection 
was lodged, and the Registrar had no 
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opportunity of showing whcther he 
was faulty or otherwise. 

Mr. JOHNSON : Does the fault lie 
in the office of the Minister for Ex- 
ternal Aífairs? Obviously there is a 
fault. Can the Minister indicate where 
the fault lies? 

Mr. FITZOEBALD: I can only say 
there is no fault; but that on the faee 
of it, if there were a fault, the fault 
would be mine. I would like to ask 
if the Deputy thinks that the terms of 
his amendment have been complied 
with? 

Mr. JOHNSON : There may be other 
Deputies who may desire to say some- 
thing on this question. 

Major COOPER : As Deputy John- 
son refuses to commit himself, there is 
evident some evidence of that lack of 
leadership of which Deputy Esmonde 
complained. I was not aware that the 
people of this country were suffering 
from any lack of leadership. If they 
are, it is not for lack of leaders. 
There are at least a half a dozen 
leaders in the Dáil, and I do not know 
how many there are outside. 

Mr. GOREY : Quality is lacking, not 
quantity. 

Mr. ESMONDE : What I stated was 
lack of vigorous leadership. 

Major COOPER: I will not touch 
upon that very delicate point as to 
what is vigorous or not. As one who 
has no pretensions to lead, and who 
merely occupies a very humble posi- 
tion in an incoherent party, there are 
just one or two points that I would 
like to mention on this matter, which 
is really one of immense importance. 
I think one thing the Dáil may con- 
gratulate itself upon is that on the 
broad constitutional issue and on the 
broad issue of our national status, we 
are really all standing upon common 
ground. The Minister accepted 
Deputy Johnson’s definition of what 
our constitutional position was. I 
accept it, too, though I do not entirelv 
accept^ all the implications that arise 
from it, and Deputy Johnson will pro- 


bably not accept some of the implica- 
tions that I draw from it. He said, 
and I agree with him, that we are not 
merely a Dominion—we are a mother 
country. I thinlc the implication is 
that the Royai title should run “ King 
of Great Britain, the Irish Free State, 
and the Dominions beyond the Seas. ,r 
I am not quite sure whether Deputy 
Johnson dcsires that; I am certain 
that there are some Deputies who do 
not. Therefore, I think we had better 
leave it in the dccently-veiled formula 
which now exists, and which, after all, 
expresses the position to a certain 
extent, and it does not, I think, give 
great offence to anybody. It is one 
that we accept, not as perfect, or per- 
haps what we would desire, but as a 
working arrangement that we can go 
on. 

One implication that Deputy John- 
son can hardly expeet me to aecept is 
the implication with regard to Moscow 
and the suggestion that we should 
make an agreement with Russia and 
send a representative to Moscow. I 
am not definitely opposed to that but 
I should Hke Deputy Johnson to make 
out a stronger case. 

Mr. JOHNSON : I did not even imply 
the necessity for having a representa- 
tive in Moscow. I think that agree- 
ments could be entered into without 
having any Ambassador in Moscow. I 
am not objecting to an Ambassador 
there, but I do not see why it should be 
i Moscow before Paris. 

Major COOPER : We have, I believe, 
a representative in Paris. Taking the 
statement of the trade agreement, De- 
puty Johnson said Russia could send us 
timber and flax. He did not mention 
.their most prevalent industry. I have 
no doubt Russia could send us propa- 
ganda. 

Mr, O’CONNELL: We do not want 
that. 

Major COOPER: What do we get out 
of the agreement with Russia? There 
are plenty of people who will send us 
things. What we want is some place 
where we can sell. We want people 
who will buy from us. Deputy Es- 
monde complained that Germany did 
not know we were 'a Free State. Ger- 
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many knows we are on the map, and to aceept whatever is done for them at 
Germany in Jannary last, sent us Westminster and their twelve represen- 
£69,000 worth of material, and took tatives there have comparatively little 
£200 worth of wool—raw material. Be- influenee over what is done. We have 
fore entering into any trade agree- actually more power herc, and we have 
ments, I would like to make sure that more power over this Treaty—power to 
they are not one-sided, and I would like a(*cept or rejcet it—than thc Ilouse of 
to see that othér countries would nof Representatives has in the United 
only send us their products, but also States. The treaty-making power in 
buy our products. I hope that Deputy the United States is confined to the Pre- 
Johnson *will indicate what Russia is sident and the Scnate. We have a 
going to buy from us, as well as what right to aeeept or reject this Treaty. 
she will send us. I believe it is to Ireland’s advantage 

. . that it should be aceepted, and to the 

On the broad issue, I entirely accept advantage of our trade and our good re- 
Deputy Johnson’s view. We ought not lations with thc United States—rela- 
to be parties to any treaty in regard to tions that we must always remember 
which we are not consulted, and of are intensely important to us. I shall 
which we have not full information. vote against the amendment though I 
On Friday I asked the Minister if he arn entirely in agreement on thc Con- 
was prepared to put down an amend- stitutional issue. 

ment limiting our approval in this case Mr . QOREY: I would likc to make 
to the articles on the Paper. He said m y position clear on this question. I 

he would, and I see there stands one m belicvc a division was taken here on Fri- 

Deputy Duggan’s name. Deputy John- day on a similar matter when r was 

son asks us to declme to approve of ít. absent. I was listening to the debate 
I venture _to think that course is not m this CV ening, and heard the verv clo- 

our best interests, because thxs liquor quent speeeh of D eputy Esmondé. I 

agreement ís one of very considerable Wil nt to correct a few impressions that 

ímportance to one of our few mdustnes. he HUgge sted in this debate. He" asked 
We are, as a nation, exporters of very what has the Ministry of Extcrnal 
large amounts of alcohohc hquor, and Aft'airs done to find markets for Irish 
tms amendment would make a good produce other than in Great Britain, and 
deal of difference to our distilling and wh y we h aV e not a variety of markets for 
brewmg trade. It would make it pos- Irish produce. As a matter of fact, anv- 
sible for us to send a m ixed cargo, for one w h 0 has his eycs about him at all 
mstance, to Amenca. The ship could w íp know that the English market is not 
call at an Amencan port where it could a i on e the markct for Irish produce but 
unload nsh or other cargo, and then ít j s t he market for the surplus produce of 
could^ proceed to Canada or South a n th e countries in Europe. With the 
Amenca to unload liquor.. That cargo exception of a few small things there is 
could be under seal while m an Amen- no other market outside the English 
can port, and then ít could be carned mar ket for the surplus products of prac- 
on to Canada or elsewhere. tically all the eountries in thc world. 

There has bcen great. trouble in con- Practically all the countries in the 
ducting direct trade with Ame- world find a market in England for their 
rica because of the difficulty in surplus produce. Deputy Esmonde sug- 
securing a return cargo. This gests that the Ministry of External 
will to a certain extent relieve that Affairs should find a market for our pro- 
difficulty, and that is onc reason why I duce outside Britain. To make such‘a 
am not in favour of Deputy Johnson’s suggestion as that is merely to show that 
amendment. The other reason is that a man does not know what he is talking 
I do not think it has been fully realised about. I was wondering when I heard 
that the fact that we are asked to ac- the Deputy speaking where he was and 
cept this Treaty does mark the status what he was thinking of when the 
we have achieved. That has not been Ministers and Secretaries Bill was before 
fully realised in the debates here. The the Dáil. At that time I, and spme 
Parliament of Northern Ireland is not Deputies on these benches, criticised thdt 
asked to accept the Treaty. They have part of the Bill dealing with ,the Minis- 

Vol. 6. d5. 
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try of External Affairs, and we opposed 
that part of the Bill and opposed the ap- 
pointment of this Ministry altogether. 
\Ve alleged that it was of very little 
use to the State. A campaign had been 
earried on in the Press to the same effect, 
and people in the eountry had spoken 
against this Ministry. Yet, I)eputy 
Esmonde at that time was silent on this 
question. I would like to know what 
has given birth to his activities and con- 
•cern on this rnatter now. What has 
given birth to his activities with regard 
to this particular Ministry and its de- 
velopment? When we were criticising 
the Ministers and Secretaries Bill the 
Deputy had not a word to say about it. 
He referred in the course of his speech 
this evening to Missionary Work. Some 
of the events that have happened in Ire- 
land recently would make one inclined 
to suggest that the Chinese should send 
a Chinese Mission here. I will not 
labour the question any further, but I 
will certainlv votc against this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I would like to say j 
very fcw words on the general question j 
raised by Deputy Johnson’s amcnd- j 
ment. Personally I feel very glad that 
this matter has been raised, and that 
this whole issue has been brought under 
discussion, even though the manner in 
which it has bcen raiscd may bcar the 
appearance of an attack upon the Ex- 
ccutive Council. The net result of the 
discussion, at any ratc, is to emphasisc 
and underline the status which this 
country possesses. It is good that that 
should be donc, no mattcr how it comes 
about that it is done, and no matter 
what the motive behind any resolution 
which servcs to emphasise it may be. It 
is two years now, or a little over two 
years, sincc a majority of the members 
of Dáil Eireann approved of a Treaty 
signed by* Irish Plenipotentiaries with 
the Plenipotcntiaries of Britain. The 
men who signed that Treaty and the 
men who voted for it assured their coun- 
trymen that they were accepting a 
status equal to the status of England 
lierself, and entering into a freedom as 
full and as broad and as real as the free- 
dom which the people of England en- 
joyed. That claim was denied. That 
<$Uim was shouted down. Those who 


attempted to go out through the coutí- 
try and explain that claim to the citi- 
zens of the country found themselves 
harassed at every turn; found their 
ineetings dispersed by red pepper and 
.303 and other deviccs of that kindr 
and generally there were two or three 
months simply of chaos and babble 
throughout the country. When a meet- 
Ing was called for a particular town, 
you found the town an island entirely 
surrounded by fallen timber and broken 
railways and so on. And yet all the 
tirne thc claim w*as true, and ío-day, 
solemnly sitting in this Parliament, it is 
the common case that it is 
true. The only complaint is 
that the Executive Council seem 
to have been rcmiss or backward 
iu a full appreciation of its truth. The 
Ministcr for External Affairs has 
answ r ered that. He has reminded the 
Dáil that it is not to-day by Deputy 
Johnson, or on Friday by Deputy Es- 
monde, that this matter has been pro- 
perly defined. It must be five or six 
ycars ago now since the late Mr. Bonar 
Law stated that Canada was equal in 
status to Great Britain and as free as 
Great Britain. Sincc then he \vent on 
to state that the Crown had no autho- 
rity in Canada; no power in Canada; 
that it signified sentiment only. 

The Treaty that was signed betwreen 
this country and England, and which 
was subsequently approved by both Par- 
liaments, laid it down that the Constitu- 
tional sratus of the Free State would be 
the Constitutional status of Canada. 
The first Article of the Constitution 
whicn the Provisional Parliament 
passed, arising out of that Treaty, 
stated : “ The Irish Free State is a co- ■ 
equal member of the community of 
nations forming the British Common- 
wealth of Nations. ,, Article 2 went on 
to define ‘ ‘ that all powers of Govem- 
ment and all authority, Legislative, Exe- 
cutive, and Judicial in Ireland are de- 
rived from the people of Ireland.” But 
when we told the people of Ireland that 
they had their destinies in their own 
hands, that all the powers in Ireland, 
Legislativc, Exccutive, and Judiciaí 
were theirs to delegate to re- 
presentativcs who would answer 
baek to them for the use of 
that powcr, that was scoffed at and 
shouted down as a lie. When we told 
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t.he people of Ireland that as fully and 
as really as the people of England they 
had their Government in their own 
hands, that also was shouted down. Yet 
there is general agreement here about its 
tmth. And the most uscful service that 
the Dcputies could do would be to em- 
:phasise that plain simple truth to the 
people of the country whose minds have 
been confused with regard to it, people 
who have bcen led to doubt it, who have 
been led to disbelieve it, who have been 
led on to believe that the status that was 
•accepted here was a paltry subordinate 
status, and the people who certainly do 
not know and do not believe that this 
country stands to-day equal in status 
with England, as í'ree as England, and 
no more bound to England than Canada, 
Australia, and South Africa, simply 
sharing with her, membership of what 
might well be described as a miniature 
League of Nations, certainly a league of 
free nations, and certainly a league of 
equal nations. But for two years be- 
cause of the failure to appreciate that 
fact, because that fact has been suceess- 
fully concealed from the mind of the 
people of the country, we have had de- 
struction and turmoil, bloodshed and 
crime here. And instead of giving the 
infant State an opportunity to develop 
as it should develop, an opportunity of 
healing up wounds here, of solving prob- 
lems that were here, people went out and 
made war upon it ruthlessly; they 
simply went out in a mad campaign of 
slander and calumny against those who 
wanted to give that State a ehance to 
grow and flourish, and develop as it 
should develop. Thcy did all that under 
the leadership of and at the call of a man 
who before any Treaty was signed, be- 
fore the negotiators stepped on board 
ship to go to meet the representativcs of 
England, was fuily prepared to accept 
and recommend to his Cabinet the accept- 
ance of a status that certainly did not 
differ one whit from the status laid down 
in the Treaty and in thc Constitution. 

Now we have Deputy Esmonde's 
amendment of Friday last and Depbty 
Johnson’s amendment of to-day, and thc 
claim is that the Executive Council 
fails to realise the length and the 
breadth and the width of the status 
which this country achieved by the 
Treaty, and which it properly enjoys 


under the terms of the Constitution. 
If we had been remiss in enforcing that 
status, we certainly eould not plead that 
the remissness was in any way due to ig- 
norance. We were the first to announce 
and to emphasise to the people that 
that was the position which the coun- 
try had achieved under the terms of the 
Treaty which Michael Collins and Ar- 
thur Griffith signed. We claim that 
there has been no remissness, that on 
the contrary we have at all times been 
diligent in pressing the claim for the 
fulness of our Treaty rights, that there 
has been no willingness to concede any 
point which could properly be con- 
testcd, and that this very matter of 
which Deputy Esmonde complained on 
Friday, this omission to bring before 
thc Dáil thc Preamble to that Treaty, 
was to ensure that the Dáil would not 
be committed in any way to accep- 
tance of a particular description of the 
King of England, which is the descrip- 
tion in the Royal Titles Act not yet 
repealcd or amended, but which is no 
• longer an accurate description of fact, 
j and which is a description to w;hich we 
could not assent or acquiesce. So that 
the very grievance of Friday simply 
has its roots in that vigilance on the 
part of the Executive Council and on 
I thc part of the Attorney-General to 
} ensure that there will be no acquies- 
ccnee here on the part of Deputies in 
i that anomaly and in that anachronism 
[ of thc present dcscription of thc 
I British King. 

The Minister for External Affairs 
stated that it was an anomaly and that 
it was an anaehronism. The Attorney- 
Gencral stated that he believed that it 
was a clear and necessary implication 
of the Trcaty that the titlc should be 
altcred. It has not yet been altered, 
and because it has not yet been altered 
hc did not bring before the Dáil the 
Preamble to this Liquor Treaty, in 
which that description occurs. Deputy 
Esmonde produced the text-books and 
read an extract from Oppenheim, which 
stated, if I remeinber rightly, that a 
particular procedure was usually ob- 
served in the making of treaties, and 
from these premises he went on to argue 
that if any one of the four matters 
which he described, and which Oppen- 
heim laid down as usually observed, 
were omitted, «that there was no treáty. 
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|Mr. O’Higgins.] 

It did occnr to me at the time that the 
deduction scarcely followed from the 
premises, but that is a matter of 
ópinion. To say that a particular prac- 
tice is the one usually obscrved, and 
then to say as a dcduction from that, 
if it is not. obscrvod, that there is no 
treaty, is to say something which would 
not stand tho test of logic. 

Mr. ESMONDE : On a point of order, 

I stated that in this particular Treaty 
this order was obscrved, and it was 
quite obvious it was observed, as thc 
Preamble had been omitted from the 
text. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : I thought 
the point of order Avas that this matter 
was decided on Friday last? 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I only wish to add 
that it did seem to me that Deputy 
Esmonde was not adverting fully to all 
the implieations of the thesis he was 
advancing. Dcputy Johnson did not 
answer the Minister for Extctnal 
Affairs just now when he put a qucry 
to him as to whether it was considered 
that a condition set out in his resolution 
had been fulfilled. I think the Minister 
rather invited any furthcr queries that 
Deputy Johnson or any othcr Deputy 
might wish to put. 

Mr. MILROT: I find it somewhat i 
diflScult to know exactly what we are 
discussing, because really a consider- 
able portion of the remarks of the 
Minister for Home Affairs seem to be 
utterly irrelevant to the amendment on 
the paper. That being so, I wonder 
whether or not I will be in order in fol- 
lowing his example and in wandering 
into the by-paths through which this 
matter has taken its course since it was 
íirst moved. I will try, however, to 
show a better example than the Minis- 
ter for Home AflFairs. I was somewhat 
relieved to see him stand up to-day, be- 
cause on last Friday no Minister came 
to the rescue of the Minister for Exter- 
nal Aflfairs- 

Mr. FITZGERALD: I object to the 
term “ came to the rescue of the Minis- 
ter for External Aflfairs. ,,, I am able 
to look after myself. 

Mr. MILROT: Though it is true that 


the Attorney-General rushed in where 
Ministers feared to tread and en- 
deavoured, I thought, with a melan- 
choly degree of success, to extricate the 
Minister for External Affairs from his 
dilemma. I do not know whether this 
is going to a division or not, but I think 
that the Deputy who put down the 
amendment has secured as full a 
measure of success as he could expect 
from this discussion, though he has not, 

I think, secured anything like a fiill or 
adequate statement of our relations to 
other States from the reply of the Min- 
ister. I take it that the reasoning of 
the Minister for External Affairs is 
peculiar. The fact that we ha.ve not 
issued passports generally is próof posi- 
tive that we intend to do so. The fact 
that we did not send a representative 
to Washington to sign the Treaty is a 
proof that we had the right to do so. 
If that is the method of reasoning by 
which our external affairs are con- 
ducted, well, it is no longer- 

Mr. FITZGERALD : I am not quite 
snrc whethcr it is a point of order when 
a Deputy deliberately mis- 
7 o’cloclt. represents the meaning of 
what one said. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Or a 

point of explanation? 

Mr. FITZOERALD: No. I am not 

raising a point of explanation, because 
the House knows what I said. 

Mr. MILROY : I have no desire to 
misrepresent, deliberately or otherwise, 
what the Minister has said. I am simply 
quoting his arguments, and if there is 
misrepresentation, it rests in the ar- 
guments he used, and not in my quota- 
tion of them. If this is the kind of 
method and reasoning by which our ex- 
ternal affairs are conducted, then it is 
not surprising that there should be a 
rather inordinate degree of curiosity 
as to what is happening to our extemal 
affairs. He told us that there has been 
aq obstacle in the way of the issue of 
passports, but he did not reveal the 
naturc, or the source of that obstacle. 
Has it comc from Britain—our co-equal 
partner in the Commonwealth of free 
nations? Has it come from Czecho- 
Slovakia? Has it come from Chinat 
Or where h!as this mysterious obstacle 
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that the Minister has so strenuously 
tried to circumvent or to overthrow 
come from? There has also been the 
obstacle to the registration of the 
Treaty of 1921 with the League of 
Nations. But, again, the Minister has 
not disclosed the nature or the source 
of that obstacle. And after that he 
asked the Deputy who moved this 
amendment: “ Are you satisfied that I 
have fully met the case that you made 
out? M He spoke about his close proxi- 
mity to the Minister for Finance when 
he came to look after establishment 
charges abroad. I wonder was it cver 
mooted or suggested to the Minister 
for External Affairs that Irishmen re- 
sident in foreign countries might have 
been able to discharge the office of Irish 
agents there, or has he received any 
communication from any such Irish- 
man in exile, oflfering to undertake such 
work as that? 

Deputy Cooper said that the fact that 
we were asked to endorse or acc^pt 
it is the greatest—I do not remember 
his exact words—indication or proof of 
the status we have achieved. That I 
do not deny. But we have the right 
to examine that treaty. We have the 
right to see that within it there is not 
embodied that which would to some 
extent nullify the status we achieved, 
and that is the point toward which 
some of us are directing our criticism. 
But as that is a matter which will be 
more or less’ dealt with on the main 
question, I do not propose to follow the 
cxample which Deputy Cooper set me, 
and which was followed by the Minis- 
ter for Home Affairs. I have quite a 
number of things to say on the main 
question when it comes along, and I 
think it would be wcll if we got on to 
the main question as soon as possible. 
Therefore, I would ask Deputy John- 
son, having achieved as far as possible 
what he set out to secure, not to press 
this to a divisioii, but that we should 
get on to the main question and discuss 
there the real objections with regard 
,to the Treaty. 

Mt. Mc0ARRY: I do not intend to 
keep the House very long* and I am 
sorry that I had not been present dur- 
ing the whole debate, but there are a 
eouple o£ things that occurred to me in 
connection with this particular Treaty 
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which I will put to the House in this 
way. We signed the Treaty with 
Great Britain on the 6th of December, 
1921. It was not put in the Pre- 
amble- 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: This is 

an amendment we are now discussing, 
not the main question of the Treaty. 
The Deputy will doubtless have noticed 
how serupulous Deputy Milroy was to 
avoid the main question of the Trcaty. 

Mr. McOARRY: I am sorry I was not 
here when the amendment was pro- 
posed. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: The de- 

bate will be resumed on the main ques- 
tion, and Deputy McOarry will then 
have an opportunity. Deputy Johnson 
will now conclude on the amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON: The purpose of ttíc 
amendment was obviously to extract 
from the Executivc Council a statemcnt 
of its attitude in regard to external 
affairs. That extraction has taken 
plaee. I admit it has been a difficult 
operation, not very satisfactory. There 
are still some stumps left, and it has 
not been quite a clean job. We know a 
little more this evening than we did 
this morning of the attitude of the 
Executive Council to external affairs, 
and there would l>e no good purpose 
served, therefore, by pressing this 
motion to a division. 

I have been asked whether the ex- 
planation has been as full as I sought. 

! I would like it to have been fuller and a 
little more detailed; but, nevertheless, 
it has been an attempt on the part of 
the Minister to deal with most of th$ 
points I brought forward and all the 
points raised; and, while they have nQt 
been satisfactorily dealt with, they 
have at least been dealt with. As De- 
puty Milroy has pointed out, one o )r 
two points still remain to be answeredt 
and these were the points about the ob* 
stacles in regard to passports andr tfce 
difficulty in regard to a representutive 
in Washington, and as to how it capx*# 
about that the Treaty between Queat 
Britain and Ireland has not been regi& 
tered at Qeneva. These are questiona 
which might be better unanswered aí 
present. I hope the latter par,ti(ml«*ljr 
has not been forgotten or overioohiaéh 
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[Mr. Johnson.] 

I think it is particnlarly important that 
it should bc registered. It was the duty 
of Great Britain to register it before 
tke Free State was admitted into mem- 
bership of the League of Nations. But 
we have no responsibility for the action 
of that great Power, but we have re- 
sponsibility for our own. We entered 
into obligations with the League of Na- 
tions to register every treaty, and, if 
that obligation has not been honoured, 
I hope it will be. Deputy Bryan 
Cooper seemed to imagine that the 
amendment was framed in such a way 
as to suggest that we declined to con- 
sider the motion pending fuller explana- 
tion, and that that was directed in oppo- 
sition to the Treaty itself. That, I 
think I explained, was not my inten- 
tion, and did not follow' from the 
amendment. 

I wondcr did Deputy Bryan Cooper 
ever hear of international trade trans- 
actions which w r ere not mere barter in 
direct tradc betw r een one country and 
another, but were more in the nature of 
triangular or quadrangular or criss- 
cross purchases and sales ? Apparently 
Deputy Cooper thinks that nothing 
avc sell can be paid for except 
by direct imports from the country 
concerned. I would ask him to ask 
himself the question: How r do we pay 
to-day for timber, flax and corn that is 
imported?—and I think he will find 
that his answer to that question will be 
the answer to his own question. I am 
very glad to have it stated by the Minis- 
ter for External Aífairs, speaking, I 
take it, on behalf of the Executive 
Council, that the claim I made, and 
which has been echoed in all parts of 
the Dáil, regarding the status of the 
Saorstát, is incontestable and uncon- 
tested. If it is not contested then un- 
doubtedly we have gained immensely, 
and the position is very much more 
satisfactory than I imagined. Judging 
by what one reads of statements, even 
of British Ministers, the position has 
not been understood. I am glad that 
it i^ now understood and is not con- 
tested. I am glad, particularly, to 
understand that it is agreed that Saor- 
stát Eireann is not to be held account- 
able at any time for any undertakirigs 
entered into unless specifically signed 
by representatives appointed by the 


Saorstát, and specifieally on behalf of 
thc Saorstát. If that is understood, not 
only here but in London and in every 
capital in Europe, then our position as 
an independent free State is firm and 
fixed, and the old idea that every State 
or any Statc that had undertaken 
liability or at least had entered into 
association in this British Common- 
w r oalth, was equally responsible for all 
the acts of all the members internation- 
ally is finished. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE 

took the Chair. 

Mr. JOHNSON: If that idea is 
finishcd it is a very great gain indeed, 
and I hope that if it has not already 
been done it will be the accepted duty 
of our Ministers to make known that 
position in every capital in the world, 
so that no longer shall we be considered 
by anybody to be in any degree respon- 
sible for the acts of British Ministers, 
or British soldiers, or British agents of 
any nature, in any part of the world. 
The great defect, the great drawback, 
to me, against being obliged to become 
members of this Community of Nations 
w r as the fact that it made us participa- 
tors in Imperialistic acts, made us re- 
sponsible for mis-government in Egypt, 
or in India, or in any other part of the 
w'orld which was under the direct 
authority of the British Government, 
the British Crown. If now it is in- 
contestable and uncontested that Saor- 
stát Eircann is a free State, indepen- 
dent, cannot be held in any way 
responsible or accountable for any such 
act unless taken by the direct instiga- 
tion and with the direct connivance of 
the Ministers of the Free State, then 
I say our position is accepted and re- 
cognised as much stronger even than 
I had imagined. 

There is one question which I did not 
enlarge upon as much as I had intended 
to do, but which I did raise, and the 
Minister passed it over, presumably be- 
cause Deputy Milroy gave notice that he 
would raise the Boundary question on 
the adjoumment. I will say just a word 
on that, because it may give Ministers 
an opportunity to answer the point when 
dealing with this Boundary question in 
answer to Deputy Milroy. It is in- 
volved in the earlier question as to 
status. If my view of the status of 
Saorstát Eireann is correct, if our Minis- 
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ters are maintaining this status, then we 
ought to let it be known quite clearly 
and frankly to all concerned that Ire- 
land is the Free Statc and is to-day the 
Free State. I am doubtful about the 
position of the Ministry in this respeet 
when I read in an official publication— 
shall I say semi-official—I hope 1 may 
say semi-official, and that it is not really 
the official mind on this question that is 
embodied in this handbook. I read in 
this semi-official publication that “ The 
Treaty presented to Northern Ireland a 
choice between two courses—either to 
remain in the Irish Free State, in which 
she was included by the Treaty in the 
first instance, or else to exclude hcrself 
from the Free State, in which case a re- 
vision of her boundary was to takc place 
The precise character of each of the 
offers thus made requircs to be closely 
examined. If Northern Ireland elected 
to remain in the Free State she was to 
retain all the powers conferred on her 
under the Act of 1920/’ Then a little 
later: ‘ ‘ The second course left open to 
Northern Ireland by the Treaty was to 
vote hct* cxclusion from the Free State 
and retain her position under the 
Governmcnt of Ircland Act. ’ 7 Further, 
u Northern Ireland had been offered 
many inducemcnts to remain in thc 
Free State. M I do not believe that we 
are going the right way to maintain thc 
status of the Free State by allowing it 
to be suggested, even semi-officially, thal 
Northern Ireland goes out of the Free 
State. Northern Ireland was em- 
powered to elect to go out of the juris- 
diction of the Govemment and the Par- 
liament under certain conditions, but the 
Free State remains as Ireland, and Ire- 
land, for purposes of peace—the 
Free State for purposes of peace—as- 
sented to the suspension of legislative 
and Govemmontal authority, over that 
part of the Frec State. 

I would like to have some indication 
from the President, who, I presume, 
will speak oh this matter to be^ raised 
on the adjournment, as to what, in fact, 
is the view of the Executive Council 
regarding this question. We have had 
it stated in the British Parliament by 
Ministers, or Under-Secretaries, that 
they are informed that Northem Ire- 
land is still part of the United King- 
dom, presumably that the rest of 


Ireland is not part of the United King- 
dom, and many suggestions are made 
that there has been a definite and un- 
doubted division between Northern 
Ireland and the Irish Free State, and 
that view is being put forward 
assiduously and is supported in semi- 
official publications. That, I say, is an 
indication of the failure to realise the 
true position secured by the Treaty in 
regard to that question. I have 
achieved a grcat part of my object, and 
w r ith the permission of the Dáil I would 
wdthdraw the amendmcnt so that the 
discussion on the main question may be 
taken up. 

Mr. FITZGERALD: I thought I had 
quite clearly explained the cause of the 
dclay in the passports, but inasmuch as 
Deputy Johnson seems not to be quite , 
clear still, I had better make a further 
statement on that. I wished that the 
holders of Irish passports should have 
the fullest possible scrvice abroad. For 
that reason I wanted them to have the 
good offices of the British Consular 
and other agents abroad, and I asked 
that the British Government would 
grant that. It appeared that for that 
to be givcn fully, either the holder of 
an Irish passport would have to be 
dcscribed as a British subject, or there 
would havc to be an alteration made in 
the British Consular regulations. It 
wks trying to get for the holder of Irish 
passports that service and convenience 
that caused the thing to be held up. I 
actually delayed the thing because I 
refused to take a step which I thought 
was something in the nature of an in- 
correct interpretation of the Treaty, 
but I wanted them to have the good 
offices of the British Consular agents 
abroad, and it was on that point that 
the British Government were able to 
interfere. They had no right whatso- 
ever, and could not attempt to mter- 
fere in the matter of our issuing pass- 
ports, but they had a perfect right, and 
asserted that right, to refuse to give us 
any special privileges or services unless 
we were prepared to meet them. I 
hope that is clear. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Mr. DUGGAN : I move:— 

To insert the words “ Articles of 
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[Mr. Duggan.] 

Agreement 99 in paragraphs 2 and 3 

where the word “ Treaty 99 appears. 

If Deputies will refer to the motion 
as it appears in the Order Paper they 
will find that in paragraph 1 the docu- 
ment which is the subject matter of 
the motion is referred to as “ Articles 
of Agreement for a Treaty.” In para- 
graph 2 the same document is referred 
to as a Treaty, and in paragraph 3 it is 
also referred to as a Treaty. It is ac- 
eurately deseribed in the first para- 
graph as “ Articles of Agreement,” 
and it is therefore necessary to make 
an amendment in paragraphs 2 and 3. 
The effeet will be that the motion, as 
amended, will ask the Dáil to approve 
oí the ratification of the Articles of 
Agreement for a Treaty which are set 
out. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS : I second that. 

Mr. ESMONDE: I confess that I am | 
very much perplexed by the terms of 
this amendment. I do not understand 
exactly its significance, but I conclude, j 
and in view of the statement which the | 
Minister for External Affairs made | 
here on the last meeting of the Dáil, 
in answer, I think, to a question by 
Deputy Cooper, that the suggestion is 
that this amendment has been brought 
in for the purpose of ensuring that the 
Dáil approves of the ratification of thc 
Articles of Agreement, and by the Ar- 
ticles of Agreement I understand they 
mean the actual text as it appears on 
the Order Paper. Jf that is the case, if 
the Dáil are asked to approve of the ra- 
tification of the said Articles of Agree- 
ment for a Treaty, then they arc 
asked absolutely to stultify themselves. 
It is absolutely impossible to ratify 
parts of a treaty. The very word 
(i ratification 99 implies that the whole 
document is ratified. I conclude that 
that is the object of this amendment, 
and for that reason I oppose it strongly, 
as it is placing the Dáil in a most ridi- 
culous position, asking it to approve óf 
the ratification of something which can- 
not be ratified. 

With the indulgence of the Dáil I will 
again, although perhaps the Dáil is get- 
ting tired of my quotations from him, 
quote from Oppenheim, page 668, in 
which he states: “ The contracting 
States have always taken the stand- 


point that a treaty is concluded as soon 
as their mutual consent is clearly ap* 
parent. They have always made a dis- 
tinction between their consent, given by 
representatives, and their ratification, 
to be given aftcrwards; they have never 
for one moment confounded the two and 
considcred their ratification their con- 
sent. It is for that rcason that a treaty 
canuot be ratified in part, that no alte- 
ration of the Treaty is possible, through 
the aet of ratifieation, that a treaty may 
bc tacitly ratified by its execution, that 
a treaty is always dated from the day 
when it was duly signed by the repre- 
sentativcs, and not from the day of its 
ratification . 91 I maintain that it is im- 
possible, or ít is ridiculous, for the Dáil 
to propose to ratify what is on the 
Order Paper, because it has no meaning. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

The Deputy must remember that on Pri- 
day last the Dáil decided that it did not 
require the full text. That question has 
already becn decided. 

Mr. ESMONDE : I know that that 
question has already been decided, but 
in opposing this amendment I stated 
that it is a preposterous amendment, see- 
ing that it is impossible to ratify part 
of the Treaty. I will now read, with the 
indulgence of the Dail, the actual docu- 
ment of ratification which his Majesty 
the King is about to sign it* this Dáil 
will approve, but I hope it will not. 

George by the Orace of God of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland and of the British Dominions 
beyond the seas, King, Defender of the 
Paith, Emperor of India. To all and 
singular to whom these Presents shall 
come, Greeting. Whereas a Convention 
between Us and the President of the 
United States of America was concluded 
and signed at Washington on the 23rd 
day pf January in the year of our Lord, 
1924, by the Plenipotentiaries of Us aud 
of the President of the United States of 
America, duly and respectively autl^or- 
ised for that purpose, which Convention 
is word for word as fpllows. ’ ’ Here fol- 
lows a copy ot' the Conveption froiq he- 
ginning to end, as in the original, indud- 
ing the signaturas and a spot ntarking 
the letters L.S. in a circle to denote the 
exact spot of the Seal in the origim^,. 
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AN LEAS-GHEANN COMHAIELE: 

This question arises on the main motion 
and not on the amendment. 

Mr. ESMONDE: Perhaps I might ex- 
plain. This particular motion, I undcr- 
stand, is to substitute the words Ar- 
tieles of Agreement for a Treaty ” fo? 
the word “ Treaty,” implying that the 
Dáil approves of the ratification of the 
said Articles of Agreement for a Treaty, 
but not necessarily implying that it ap- 
proves of the whole Treatv. I maintain 
I have a right to explain what the word 
44 ratify 99 means. Perhaps I may be 
permitted now that I have read haif of 
the doeument to read two more para- 
graphs. After the paragraph I have 
read there comes the full text of the 
Treaty, and the documcnt proceeds: 

* ‘ We have seen and considered the Con- 
vention aforesaid, have approved, accep- 
ted and confirmed the same in all and 
every one of its artieles and clauses as 
we do by these presents approve, accept, 
confirm and ratify it for ourselves, our 
heirs and successoi-s; engaging and pro- 
mising on our Royal Word that We will 
sincerely and faithfully perform and ob- 
serve all and singular the things which 
are contained and expressed in the Con- 
vention aforesaid, and that we will never 
suffer the same to be violated by anyone 
or transgressed in any manner as far as 
lies in Our Power. Por the greater tes- 
timony and validity of all which We 
have caused the Oreat Seal of Our 
United Kingdom of Great, Britain and 
Ireland to be affixed to those presents 
which we have signed with Our Royal 
Hand.” That is the document of rati- 
fication which is to be sent to Sir Esme 
Howard, British Ambassador in Wash- 
ington. That is the result of the motion 
of the Minister being accepted. We will 
participate so far as the Pree State is 
«concerned in the issuing of that docu- 
ment and be responsible for the carrying 
out and observance of what that docu- 
ment contains. 

I maintain that it is obviously prepos- 
terous that the Dáil should be asked to 
accept this amendment changing the 
word “ Treaty 99 into thc words “ Ar- 
tides of Agreement for a Treaty, M in 
view of the statement of the Attorney- 
General that this was not a treaty until 
it W4H ratiíiecL That is contrary to 
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commonsense and contrary to the ordi- 
nary documents which are exchanged 
on those occasions, in which the full 
powers ivhich Sir Auckland Geddes re- 
ceived to sign the Treaty set out that 
hc was to conclude and sign a treaty. 
The Treaty was concluded once he 
signed it, but its operation was suspen- 
ded untií such time as the ratification 
of the Treaty was completed. Now, the 
Minister who has a copy of Oppenheim 
in front of him may say that Oppenheim 
admits that thcre are some people suffi- 
ciently mistaken as to support the At- 
torney-General, but Oppcnheim, dealing 
with the Attorney-General, says that 
his opinion does not agree with the real 
facts. In other words, that a treaty 
is not a treaty until it is ratified; and 
he goes on to say that the representa- 
tives are authorised and intend to con- 
clude a treaty by their signatures. . I 
maintain that the full powers which 
they received do state definitely that 
the representative is authorised to con- 
clude and sign a treaty, and I do not see 
how, in view of that fact, the Minister 
or the Attorney-General can persist in 
his opinion that what wc are asked to 
ratify is not a treaty, but only articles 
of agreement for a treaty. Por that 
reason I ask the Dáil not to stultify it- 
self by approving of what I maintain 
to bc a ridiculous amendment. 

Mr. McGARRY : I am going to op- 
pose this amendment. I am not a 
lawyer, constitutional or otherwise, and 
I do not know anything about the legal 
aspect of the matter; but my difficulty 
about it at the moment is, that we are 
asked to accept, first of all, a treaty, 
and somcbody points out to us that 
there are certain things in that treaty 
which have not been shown to us; that 
some things are not desirable; and that 
there is somc difficulty about accepting 
them. We have a member of the 
Ministry asking us to accept parts of 
this treaty. Are we accepting this 
treaty, or are we accepting two or three 
little paragraphs of it? Deputy 
McCarthy stated last week that the 
confidence trick has becn attemptecL 
The confidence trick has been carried. 

Mr. FITZGERALD : On a point of 
order, though I admit it highly flatter- 
ing to be disapprovcd of in certaim 
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[Mr. Fitzgerald.] i 

directions, at the same time I think it 
is unbeeoming to the digníty of the 
Dáil to have it asserted here that the 
confidenee trick has bcen carried by 
the Dáil. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

I do not think it was a fair remark for 
Deputv Me(»arry to make, and he 
should withdraw it. 

Mr. McGAREY: Verv well, Sir, I 
withdraw it. but it eannot keep me from 
thinking. We are asked to accept 
Artieles of Agreement, but our signa- 
tures will go to the Treaty, and I want 
members to think over the faet that the 
8ignatures of members of the Dáil are 
going to. a Treaty between the United 
States and the United Ringdom of 
fíreat Britain and Treland, whieh does 
not exist. That is either the truth or it 
is not. If it is not the truth let some- 
one get up, support, the Minister for 
External Affairs, and say that it is not 
a fact. There is no sueh thing as the 
United Ringdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland, and because the Minister for 
External Affairs blundcred when he 
agreed to it, and they could not put the 
whole text before the ITouse, they put 
the Articlos of Agreement, and I am op- 
posing the Artieles of Agreement. 

Mr. FITZGERALD : There was a 
phrase from a í^rench writer I used to 
quote sometimes when my work was 
more literary than it is now. He said: 

“ In truth there is no prose. ,, I have 
leamed that there is such a thing as 
prose, but I would say, 11 In truth there 
is no international law. M The Inter- 
national Jurists, on whom some De- 
puties may feel inclined to spend their 
patrimony, are merely recorders of pre- 
eedents, and they can, also, to somc cx- 
tent adduce from precedent. 

Deputy Esmonde quotes Oppenheim: 

Many writers maintain that as a* 
treaty is not binding without ratifica- 
tion it is the latter 'which really con- 
tains the mutual consent and really 
concludes the treaty. Before ratifica- 
tion, they maintain, no treaty has been 
concluded, but a mere mutual proposal 
to eonelude a treaty has been agreed 
to. M Although the word “ conclude ” 
is used. it does not necessarily mean to 
conclude. 


Mr. ESMONDE : What does it meanT 

Mr. FITZGERALD: If the Treaty 
was concluded by signature, presum- 
ably the fíovernments in not acting in 
accordance with that Treaty between 
the time of that signature and ratifica- 
tion would be breaking the treaty, and 
would be dishonouring themselves by 
not acting in accordance with the 
Treaty. Inasmuch as the Government 
does not act in accordance with the 
Treaty until after its ratification the 
Treaty does not exist as a Treaty until 
after ratification, and we arc bring- 
ing before the Dáil this matter. We 
do not say the Dáil is not actually now 
ratifying the Treaty. The Deputy with 
all his tomes on international law keeps 
on tallving of ratifying the Treat.y. 

Mr. ESMONDE : I never said the 
I)áil was ratifying the Treaty. I said 
the Dáil had to approve of the King 
ratifying the Treaty. 

Mr. FITZGERALD: I noted the De- 
puty’s words carefully, and I think 
when he looks at the Official Report he 
will find that he did actually use the 
words I say. Inasmuch as a nation 
would be breaking the Treaty, and dis- 
honouring itself if it did not. act in ac- 
cordance with the Treaty when it be- 
came binding, therefore the Treaty is 
not complete, is not concluded, and is 
not binding until after ratification, and 
Deputy Esmonde can quote Oppenheim, 
or anybody else, to get. behind that fact. 
There is no such thing as International 
law. International jurists are merely 
recorders of precedents, and we have 
power to make precedents. 

Mr. MILROY: Make one now? 

Mr. FITZGERALD: I am quite pre- 
pared to make a precedent. I know, as 
in the days of the Irregular campaign, 
there was a slave mind which refused 
to^ recognise that we were free; there is 
still a slave mind which thinks that we 
cannot make precedents. I leave the 
slave mind to those who possess slave 
minds. ‘ This is before the Dáil exactly 
as we received it. We brought here the 
terms of a Treaty which was proposed 
to be made. 

AN LEAS-OHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

I think the Minister should keep to the 
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amendment. There is a phange in the 
wording to Articles of Agreement. 

Bfc. FITZGERALD: I said a Treaty 
which was proposed to be made, and 
which was dctually signed. When i 
say a proposed Treaty that is another 
way of saying Articles of Agreement 
for a Treaty. I think I am able to 
stand over my words quite well. We 
are jealous for the rights of this Dáil. 

It seemed to me last Friday that we 
were more jealous for the rights of this 
Dáil, and for the dignity of this 
country than some of the Deputies in 
this Dáil. We had the terms laid down i 
sent to us. | 

Mr. MILROY: Would the Minister 
state what he meant by “ we ” as dis- 
tinct. from some other members of the 
Dáil? 

Mr. FITZGERALD: I meant mem- 
bers of the Executive Council. 

Mr. ESMONDE: TIow many spoke 1 
last Friday? 

Mr. FITZGERALD : I spoke, and 1 
represented the Executive Couneil. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

All that arises on the main motion. 

Mr. FITZGERALD: I am speaking 
exactly to the amendment. It has been 
maintained, by using the words 
i( Articles of Agreement for a Treaty, M 
and the words “ That this Dail recom- 
mends the Executive Council to advise 
the Crown to ratify the said Articles of 
Agreement, M that wc are asking the 
Dáil to stultify itself. We are doing 
nothing of the sort. Inasmueh as the 
terms are neither binding on us nor on 
any other potential party to this pro- 
posed Treaty, the Treaty does not exist 
at this moment. We are bringing be- 
fore you what was submitted to us. We 
are agreeing to a signature of what was 
put before you now, and we said that 
with that before us we would recom- 
mend it to the Dáil for ratification. We 
<jarried out what we undertook to do. 
Literally we did that. It was asked 
that we should put before you a Pre- 
amble which we only received at a later 
date. 

AN LEAS-OHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

I had to interrupt Deputy Esmonde on 
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the same point. That qucstion has beon 
decided on last Friday. 

Mr. FITZGERALD: I am trying ta 
explain how it is. 

Professor MAGENNIS : On a point of 
order what do you decide was decided 
by the Dáil on Friday? 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

It was decided by the vote of the 
Dáil on Friday that the Dáil did not re- 
quire the full text of those proposed 
Articles of Agrcement. 

Professor MAGENNIS: Was it not 

Deputy Esmondc’s amendment that was. 
ncgatived? 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAÍRLEr 

It was, but Deputy Esmonde’s amend- 
ment was that the question should be 
adjourned until the full text was before 
the Dail, and that amondment was de- 
feated. 

Professor MAGENNIS : Consequentlv 
the determination of the Dáil was that 
we might continue to discuss the ques- 
tion on the Order Paper without delay- 
ing for the aforesaid purpose. Do you 
rule that that is equivalent to some- 
thing positively different? 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

I rule that the Dáil decided by its vote 
on Friday that the full text was not 
required or the full terms of the pro- 
posed Articles of Agreement. 

Mr. FITZGERALD : As I said, these 
Articles of Agreement. were submitted 
to us. We said we approved of theii* 
signature, and that we would reeom- 
mend them to the Dáil for ratification. 
Actually I think it is an advisable con- 
tention—I would not say for certain, 
but I think it is a fact—that the Execu- 
tive Council, acting in its own capaeity, 
could itself take steps to have a Treaty 
ratified without reference to the Dáil. 
I think myself that all these matters 
should be brought to the Dáil, but 
actually the Executive Couneil, I think 
—I am speaking subjeet to correction— 
has power in itself to take steps for the 
ratification of a Treaty without refer- 
ence to the Dáil- 

Mr. DAVIN: I hope not 
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Mr. FITZGERALD : I think it is quite 
possible- 

Mr. CORISH: This is no time for 
thinking. 

Mr. DAVIN: Is that the issue? 

Mr. FITZGERALD: That is not the 
issue. But I think that that is so. That 
being so, it is quite possible- 

Mr. MILROY : On a point of informa- 
tion, does it follow that that is so be- 
eause the Minister thinks it is so? 

Mr. FITZGERALD: A Leas-Chinn 
Comhairle, there seems to be a great ob- 
jection to hearing me speak on this 
matter. I will try not to keep the Dáil 
any ldnger than I can help. The Dáil 
is asked to recommend the Executive 
Council to advise the Crown to ratify 
Articles of Agreement such as out- 
lined. That is exactly what we have 
got before us. I maintain it is not a 
treaty, and cannot be a trcaty, until 
after ratification; and it is possible 
that Articles of Agreement may be va- 
ried at. any time until they actually 
become binding—that is to say, at any 
time up to ratification. We bring be- 
fore you exactly what was presented to 
us, and exaetly what we reeommended 
the signaturc of. We asked the Dáil 
to agree just as far as we agreed. We 
did not ask the Dáil to agree to any- 
thing more than we had agreed to. We 
•did not bring the preamble, which we 
got on a later date, before the Dáil, be- 
cause we strongly objected to a, certain 
phrase in that preamble. But, perhaps, 
I had better not speak about a future 
amendment. I merely got up to point 
out that this is accurately described as 
44 Artieles of Agreement for a Treaty ” 
at the present moment, and that it is a 
ridiculous thing to say the Dáil stulti- 
fies itself by applying the term 44 Ar- 
ticles of Agreement for a Treaty 99 to a 
certain document which contains Ar- 
ticles of Agreement for a Treaty which 
is not yet concluded, because it is not 
yet ratified. 

Mr. CORISH: Would the Minister 
/say, in the event of the Dail rejecting 
that Treaty, does the King of England 
still sign it as the King of Great Britain 
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and Ireland, and will it not be binding 
upon this eountry? 

A DEPUTY : Yes. 

Mr. FITZGERALD: You got the 

answer, 44 yes,” which is correct with 
regard to the first part of the question. 
I presume the Crown would sign, with 
the titles attaching to the Crown, as 
laid out in the Royaí Titles Act, but, in 
the event of our not recommending ra- 
tification, the ratification would not be 
binding on us. 

Mr. CORISH: Then we ought to re- 
ject it. 

Major COOPER : I only rise in order 
to correct an impression that may have 
been made by Deputy McGarry—I am 
sorry he is not in his place at present 
—when he described this amendment, 
which we are supposed to be discuss- 
ing, as in the nature of a “ confidence 
trick 99 on the House. It was I sug- 
gested this amendment originally- 

Mr. ESMONDE: On a point of cor- 
rection, I think Deputy McGarry re- 
ferred to the original motion, and not 
to this amendment as a “ confidence 
trick. M 

Major COOPER: He was referring 
to the amendment. I am not in the 
habit of trying to play 44 eonfidence 
tricks 99 on the House. I suggested 
this amendment simply and solely be- 
cause I did not want the Dáil to give 
its consent to anything it had not 
seen. I should stand for the principle 
on any ground whatever—whether íu 
favour of the Government or not—that 
we should not be asked to give our 
consent to things blindfolded. We are 
only asked to giye our consent to 
those Articles on the paper. That is 
the effect of Deputy Duggan’s amend- 
ment. I do not care greatly whether 
this Treaty is ratified or not. I do 
care much that we should * confirm 
these Articles in principle, becausa if 
we do not, it will go round the world 
and be used in propaganda that we 
are in favour of rum-running and all 
the abuses which have gone on in con- 
nection with liquor legislation in the 
U.S.A. That was the only reason that 
I asked the Minister if he would agree 
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to put down an amendment to this 
effect. As he has done so, I think it is 
my duty to support him against the 
suggestion that it is a “ confidenee 
trick.” 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

Deputy McGarry withdrew that re- 
mark. 

Major COOPER: He withdrew it, 
but he said he continued to think it. 

Mr. DAVIN: The Minister for Ex- 
ternal Affairs, in dealing with this 
amendment, made a remark which, I 
think, sliould not be allowed to pass 
by the Dáil. IIc stated that he thinks 
—I suggest it is very dangerous for 
him to be thinking in that direction— 
that the Executive Oouncil have the 
right to ratify a Treaty if they think 
fit, If they have any doubt as ta 
whether this House would give them 
that right or not, I suggest that they 
should submit the question to the 
House and they will get the answer 
that they have not that right. 

Mr. FITZGERALD: I think I said 
that I thought it could be urged that 
the Executive Council could do that. 
In Canada Treaty-making power is in- 
herent in the Government, and may be- 
comc effective even without confirma- 
t-ion by Parliament, That is so in many 
eases and I do not know how our Con- 
stitution stands in the matter. 

Mr. CORISH: That is a modification 
of your previous statement. 

Mr. JOHNSON : I would like some 
guidance on this amendment. I gather 
from what has taken place that if the 
amendment were carried it would be 
taken to be approval of the motion, 
subject to that amendment. Tt almost 
appears that we are dealing with this 
amendment as if we were in Committee 
Stage: that Deputy Dugga n had moved 
an amendmcnt to the Minister’s motion 
on behalf of the Ministcr. I think it 
would be much more satisfactory if the 
Minister were allowed to alter the 
terms of his own motion. Then we 
might discuss it on the merits. But I 
can see, from the way the discussion is 
going, that if this motion is carried, it 
will be taken to be an agreement to 
i'ótification of these Articles of Agree- 
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ment, not a mere acceptance of this 
form in preferénce to the other form. 

Mr. FITZGERALD: I do not think 
that could be urged. Obviously the 
thing has to be taícen as a substantive 
motion in thc end, and the Deputies can 
either approve or disapprovc - . 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

I take it that acceptance of this amend- 
ment does not at all bind the Dáil to- 
acccpt the main motion. A further 
amendment, No. 3, will also come be- 
foie the Dáil. 

Mr. MILROY: I would like to draw 
attention to one contention that has 
bcen madc here repeatedly, that is, that 
if this amcndment is accepted and we 
agree to it, thc assent of this assembly 
to what is set forth here commits us 
only to what is set forth. I would like 
an ansvver to this quostion: Is it going 
to be put on the records of thc contract- 
ing parties to this Treaty that Saorstát 
Eireann endorsed and accepted this 
much of the Treaty and no more, or will 
it go forth, if assent is given, and will 
we be set out on the records of those 
contracting parties as assenting to a 
Trcaty contracted between the King, 
with all the other royal titles, Sir Auck- 
land tíeddes and the United States re- 
presentative ? 

Mr. PITZGERALD: I think this; 
only arises on the 3 ubst.antive motion. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

I think the third amendment deals 
with this matter. 

Mr. MILROY: The contention was 
made by Deputy Cooper that that 
would be the effect. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE r 

A third amendment by Deputy Magen- 
nis covers the point raised by Deputy 
Milroy. 

Mr. MILROY : Deputy Bryan Cooper 
made that specific point as an argu- 
ment for this amendment, and I would 
like to have that point cleared up— 
whether or not, if we accept the view 
that we are only committed to what is 
down on the Order Paper, as amended 
in accordance with the amendment, that 
will be placed on record anywhere ex- 
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[Mr. Milroy.] 

eépt upon the official records of this 
House? 

Mr. FITZGERALD: I suggest that 
we might discuss the amendment be- 
fore us at the present moment. 

Mr. MILROY : I suggest, with all de- 
ference to the Minister for External j 
Affairs, that I am raising a point ex- 
plicitly and deíinitely raised by De- 
puty Cooper on this amendment. If I 
am out of order, Deputy Cooper was 
out of order. I am asking this for 
guidance as to how we will vote on this 
amendment, not because I wish to raise 
contentious points. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

The Deputy is quite in order in raising 
the question, but it rests with the Minis- 
ter to reply or pot as he thinks fit. 

Mr. MILROY: Will the Minister be 
able to give us information as to 
whether or not. the record of this de- 
e.ision will be on the records of the con- 
traeting parties to the Treaty? Will the 
record with respect to it be limited to 
what is on the Order Paper, or wiU we 
l)e put forward as assenting to the 
whole Treaty? 

Professor MAGENNIS : There is a 
character in “ As You Like ít M who 
is deseribed as “ breaking his shins 
over his own wit.” Deputy Esmonde 
.seems anxious to emulate that jester. 

Too much leartnng hath made him 
mad ” was said of another historieal \ 
personage. He has reeited both to-day 
and on a former occasion a great many 
so-ealled authorities upon Constitu- 
tional law. As often happens those who 
read those tomes in view of a purpose 
for which they desire to use them, hc 
has beeome greatly befogged. He tells 
us that a treaty has four parts, and 
that. unless all these pai'ts are there set 
out the Treaty is not a treaty. 

Mr. ESMONDE : On a point of order, 

I did not say that. I said it was usuaí 
that. there should be four parts. I 
think the Deputy will find that that is 
in the quotation from Oppenheim. 

Professor MAGENNIS: He quoted 
Oppenheim, in which the words occur 
that is usual M to have four parts, 


and he built his argument that treaties 
“ must have ” four parts upon that. I 
challenge him to contradict that. I 
have the official report of his speech 
here. 

Mr. ESMONDE : I have already been 
misrepresented on this matter. I re- 
ferred to the fact that it is usual to 
have several parts to a treaty. I also 
said it was common sense there should 
be parts, the first part setting out whom 
the treaty was between, then the signa- 
tures at the end. I went on to point 
out that this Treaty has omitted those 
parts, ancl that they have been left out 
of thc Order Paper. 

Professor MAGENNIS : I do not won- 
der that Deputies in this discussion, 
after the lapse of a little time, forget 
what thcy have said themselves. It 
was onee alleged in a certain Tory 
weekly ncnvspaper about certain Par- 
liamentary representatives, that they 
rose to speak without knowing what 
they were going to say; they spoke on 
without knowing what they were say- 
ing; and they sat down without know- 
ing what they had said. There were 
others who forgot after a little interval 
what it was precisely they said. If 
you, Sir, will permit me, I will refresh 
the mcmory of Deputy Esmonde on this 
point from the official record of his own 
statement. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

But wc are dealing with the amcnd- 
ment. 

Professor MAGENNIS : I submit 
that this is quite relevant and germane 
to the issue. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

We are dealing with an amendment 
now, and I would ask Deputy Magennis 
to confine himself to that. 

Professor MAGENNIS : I am dealing 
with the amendment and r nothing but 
the amendment, to wit, whether or not 
the contention that these Articles of 
Agreement are sufficient for us for the 
purpose of ratification, or whether they 
require some trimmings and other de- 
corativc elements. I submit that i s 
quite in order. To make my case 
against Deputy Esmonde it becomes 
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Becessary to take his own account of 
the relation that stands in the Treaty 
between the Articles or stipulations 
and the declaration; who the high sig- 
natories are, and thc rest of it. 

Mr. ESMONDE : On a point of order, 1 
may I point out that the Deputy is 
reading from the uncorrected report? 

Professor MAGENNIS : In that case 
I will give him an opportunity of cor- 
recting this coram publico :— 

I will with the indulgence of the 1 
Dáil read a short paragraph on the 
matter in the work of Oppenheim, 1 
whieh is the standard work in the 
English language on International 
Law. ,> 

Deputy Esmonde, in correcting his 
proofs, will substitute “ a 99 for the. , j 
It is not 44 the 99 standard work. It is 
44 a 99 standard work. 

i 

Mr. ESMONDE: Yes; that is quite 
right. 

Professor MAGENNIS (reading): 

“ In Volurne 1, page 666, it says: 4 The 
following order in making a Treaty is 
usually observed. A first part, the so- 
called Preamble.’ 99 Observe that it is 
only a preamble, figuratively speaking. 

It is not a preamble in the sense in 
which a Preamble in an Act is a Pre- 
amble. 

the so-called Preamble com- 
prises the namcs of the heads of the 
contracting States, of their duly 
authorised representatives, and the 
motives for the conclusion of the 
Treaty. A second part consists of 
the primary stipulation in numbered 
Articles. A third part consists of so- 
and-so. ’ 9 

Now the Deputy himself becomes inter- 
preter. He says (Official Report):— 

“ We have on the Order Paper 
certain Articles of Agreement and 
certain stipulations with regard to 
ratification and duration, but we 
have not got the first part of the 
Treaty, that is to say, the Pre- . 
amble. ,, 

The Deputy should have said—and I 
am sure he will correct it—the “ so- 
called Preamble . 9 i 

We liave not the last paragraph, 


1924. JAquor Treaty. 3070 

that is, the signatures of the plenipo- 
tentiaries. It is, as I said, practi- 
cally the unanimous opinion of all 
authorities on International Law 
that these various parts of Troaties 
are equally essential. M 

Will Deputy Esmonde, when correcting 
his proofs, omit these words? 

Mr. ESMONDE : No. I will add 
various authorities to which I referred 
in substantiation of that statement 
which are omitted in the uncorrected 
report, and which Deputies will re- 
mernber—Bassel Moore and others. 

Professor MAGENNIS: Yes, the 
names of writcrs on International 
Law.. What is Deputy Esmonde's dis- 
covery? 

Mr. DAVIN: The King. 

Professor MAGENNIS: Deputj 

Davin, always an honest man, has 
given the accurate answer. He has 
discovered a mare's nest, if you like, 
as well in the search for a King. The 
names of the áignatories and these 
other parts which are constituent ele- 
ments of the Treaty are required, no 
doubt, to make the Treaty complete; 
that is to say, in order that this Inter- 
national instrument should be an in- 
strument to operate. Those elements 
must be present in it. What has that 
got to do with the necessity of their 
prcsence when in the new Constitution 
and development of the British Com- 
monwealth it becomes necessary to 
have a proposed or intended Treaty 
submitted to one of the Parliaments 
for ratification? What are they to 
ratify? Why the very Articles that 
are spoken of here in Oppenheim's de- 
scription as the second part. 

Mr. ESMONDE : On a point of 
order, are we not discussing a motion 
for approval of ratification, not for 
ratifying? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE resumed 
the Chair. 

Professor MAGENNIS : We are dis- 
cussing an amendment with regard to 
the substitution of the words “Articles 
of Agreement for a Treaty 99 in para- 
graphs 2 and 3, where the word 
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Treaty ” appears, and Deputy 
Esmonde argues against that with an 
argument which contains not. merely 
the implication, but the explicit state- 
ment that in doing this we are asking 
the Dáil to perform a futile aet, be- 
cause what the Dáil ought to ratify, 
he says, is the Treaty, and Articles of 
Agreement for a Treaty do not form 
the Treaty. Now, I do not hear any 
murmur of dissent from behind me, 
and consequently I take it that is an 
accurate account of the Deputy's posi- 
tion. He says, in effect, that we are 
called upon by the Minister for Exter- 
naí Affairs to ratify a Treaty that we 
have not before us. 

There is an obvious confusion of 
thought involved in this argument. A 
Treaty, aecording to Oppenheim—and 
he is an international law authority— 
to be an efficient instrument and to 
operate as an internationally-binding 
instrument, must have these constituent 
elements in it. But under the eonstitu- 
tional practice that has developed in 
very recent. years, as regards the inter- 
relation of the constituent States of the 
British Commonwealth of Free Nations, 
it is necessary—though it is the one 
Crown, and the same Crown is the out- 
ward link and symbol of unity—to see 
that the Crown is the instrument 
through which the making of the 
Treaty, and the dissenting and assent- 
ing, is performed. That is not binding 
ufi any one of the constituent memuerw 
of the Commonwealth until that mem- 
ber has approved thereof, and any one 
of them can dissent. Whereupon, it 
has been expressedly declared and re- 
ported, not in the Parliament of one 
Dominion, but in the Parliament of two 
Dominions, it will be officially recorded 
that such-and-such a Dominion has dis- 
sented. 

What must be brought before us, be- 
fore the Free State ean be said to have 
ratified this Treaty and become the 
assenting Party, and therefore bound 
by its provisions, are the Articles that 
are the very essence of the agreement. 
The United States and the British 
Commonwealth of Nations, as regards 
their constituent.members, are to come 
to an agreement with regard to a cer- 
tain operation in respect of liquor in 
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ships on the high seas. How can we 
say that we ratify a proposed agree- 
ment unless we have the terms. of that 
agreement before us? And again, what 
more do we require in order to express 
our agreemcnt with the United States? 
Consequently, in bringing these Ar- 
ticles of Agreement before us to be rati- 
fied the Minister has done all that he is 
requested to do. 

Therc is a lot of talk arising out of 
cloudy discussions which has, if you 
will allow me to say so, become quite 
a practice here. I speak feelingly on 
this subject, because I have been the 
victim of it no less than twice. A De- 
puty starts some misconception of what 
has been said, and immediately, just 
like as in the middle ages when there 
were peculiar popular diseases, such, 
for instance, as the dancing mania, 
other Deputies take up the misconcep- 
tion. An example occurred here where 
a Deputy reminded me that Ireland did 
not requirc a Treaty in order to be- 
come a Nation. If the words “ Articles 
of Agreement for a Treaty 99 are sub- 
stituted in Clauses 2 and 3, we are then 
in a position, when we adopt these, to 
have declared the mind of the Dáií in 
regard to what is proposed on the slde 
of America. That is really what Ame- 
rica desires, and that is what we are 
interested in doing, and any supposed 
idea that somet.hing is being clouded 
and that something ' sinister is being 
hidden from view, is purely due—per- 
haps it would not be in order for me to 
say so—to a diseased imagination. 

Mr. McGRATH : I would like a ruling 
as to whether, if this amendment is car- 
ried, the amendment put forward by 
Deputy Magennis will be in order? 

Professor MAGENNIS : It will re- 
quire the words “ proposed Treaty 99 to 
be substituted. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : I would 
rather decide this matter when the 
amendment has been disposed of. 

Mr. McGRATH: In view of the re- 
marks of Deputy Magennis, it would be 
interesting to have some ruling now. 
The Deputy speaks of Articles of 
Agreement, while his own proposal re- 
fers to a treaty. 


Anglo-American DAILEIREANN. 



3073 Anglo-American 9 April 

Profeesor MA.GENNIS : The words in 
the amendment are “ Articles of Agree- 
ment for a Treaty. “ Deputy McGrath 
has omitted those words. 

Mr. McGRATH: I cannot see ít ; and 
I would like if the Deputy would read 
it out. 

Professor MAGENNÍS : Deputy Dug- 
gan's amendment reads: “ To insert 
the words ‘ Articles of Agreement for 
a Treaty ’ in paragraphs 2 and 3 where 
the word ‘ Treaty 9 appears. M My 
amendment then refers to this “ pro- 
posed Treaty. ,, 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : I think 
that disposes of thc point, does it not? 

Mr. McGRATH: It does not. I think 
it is important to have the point cleared 
before a votc is taken. My attitud(i 
regarding Deputy Magennis’s amend- 
mcnt is that I would be favourably dis- 
posed towards voting for it, but I am 
certain that you must rule it out if De- 
puty Duggan \s amendment is carried. 

Mr. FITZGERALD: As a matter of 
fact the terrn ‘ ‘ Articles of Agreement ’ 9 
refers to the present. Deputy 
Magennis’s amendment is looking ahead 
to the time when the Articles of Agree- 
ment for a Treaty become the Treaty. 
That is the time when it really matters 
to the Dáil whpther the term is used or 
not. 

Mr. McGRATH: Is there not a great 
deal of confusion? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : There is. 

Mr. McGRATH : I take it that if De- 
puty Duggan’s amendment is carried it 
will mean that we are only voting on 
the Articles of Agreement. The Pre- 
amble does not come in, and conse- 
quently there is no necessity for the 
amendment coming afterwards in De- 
puty Magennis's name. 

Professor MAGENNIS: This is the 
same confusion at work again. I 
thoroughly agree with the Deputy 
whcn he says there is much confusion 
about the matter. We were quite 
aware already, and if not we have 
learned it from Deputy Esmonde, that 
therc will be a preamble in the Treaty. 
There will be Part I. I am speahing 
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of what my friend, Deputy Milroy, i 
so interested about, that is, inscribini 1 ; 
this in the Municipal Law of thi 
United States. There will be ArticU 
I., which will set out this so-callec 
Preamble, and then will follow wha" 
we have ratified, Part 2, namely, thes^j 
Articles of Agreement. Consequently. 
we are not in the clouds, we are no? 
ratifying Articles of Agreement, anc 
not awarc that they are Articles o- 
Agreement for a Treaty and Article: 
of Agreement between the Unite: 
Statcs and us, and not aware of wha* 
will be the frame-work in which thesc 
Artieles of Agreement wiTl be framed 

Mr. JOHNSON: I am afraid I am 
]ike the other Deputics, rather in a 
fog as to the position we shall be in, 
in voting for this amendmenl. The 
Leas-Cheann Comhairle ruled that the 
acceptance of tliis amendment would 
not aífect the main issue. I had sug- 
gested that an easier and a more satis- 
factory method of dealing with this 
matter would be for the Minister to 
be permitted to amend the motion him> 
self so that we could be discussing the 
motion. A discussion has taken place 
upon the motion itself so far as the 
ratification arises. I gather that the 
opinion is fairly general that the ques- 
tion of approval of these Articles of 
Agreement might well be diseussed. 
But I submit that there is a difference 
between approving of Articles of 
Agreement and approving of the 
ratification of the Treaty of which 
these Articles of Agreement form the 
body and basis. So far as one can 
see and learn from the Minister's 
statement, these Articles of Agreement 
were submitted, and he said “ We 
were asked to bring this before the 
Dáil. ,> Did the negotiating parties, in 
negotiating this agreement, ‘act on be- 
half of Saorstát Eireann? If so they 
were- 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: The 

Deputy is going away from the point 
of order. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I was not tallring 
on a point of order. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Wasthe 
Attomey-General raising a point of 
order? 

E5 
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ATTORNEY-GENERAL : No. 


Mr. JOHNSON: I take it that the 
negotiating authority was acting on be- 
half of the Saorstát and that in the 
compilation of those Articles of Agree- 
ment they had in mind the Saorstát. 
The regular phrases were used, “ His 
Britannic Majesty ” and “ Under the 
British Flag.” I can quite understand 
in the circumstances that that would be 
quite acceptable, but it might well 
have been the course to be pursued, if 
when these Articles of Agreement were 
submitted to the Minister by the nego- 
tiating authority, that we then might 
be asked did we approve that the 
Treaty, which we were informed this 
afternoon we were quite competent to 
make with the United States of Ame- 
rica, should be made by Saorstát 
Eireann, and in such terms as would 
satisfy our desires. I cannot quite read 
this amendment into the motion: 
“ Whereas the provisions of the said 
Articles of Agreement for a Treaty 
afifect the interest of Saorstát Eireann 
and it is expedient that the same should 
be ratified in respect of Saorstát 
Eireann, Dáil Eireann approves of the 
ratification of said Articles of Agree- 
ment for a Treaty, and recommends 
that the said Articles of Agreement for 
a Treaty be ratificd, and that the Exe- 
cutive Council do so advise the Crown . 1 y 
Then what follows? That is what the 
Dáil would like to know. What follows 
when we have approved of the ratifi- 
cation? Presuming the word u ratifica- 
tion ” means confirming the Articles of 
Agreement, what follows? What 
Treaty is to be made and what are to 
be the terms of that Treaty? That is, I 
think, the question raiscd by Deputy 
Esmonde. He asserts that the Treaty 
whieh wonM follow the approval of the 
Articles of Agreement would be thc 
Treaty containing the preamble and 
the subscription and the tail and the 
rest of it that he read out. That, I do 
not think, is going to meet with the ac- 
ceptance of the Dáil. But I am sure 
that'the Dáil would agree to a Con- 
vention and a Treaty being made with 
the United States of America to assist 
that country to maintain its laws and to 
enforce its laws on the high seas. Is 
it necessary that we should so approve 
of the Articles of Agreement as to in- 
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volve also the approval of that Treaty 
in the form in which it has been sub- 
mitted or read by Deputy Esmonde? 
I would suggest that the course that thc 
Minister should takc should be to ask 
the Dáil to approve of the Articles of 
Agreement and then proceed to make a 
treaty with the United States of 
America. 

Mr. OSMOND ESMONDE : Hcar, 
hear. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I do not thinlc that 
that is involved. 

Mr. FITZOERALD: That is exactly 
what we are trying to do. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Practically that will 
be the effect. That will be the Minis- 
ter’s intcntion, but when the Saorstát 
is going to make that Treaty, is it 
going to make it in thc language which 
has been read and which is not accep- 
table? 

Mr. FITZOERALD: There is an 
amendment here in the name of De- 
puty Magennis with which I am en- 
tirely in sympathy. 

Mr. JOHNSON : The Ministcr has not 
informed the Dáil until this moment 
that he was prepared to accept this 
ainendment of Deputy Magennis. I 
take it, then, that if this amendment 
of Deputy Magennis’s is earried and 
the main question as ámended is then 
carried, we shall bc in the position of 
having informed the United States of 
America that we are prepared to enter 
into a Treaty with them to eflfect the 
objeet even more eflSciently, if possible, 
than the object sought for in these 
Articles of Agreement which have been 
laid before the Dáil, and that we are 
not binding ourselves to the terms of 
the Treaty which have been ratified, 
as I understand, in England, and which 
havc been ratified in America, and 
which are now put to us for ratification. 
What we are now asked to do is to ap- 
prove of the Articles of Agreement and 
to make a new Treaty. Is that the 
position? 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL: The object 
of the two amendments is to secure that 
what comes before the Dáil for ap- 
proval is the substance of the Treaty, 
and, as I suggested the other day, from 
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the course of the debate here, the Exe- 
cutive Council will have a clear indi- 
cation that it should, in communicating 
for approval the substance, supposing 
it to be approved or amended, direct 
attcntion to this, that the approval 
must not bo taken to be an approval of 
the particular titles set out in the docu- 
ment read by Deputy Esmonde. 

It being now 8.30 p.m., the debate 
stood adjourned until to-morrow. 

AD J OURNMENT—BOUND AR Y 
COMMISSION. 

Mr. MILROY : I now bog to raise this 
question as to the BouncIary Commis- 
sion, of which I have given notiee. I 
gave notiee of the question in order to 
seeure a statement from the Goveru- 
ment as to how this question stands at 
the moment. It is now ovcr five months 
since I last drew attention to this mat- 
ter. On that occasion I had to make 
an observation at the beginning of my 
remarks that I feel inclined to make 
now, and that is to call attention to how 
much interest is manifested in this 
Northcrn question by Deputies. I have 
not raised this question for any other 
than very serious reasons. Pive months 
have come and gone sincc the President. 
in reply to my statement, said that “tho. 
Trcaty is the law, and that its pro/i- 
sions must be carried out, ,> or some 
words to that effect. What has hap- 
pened in the intcrval? On that ocea- 
sion when I raiscd this question I 
quoted from a statement made by the 
Minister for Home Affairs some time 
previously, when he said: “ As far as 
the Free State is concerned, its case Í3 
prepared. The facts are collated and 
the relevant statistics are available. M 
There were many reasons up to that 
time which warranted and justified tlie 
delay that had taken place. I want. to 
be made aware that equally good rea- 
sons have existed during the five 
months tó which I have referred. V 
Conference was thcn being mooted, and 
I think had been agreed to by the heads 
of the Saorstát—a Conference between 
representatives of the Saorstát, of the 
Northern Parliament and the British 
Government. At that time I approved 
of the Conference, and thought I could 
construe it, not as a means on the part 
of certain people to try and evade the 


commitments of the Treaty, but as au 
effort to get Irish representatives from 
different parts of the eountry to come 
together and to meet in good faith, and 
eome to an amicable understanding. 

That Conference met in London on 
Pebruary lst—something over two 
months ago. I cannot recollect that 
since it was convened and took place 
and terminated, that there has been any 
report to this Assembly as to its pro- 
cecdings. The responsible Minister in 
England, Mr. Thomas, stated on Febru- 
ary ‘28th as follows— 4 4 They accepted 
the Treaty in thc spirit and in the letter 
and desired to give effect to it. They 
would earry out its provisions for the 
setting up of a Commission for the 
settlement of thc Boundary between the 
Irish Pree State and the North of Ire- 
land Government. M 

It is over two months since the Con- 
ference met, and so far as we are con- 
cerned, or so far as we know, the posi- 
tion remains the same as it was five 
months ago when I raiscd this question 
here. One begins to wonder what is the 
meaning of this, and one requircs some 
assurance, and I hope we will get it to- 
night, that this Conferenee business is 
not a manoeuvrc to find a way out, and 
to find a means by whieh the carrying 
out of Clause 12 of the Treaty may be 
evaded by the British and the Northern 
Parliament. I hope we will get somc 
assurance on that point. I think it is 
pertinent to remark that one Dublin 
paper to-day suggested that this Confe r- 
ence is to re-assemble again in a fort- 
night. What is it to re-asscmble for? 
What is it to discuss? The terms of 
the Treaty governing this question were 
explicit and definite. Clause 12 of thc 
Treaty is known to all here who have 
taken an interest. in this matter. It com- 
mits the British Government to assent 
to the set’ting up of this Boundary Com- 
mission and to decide the boundary in 
accordance with the wishcs of the inhabi- 
tants. We have had one Conference 
over two months ago, and so far as we 
know it has come to nothing. Is it going 
to meet aghin to go over the same ground 
to try and find a way óut of Clause 12 
or is it going to discuss ways and means 
of puttirig Clause 12 into operatiori? I 
say we have a responsibilit.y to our 
people in the North in thiá matter. 
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Thoseof youwho read ^esterda^^s papers 
will have noticed what seemed to me 
when I read it—an agonising cry of de- 
spair from the North, at the conference 
of representative men held in Omagh on 
Sunday. The reverend chairman at 
that meeting said, in the course of his 
speech, “ We seem to be utterly for- 
gotten, and all our efforts ignored, and 
now we find ourselves back in pre- 
emancipation days. ,, We have a re- 
sponsibility to these people who have 
]ooked to us to see that they were not 
going to be deserted, and that thcy 
were not going to be forgottcn. We 
have a right to look to our Executive 
Council to sce that that betrayal shall 
not take place. Things have been hap- 
pening up there which are worthy of 
comment. As regards the Northern 
Government, if time allowed I might 
keep the Dáil for hours discussing mat- 
ters that have been happening up there, 
and I think it would not be a waste of 
timc, because information on this point 
scems to be but little known to a con- 
siderable element in this Dáil. I will 
not refer now to the pogroms that have 
gone on up there without anyone being 
brought to book. I refer, though, to the 
thing which is now cutting the great 
ma,iority of our people in at least Tyrone 
and Fermanagh out of the pale of civil- 
ised life. 

The Northern Government have car- 
ried through a jerrymandering scheme 
which has had the result of practically 
disfranchising the great majority in both 
Tyrone and Fermanagh. In Tyrone a 
majority of 15,000 Catholics, which is 
synonymous with the term “ Na- 
tionalist 99 up there, and who were 
able to have a majority of ten 
on the County Council, have, as 
the result of the jerrymandering 
operation of the Northern Govern- 
ment, had that majority of ten 
for the Nationalists converted into a 
majority of fifteen for the minority. 
Police ofScers are going round different 
Orange Lodges making bitter anti- 
Catholic speeches, and these are men 
who are supposed to be Ieaders of the 
Forces that control law and order. I 
wonder what would be thought if some 
head official of the Civic Guard went 
down to some part of the South of Ire- 
land and made bitter anti-Protestant 
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speeehes. I think the world would ring 
with horror from those now posing as 
the advocates of law and order in this 
particular section in this country. I be- 
íieve we will have to adjoum this diseus- 
sion at nine o^cloch, and I want to give 
the President time to make some re- 
sponse to my appeal. Though I might 
speak at very great lengtli, and I would 
like to do so, I shall refrain from 
saying more than a few additional 
words. I believe that the time has come 
to end anything that might stand in the 
way of the setting up of the Boundary 
Commission. The time for parleying 
has finished, and thc objeet of any 
further attempt to waste time will be 
quite obvious. Wc know that the Bri- 
tish Government has not got exactly 
what might be termcd fixity oí tenure, 
and we know that the Northern Govern- 
ment arc refusing to co-operate with the 
Frec State beeausc they are looking for- 
ward to the termination of that Govem- 
ment in order that they may $ee their 
friends back in power to stand by them 
in this matter. We know they want to 
keep this thing hanging back in the hope 
that the present British Government will 
go out of office. We know that during 
all this time since thc Treaty was signed 
they have been digging themselves in, 
entrenching their position in every 
direction, and every week that passes by 
now will only help them in this matter. 
I wonder are the Dáil and the Execu- 
tive of the Free State going to 
acquiesce in that? 

There is one other point I want to 
mention. It is something perhaps 
bigger and broader than the Northem 
aspect. This whole question of uncer- 
tainty about the North is holding up our 
whole national economic life. We do 
not know what the territory of Saorstát 
Eireann is that we are to operate on. 
We do not know what area will be affec- 
ted by the Bailway Bill, or what rail- 
ways will be in our territory. We can- 
not get down to sound principles to 
f rame an economic policy until this ques- 
tion is decided. I sometimes think that 
there are influences operating in the 
Saorstát, posturing as friendly to the 
Saorstát, affecting to be trying to secure 
a reconciliation between the Saorstát and 
the North, bnt whose real purpose is to 
play into the hands of the men in the 
North who will hate no friendship with 
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us, and to make sure as far as rea- 
sonably possible that what the North- 
East Belfast politicians are seeking will 
be secured, and that Clause 12 of the 
Treaty will become a dead letter. I 
sometimes think therc is a north-east 
wind blowing down upon our statesmen 
here which is cooling or-blurring their 
perception of these things. Well, 
whether that is so or not, certainly the 
delay and the lack of information on 
what the position is all appears that this 
same process of delay is still going to 
continue. All this is very disconcert- 
irig and very disheartening and very 
trying, and I have raised this question 
certainlv not with any idea of 
embarrassing our Government in 
its negotiations, but in the be- 
lief that the time is overdue 
for a Governmcnt statement on this 
matter, and I sincerely hope that that 
statement will be one that will be reas- 
suring to us, and that will be a message 
to those who made that cry of despair 
in the North a few days ago. I hope it 
will be a message to them that their in- 
terests and their future are not being 
forgotten, and that their interests and 
their future are as dear to the Executive 
of the Saorstát as any other part of Ire- 
land, and that the Government has made 
up its mind that the time for delay is 
past, and that the next move in this 
matter will be a deíinite emphatie ássur- 
ance or intimation to the British Govern- 
ment that no further delay w T ould be 
tolerated, and that the Boundary Com- 
mission must be set up forthwith. 

Mr. WHITE: Let rae just say a w r ord 
to appeal to the President and the mem- 
bers of the Executivc Government of 
the Free State to take this matter of 
the Boundary Commission in hands at 
once, and to take it up very seriously 
with the North. 

The PRESIDENT: I have not any- 
thing to add to what I already said on 
this subject five months ago. We at-. 
tended a Conference by request, and 
agreed to resume within a month in 
good faith. Illness unfortunately over- 
took one of the members, and illness is 
a human frailty that even Governments, 
however independent or incontestible 
their rights, cannot guard against. We 
have expressed much regret at the ill- 
ness of Sir James Craig. Had illness 
occurred to our side the place of the 


member so afflicted would have been 
filled, but we are not responsible for 
the place of Sir James.Craig not being 
filled on the other side. We attcnded 
that conference, as I have stated, on 
• terms, not by any pieans giving away 
any rights that we had under the 
| Treaty. We are as desirous now as 
Ave were then of exhausting every pos- 
sible means to effect and bring about 
the unity of the eountry. We are pre- 
pared to go a long way towards effect- 
ing that unity, and we do not regard 
the Boundary Commission as the last 
word upon thc settlement of this mat- 
ter between the six, or the four, 
North-Eastern Counties and the rest of 
this country. In the absence of a bet- 
ter mcthod of arrangement we are 
holding on to it, but we are prepared 
to do everything in our pow'er to bring 
about a better solution. We arcsatis- 
fied that ours is thc responsibility for 
determining what the people whom we 
represent want in this mattor. 

We are getting, and have got, a good 
dcal of gratuitous advice from certain 
journals in England, certain prominent 
} people in the Frec State, certain pro- 
mincnt people in England, and certain 
prominent people in Northern Ireland, 
as to what should be done, and as to 
how it should be done. I should say 
that a good deal of that advice might 
be reserved by the donors for their own 
benefit. I am not impressed at all by 
any exaggerated statement, and I do 
not like to hear a cry of despair going 
up from any part of thh country. If 
a cry of despair had gone up from the 
Twenty-six Counties during the last 
four, five, or six years we w r ould not be 
in thc position to-day of talking about 
carrying out any particular Article of 
the Treaty that we entered into with 
Great Britain. We accept and are fully 
conscious of our responsibility to the 
Oireachtas, and to the Oireachtas we 
are preparcd to answer for every step 
that we have taken in this matter, for 
evcry act that we have done, and for 
every letter that we have written. I 
am sure that on consideration Deputy 
Milroy will realise that it is not with 
the Government of the day that any 
arrangement has been entered into 
between Ireland and Great Britain ip 
this matter, and that the British : 
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Governmcnt of the day, or of any time, 
realise that it is not with the Govern- 
ment of the dajr here that they are 
concerned in carrying out the Treaty. 

Mr. MILROY: On a point of expla- 
nation, I would like to say that it will 
be the Government *of the day in Eng- 
land who will have thc appointment of 
the Chairman of the Boundary Com- 
mission. 

The PRESIDENT: That may be, but 
that docs not affect the issue in thc least 
and I say that very adviscdly, both on 
one side and on the othcr. It is not 
with the personnel of the Governmcnt 
of the day here or the personnel of 
the Government of thc day on the other 
side, that the terms of the Treaty are 
to be carricd out, and I deprecate mix- 
ing up the personnel, or the Party feel- 
ings, or the Party associations of the 
Government of thc day in England or 
the’Government of the day here with 
this matter. If we were to depend on 
what is accepted in certain circles as 
to the length of time that the Oovern- 
ment is going to exist, I suppose we 
rnight say that our existence would not 
be very long. I am not saying it is so, 
or admitting it; I am not a sensation 
monger, but if we were to accept the 
interpretation of the sensation mongers 
the life of this Government, I suppose, 
would not be very long. I read of a 
prominent public man in this country 
who described himself a short time ago 
as being an undcmobbed soldier, and 
now I believe he has taken on himself 
another róle. Not since the time of 
David have I known of a man being 
a soldier and a prophet at the same 
time. It may seem ridiculous to men- 
tion these things, but I mention them 
for a particular reason. It is quite 
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possible there are people in the Six 
Counties, who have given this peculiar 
•cry of despair, from certain little inci- 
dents that happen down here now and 
again. As a very clever Press repre- 
sentative said the other day, we never 
put away one crisis until there is 
another on hand. I think it was about 
thc best thing I read for a long time. 
That cry of despair may have come from 
the fact that events down here were not 
like a mothers > mccting. It is quite 
possible, also, that the cry of despair 
came because the life of the Govern- 
ment in another place may not appear 
to be very long. That is not the ques- 
tion. We have not given away one 
single ineh of our rights under the 
Treaty, and we are not going to do so. 
Our judgment, perhaps, may not be as 
exact as that of somc others. There are 
people who may say, “ You should have 
done this at a particular time, ,, and 
we say, “ We did not think it was the 
best time to do it.” To that erxtent, 
1 admit, we may have made a mistake. 
If so, I have the responsibility; I aceept 
that responsibility, and if the Dáil eon- 
siders that particular action should 
have been taken at a particular time 
I will accept a motion to that efifect 
í-nd deal with it. 

Mr. MILROY : I am sorry that the 
President should take it that this was 
in any way intended as a censure on 
him. 

The PRESIDENT: Oh, no; not at all. 

Mr. MILROY : His concluding re- 
marks would indicate that. The respon- 
sibility may be the President^s, but the 
consequences will be on the heads of 
the unfortunate pcople in the North- 
East. 

The Dáil adjourned at 8.55 p.m., till 
Thursday, April 10. 
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DÉARDAOIN, lOadh ABRAN, 1924. 

( Tlriursday, 10 th April , 1924.) 

Do chuaidh an Ceann Comhairle 
gceannas ar a 3 a clog. 

OEISTEANNA—QUESTIONS. 
ORAL ANSWERS. 

3LA0KLI0N (CAVAN) ARMY 
AOCOUNT. 

SEAN MAO GIOLLA ’N RIOGH 

acked the Minister for Defence if he 
will expedite the payment of the ac- 
count due to Mr. John McGovern, 
Blacklion, Co. Cavan, for drapery, 
boots,' stationery, and canteen sup- 
plies, supplied to the troops in Black- 
lion. 

The PRESIDENT (Minister for De- 
fence) ; The greater portion of Mr. 
McGovern’s clairn has been paid. The 
settlement of the balance will be ex- 
pedited. 

ARVA (CAVAN) CLAIM. 

SEAN MAC GIOLLA ’N RIOGH 

askcd the Minister for Defence if he 
can state why the account of Mr. John 
0’Reilly, Arva, Co. Cavan, for car and 
cycle repairs, amounting to £14 8s., in- 
curred in Novembcr and December, 

1921, and January, July and August, 

1922, and which has becn repeatedly 
furnished to General Headquarters, has 
not been paid, and if he will take steps 
tó have payment made forthwith. 

The PRESIDENT: I regret that the 
account in question cannot be traced as 
having been received at Headquarters. 
Mr. 0’Reilly will, however, be invited 
to furnish particulars of it. On receipt 
the account will be given due attention. 

EILLESHANDRA MILITARY 
ACCOUNT 

SEAN MAO GIOLLA ’N RIOGH 

asked the Minister for Defence jf he can 


state what is the reason for thc delay in 
payment of aceount due to Mr. Patrick 
Cassidy, Killeshandra, .Co. Cavan, and 
if he will take stcps to expedite pay- 
ment of same. 

The PRESIDENT : I regret that there 
is no tracc of the receipt of an aecount 
from Mr. Cassidy. Mr. Cassidy has, 
however, bcen requested to furnish de- 
tails of the account in question. 

DEMOBILISED OFFICERS AND 
MEN—REPRESENTATION ON 
PENSIONS COMMITTEE. 

Mr. A BYRNE asked the Minister for 
Defence if he will see that a represen- 
tative of the demobilised officers and 
mcn of the National Army is appointed 
to look after their interests on thc Pen- 
sions Committee. 

The PRESIDENT: The Army Pen- 
sions Act, 1923, lays it down that pen- 
sions, etc., shall be granted by the 
Minister for Defence with the consent 
of the Minister for Finance. There is 
no provision for the existcnce of a Com- 
rnittee such as the Deputy has in mind. 
An Inter-departmental Committee is, 
however, in being for advisory pur- 
poses, but it would not be proper for me 
to appoint thereon a person of the kind 
suggested by the Deputy. 

Mr. A. BYRNE: Will the President 
make a reeommendation to that Ad- 
visory Committee as to the desirability 
of carrying out the suggestion eon- 
tained in the question? It has been 
done in England. 

The PRESIDENT: This is an Inter- 
departmental Advisory Committee, and 
<is such it has to a certain extent a re- 
sponsibility for expending public funds. • 
1 do not know that I would be justified, 
when there is no provision in the Act, in 
making such a recommendation. 

DEPENDENTS’ ALLOWANCE 
(EYRECOURT.) 

SEAMUS MAO COSGAIR asked the 
Minister for Defence if he can state 
why payment of dependents > allowance 
was discontinued from 18th December, 
1923, to Mrs. Bridget Donohoe, of 
Grange, Eyrecourt, Cp. Galwáy, in 
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[Séamus MacCosgair.] 
respect of her two sons, Thomas and 
Michael Donohoe, who are serving in 
the Army, and if he is aware that they 
were her principal support. 

The PRESIDENT: Payment of de- 
pendents* allowance to Mrs. Donohoe 
was not discontinued from 18th Decem- 
ber, 1923, in respect of cither of her 
sons. It was, however, discontinued 
from 22nd December, 1923, in the case 
of Thomas, as the soldier re-attested on 
that date, and in accordance with the 
current regulations relating to pay, 
etc., the allowance is not issuable in thc 
case of a soldier who re-attests. The 
allowance in respect of Michael ceased 
on the 13th March, 1924, the date of his 
re-attestation. 

Major COOPER: Arising out of that 
answer, will the Minister take somc 
steps to inform the dependents of sol- 
diers who re-attest that they are no 
longer eligible for dependents’ allow- 
ance, as in many cascs they are not 
aware of it? Could a eircular or some- 
thing of that kind be issued? 

The PRESIDENT : I would like to ex- 
amine, first of all, the ease from the 
point of view of the number of letters 
that should be sent out in that connce- 
tion. As we are now approaching 
Easter I could not promise, having re- 
gard to the large numbcr, that it would 
be possible to do that immediately. 
But the soldiers themselves know the 
new circumstances. I will consider the 
point. 

Mr. A. BYRNE : Might I suggest that 
the President should put in an adver- 
tisement in the Press to that effcct? I 
am sure every Deputy reeeives many in- 
quiries on this matter. Personally I do, 
and it would be advisable, I think, that 
the peoplc should be notified by public 
advertisement that they will not get 
this allowance. 

Mr. WILSON : Is it not a fact that 
the new terms of enlistment specify 
that those who re-attest will not. get the 
allowatice, and were not those terms 
issued in the public Press? 

The PRESIDENT: Yes. 


Mr. WILSON : What more nonsense 
about it, then? 

Mr. MORRISSEY: Is the President 
aware that an order was recently issued 
stating that the dependents > allowance 
will only be made from the date of ap- 
plication, and can he say if that is an 
official order? 

The PRESIDENT: I have not seen 
the official order, but I will inquire 
about it, if that suits the Deputy. 

EYRECOURT (QALWAY) MOTOR 
CLAIM. 

SEAMUS MAC COSOAIR asi:el the 
Minister for Dcfcnce if he has received 
a claim from Mr. Jamcs McCabe, Eyre- 
court, Co. Galway, for his motor car, 
which was wrcckcd whilc being uscd 
by the military, and has not bccn re- 
turned to him; and if he can state when 
the claim will be dealt with. 

The PRESIDENT: A payable order 
for £45 was issued to Mr. McCabe on 
the 28th February last in full settle- 
ment of his claim. 

MOTORIST’S ACCOUNT 
(OALWAY.) 

SEAMUS MAC COSOAIR asked the 
Minister for Defenee if a elaim has been 
received by his Department from Mr. 
Valentine Hough, of Fahy, E.vreeourt, 
Co. Galway, for motor services ren- 
dcred by him to thc Military Authori- 
ties in the year 1922, and for damage 
to a motor ear commandeered and de- 
taincd for a eonsiderable time by the 
Military; and if he can state when the 
amounts due Mr. Hough will be paid. 

The PRESIDENT : This claim was re- 
ceived and a sum of £29 5s. Od. wás 
issued in settlement. This payment 
has, however, been refused. The case 
is bcing reconsidered, and a final deci- 
sion will be reached shortly. 

REPAIRINO DAMAOED MILITARV 
CAR. 

SEOIRSE DE BHULBH asked the 
Minister for Defence if he will see that 
the claim of Sergeant Whelan, Trans- 
port, Naas Barracks, for repairs to a 
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military car smashed up at Kíll, 
Straffan, in November, 1921, and the 
necessary parts for which cost him £20, 
is settled as soon as possible. 

The PRESIDENT: Scrgt. Whelan’s 
claim arose during the period prior to 
the inception of the late Provisional 
Oovernment. The question as to what 
cxtent and from what funds elaims 
arising during that period will be met, 
is under consideration. Pending a 
general decision, it is regretted that it 
is not practicable to consider the parti- 
cular claim in question. 

Mr. WOLPE: Arising out of that 
answer, may I ask if the President will 
see if anything can possibly be done for 
this man? IIis is a very hard case. This 
motor car was dragged in from Kill 
practically in smithereens, and he had 
to purchase parts for it. j 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: Now, the 
Deputy is making a speech. | 

The PRESIDENT: It is involved, as 
I have stated in the answer, in a matter 
that lias not yet been decided, that is 
how far, and from where, applications 
of this kind can be considered. There « 
are no particular funds available, and it 
will need a vote by the Dáil to mcet ' 
payments such as this if it were decided 
to make sueh recommendations. 

METHYLATED SPIRITS DRINEING. 

RISTEARD MAC PHEORAIS asked 
the Minister for Home Affairs if he is 
aware that methylated spirit drinking 
is earried on to an alarming extent in 
the Saorstát, and if it is his intention to 
introduce legislation to restrict its sale. 

MINISTER for HOME AFFAIRS i 

(Mr. O’Higgins): My attention has ' 
been called to the drinking of methy- 
lated spirits in the Saorstát, and legis- 
lation to check the abuse is in contem- 
plation. 

CENSORSHIP OF FILMS. 

SEÁN MAC GARAIDH asked the 
Minister for Home Affairs if he will 
state whether any contract in connec- 
tion Vith the censorship of films has 
been entered into with the Irish Bonded 
Film Stores, Ltd., and, if so, i£ he will 
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state the date of the contract and its 
duration. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: Messrs. McConnell- 
IIartley informed my Department by 
letter, dated the 15th August, 1923, of 
the terms on which they would be pre- 
pared to allow the use of the Dame 
Street premises for censorship. The 
Department replied on the 7th Septem- 
ber, 1923, accepting -these tcrms, sub- 
ject to certain stipulations. Messrs. 
McConnell-ITartley agreed to these 
stipulations in letter dated the llth 
idem. 

The contract is for 12 months. 

Mr. McGARRY : Will the Minister in- 
form the Dáil as to whether there was 
any competition before this contraet 
was taken, or whether there were any 
alternative suggestions put forward? 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I do not know of 
any alternative suggestions. 

Mr. McGARRY: Was the contract 
given without any competition? 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: Therc was no com- 
petition. 

CONTRACT FOR CENSORING 
FILMS. 

SEAN MAC GARAIDH askcd thc 
Minister for Home Affairs if he will lay 
on the Table of the Dáil a copy of the 
contraet for the censoring of films at 
the premises of the Irish Bonded Film 
Store, Ltd., Dame Street, Dublin. with 
a copy of all correspondence with thc 
Ministry precedent to and connected 
with the contract, and a copy of the 
correspondence between the Ministry 
and representatives of the íilin trade. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: It is not the prac- 
tice to lay on the Table of An Dáil 
papers relating to ordinary busincss 
transactions entered into by Public De- 
partments, and I am of opinion that to 
do so in thc present case would eonsti- 
tute an undesirable precedent. Where 
An Dáil considers any question of 
sufficient importance to require the pro- 
duction of documents the proper proce- 
dure is by notice of motion. I have no 
objection, I may add, to showing the 
Deputy all relevant documents if he 
calls to my Department. 
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GALWAT 00. 00UN0IL AGBICUL- 
TURAL GBANTS. 

SEAMUS MAC COSGAIB asked the 
Minister for Local Government if he is 
aware that during the years 1921 and 
1922 no Agricultural Grants were re- 
ceived by the Galway County Council; 
if he can state the amounts withheld, 
the reason for withholding them, and 
when and on what* conditions they will 
be made payablc to the County Council. 

MINISTER for LOCAL GOVEBN- 
MENT (Mr. Burke) : The Deputy ap- 
pears to have been misinformed on this 
matter. The full agricultural grant 
for the years 1921 and 1922 has been 
paid to the County Council. 

Following upon the release of the 
grants withheld by the Hritish Govern- 
ment a sum of £47,387 5s. Od. was paid 
over to the County Council in Septem- 
ber, 1922, in respeet of three half-years 
grant to the 30th September, 1921. The 
grant of £15,795 15s. Od. for the half- 
year ended 31st March, 1922, was paid 
in February last, while grants of like 
amounts in respect of the half-ycars 
ended 30th September, 1922, and 31st 
March, 1923, were paid in March, 1923, 
and May, 1923, respectively. The delay 
in the issue of the grant for the half- 
year ended 31st March, 1922, was duc 
to the fact that the grant was attached 
in the Guarantee Fund to meet eharges 
under the Land Purchase Acts in conse- 
quence of large arrears of land pur- 
chase annuities. 

Mr. COBISH: Were any amounts in 
accordance with Garnishee ordcrs stop- 
ped out of any County Councils grants 
recently? 

Mr. BUBEE: I would require notice 
of that question. 

A CO. GALWAY WBIT. 

SEAMUS MAC COSGAIB asked the 
Minister for Agriculture if he can state 
whether a writ was issued against 
Michael Mahony, of Springarden, 
Tynagh, Loughrea, Co. Galway, for half 
a jes,T f B annuity, amounting to £8 lOs. 
Od.; whether judgment was obtained in 
the High Courts against him, and if his 
stock was seized for the amount of the 


I judgment, with £5 14g. 9d. costs; whe- 
ther it has sin^e transpired that no such 
writ had been received by Mahony, that 
the half-year*s annuity had been sent 
through the local Post Office to the 
Land Commission in due time, that the 
Commission accordingly gave him credit 
for the annuiiy, but. insisted on retain- 
ing the eost of the judgment, which was 
obtained in error, and without his 
(Mahon^’s) knowledge, and whether 
stops will be taken to have the sum of 
I £5 14s. 9d. paid as costs refunded to 
| this poor man. 

MINISTEB for AGBICULTUBE 
(Mr. Hogan): Deputy Cosgrave has 
becn misinformed as to the facts. 
Michael Mahony’s instalment was not 
received in the Land Commission, and 
accordingly proceedings were taken 
against him, not by writ in the High 
Court, but by civil bill in the County 
Court, and a decree obtained. The 
amount of the instalment in questión, 
viz., that due on lst June, 1922, was 
paid through Mr. Concannon, Local 
Solicitor, to credit of the Land Com- 
mission Account on 17th August, 1923. 

WBITTEN ANSWEB. 

DEMOBILISED ABMY POLICE- 
MAN’S PAY. 

Mr. A. BYBNE asked the Minister 
for Dcfencc whether a sum amounting 
to £35 16s. was, prior to and on de- 
mobilisation, stopped from the pay of 
Military Policeman James Brennan, 
son of Mrs. Kate Brcnnan, Crutt, 
Castlecomer, because of overpayment 
of dependents allowance; whether the 
amount coming to him on demobilisa- 
tion was, as a result, but £2 3s.; 
whether this soldier bore an exemp- 
lary character while in the service for 
2 years and 47 days, and whether he 
is aware that, if there were an over- 
payment of any kind to his mother as 
dependent, Volunteer Brennan never 
signed any papers, or knew anything 
about his mother being overpaid, and 
whether the Minister will see his way 
to have this young man refunded the 
£35 16s. stopped from his payment, 
and which has left him without a 
penny on his discharge. 
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The PRESIDENT : Instructions have 
been issued for a refund of the amount 
deducted from James Brennan's pay 
in respect of overpayment of depen- 
dents’ allowance. 

PRIVATE NOTIOE QUESTION. 
ENQUIRY INTO ARMY MATTERS. 

General MULCAHY asked the Presi- 
dent whether the Committee of En- 
quiry into Army matters has yet held a 
sitting for the purpose of taking evi- 
dence; whether any evidence has yet 
been taken by the Committee, and if 
any such sitting has yet been held why 
has no notification of intention to hold 
such sitting been sent to myself or to 
any of the three officers against whom 
also charges are alleged. 

The PRESIDENT: I am informed 
that the Committee of Enquiry has held 
four sittings. These were dcvoted in 
the main to questions of procedure, and 
to ascertaining the sources from which 
information bearing upon the subject 
matter of the Enquiry could bc ob- 
tained. If any charge is made involv- 
ing any individual he will be afforded 
an opportunity of answering it. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Does the President 
think that that is a fulfilment of the 
assurance given to Deputy General 
Muleahy that the officers concerned 
will be entitled to bc pVesent or to be 
represented at the sittings? 

The PRESIDENT: I do not know 
that there is any departure in the an- 
swer I have given to the statement I 
previously made. 

Qeneral MULCAHY: On a point of 
explanation, I may say that since ask- 
ing this question I received a lettcr ask- 
ing me to appear before the Committee 
to-morrow morning at 11 o’cloch, and I 
hope then to elucidate some of the 
points Deputy Johnson re^ers to. 

PRIVATE BUSINESS. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: When 
does the President propose to give an 
opportunity for private business? 

The PRESIDENT: If I could get any 
intimation as to the length of time that 
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private business may take, it would be 
much easier for me to answer. In the 
absence of that information I think it is 
due to the Dáil that we should take 
the business that was adjourned yester- 
day, and take the private business at 
7 o’cloch. * 

MINISTER for AGRICULTURE 

(Mr. P. Hogan) : My impression— I may 
be wrong—is that the motion in the 
name of Deputy McKenna, which is the 
only private business on the Order 
Paper, will probably not take more 
than ten or fifteen minutes. 

The PRESIDENT: On that under- 
standing I propose to take private busi- 
ness now, and to devote the remairider 
of the sitting to the other matters on 
the Order Paper. 

Major COOPER: I think it will take 
longer than ten or fifteen minutes. I 
think it will take about half an hour. I 
propose to employ about five minutes 
myself. 

The PRESIDENT : I would be agree- 
able to give until 4 o ’cloch. 

SLAUGHTER OP CATTLE IN 
BRITISH LAIRAGES. 

Debate resumed on Motion by Mr. P. 
McKenna:— 

That the Minister for Agriculture 
be directed to take action in the 
matter of the conditions obtaining 
with regard to the importation of 
Irish cattle into Great Britain on the 
lines suggested by the Irish Cattle 
Exporters Association at. their meet- 
ing on the 12th March, 1924, viz., that 
the Pree State and Northern Ireland 
Governments hold themselves respon- 
sible for payment of compensation 
for live stock compulsorily slaugh- 
tered in British Lairages until the 
usual detention period of ten hours 
expires, and after that that represen- 
tations be made to the British Gov- 
ernment to accept liability for pay- 
ment when proof is established that 
the disease was contracted in Great 
Britain. 

Major COOPER: I moved the ad- 
journment of this dcbate last week be- 
cause I was impressed by the appeals 
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[Major Cooper.] 

of the Minister for Agriculture that he 
should receive enlightenment from 
every Party, He now, apparently, an- 
ticipates receiving that enlightenment 
from every Party in the Dáil— 
and there are more than there 
were—within the space of ten 
or íifteen minutes. I fear he 
will be disappointed, but I will not 
take very long. I venture to think that 
the Minister's diagnosis of the injury 
caused to agriculture when he spoke 
last week, was not an entirely correct 
one. ITc spoke of an injury amounting 
to £5,000 in a year infiicted on a few in- 
dividuals, but that loss, which is no 
doubt the net loss, is not inflicted, as a 
general rule, on the farmer. The 
farmer has sold his cattle before they 
are shipped to England, so that the loss 
on the cattle slaughtered in England 
during the period of detention, does not 
fall on the farmer. It falls on the 
dealer. But the dealer, not being in 
busincss for his health, safeguards him- 
self by giving the farrner a lower price 
when he buys his cattlc, in order to pro- 
vide for this possible contingency, so 
that the real loss to the farmer, what I 
might call the gross loss, is a great deal 
more than £5,000 a year. It mcans, 
perhaps, a shilling, or possibly cven five 
shillings—I do not know the standards 
that thc trade adopts—off the priee of 
every bullock sold in Ireland. The 
Minister dissents. Does he think that 
the dealer does not safeguard himself 
against possible loss? If so, the Minis- 
ter has less experience of selling cattle 
than I have. It does, and must, affect 
ihe farmer in the long run, because the 
farmer is the producer of the raw 
material. I agree with the Minister 
that. it would be very unwise if we were 
to admit any liability in this matter of 
foot and mouth disease, if we were to 
admit that foot and mouth disease 
ceuld possibly be developed here, be- 
cause under existing conditions, almost 
by a miracle, we are free from it. 

I think that the Minister’s Depart- 
ment is entitled to very great credit 
for that , that the arrangements made 
ím dmwfQ,ct\oTv, atvd so on, have 

jEngland has been a hotbed of foot 
#nd mouth disease, we Iiave so far 
eseaped, and we ought not to put our- 


selves in a position of admitting any 
liability for it. But I venture to thin.k 
that, taking a wide view, there is some 
eause for what Deputy McKenna asks, 
that a man should not suffer merely 
beeause his eattle happen to have 
been shipped across the water. I do 
not say that the whole of Deputy 
McKenna’s motion is a possible one. 
To begin with, it involves the concur- 
rence of the Government of Northem 
Ireland, and we here have no power 
to bind that Government, for the time 
being. In addition, there is a very 
different case; there is the casc of 
cattle bought at fairs in the Saorstát 
and shipped from ports in Northern 
Ireland. If Deputy McEenna’s motion 
was adopted, I am not clear who 
would be liable for compensation in 
such cases. Would it be thc Govern- 
ment from whose porta they were 
shipped or the country of origin? The 
bulk of the cattle bought in Sligo are 
shipped either from Belfast or I)erry. 
I would imagine that the bulk of the 
cattle from Tirconaill are shipped 
through Derry, so that in the doubt- 
ful and disputed cases each Govern- 
ment would deny liability, creating 
friction between them. That is quite 
a different case, and it is not met by 
the motion on the Paper. I would 
like to suggest—it is only a sugges- 
tion; it wouíd require much more than 
my resources -to say whether it is 
entirely a practical suggestion — a 
general scheme of insurance for cattle 
under the auspices of the trade; 
insurance against foot and mouth 
disease as long as these cattle are in 
Irish hands and belong to Irish pro- 
prietors. The adoption of that would 
relieve the State of liability in cases 
where cattle are slaughtered for foot 
and mouth disease in Ireland. In 
retiirn for being relieved of' that 
liability legislation would be nece 3 - 
sary. The usual barrier—the Minister 
for Finance—would probably not be 
set up in this case, because it would 
relieve him of a very considerable 
contingent liability. If the State were 
relieved from that liability it might 

| the financial soundness of the schemc f 
and tofacilitate the tradc in QTgante- 
mg lt h? every means in their púwer. 
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Of course, aetuaries would be re- 
quired. It would be necessary to have 
caleulations made, for no private in- 
dividual has the means of making 
them—probably even the trade itseif 
has not the means of making them. 
That does seem to be a way out of 
it, and under such a scheme the far- 
mer would know for a certainty that 
his cattle were covered by insurance 
against the posfeibility of foot and 
mouth disease as long as thcy were in 
Irish hands. I think there is some- 
thing to be said for that, and I hop' 
that the Minister will take it into con- 
sideration. 

Major SPROULE MYLES : No sub- 
ject that has arisen for a long time in 
the Dáil requires more looldng into and 
more attention than this question oí' 
the cattle tjade. I want to appeal to 
the Ministry, particularly on behalf of 
a body of very hard-worldng, indus- 
trious men—the smaller cattle dealers, 
men whom I have known all my life, 
men whose whole savings, in some of. 
these cases, have been swept away at 
one sweep in (llasgow when their cattle 
were destroyed and when they got on 
an average 20 per cent. of thcir value. 

I would like the Minister to remembcr 
that he is not dealing in this case witli 
fat cattle, because, as we all know, 
when fat cattle are slaughtered on the 
threat of foot-and-mouth disease in the 
neighbourhood the loss is very little, if 
any. The fat beast brings practically 
its full valué, the carcase value, as wc 
call it. But the majority of the trade, 
particularly in the district I speak of, 
is in store cattle—the poor man’s 
cattle. He is not a big, strong 
farmer, as we call him in the midlands 
and the south, and it is for him that 
I make this appeal to the Minister. He 
told us recently that £5,000 was not 
k much of a turnover on £26,000,000 
or £25,000,000, and I quite agree with 
him. He also told us that he would not 
objeet to finding the money, and the 
orúy reason why he was not prepared 
to pay ’this £5,000 in compensation to 
these men who are hard hit was because 
it might raise a question in future j 
negoti&tions with Great Britain on the / 
subiect. aivaid L earavot —-I V 

may be of course—how this is | 
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going to imperil these negotiations. A 
certain number of cattle arrived in 
Giasgow, free from disease, on the 27th 
October. After about eight hours of the 
ten an outbreak occurred at Paisley r 
and the cattle were not allowed to be 
removed. They were kept there for 
eighteen days, and eventually they were 
all destroyed. During that time none of 
them contraeted the disease. The Minis- 
ter has told us time and again, I have 
constantly checked his figures, that 
the value of the agricultural industry 
varies from 70 to 80 per cent. of tne 
total industry of the eountry. I think 
that the cattle export trade is a very 
large proportion of the agrieultural in- 
dustry, and if we are going to lose this 
trade, and 1 am afraid we are, 1 do not 
see what is the good of trying to carry 
on in this country. If £5,000 will re- 
compense these men, and if some 
scherne on behalf of the Ministry of 
Agriculture will put them into a posi- 
tion in thc futurc so that thcy can 
carrv on their tradc, and not 
always be in fear and terror of this out- 
break, it would save the situation. 
What happens when there is the 
slightest chance of an outbreak? It is 
not alone the cattle dealer who suffers; 
in every fair ^ou go to there is a 
rumour started, probably in some cases. 
by blackguards- 

Mr. GOREY : By cattlc dealers. 

Major MYLES: To lower the prices 
of cattlc, and the result is in most fairs 
at present no onc will get the value of 
his cattle. That is not due to the cattle 
dealers, but the effect is that the cattle 
dcalers and the farmers are hit, and 
through them everybody else in the 
country. It has been going on for 
some time, and I think it is time some 
seheme was devised. I have not heard 
that any approach has been made to 
the Ministry on the other side. Has 
the Minister ever asked England to 
pay, and has the question been gone 
into at any timc since the Tréaty was 
signed? Before the Treaty we were 
not in this position. I submit, with all 
respect to the Ministry, that the ques- 
tion shouldhare been lookedinto long 
before now aa to whether we were not 

emtó.'Weó. \,o some vA &no&n tVat 

accrued from our money previous to* 
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[Major Myles.] 

the Treaty, when a sum of money was 
set aside by the then United Xingdom 
to pay for foot and mouth disease. 
Another item that I find in the Appro- 
priation Aceounts is “ General Cattle 
Diseases Fund, M in which a certain 
amount of provision was made for 
diseases of animals. I find from that 
that there was a certain amount of 
money spent for swine fever, and for 
foot and mouth disease nil. That is 
because we had no foot and mouth 
disease, but thc amount of money that 
was spent . 0 n swine fover in this 
country would have paid the unfortun- 
ate men who had been caught in the 
first rush of this disease on the other 
side. 

I draw the Minister’s attention to the 
ease of another Ministry of this State 
which—it was last year, I think 
—expended a considerable amount, 
to relieve an almost similar ease 
111 the fishing industry, when the 
transit was broken down in the South 
of Ireland. The Ministry of Fisheries 
spent several thousands of pounds, and 
chartered boats to carry fish to the 
English markets, and whcn the 
aecounts were presented to the Dáil I 
do not think one word was said in con- 
demnation of their action—quite the 
reverse. I submit the Minister for 
Agrieulture has a very good precedent 
to go on, and if he earries it out, and 
compensates thesc people, he will at 
least have the satisfaction of knowing 
that he has saved some men from abso- 
lutc poverty. I think in dealing with 
thc largest industry we have, that 
those who suflfer in times of almost 
national calamity, should be compen- 
sated, and receivc the sympathetie con- 
síderation of the Department. 

Mr. WILSON: With regard to the 
point, that only a loss of £5,000 would 
be incurred, I wish to point out that 
if you were to do as the Minister for 
Agriculture told us last year, that 
those cattle arriving at this no man’s 
land on the other side should be in- 
sure d, the amount of money which 
would be necessary to cover shipments 
of catt\e—and yon wou\& havc to 
cover the whole of them to bc safc — I 
would be far in excess of the amount / 
the insurance company would have paid I 


out. That is the point. If you are going 
to covcr the loss, you must look at it, 
not from the point of view of the 
actual loss incurred, but from the point 
of view of the probable loss that could 
occur, and, therefore, that insurance 
would be an almost impossible scheme. 
I want also to emphasise the point made 
by Deputy Gorey, that these cattle are 
slaughtered in the interests of the people 
of Britain, and not in the interests of 
the Irish farmer. I fail to see why re- 
presentations should not be made to the 
British Governmént pointing out that 
thev are destroying cattle in their own 
intcrests, and, therefore, that they 
should pay compensation to the people 
who are losing them. That is the point 
of view I want to emphasise, although 
it is not quite in aecordance with the 
motion. But, at the same time, it could 
be used in connection with this motion. 
It is not a question of the dealer so much 
as a question of the farmer. We know 
perfectly well that the dealer will always 
have this margin of profit, while he 
points out to the farmer that he is in 
danger of incurring a loss through this 
foot and mouth disease, and whether or 
not the disease will occur he will always 
cnsure that he will makc no loss. There 
may be individual instances where 
dealcrs lose, but on the whole they makc 
themselves secure, and every man who 
is selling his beast is losing. As I have 
said, we quite understand there may be 
individual eases of dealers losing, but 
on every bateh of cattle bought this 
fetish of a probablc loss owing to cattle 
being held up in England is made use 
cf, and bad prices are obtained as a con- 
sequence. These are points we would 
like thc Ministcr to look into. 

Mr. JOHNSON : One point I would 
like to draw attention to is the implica- 
tions and the deduetions to be drawn 
from the arguments of Deputy Cooper 
and Deputy Wilson. I was rather' 
curious to know whether Deputy 
McKenna would agree with the state- 
ments made by Deputy Cooper and De- 
puty Wilson, that in the purchasing of 
cattle in the market the buyer does in 
fact take account of the risk, and pays 
a smaller sum for the cattlc than if there 
were no such risk, and if he were not 
aware of that risk. Does Deputy 
McKenna, I wonder, accept that viewl 
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He does not answer, but I think it is 
true. 

Major MTLES: On a point of ex- 
planation, I think it was I brought out 
that point. Most of these men were hit 
before thc disease became r^impant, and 
since that they have been very careful. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I quite aecept the 
proposition that there ís, as a matter 
of fact, account taken of these risks, 
and when the risk is greater and more 
obvious the greater account is taken in 
the purchasing, but in such a case docs 
it not appear that thc insurance pre- 
raium ought then to be paid by these 
people and should not bc placcd upon 
the State directly, or upon the farmer 
again if it has already been takcn from 
the farmer in purchasing? I suggcst 
that the reasonable course to be adopted 
in such cases is to apply to tbis trade, 
what has been applied to other tradcs 
even though it only begin now, namely, 
a compulsory insurance on every head 
of cattle exported. That insurance 
might well be under thc control of, say, 
a combination of dcalers. farmers, and, 
perhaps, the State represented by the 
Minister for Agriculture, so that when 
a risk has been taken and has to be 
met, a loss having been made, there is a 
fund available. Though the amount 
may be £5,000 this year, bcar in mind 
that aecording to the law, as expounded 
by the Minister for Agriculture, if there 
werc an outbreak in Ireland there 
would need to be an immense fund 
available to meet this compensation. 

I seriously suggest that the principle 
of insurance should be adopted, and 
that it might even be retrospective, so 
far as the losses are concerncd that are 
due to this latest outbreak, but that it 
would have to continue for quite a long 
time, and a big fund should accumu- 
late, and also that such a proposal 
raight well be considered by the organi- 
sations connected with the cattle trade 
in conjunction with thc Minister for 
Agriculture. If it. wcrc known quite 
clearly that the risk was covered by a 
certain sum there could be no excuse in 
the mouths of dealers that they had to 
take off so much and so much because 
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Mr. OORET: Deputy Johnson seems 
to lose sight of the fact that the people 
of this country in paying for the pro- 
tection of English interests ought not 
to be penalised either by insurance or 
State contributions. That is a different 
point altogether from his. lt 
does not matter in what way we 
deal with this question, there is a loss 
that ought not to be bornc by any citi- 
zen of this State. inasmuch as the 
slaughter is done to protect English in- 
tcrests on English soil. It would be 
just as reasonable to say, if Eng- 
land were shipping cattle here and we 
killed cattlc, say, at the North Wall. in 
order to protect our own interests, that 
thc English farmer, dealer, or English 
Exchequer should suffer accordingly. I 
think it would be unrcasonable if wg 
took up that attitude, and I think it is 
unreasonable for England to take up 
the same attitude towards us. This is 
an English debt, and should be paid by 
England. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Deputy Gorey should 
arrange that purchase would be made 
in this country only by English inter- 
ests, and he would then bc quite secure. 

Mr. GORET : I wish Deputy Johnson 
joy of his interpretation, but I do not 
see his point. 

Mr.* HEFFERNAN : I think the de- 
duetions of I)eputy Johnson are 
not correct. The difficulty about 
an insurance is that the pre- 
miums paid will in all probability be 
in excess of the amount returned in 
cases of slaughter, and it will undoubt- 
edly have tlie effect of lowering the 
price of cattle by the amount of the 
premium, and probably by a larger 
amount. It is well known thai such 
obstructions give an opportunity to 
people to lower the pric^ of our cattle 
by a still larger amount. Dcputy 
Johnson referrcd to the fact tnat 
in the event of an outbreak of 
foot and mouth disease, the 
amount paid by tbe Statc will be m 
excess of the prcmiums paid to the in- 
surance companies. My answer to that 
is that in the event of an outbrealc of 


vould be ítv I 

;hink something of that kind might be 
mnsidered, and it would probably raeet 
mmediate cases as well as future risks. 
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altogether, and the liability for 
compensation would not arise in Eng- 
land. 
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AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : I take it 
that the Minister for Agriculture is 
getting leave to spealí a second time 
before Deputy McKenna concludes. 

MINISTER for AGRICULTURE 
(Mr. P. Hogan) : We are only dealing 
with one risk here. There are so many 
questions connccted with the Diseases 
of Animals Act that if we wander 
over the whole field we will get no- 
where. There is one point which is 
probably the most contentious of all 
which arise in connection with the ad- 
ministration of this Act, and it is the 
one upon which I would likc to concen- 
trate. The only risk Deputy McKenna 
wishes to safeguard against is the risk 
of Irish cattle being slaughtered at 
English landing places, where no com- 
pensation is paid by anybody. That is 
only one of the risks. Deputy Cooper, 
as well as other Deputies, referred to 
the fact that cattle are automatically 
made chcaper by the operations of 
dealers and other people who take ad- 
vantage of the íaet that foot and 
mouth disease exists in England, and 
they do their best to buy cattle at a 
price which will leave them well in- 
sured against any risk they may takc. 
From the point of view of this resolu- 
tion, the question is not so much how 
far they take into account the various 
risks incidental to an outbreak *)f foot 
and mouth disease in England, but how 
far they take into account this parti- 
cular risk, and in my opinion the dealer 
and farmer generally take that into 
account. This is not the reason that 
cattle are cheap at Irish fairs—because 
of an out.break of foot and mouth 
disease in England. The dealers and 
farmers know that the chances of cattle 
being slaughtered at landing places are 
extremely few. A dealer buys cattle, 
and though the ports may be closed 
here, he can ship them. It may be 
possible to get them into Cheshire or 
Sussex, and these are the risks the 
dealers have to protect themselves 
against. I do not believe that that risk 
affects the price of cattle one iota. The 
effect on the price of cattle of this par- 
ticular risk is as nothing compared with 
the other risks incidental to an out- 
break of foot and mouth disease in 
England. We should not go into the 
question as to whether cattle slaugh- 
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tered in Ireland should be paid for 
through an insurance scheme. The 
State pays for that, and in my opinion 
that is a farce. It is also not the most 
efficient way of doing it, because as 
Deputy Heffernan points out, insurance 
is wastcful*, and the farmer would pay 
far more money than he would pay, 
say, in taxes. If it were to be done by 
insurance, I expect the State would do 
it, but in any event, I would prefer to 
see the charge spread over the rate- 
payers, beeause there are individuals in 
the State who get more profit out of 
cattle tlian the farmers themselves. 

In any case that does not arise. We 
havc enough of contention. The State 
has to pay for cattle slaughtered in Ire- 
land, and we can leave it at # that. The 
suggestion here.is that we should offer 
to the English Government that we 
wculd pay íor all Irish cattle slaugh- 
tered at the landing places within a 
rninimum period of 10 hours. That is 
l)cputy McEenna's suggestion. Deputy 
Gorey is different. ílis position is mine 
in the matter. That is to say, we should 
not admit liability for any cattle 
slaughtered in England. It would bc an 
extremely dangerous precedent to 
make, and we might well put up a pro- 
position to pay for cattle slaughtered 
in ten hours, and then it is open to the 
English to answer ten weeks. At any 
rate, it would be a dangerous thing to 
do. I am told this particular diíficulty 
is there since 1922, and, in fact, 
one Deputy seems to think it is there 
slnce the signing of the Treaty. The. 
Treaty madc no difference whatever 
to the lcgal aspect of this question. 
It was not until 1922 that the Act which 
admitted Canadian cattle was passed, 
and it was that Act which changed the 
law. That Act put Irish cattle jind 
Canadian cattle in the same category 
as far as this liability is concerned. 
It is a difficulty that has been there, I 
admit, for over a year. It has been a 
difficulty of ours for over a year. It 
has been a difi5culty of the Northem 
Government for over a year, and the 
Northern Government, if anything, 
have a far greater grievance than we 
have, because they have no control 
whatever in the administration of the 
Diseases of Animals Act. It is a re- 
served service, and the veterinary 8»r- 
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geons in the North are English officials. 
When cattle are slaughtered in the 
Northern landing places they get ex- 
actly the same treatmeni as our cattle. 
We put up this problem in connection 
with the passing of the 1922 Act. We 
put it up since, and the Northern Go- 
vernment have been doing the same 
thing. Our position is that we will not 
pay for cattle slaughtered in England, 
whether they are slaughtered within 
ten hours or ten weeks. That is our 
simple position in the matter. 

I do not know what the ultimate solu- 
tion of this problem will be, but I do 
know that we should not prejudice it 
by anything which we might do at this 
stage. It would be very short-sighted, 
to my mind, for the Farmers’ Party or 
any other party in the Dáil to let it be 
understood that we were in any circum- 
stances in favour of paying for Irish 
cattle slaughtered in England. I know 
that is not the view ot* the trade. In 
negotiations various offers may be 
made and we may have to ac- 
cept them, but my one point is that at 
this stage we should not attempt to 
admit any liability, and we are admit- 
ting no liability. There is no reason, 
because, after all, all that is involved 
is £5,000. That is the maximum. It 
is the amount of liability during the 
worst outbreak that ever occurred in 
England, and if the figures for the last 
thiity years are examined it will be 
tound that a sum of about £7,000 would 
be a sufficient fund compIetely to eover 
this risk for a pcriod ot* about 
thirty years. For the sake ot* that £7,000 
should we make admissions which would 
lead us into a liability perhaps of 
£700,000? The cattle trade should not 
force me to make an immature offer. 
There is time to agree and time to differ. 
If we get a decent offer we will accept 
it, but it is a sorry state of affairs if a 
trade which controls twenty to twenty- 
five millions, for the sake of £7,000, 
forces me to make a proposal before the 
time is ripe for a proposal. That is the 
position, and, with all respect to the Far- 
mera’ Party, there is no answer to it, 
and I think the trade themselves realise 
that. I am not saying now for a mo- 
ment that we will get al! we want. I 
may have to come here after conference 
with the British and Northem Govern- 

Vol. 6. 
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ments and admit that I did not do as 
well as I thought. At least our hands 
should not be weakened beforehand, and 
if it is a fact, as it is, that there are 
three or four small farmers who have 
lost five or six thousand pounds worth 
of cattle, probably all the cattle they had, 
we are not to blame. Arrangements 
at least should have been made by the 
trade to meet such a contingency three 
or four years ago. I admit with 
Deputy Wilson that insurancc is not the 
way. It ought to be easy for the trade 
to collect five or six thousand pounds 
out of a yearly trade of twenty-f*our or 
twenty-five millions. That would give 
people timc to consider the matter. If 
it comes to dealing with it ourselves, I 
would be against the State 
. í o'cloclc. paying and against insur- 
ance against a risk like this 
that is so easual. Foot and mouth 
disease may break out this year, may 
not occur again for ten ycars, then may 
come on again, and during all those out- 
breaks there may be no cattie slaugh- 
tered at the ports. Insurance is not 
the way to deal with that. The way to 
deal with it is to raise a fund of £5,000, 
put 2d. a head on all the cattle going 
out of Ireland and ask a man, say, ship- 
ping sixty cattle to give you lOs. 

Major MYLES: How will you collect 
it? 

Mr. HOGAN : If the State has to try 
to collect it, we will try to make ar- 
rangements. I do not want that to 
happen. 

Major MYLES: You have insurance 
right away then. 

Mr. HOGAN: You are getting near 
it, and it would be a poor compliment 
to the cattle trade if they were not able 
to make arrangements for this. Two- 
pence a head would cover it for thirty 
years, yet I am being asked to make an 
offer to the English Government which 
the Northern Government are too wise 
to make, and which, if there was no 
arrangement entered into, could be 
covered six months ago. 

Mr. HEFFEBNAN : Would the 
Minister give an undertaldng that in 
the event of his failing in the negotia- 
tions, compensation will be made. to 
these poor mení 
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Mr. HOOAN: If we cannot get any 
good out of the English, a new situation 
will then arise, and I may have to come 
along here. 

Mr. McEENNA: As this matter has 
been discussed at full length, I will not 
detain the time of the House very long. 
I brought this motion forward at the 
request of the members of the livestock 
trade for the purpose of bringing this 
matter to a head, because both the 
farmers and exporters of livcstock con- 
sidered, unfortunately, that the Gov- 
ernment had been very dilatory up to 
the present in not announeing its in- 
tentions regarding the situation, which 
is a very unfortunate one for the men 
engaged in the livestock trade in this 
country. Deputy Myles struck the nail 
on the head when he said that up to the 
passing of the Free State Act no such 
thing as this could happen. Eeople 
were safeguarded in exporting live- 
stock from Ireland to Great Britain, | 
but immediately after the passing of 
the Free State Act this situation arose. j 
The Minister for Agriculture denies 
that. i 

Mr. HOGAN : It was the Act of 1922. 

Mr. McEENNA : The Treaty was 
signed on the 6th December, 1921. The 
Importation of Animals Act re- 1 
moving the embargo on Canadian 
cattle was passed in 1922, but 
previous to the passing of these 
Acts the same regulations, so far 
as the removal of animals from Great 
Britain to Ireland, existed and applied 
to this country. After the passing of 
the Free State Act lairages and landing 
stages in Great Britain were looked 
upon as a No Man’s Land,” so that 
the positioii to-day, that is the position 
of exporting of livestock to Great 
Britain is a very precarious one. 
As regards the feeling in the 
trade, the Minister says,' and we, all 
of us, know that there is great difficulty 
ahead of us in this matter. I would be 
very sorry in anyway to do or say any- 
thing that would militate against the 
Minister in his dealings with England 
and the Northern Government in this 
matter. But I say that we never had 
a cleaner bill of health than we have at 
the present time. Sir Stewart Stock- 


j well, the Chief Veterinary Inspector of 
the Board of Agriculture in England, 
said that his impression was this, that 
under present arrangements thousands 
of head of cattle were held up in Ire- 
land at the ports, yet he was satisfied 
that the disease did not originate in 
Ireland. Since he was in the Minis- 
try since 1905, only three cases, I 
think, were discovered in Ireland, and 
in one of these cases the origin of it was 
traced back to England, and he went 
on to say that the trade was worth 
£75,000,000. I suppose he meant the 
home and the export trade. 

Now, the position is that here in this 
country we have one of the eleanest 
bills of health of any country in the 
world so far as livestock trade is con- 
cerned. Yet, we cannot get into a 
country at the present time which is 
plague - strieken. I say that our De- 
partment of Agriculturc must stand up 
and must tell the English Board of 
Agriculture that we cannot stand this 
treatment from them. The trade do 
not objeet to compensating the owners. 
We are told to insure, but if we insure 
the tax is certain to fall upon the 
farmers. Deputy Johnson said that if 
insurance was put in force the tax 
would fall back upon the farmers and 
on the dealers. The dealer would take 
care to take the amount that he would 
bave to pay into account when buying, 
and he is not going to pay the amount 
out of his own pocket, and thereby 
suffer a huge loss. The farmers and 
the dealers both say that it is the State 
that should compensate the same as 
formerly, and before the Act of 1922 
was passed. 

There is another matter that I think 
we should refer to in connection with 
this question. We all know that the pil- 
lars of the State were shaken and that 
it was very dangerous to try to develop 
a trade such as the huge live stock trade 
that existed, and we know that many 
engaged in that trade during the trouble 
took great risks and took their lives in 
their hands and risked their money, and 
we also know that if it were not for them 
things would be in a very much worse 
condition than they were. Instead of 
doing anything to antagonise these men 
the Government should try to secure 
their hearty co-operation. Whatever is 
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going to be done should be done quickly, 
and I think the Minister for External 
Affairs, together with the Minister for 
Agriculture, should approach the Bri- 
tish Govemment at once upon this mat- 
ter. If you are going to have an out- 
break of foot and mouth disease in this 
country it is going to put the tin hat 
on the people. I remember the outbreak 
of 1912, when we had three million pigs 
in this count,ry, and we suffered 
huge losses. In the present instance the 
traders lost more than £100,000, though 
the Minister talks about £5,000. 
What about the cattle held up at the 
ports until they are examined for this 
disease ? 

Mr. HOGAN: I thought I made it 
clear that £5,000 was for loss in con- 
nection with this. There is another loss, 
a much bigger íigurc, caused by the 
holding up of cattle at the ports and 
failures to enter the counties and so on, 
as I pointed out. 

Mr. McEENNA: If the figures 
could be got ít would be found to be 
something like £100,000 of loss, and the 
English Board of Agriculture should 
not be allowed off of their responsibility 
in this matter. We know it is not an 
easy thing to go to these people and 
say these things are not managed as 
they ought to be. We know they arc our 
masters in a sense—they are the buyers 
and wo are the sellers; but where we 
have a trade like this, which is the prin- 
cipal industry in the country, some at- 
tention should be paid by the Govem- 
ment to have this matter settled once 
and for all. I desire to say that in view 
of the fact that the Minister has pro- 
mised to do what he can, I do not in- 
tend to divide the House, and would 
ask leave to withdraw the motion. 

Mr. HOGAN: I should like to make 
it clear that I expect the trade will also 
do what they can. 

Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 

ANGLO-AMERICAN LIQUOR 
TREAT7. 

Debate resumed on amendment:— 

To insert the words “ Articles of 

Agreement for a Treatv ” in para- 
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graphs 2 and 3 where the word 

“ Treaty ” appears. — (Eamon 

O Dúgáin.) 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : When this 

debate was adjourned I had, con- 

trary to my previous intention, in- 

tervened to offer some observation on 
the eourse of the discussion. I have fre- 
quently abstained from intervening in 
discussion here lest I should impose 
an impression of legalism, or what is 
supposcd to be the narrow legal view, 
on the debate of matters which seem to 
me to require the political, the ethical 
or the economic outlook. Yesterday I 
had intended to impose on inyself the 
same self-denying ordinance, but hav- 
ing left it to the laymen I found that 
the debate had become more wrapt in 
legal mystery than if, perhaps, I had 
intervened. Deputy Johnson delivered 
a speech on the highest plane upon 
which the subject should be approached 
—the big view of policy and of our 
national status and dignity. After- 
wards other elements were introduced, 
and there carne forth from bags con- 
cealed behind back benches portly 
volumes with very fresh margins, and 
snatches from legal text books, taken 
from their eontext, were dropped here 
into the debate, and led, in my view, 
to a complete misunderstanding of the 
whole situation. Now, if Deputy 
Esmonde should devote his future 
career, or any part of it, to the prac- 
tice of the law, one of the things he will 
come to guard himself against is legal 
text books. Having had some experi- 
ence, I speak with some bitterness on 
the subject. 

There is hardly such a thing as a legal 
text book, or a sentence in a legal text 
book such as we have been treated to 
here, which does not require, on exami- 
nation, qualification and modification 
by reference to practice, usage and so 
on. 

Mr. JOHNSON: And to other text 
books. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : * Yes. De- 
puty Johnson’sobservation more especi- 
ally applies to this very subject of in- 
ternational law, because there is no such 
thing as intemational law. Deputy 
Esmonde does not seem to have dis- 
covered that yet. You have groups of 
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countries bound by Treaties, with 
certain sanctions attached, and as 
between these countries there is a kind 
of obligation analogous to law. You 
have Treaties which exist among mem- 
bers «f the League of Nations and 
which have the sanctions of the Cove- 
nant of the League of Nations. There 
you have something analogous to law. 
But intemational law really is made up 
of two things. It is made up of the 
usages which have developed in inter- 
national relationships, and- 

Mr. ESMONDE: A moment ago the 
Attorney-General said that there was 
no such thing as international law. Now 
he says it is made up of two things. 

AN GEANN OOMHAIRLE: State- 
ments made by lawyers generally need 
qualification. 

ATTORNEY-OENERAL: Unfortun- 
ately, the inverted commas to the 
words “ International law ” are not 
visible in my oral remarks. The thing 
tliat is called international law is made 
up, on the one hand, of the usages that 
have grown up, particularly since the 
time of Grotius, and of the opinions of 
text writers. These opinions of text 
writers are of two kinds. They are 
either an analysis of facts, common 
facts of international life, or they are 
the opinions of the particular writer as 
to what should prevail. They bind no 
one. They are not law. 

In this matter of Treaties, I think I 
have read most of the classical writers 
upon the subject, certainly the Ame- 
rican writers. I would advise my 
friend Deputy Esmonde to have more 
regard to the American writers, who 
are usually people with diplomatic ex- 
perience in a big way, rather than to 
the temporary holders of chairs at 
Cambridge. 

Mr. ESMONDE : I can assure the 
Attorney-General that I have studied 
the works of the principal American 
text writers on this subject under the 
tuition of the late President de Valera, 
in America,- 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : That ac- 
counts for a lot. My friend, Deputy 
Esmonde, quoting from the gospel 
according to the prophet Oppenheim, 
stated that certain things were essen- 


tial to treaties. Now, like other gos- 
pels, extracting other passages, he 
could prove the opposite proposition, 
and the fact is that as regards the 
form of treaties, there is no such thing 
as an established form of treaty. A 
treaty may exist orally; it may have 
been created orally, and it may have 
become ratified by conduct without writ- 
ten ratification. I think thesafe proposi- 
tions, having regard to classical writers 
and classieal opinions upon the subject, 

! that one can make about treaties are 
something on these lines. First of all, 
it is well to remember that they are 
contracts, and that in dealing with them 
and discussing them they are commonly 
examined from the point of view of 
contracts between persons, and usage 
has not prescribed any necessary form of 
international eontract. A valid contract 
may exist between two nations as soon 
as one of the nations has signified to the 
other the intention to do, or to refrain 
from doing, some particular act, condi- 
tional upon the other party agreeing 
on his part. Between the binding force 
of informal eontracts without any legal 
technicalities at all and the binding 
force of the most magnificent document 
drawn up in thc most flamboyant lan- 
guage and with the most grandiose titles 
there is no differcnce, once you have 
concluded a contract, ratified and agreed 
to, between two international parties. 
Consent is usually negotiated by agents 
and ratified by principals. That is all 
that is required. Now, that is in essence 
the actual position as regards treaties, 
and all this talk about a preamble being 
essential and so on, is a kind of gram- 
matical analysis manufactured by some 
text writers. No preamble is essentiai; 
no form is essential. What you want is 
substance, agreement on the substance 
of the térms of the thing that is set out 
in these articles. As regards ratifica- 
tion, at an earlier period when sove- 
reigns, in the full, old-fashioned sense 
existed, it was doubtful whether any 
ratification was necessary. Ratification 
is now a matter of usage, regarded as 
an implied necessity in all contracts, but 
more particularly where the United 
States happens to be a party to the con- 
tract, because the treaty-making power 
in the United States is not vested in an 
individual; and applying the ordinery 
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principles of contract when one man 
deals with another he is supposed to 
ascertain whether the other party can 
or cannot conclude the bargain. So is 
it between nations. It is assumed that 
a nation, like the United States, knows 
that the President of the United States 
cannot alone conclude a -treaty. 

Under the American Constitution the 
treaty-making power is vested in the 
President, but can only be concluded 
with the advice and consent of the 
Senate. One may refer in passing to a 
remark made here last night by Deputy 
Davin. In our Constitution there is no 
reference to the question of treaty-mak- 
ing. As a matter of fact, in the Domi- 
nion position the last few years have 
seen a remarkable development. It 
would have been very foolish to have 
attempted to take a thing that was in 
process of growth and to stereotype it 
in our Constitution. From the year 
1917, certainly, the individual partici- 
pation of the individual Dominions in 
the conclusion of treaties was recognised 
more and more, until it was, one might 
say, finally established within very re- 
eent times indeed. The position that 
the Executive Council has taken is this. 

It has come here to the Dáil and sub- 
mitted the substance of an agreement 
which has been negotiated with its know- 
ledge and has asked approval for an 
agreement in those terms. 

Mr. ESMONDE: For ratification? 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : For ratifi- 
cation, for approval of its being a party 
to and advising the ratification of those 
terms. It seems to me that if we get rid 
of all this stuff that has been taken 
from text books and bandied about 
here; if we approach this matter by, 
say, adopting the two amendments that 
stand, one in the *name of Deputy 
Duggan, the other in the name of De- 
puty Magennis; if the Minister would 
insert these in his original motion, if 
the Dáil so agreed, we can get away 
from a maze of technicalities and a dis- 
cussion of a kind that leads nowhere 
and get down to the substance of the 
actual heads of agreement, which is the 
only thing that matters. I put it to the 
Minister that he should ask the Dáil to 
permit that to be done. 
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There is one other matter that arose in 
the discussion to which I would like to 
refer. It is the use of the term “ Domi- 
nion. ,, I rather gathered that a num- 
ber of Deputies were under the impres- 
sion that the word “ Dominion ” was 
used in the sense of a sovereignty in 
Great Britain over the other members 
of the Commonwealth. What may have 
been the origin of that idea I do not 
know. But if the thing is examined his- 
torieally it will be found that that is not 
so. I think the first use of the term 
“ Dominion ” in this connection was in 
the case of Canada. When the Canadian 
Constitution was being moulded the 
original proposition was that there 
should be created a Kingdom of 
Canada. The eontiguity of the great 
Republic of the United States sugges- 
ted to the people who werc rcsponsible 
for remodelling the Canadian Constitu- 
tional position—possibly also some idea 
of the Monroe Doctrine—that the idea 
of setting up a Kingdom on the Conti- 
nent of Northern America might be un- 
welcome. It appears that the word 
“ Dominion, ,, which was chosen in sub- 
stitution, was actually chosen by the 
Canadians themselves. It is generally 
stated that it is not known from what 
source or from what individual it actu- 
ally came. But in a recently published 
book by a Canadian judge it is stated as 
a fact that the term was borrowed from 
the Psalms. 

Mr. ESMONDE: Is that a legal text 
book? 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : No. It is 

a text book which states at its maxi- 
mum the present point of growth to 
which the Canadian constitutional and 
international status has reached. He 
does say that the term “ Dominion 99 
was suggested by an expression in one 
of the Psalms, “ Dominion from sea to 
sea, M and that it meant, not the Domi- 
nion of Britain, but the Dominion of 
the Canadians themselveá. He shows 
how that idea has been carried on since 
the year when the.North America Act 
was passed, down to the present time, 
and how it has been recognised, in 
several decisions of the Privy Council 
in which it was raised, that “ British 
Dominion 99 does not mean— and this 
goes back for a number of years— -any 
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subordination. It means the dominion 
of the occupants of what had beqn these 
British territories over their own terri- 
tories and within their own territorial 
limits. It means and implies absolute 
sovereignty; sovereignty as great as 
the sovereignty of Great Britain within 
its own territory. This Judge—Mr. 
Justice Riddell—points out that the 
position of a Dominion, while up to a 
certain point it was territorial, has now 
extended even into external affairs. 
There is no question as regards the 
power to negotiate commercial and 
trade Treaties abroad. As regards 
political Treaties, he shows the develop- 
ment until Treaties which affect Domi- 
nions are now reeognised as involving 
the participation of the Dominions 
themselves as sovereign nations in the 
negotiation and conclusion of them. 
This may be a slight divergence from 
the strict letter of the amendment, but 
I refer to it because I think it is impor- 
tant to remove, as it will appear on the 
records, any suggestion that the use of 
the term “ Dominion 99 implies any 
other dominion than our own dominion 
over our own country. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Is there any connec- 
tion bctween that explanation and the 
term “ British Subject 99 held in 
Canada? 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : I think the 
Canadian position on that is not exactly 
what the Deputy suggests. I do not 
like to speak for the Canadians. Re- 
ferring to the amendment, I make the 
suggestion that the Minister should 
accept these two amendments, embody 
them in the text of his motion, and that 
the substance of the motion should 
then be discussed. 

Mr. FITZGERALD : I accept the two 
amendments, and with the permission 
of the Dáil I would recast the substan- 
tive motion to include these amend- 
ments. 

Professor MAGENNIS : On a point of 
order, can my ameiídment be accepted 
before it has been moved? 

AN CEANN COMHAIELE : I think 
the Minister for Extemal Aífairs could 
be pven leave, if the Dáil agree, to 
alter the motion which he has proposed 


so as to include the amendment pro- 
posed by Deputy Duggan, and the 
amendment on the Order Paper in the 
name of Deputy Magennis, even before 
that amendment is proposed. The sug- 
gestion of the Attorney-General, I take 
it, is not that the Dáil should agree to 
the amendments, but that the Dáil 
should allow the Minister for External 
Affairs to alter the motion, so as to in- 
clude the amendment already pro- 
posed, and the further amendment on 
the Paper. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : I had no 

intention by that proposal of cutting 
out Deputy Magennis. I take it that 
he will be in order to speak on the 
proposal. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Hé 

would. In any event, if that proposal 
is accepted the amending motion will 
raise all the questions. 

Mr. ESMONDE : I would like to sup- 
port the suggestion of the Minister. I 
think we have had enough of speeches 
on all these amendments. The speeches 
have been of a very gencral character, 
and have covered practically the same 
ground. It is time we had a final motion 
before us to discuss the question as a 
whole. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : I take 
it, therefore, that there is agreement 
for that course, and that the main ques- 
tion, by leave of the Dáil, should be al- 
tered so as to include amendments 1 
and 2 on the Order Paper. 

The motion now reads:— 

Be it resolved that whereas 
Articles of Agreement for a Treaty 
respecting the regulation of the 
Liquor Traffic outside the territo- 
rial waters of the United States of 
America (whereof the tenor appears 
by the Schedule hereto) were signed 
at Washington on the 23rd day of 
January, 1924, on behalf of the Pre- 
sident of the United States of Ame- 
rica and His Majesty subject to 
ratification, and 

Whereas the provisions of the 
said Articles of Agreement for a 
Treaty affect the interests of Saor- 
stát Eireann and it is expedient 
that the same should be ratified ixl 
respect of Saorstát Eireann, 
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Dáil Eireann approves of the 
ratification of the said Articles of 
Agreement for a Treaty and recom- 
mends that the Executive Council 
do so advise the Crown: 

“ Provided that such approval 
shall not be deemed to be an ap- 
proval or acceptance of the inelu- 
sion of Ireland in the description of 
the United Xingdom among the 
Royal Titles of the Crown as one of 
the parties to the said Treaty. M 

I would allow the Minister to move 
the motion as now altered. 

MINISTER for EXTERNAL 
AFFAIRS (Mr. Fitzgerald) : I think it 
was on Friday last I moved this motion 
in its original form. At that time I ex- 
plained that the Government placed 
this proposed Treaty before the Dáil 
exactly as we received it, and exactly 
up to the point that we approved of it. 
After that a great deal of discussion 
waged round a so-called Preamble 
which had only come to the knowledge 
of the Executive Council after it had 
approved of the Articles contained in 
the Treaty. In moving the motion at 
that time I gave some history of the 
progress of the negotia\ions which went 
on dealing with this matter. The one 
point I would like to repeat is, that the 
American Government had urged for a 
long time that such a Treaty should be 
coneluded with them, beeause it was ex- 
tremely important that they should 
possess the powers allowed to them 
undcr this proposal to wage war 
against the illicit and immoral traffic 
that has been, and is continuing to be, 
carried on in American waters. We 
feel that this, the first proposal for a 
Treaty that comes before the Dáil, is 
actually an indication to the Govern- 
ment of the coun$ry in which most of 
our fellow-countrymen at present re- 
side, to the country in which óur people 
are most interested, that we feel en- 
tirely with them, and that we are 
anxious, not mereíy not to hinder, but 
as far as we can to assist them in put- 
ting down any traffic in their country 
which the American people consider is 
detrimental to the American nation, or 
to the people of America. Inasmuch as 
prohibition is the law in America, I 
fhlnlr we have no option but to agree 


with America that that law should be 
maintained, and that all powers, no 
matter how full and drastic these 
powers may be, will be put in the hands 
of the American Government, to see 
that their law is maintained. I do not 
wish to delay the Dáil by going over 
the general terms as I did about a week 
ago. I have much pleasure in propos- 
ing this resolution. 

Mr. JOHNSON: On the terms of the 
Treaty itself I would like to put in a 
word of dissent from Article 1: 

The High Contracting Parties de- 
clare that it is their firm intention to 
uphold the principle that three 
marine miles extending from the 
coastline outwards and measured 
from low-water mark* constitute the 
proper limits of territorial waters. 

When Saorstát Eireann is asked to 
enter into an agreement with the 
United States of America relating to 
the proteetion of thc Amcrican States 
from the irregular importation of alco- 
holic liquors, and we are asked to 
agree with this Article, which says: “ It 
is our intention to uphold the prin- 
ciple that three marine miles from the 
coast constitute the proper limits of 
territorial waters, M I think we should 
demur. Whether our demur should go 
so far as to vitiate the agrcement that 
has already been entered into by ano- 
ther country with America or not I shall 
not say, becausc it may imply interfer- 
ence with the aetual embodiment of the 
intentions of the Treaty itself. I think 
we ought not to allow it to pass that we 
are firmly convinced, or that it is oar 
firm intention to uphold t.his principle 
of the three miles limit. I understand 
it is the desire of the American Govern- 
ment that this limit should be extended, 
and I would hope that it is the desire of 
our Government that this limit should 
be extended beyond three miles. In 
such a case I suggest it is not beyond 
the requirements of the decencics rhat 
we should inform the American Govcrn- 
ment that we would be very pleased to 
enter into an agreement with them, and 
with nations generally, with regard to 
the extentions of the three miles limit, 
For Ireland I think there is no case to 
be made for Iimiting these territorlal, 
waters to three miles. Our interests ia 
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this matter are largely the interests of 
íisheries. A number of countries would 
be glad to agree with us in this matter. 
and perhaps eventually would be able 
to make a new international compact re- 
garding the limit of territorial waters. 
If we do agree to this Treaty proposal 
we should at least indicatc that it is not 
our íirm intcntion to persist in uphold- 
ing this principle. 

Wc only do it more or less as a formal 
matter for the purpose of bringing the 
present agreement to a rapid conclusion, 
and to conform to the requirements of 
this particular agrecment. I would 
much prefer, of course, if it were prac- 
ticable, that we should delete Article 1. 
I am not sure that it is practicable. At 
any rate, we should let it bc known that 
we do not desire to maintain this three- 
mile limit, and we do not. wish it to go 
forward that we are in disagreement 
with the American Govemment in their 
desire for the extension of this limit. 

Another question arises, which I hope 
the Minister will be able to explain. 
That is, if we agree to this contract we 
are using these terms for a period of at 
least a year. The British flag and pri- 
vate vessels under the British flag—Bri- 
tish vessels in all cases—are referred to. 
That, again, may be subject to new Acts 
of the Oireachtas that will, I hope, be 
accomplished before long, and the 
British flag here will mean the Irish 
flag. The Articles of this Agreement 
appear to have been drawn up without 
reference to the desires, wishes and in- 
tentions of the Executive Council of the 
Saorstát. They havc been drawn up in 
referenee to the desires and wishes of 
the British Government, and latterly 
they have been referred to the Saorstát 
for approval. It is asked now that we 
should approve of the tenor of these 
Articles. With, shall I say, the de- 
murrer that I have made, I would agree 
to approval being given to these Articles, 
but I would hope we should have from 
the Minister an assurance that there will 
be conveyed to the American Govem- 
ment the view that the three-miles limit 
ought to be extended, and that, so far as 
we are concemed, when we use the term 
British flag it is merely temporarily and 
provisionally, and that we are rather in- 


terested in vessels which will carry a 
flag representing the Saorstát. 

Mr. McBRIDE: I do not know upon 
whose behalí Deputy Johtison speaks. 
I objcct to the extension of the three- 
mile limit by a hair’s breadth. He cer- 
tainly does not talk on behalf of the 
United States Government, nor on be- 
half of any other govcrnmcnt of the 
world whose men go down to the sea. 
The eontention of thc United States 
Government was really that thc limit for 
the purposes of this Prohibition Bill— 
and that may be quashed in a year or 
two—should be extended to twelve miles. 
Really, outside the United States 
Government, it was done upon thc initi- 
ative of the Liverpool shipowners, the 
owners of fast steamers, running with 
passengers to the large American ports. 
It was a very great inconvenience that 
thcy should be held up for hours within 
the three-mile limit, while the Custom 
officers rummaged thcir ships from end 
to end. They considered that it was a 
greater convenience, both for the passen- 
gers and the owners, that. the officers 
should come on board twelve miles off 
the coast, go through the bills of lading, 
and do as much rummaging as they 
wished while the «hip was steaming into 
port, which would takc about two hours. 

I certainly object to the extcnsion of the 
three-mile limit. I would not like to be 
held up a hair’s breadth outside thc 
three-mile limit. 

Major COOPER: I am inclined to 
agree with Deputy Johnson that the 
three-mile limit is an anachronism. It 
is a survival of the past. It was 
originally created because that was 
the utmost range which a gun on the 
coast could carry. The country was 
supposed to have control of the waters 
they could command by artillery, * and 
three miles was fixed. Now the range 
of artillery has increased to such an 
extent that instead of the three-mile 
limit, if you were to follow that # prin- 
ciple, you would have to have a fifty- 
mile limit, and that would involve 
many problems. There would be, I 
suppose, between here and Holyhead, 
waters that would be both English and 
Irish territorial waters, and the 
French territorial waters would lap 
the cliffs of Dover. It is obvious that 
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that standard can no longer be main- 
tained. . Therefore, what the limit 
should be is simply a question of 
expediency. But it is a question of 
expediency that affects not merely 
Great Britain and the Saorstát, not 
merely the British Bmpire and the 
United States, but every country that 
has a sea coast. It affects China; it 
affeets Peru. That being so, I would 
suggest to Deputy Johnson that surely 
the proper tribunal to take up this 
matter is the League of Nations. If on 
balance, taking into account Deputy 
McBride's objection, and taking into 
account the views of the Ministry of 
Fisheries, we find it desirable to urge 
an extension of the three-mile limit, 
the place we should do it is the 
Assembly of the League of Nations. 
Unfortunately the United States arc 
not represented there, but if they 
found that assembly was doing useful 
work in dealing with questions in 
which they were interested, it might 
possibly be a lever to induce them to 
come in. I hope that the Minister for 
External Affairs will take that point 
into consideration and not merely 
enter caveats in conneetion with this 
Treaty. I hope he will consider the 
great advantage we should gain, if it 
is an advantage, by taldng an indepen- 
dent line in this matter and bringing 
it before the League of Nations for 
consideration. With regard to the 
other points, I think, on the balance, 
this is an advantageous agreement. 
Deputy Johnson spoke of a desire—a 
desire which I share—to see our ships 
with our flag differentiated from the 
British ships and the British flag, but 
I would remind the Dáil that there 
can be no greater handicap in the way 
of establishing our own marine under 
our own flag than the suggestion in 
the United States that that marine is 
likely to be used for rum-running and 
purposes of that kind. Therefore, it is 
directly in our interest to accede to 
this agreement, and I hope the Dáil 
will do so. 

Mr. ESMONDE: I will not discuss 
this question of the three-mile limit. 

I admit it is a matter of controversy. 
Deputy McBride seemed to hnply that 
there was general agreement amongst 
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all nations in this matter. As far as 
my information goes, the majority of 
States are opposed to the three-mile 
limit. France, Italy and the South 
American Bepublics are anxious for 
an increase. The suggestion that it is 
a universally accepted rule of inter- 
national usage—I believe law is out 
of the question—I think does not 
altogether hold water. With regard to 
the gcneral question of the Treaty, I 
myself was almost delighted in dis- 
cussing the amendments yesterday 
that we succeeded in so rattling the 
Minister that he produced quite a re- 
spectable statcmcnt with regard to the 
status of this country. I think the 
Dáil should congratulate itself on hav- 
ing extracted that statement, particu- 
larly from such a phlegmatic Minister. 

I have been seriously indicted to- 
day by the Attorney-General, who al- 
leged that my case was based upon 
legal text-books. I maintain that I 
based my case not on text-books, but 
on what I claim to be commonsense. I 
only quoted text-books in support of 
my original contention, which, I main- 
tain is based solely on commonsense. 
Wc have had statements both from the 
Ministcr and from the Attorney- 
General that there is no such thing as 
international law. I do not think that 
that is the kind of statement which 
ought to come from responsible officcrs 
of a small, non-military State. It is in 
the intcrest, in my opinion, of small 
States such as ours to foster and en- 
courage the development of interna- 
rional law, because they have no mili- 
tary power to defend their rights; they 
have only the power of law and of cus- 
tom and of those international convrn- 
tions which have been decided upon by 
the Great Powers of the world. 

I maintain, on the contrary, there 
is such a thing as international law. I 
maintain that the relations of States 
are governed by definite rules, which 
can only be described as law—by de- 
finite rules which have grown up in the 
same way as municipal law, either by 
custom, as common law, or by con- 
ventions, as statutory law, in this coun- 
try. I submit that it is in the interest 
of this country, particularly, to foster 
the growth of international law, and 
not to revert to the position of the 
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cavemcn in the relations of one State 
with another. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL : As a mat- 
ter of personal explanation, I pointed 
out that we were parties to the League 
of Nations, whieh is going the same 
way towards eonverting those rules of 
moralit.y into law and imposing sanc- 
tions under the covenant of the League. 

Mr. ESMONDE: I submit that there 
are sanctions beside sanctions of the 
League of Nations; that there is the 
sanction of the general consent of the 
civilised communities throughout the 
world. That is the sanction on which 
international law is based. I have been 
-accused of suggesting that there are cer- 
tain parts which are essential to trea- 
ties. The two parts of treaties which 
I maintain are essential are, in the first 
place, a statement as to who is makmg 
the treaty; and, in the second place, the 
aignatures to the treaty at the end. I 
maintain that if there is to be a treaty, 
one must know for whom the treaty is 
being made, and between what States. 
It is for that reason—I think it is com- 
monsense—I have maintained that the 
preamble to a treaty, stating between 
whom the treaty is made, is an essential 
part of a treaty. The Attorney-General 
referred to ratification, and to the origi- 
nal or former opinions of jurists that 
ratification was not essential. In the 
first two days of this debate on the ori- 
ginal motion, the Minister talked about 
“ a treaty which we were going to 
ratify. ,> At a certain moment the Go- 
vernment changed their minds and de- 
cided it was not a treaty—it was “ Ar- 
ticlcs of Agreement for a Treaty. ,, 
There was no treaty. They suddenly 
discovered, in the middle of the debate, 
that the former intention that we were 
advising the ratification of a treaty was 
not correct. In view of the fact that 
the King, in his act of ratification, will 
describe that act as ratifying the treaty 
which was concluded and signed on the 
23rd January, I prefer to follow the 
opinion of the King himself as to what 
he is doing rather than the opinion even 
of the Attorney-General. 

We are asked to support this Treaty 
because it affects the interests of Saor- 


stát Eireann. What exact interests of 
Saorstát Eireann are involved? This 
is a Treaty dealing solely with British 
ships—with ships sailing under the 
British flag. We have no ships going 
to America either under the British 
flag or under an Irish flag. The 
Ministcr stated, then, I understand, 
that we might have ships 
5 o'cloclc. sailing under the British 
flag and, consequently, they 
would come within the terms of this 
| Treafy, and that if we do have ships in 
the future which might sail under the 
British flag, then they would be pre- 
vented from bringing liquor under seal 
into the United States territorial 
waters. I maintain that that conten- 
tion is. absolutely groundless. Accord- 
ing to the terms of this Treaty, no mat- 
ter where a ship is registered, if it is 
sailing under the British flag it is en- 
titled under this Treaty, whether we 
approvc its ratification or not, to bring 
liquor under seal within the United 
States territorial waters. That conten- 
tion is borne out by the fact that in 
1911 Great Britain signed a Treaty 
with Japan which dealt with the privi- 
I leges or rights of Japanese and British 
' subjects and with ships and goods in 
the Japanese and British Empires, re- 
spectively. The Commonwealth of 
Australia withdrew from that Treaty. 
And what was the result? The result 
was that although Japanese subjects 
1 had not the same rights in Australia 
that they had in Great Britain, still 
Australian citizens and Australian 
ships, in their capacity as British sub- 
jeets and British ships, had the same 
privileges in Japan as the citizens and 
ships of Great Britain. It was defi- 
nitely decided, as a result of that 
Treaty of 1911, that no matter what 
portion of the Commonwealth with- 
drew from the Treaty, the Treaty had 
to be carried out in the letter and that 
any ships or any persons, so long as 
they were described as British ships or 
British subjects, had the same rights 
under that Treaty, whether they were 
registered or whether they were resi- 
dent in Australia, in England, in 
Canada or in any other portion of the 
Commonwealth. 

It is, therefore, my contention that 
this Treaty in no way affects the in- 
terests of Saorstát Eireann, and that it 
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is in no way necessary that it should be 
brought before the Oireachtas for ap- 
proval. Furthermore, I maintain that 
in approving of this Treaty we are set- 
ting a most dangerous and, I believe, 
most lamentable precedent which you 
will only realise later. Here is a Treaty 
which does not concern us, which we 
did not initiate, which we did not nego- 
tiate, and which we did not sign, and it 
is brought before the Oireachtas for 
approval. What is the result? That 
when we are making a treaty which 
only concerns us and does not concern 
Great Britain, when we are making a 
treaty which we initiate, and which we 
negotiate, and which we sign solely for 
our own interests and solely concern- 
ing our own interests, that treaty can 
be put before the British House of Com- 
mons for approval of ratiíication or for 
rejection. I maintain that is a most 
dangerous precedent that we are set- 
ting, and in support of that we have 
the statement of Mr. McHenzie ICing in 
refusing to accept responsibility for the 
Treaty of Lausanne when he states, as 
quoted in the “ Freeman’s Journal, ,> of 
April the 4th: “ We take the position 
that while we have not been repre- 
sented and are not signatories, the 
Treaty does not impose obligations on 
Canada and that, therefore, it is un- 
necessary to ask Parliament to ratify 
it.” Well ; the Executive Council may 
aver in this particular Treaty that we 
are considering at present, Canada did 
ratify it, but they ratified it, as I under- 
stand, under protest. They ratified it 
because if they did not they would be 
placed in a very difftcult legal position, 
in view of the fact that they have very 
many ships going under the British 
fiag between Canada and the United 
States, and from the statement in the 
Canadiau House of Representatives by 
Mr. McKenzie King, Canada is entering 
into separate negotiations with the 
United States to deal with the matter 
of liquor-running between Canada and 
the United States, both on land and on 
sea. This ratification has only been a 
provisional ratification in order to tide 
over the short time before Canada 
makes a definite and separate agree- 
ment with the United States to deal 
with this matter. I raised my first ob- 
jection to this Motion in order that the 
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&n should have all the facts before 
it came to a decision. I did so in order 
that, if possible, the full text of the 
instrument should be placed before the 
Dáil, in order that, in taking its de- 
cision, if the Dáil decides to approve of 
the ratification of this Treaty, they will 
do so with full malice aforethought. I 
think I have nearly succeeded in get- 
ting the full facts of the situation. We 
have had statements from the Minister 
and from the Attorney-General which 
have thrown a lurid light on what was 
happening, what the actual situation 
was between our Government and the 
British Government before this Motion 
was put down. 

I will briefiy recite the order of 
events leading up to that particular 
situation in which we are placed to- 
day, and the Minister can eorreet me if 
I say anything that is not as I describe 
it. In the first place, we have heard 
from the Minister that the British 
Government sent over to him, or to the 
Irish Government, the Articles of the 
Treaty as they appear on the Order 
Paper, without the signatories, and 
without the Preamble stating between 
whom the Treaty had been made. As 
I understood the Minister, he said that 
the Government had been asked to 
place these Articles before the Oireach- 
tas, and that they had agreed to do so. 
Then we find that the British Govern- 
ment sent over, or by some other means 
the Irish Government eame into posses- 
sion of, the full text of the instrument 
as it was signed. Then we find that the 
Minister, possibly in confusion of mind 
and possibly not, went to the Attomey- 
General in order to put his Motion in 
form before the Oireachtas. Now, the 
Attorney-General is not a sovereign 
State; he has no decision in this matter. 
It is the Minister who makes the deci- 
sion. The Minister was faced by a 
situation in which» he had already 
agreed to put these Articles before the 
Oireachtas, and then he got the full 
text of the instrument which, in the 
opinion of the Attorney-General, was 
such that the Dáil could not approve 
of the text of the whole instrument as 
it was signed. The Minister was placed 
in a dilemma, and the result was that 
this present Motion appeared on the 
Order Paper, as amended. There were 
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suggestions that a confidence trick had 
been played in the Dáil. I am a charit- 
able person; I always impute the 
highest motives to evcryone, and I do 
not suggest definitely that there has 
been any confidence trick. But if there 
has been, then that same confídencc 
trick was played upon the Minister 
bofore he tried to play it upon the Dáil. 
To crown thc whole situation and to 
bear out my whole contention in this 
mattcr that the Minister was placed 
in this ridiculous situation, and then 
tried to shoiilder his responsibility on 
to the Dáil, he airculated this prepos- 
terous document, the first circulated to 
Deputies, very appropriately on the 
morning of the Ist of April. 

If that is not a sufficient reason for 
Deputies voting against this motion, I 
do not know what will satisfy them. I 
maintain that the Ministcr has defi- 
nitely transferred his responsibility in 
this matter from himself to the Dáil. He 
was faced by the situation, as I undcr- 
stand has been admitted, that he under- 
took to put the text, without the pre- 
amble and thc signatures, before the 
Dáil, and then the full text arrived. He 
has put to the Dáil the duty of solving 
the problem which he has refused to 
solve himself. In my opinion what he 
ought to have done when he got the full 
text was to write to the British Govern- 
ment stating that it was obviously im- 
possible to place such a document as 
that before the Dáil, in view of the term 
“ United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland, ,, and so forth. He did not do 
that. He was eonfused in mind, in 
view of his first undertaking to place 
the Articles of Agreement before the 
Dáil, and therefore he shelved it on the 
unfortunate Dáil, which, had I not 
brought up my amendment, would have 
been in absolute darkness as to the 
whole situation. He shelved on the Dáil 
the responsibility of solving the difficult 
point with which he was faced, having 
agreed first to put certain Articles be- 
fore the Dáil, and then finding that the 
full text was not before the Dáil. That 
is my contention, that the Minister has 
devolved his responsibility in this mat- 
ter on the Dáil. Therefore I do not see 
how, by any possible consideration, this 
can be considered as a matter of Go- 


vernment confidence. It cannot be, in 
view of the fact that the responsibility 
of solving this problem is upon the Dáil, 
not upon the Minister. The Minister 
has refused to take the decision, but has 
left it to the Dáil; and it is for that rea- 
son that I would appeal to Deputies, 
irrespectite of party, not to approve of 
the Treaty, which, I believe, does not in 
any way affect our interests. We would 
be making fools of ourselves by approv- 
ing of a Treaty that has nothing to da 
with us. I believe, furthermore, that 
we would be setting a very bad prece- 
dent by approving of a Treaty which 
does not affect us, seeing that treaties 
* which only affect us can likewise be dis- 
cussed and approved or disapproved of 
in other Parliaments of the Common- 
wealth. 

I would appeal to Deputies not to 
approve of this motion, and I appeal 
to the Government if possible to with- 
draw it, in view of the ridiculous situ- 
ation in which the Dáil has been placed. 
I am not interested in the King’s titles. 
That is not the matter. The matter is 
as to who are making this Treaty; be- 
tween what States this Treaty is being 
made. That is not a question of Ring’s 
titles at all: I do not care if the King 
is called Emperor of China. I am only 
interested in knowing what this Treaty 
is going to be described as. By the 
League of Nations and the American 
Senate it will be described as a Treaty 
between Great Britain and Ireland on 
the one hand, and as a Treaty of Great 
Britain with Amcrica we have no objec- 
tion to it. We have no interest in it, 
as it only affects British ships. We 
have no ships, either under the British 
flag or the Irish flag, and even if we 
had ships under the British flag they 
would be covered by this Treaty, irre- 
spective of what we do. If we had 
ships under the Irish flag they would 
not come under this Treaty, and wé 
would have to have a separate Treaty 
for ourselves. I feel that during the 
last year or two members of the Dáil 
have not been sufficiently alive to their 
duty in standing up for their rights 
won under the Treaty of the 6th of 
December. If Deputies are not pre- 
pared to stand up for the international 
position that this nation has won at the 
cost of so much sacrifice; if they are 
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not/ prepared to defend the rights of 
our people wherever they may be, then 
I say, thank God, the nation will find 
other Deputies and other representa- 
tives who will defend that position and 
uphold those rights. 

Mr. JOHNSON : Will the Deputy say 
what he has been doing since last 
August? 

Mr. FITZGERALD : On a point of 
explanation, there has been a definite 
misrepresentation of the constitutional 
position and the status of this country 
in the last speech, which I would like 
to answer as soon as possible. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Willthe 
Dáil agree to have that one point gone 
into now? 

The Dáil agreed. 

Mr. FITZGERALD : Deputy Esmonde 
—knowing perfectly well that this 
country could not be tied to anything 
without the sanction of the Government 
of this country, and without the sanction 
of the people of this country, operating 
through the Oireachtas—has stated, ir- 
respective of whether or not we concur 
in a Treaty, that we are bound by it,and 
that we benefit by its provisions. That 
statement is absolutely false, and is a 
conscious attempt to misrepresent and to 
minimise the status of this country. 

Mr. ESMONDE: I absolutely deny 
that. I absolutely deny that it is a 
conscious ’attempt. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : I think 
the word “ conscious ” should be with- 
drawn. 

Mr. FITZGERALD: Yes. I possibly 
attributed more information to thc 
Deputy than he possesses. He quoted 
the Anglo-Japanese Treaty of 1911. 
To begin with, the status of those 
nations forming the British Common- 
wealth of Nations, has radically 
changed since 1911, In 1911 there was 
a Treaty between Britain and Japan. 
Australia refused to fall in with that; 
that is to say, she refused to give what 
was given on the British side to the 
Japanese, and the Japanese, as a mere 
act. of ‘generosity. merely because she 
did not want possibly to create 
machinery to diflferentiate, actually 
allowed the same privileges to Austra- 
lians as were allowed to the British. 
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That Treaty was not based fundament- 
ally on a reciprocal arrangement, as 
this Liquor Treaty undoubtedly is, 
inasmuch as Australia received but did 
not give. 

The Lausanne Treaty, to which the 
Deputy referred, had, as he knows 
quite well, attached to it a regime for 
foreigners, an agreement which speci- 
fies most clearly that no rights will be 
given to foreigners in Turkey which 
are not given to Turks in the countries 
administered by the Governments ad- 
hering to it. Deputy Esmonde knows 
perfectly well that this liquor Treaty is 
essentially reciprocal. This liquor 
Treaty is roughly this: that in con- 
sideration of American ships being al- 
lowed to search foreign ships up to a 
certain distance from their coastline, 
the American Government will allow 
the ships of those nations that agree to 
that to have liquor under seal; it is a 
reciprocal arrangement, and it is 
ridiculous to say that we can be bound 
by any Act to which we are not parties. 
If, as the Deputy says, whether we con- 
cur in this or not makes no difference, 
whether we have ships carrying liquor 
or not, that is a definite attempt to mis- 
represent entirely the constitutional 
position of this country. The Treaty of 
1911 was made at a time when the con- 
stitutional position of the nations form- 
ing the British Commonwealth had not 
reached the stage which it has now, and 
independent of that it was merely 
slackness, or generosity, as I suggest, 
on the part of the Japanese Govern- 
ment not to insist on the full reciprocal 
arrangement being given by Australia, 
inasmuch as Australia got the benefit of 
it. Unless we concur of our own free 
will as a definite act in any Treaty 
which is negotiated, signed, and rati- 
fied, the sovereignty of this State 
which, as I said yesterday, is unques- 
tioned, and unquestionable, necessarily 
means that we are not bound by any 
such agreement unless we concur in it. 
The Deput^’s statement is that we are 
bound by agreements to which we are 
not parties. # 

Mr. McBRIDE: Might I add to the 
Minister’s explanation- 

AN GEANN COMHAIRLE : Is this a 
second speech from Deputy McBride? 
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Mr. McBRIDE: This is not a second 
speech, it is an cxplanation. Australian 
ships when entering Japanese or foreign 
waters íly the Union Jaek, and that 
makes all the diffcrcnce in the world. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE 

took the Chair. 

Mr. A. McCABE: I think enough has 
been said about the Preamble to this 
Treaty and the position of the King, 
and I will not touch on thcm. I think 
it furnishes one very good reason why 
this Treaty and its obligations should 
be left to the parties directly concerned. 
However, I would like to make a few 
points against its ratification by the 
Dáil. • To begin with, the Treaty is a 
dishonest document from.beginning to 
the end. It settles nothing. Deputy 
Cooper, I think, said it was a bad solu- 
tion of a difficult situation; but I do not 
think so. In the first place, the United 
States does not reeognise the three 
miles limit, although she agrees in 
Clause 2 to the three miles limit; but, if 
she does, why does she in another 
clause insist on extending her territo- 
rial jurisdiction three or four times be- 
yond this limit? ln the second case, 
England does not recognise the Ameri- 
can limit. She has always insisted on 
the three miles limit against all and 
sundry. She does so formally in this 
Treaty, although it is quite evident that 
the American insistence on her rights 
of search drives a coach and four 
through Clause 1 of the Treaty, and 
makes it absolutely nugatory. The real 
facts of the case are that England has 
always asserted the right of search in 
any position, and she has always asser- 
ted that territorial waters extend to the 
three mile limit out to sea at low water. 
She has made one exception, and that is 
in the case of Ireland on the Irish 
Coast. In thé case of the Shannon | 
Estuary, she has on more than one occa- 
sion insisted on the twelve mile limit | 
outside low water. That is a very im- 
portant point for us in discussing this 
Treaty. That is the English point of 
view. 

There is another point of view which 
is the world's contention, and that is 
that territorial waters extend twelve 
miles out to sea at low water. The 
whole world, with one or two insigni- 


ficant exceptions, has always accepted. 
that doctrine against England, but 
Engiand, wielding the big stick, has 
always been successful in . maintaining 
that the three miles limit constitute 
territorial waters. That was all right 
until another big sticlc came into # the 
world. There are two big sticks in it 
no w, and this Treaty is the result. 
There are two big sticks contending for 
two different contentions relating to 
territorial waters. This Treaty is merely 
an effort to avert what must come later 
on, a conflict over territorial waters. 
I agree with Deputy Johnson on this 
matter, that we should wait for the 
findings of an international court or 
conference to settle this matter of ter- 
ritorial waters. It may be contended 
that wé are not very much interested in 
this Treaty. It may be so, but certainly 
T believc that we would be very much 
intercsted in some of its eonsequences. 
I believe that we are among the three 
principal naval powers of the world— 
France on one side, England on the 
other, and America on the other—and 
1 believe that if ever there is a naval 
war Ireland and the Irish seas are 
going to be the cockpits of the world. 
Thercfore, I say that this subject of 
territorial waters is of the very deepest 
interest to us, and, pending an inter- 
national conference, we should not com- 
mit ourselves to any view on this ques- 
tion. We would only compromise our- 
selves if we do. 

Mr. GOREY: The Irish Navy will get 
involved. 

Mr. McCABE: When the next war 
comes along we will realise, and the 
Irish Government and the Irish people 
will realise, that the question of keep- 
ing the submarines and the makers of 
war at a certain distance from our 
shores is a matter of very deep interest 
to us, and a matter in which we will 
have to interest ourselves deeply. I 
appeal to the Dáil in the interests of 
the country and in the interests of Irish 
fisheries, and also in the interests of the 
Irish people who may have to come i’nto 
contact with one of these big naval 
wars that we should refuse ratification 
to this Treaty, and leave it to the 
peóple who are directly concerned in 
it. 
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Mr. BAXTER: I am not going to 
wade through all the constitutional ar- 
guments put forward here during the 
last few days. 

Mr. WHITE: You know your limita- 
tions. 

Mr. BAXTER: I am courageous 
enough to take the risk of the uniniti- 
ated. I do not know whether Deputy 
Magennis will be as sympathetic to me 
as he was to another on another occasion. 
I approach the question of this Treaty 
from a different angle entirely to the 
one that seems to be kept in view here 
by other Deputies. We listened yester- 
day to declarations as to the sovereigntv 
of the Irish nation. Whether these de- 
clarations were made here or not, Ire- 
land is a sovereign State and was a 
sove'reign State before the 6th December, 
1921, and whatever comes to this State, 
Ireland, I am sure, will still retain its 
sovereignty. The point that I have in 
mind in the making of this Treaty is 
that from the statement made by the 
Minister for External Affairs, Ireland 
did not exercise her sovereign rights in 
arranging the terms of this Treaty. I 
do not think that it is constitutional 
usage that a sovereign State will permit 
an ambassador or a foreign representa- 
tive of another State to make an arrange- 
ment with a third State, and when those 
two high contracting parties come to an 
agreement, that the first sovereign State 
will sit down and, after discussion, sign 
the agreement. that these two high con- 
tracting parties made between them. It 
may be all right to say that the Ministry 
was daily kept informed of what went 
on, but I do not think that that should 
be the method of a sovereign State in 
dealing with matters that are really very 
vital. This is a very vital matter. It 
establishes a precedent, and if that is the 
method by which these highly constitu- 
tional issues are to be arranged in the 
future I think that it is not really stand- 
ing on Ireland's sovereignty. It is not 
really maintaining that we are a sove- 
reign State with an absolute right to 
make any treaty we think is necessary 
and possible for us to make. There may 
be a good deal in the argument that this 
Treaty is advantageous to America, and 
there may be something in the argument 
of Deputy Cooper that it may be of ad- 


vantage to Ireland to accept it, and it 
may be to the advantage of an írish in- 
dustry from which a considerable quan- 
tity of Irish liquor is exported, but 
would it not be the straight way, Ireland 
being a sovereign Statc, to go directly 
and make a treaty with the United 
States? Certain delicate matters over 
our representative in America might 
have made that difíicult, but if there is 
necessity for this treaty I think there is 
no great urgency, and it could be held 
over until Ireland’s dircct representative 
would have made this Treaty direct. 
Now, I think on that point, that it would 
be a fatal error for the Dáil to lose sight 
of it. I am positive that whatever the 
Dáil deeides on this matter the sovereign 
people of Ireland will still maintain that 
England’s representative has no right or 
mandate to make a treatv for us, and 
that we have nothing to do in the making 
of that treaty, but we have been told 
to-day what are its contents and how the 
negotiations proceeded. As to the forrn 
of the treaty I do not know. With the 
exception of the words “ Dáil Eireann M 
and the amendment introduced by 
Deputy Magennis, I see no words to in- 
dicate.that it has reference to Ireland 
or to the Saorstát at all. 

I see ver y many words that indicate 
that the Treaty has been made for Eng- 
land and England mainly, and when we 
come to the words in the body of the 
Treaty which tell us that His Britannic 
Majesty agrees, I do not think that ought 
to have any place in any treaty that is 
made between Ireland and a foreign 
power, other than England. I cannot 
see where it could be in any treaty made 
between Ireland, and a foreign power 
other than England. I quite appreciate 
the fact that the Minister for External 
Aífairs may have felt that under the cir- 
cumstances, and because qf the fact that 
America was anxious that this Treaty 
should exist, that he should be prepared 
to assist the American Govemment in 
this matter. I think Ireland must be 
considered herself, and I think that the 
sovereign status of the Irish nation is 
really at stake in this Treaty, and in the 
decision taken in this Dáil. I do not 
think the Minister has made any effort 
to gainsay the point that this Treaty was 
really signed by Sir Auckland Geddeer 
on behalf of Britain. It was signed on 
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behalf of Britain by Geddes. He said 
that unless we agreed to it here there are 
no obligations imposed on us by this 
Treaty. I think the Minister could very 
well afford, and the Dáil could 
afford, to wait, and I do not think 
America will put on considerable pres- 
sure until the time comcs when Ireland’s 
direct representative will be in a posi- 
tion to sign a trcaty directly with 
America. 

Prof. MAGENNIS: Unlike the mem- 
bers of the Labour Party, I unfortu- 
nately am a workingman, and conse- 
quently as I have to do work for which 
I am paid, I was unfortunately absent 
from this House during a considerable 
portion of that extensive debate that 
roamed over so many constitutional, 
legal, and other points. 

Mr. B. O’CONNOR: Lucky man. 

Prof. MAGENNIS: Were it not for 
the very complete report given in to- 
day J s “ Irish Times,” I should not have 
been aware that I was singled out for 
the particular honour of a particular 
reference, by the leader of the opposi- 
tion, “ At the risk of censure by Deputy 
Magennis, who might say there were 
difficulties and dangers, and that, per- 
haps, evil results might arise, he had re- 
solved to raise the matter. ,, 

Mr. JOHNSON : I think there was a 
certain omission there, by the inter- 
vention of the uninitiated.” That was 
what I was referring to, i.e., your refer- 
ence to Dcputy Wilson’s intervention 
the other day. 

Professor MAGENNIS : That refcr- 
enee was repeated once more by Deputy 
Baxter, and I am represented by ano- 
ther Deputy, Deputy Heffernan, in the 
OfBcial Reports, as trying to stifle the 
free expression of opinion in so far as 
my individual protest could. I think 
1 tim entitled to resent any such insinu- 
alicn as that. I quite agree with what 
was said by Deputy Wiíson, that any 
other Deputy has a right to get up 
and express his point of view on any 
matter, and nothing must be reserved 
for specialists, or pcople who thinlc they 
have a right to monopolise discussion 
*on any-particuíar subject. I quite agree 


I that every Deputy has a right, and did 
not seek to intimidate anyone from a 
free expression of whatever opinion he 
may have formed by whatever method 
that accident or design may have 
formed it for him, but I do, and I think 
I am entitled to, protest against the free 
expression of ill-considered opinions, 
more particularly when they are 
heralded with the announceinent that 
they proeeed from imperfect informa- 
tion. It was against the declaration of 
this type that “ although I do not know 
much about this subject,” or, in the 
case where this originally arose, “ al- 
though I have not read the report com- 
pletely, yet,” etc. 

Mr. WILSON: Is the Deputy refer- 
ring to me? 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

I do not think the Deputy is referring 
to you. 

Mr. WILSON: He is lecturing the 
House. 

Professor MAGENNIS: I am not re- 

ferring.to Deputy Wilson. What I 
quoted is from Deputy Heffernan. 

Mr. McGRATH: Is he speaking to 
the motion? 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

Deputy Magennis is in order. 

Professor MAGENNIS: I expect 
nothing but those disorderly interrup- 
tions. It has become a practice in re- 
gard to me, and I think the Deputies 
who indulge themselves in those in- 
terruptions should learn long before 
this that they cannot effect the pur- 
pose which they design. I ani not so 
easily put out as to have the con-. 
tinuity of my discourse brofcen by dis- 
orderly interruption. I was about to 
point out to you, Sir, that Deputy 
Baxter is a further example of those 
who rushed into a discussion of this 
sort, and expect to be reported in the 
Press, where those more ignorant than 
themselves in the matter will very 
naturally conclude that a thing can- 
not be utterly erroneous, cannot be 
wholly wrong, and the result is that 
they are, whether they intended or 
not, joining in a propaganda that can 
have no other result than interfering 
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with the stability of the Free State. 
I do not suggest that it was intended 
for that purposc, l>ut it requires one to 
make a elaim to no powers of divina- 
tion or propheey to foretell that that 
would be the inevitable result. 

Now, a great deal of the, I will not 
say heat, but energy, fervour and zeal 
that has entered into the discussion on 
the subject whieh has been wasting the 
time of the Dáii for the last few davs 
is due, unquestionably, to the idea in 
the backs of the heads of certain 
Deputies, that bccause the Xing's 
name is mentioned in the Treaty and 
in the Constitution, that in some way 
the liberty of Ireland, or her inter- 
national status, is being jeopardised, 
and that we are to conceal the fact 
that there is any reference in any of 
our instruments of (xovernmcnt to the 
Crown or to the King, or to the same 
function cr the same relation under 
any other name. 

At the risk of being attacked again 
for deprecating the attempt to instruct 
the public without a serious eífort on 
the part of the teacher to be well- 
informed himself, I would declare that 
the association of ideas, a very hateful 
association of ideas in the Irish mind 
between the names British Em- 
pire , 99 “ Britannic Majesty, ,y British 
citizen, ,, and “ British flag, ,> is allowed 
t.o operate in 1924 as if aíl the things 
denoted by these names were precisely 
to-day what they were in 1914. I am 
waiting for someone on the back 
benches to ask am I in order. What 
was the British Empire in 1914? It was 
a smgle State in the eyes of every inter- 
national court. There were English 
possessions, or more correctly, British 
possessions, British meaning here Great 
Britain which is England and Scotland. 
Those Dominions with which Ireland is 
given under the Treaty equal 
status, were practicaíly self-governing 
Colonies, struggling, and consciously 
struggling, under heavy odds, into the 
position which they now occupy of be- 
ing States with international recogni- 
tion. 

I quite agree with those who object 
to the title “ United Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Ireland, ,, and I will enter 
upon that later, if time will permit; but 
the point I wish to deal with for the 
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moment is the point that has been 
raised specifically by Deputy Johnson 
a few moments ago. Let us see the 
facts as they are, and clear our minds 
of prejudice and cant if we can. The 
British Empire that existed in 1914 is 
j as extinct as the Dodo. Because thcse 
tremendous changes, great revolutions 
in point of constitutional relations, 
have been effccted under our very eyes, 
not in ten years, but since the outbreak 
of the war, or rather since 1917, there 
are people who are absolutely blind 
to the facts and to the significance of 
the facts. Burke speaks of people who 
are rctrospeetively wisc, people who 
ean understand the history of a past 
eentury and remain grossly ignorant 
and unobservant with regard to the 
great historical events of their own 
day. Just as we have many of our 
fellow-countrymen in most inexplicable 
blindness of the fact that Ireland is 
now a nation among the nations. 

With your permission I would recite 
briefly the history of the changes since 
1917 that have determined the present 
status of the members of the British 
Commonwealth of Nations. In that 
way we would be better able to appre- 
ciate what is the meaning of the phrase 
in Article 1 of the Treaty “ the high- 
contracting parties ” and still better 
able to understand what is meant in 
Article 2 by “ IIis Britannic 
Majesty ” and the “ British flag. ,> Be- 
cause, I suggest, to begin at the end, 
his Britannic Majesty does not mean 
King of Great Britain and Ireland as 
used in that official title, and the 
British flag does not mean the English 
flag. That is my thesis, and it may 
take a little time and, therefore, a little 
indulgence on the part of the House to 
enable me to reach it as a conclusion. 

I have taken the precaution of writ- 
ing down the more important documen- 
tary evidence for my purpose, so that 
no one shall accuse me of depending on 
my memory merely, and of falsifying 
the documents through misquotation. 
That is one of the usual methods of im- 
pugning my arguments here. I begin 
with the document handed in to the 
Imperial Conference in 1917. It was 
drafted, I believe, by that great states- 
man, Sir Robert Borden, who has done 
more than any other man to assert, and 
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o develop what he had asserted, as to 
he claim of his country—of Canada— 
tO be a nation among the nations. At 
the period at which this document was 
written there was an Imperial War 
Cabinet, and various negotiations went 
on with regard to the separate expedi- 
tionary forces from the different por- 
tions of the Empire. It was agreed that 
the adjustments of the constitutional 
and political position should be 
defcrred until the termínation of the 
war, but what I am about to read out 
declares thc terms upon which the 
Prime Ministers of the various 
Dominions were willing to postpone 
the consideration of these political re- 
adjustments: “ They deemed it their 
dut.y ”—in this context I should ex- 
plain that Prime Ministers mean the 
Ministers representing the Dominions— 
“ to place on record their view that 
any such ' re-adjustment, while 
thoroughly preserving all cxisting 
powers of self-govcrnment and com- 
plete control of domestie affairs, should 
be based upon a full recognition of 
the Dominions as autonomous nations 
of the Imperial Commonwealth, and 
should recognise the right of the 
Dominions to an adequatc voice 
in foreign policy and in foreign 
relations, and should provide effective 
arrangements for continuous consulta- 
tion in all important matters of com- 
mon concern and for such necessary 
concertcd action founded on consulta- 
tion as the said Governments may de- 
tcrmine. ,> 

Now, the culmination of the consti- 
tutional developments, so far as relates 
to the connection between the 
Dominions and the so-called United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, 
was the signing of the Versailles Treaty 
in June, 1919. You will see that after 
a very slight interval, a bare two years, 
what is claimed in that document is 
actually realised in practice, and I 
think those who, like Deputy Grattan 
Esmonde, have disordered conceptions 
as to the nature of a Treaty and the re- 
lation between the signing and the 
ratification of a Treaty, would do well 
to consider these facts. The various 
Ministers representing the Dominions 
at the Peace Conference in Paris acted 


as plenipotentiaries, and they signed 
the Treaty of Versailles in the name 
of the Dominions that they respectively 
represented. 

I have taken down particularly the 
■ words used with regard to the Cana- 
I dian part. They are these: “ Con- 
cluded and signed on behalf of His 
Majesty for, and in respect of, the 
Dominion of Canada. M 

Now, I eall this the culmination of 
the constitutional developments, not in 
itself, but taken in connection with the 
significant facts and the significant acts 
that accompanied it. What are thesc 
facts? Pressure was being brought to 
bear by France, for instance, upon Eng- 
land, and, through England, upon 
various other co-signatories, for haste. 
Lord Milner suggested that the signing 
of the Treaty by the Dominion Plenipo- 
tentiaries might be takcn as cquivalent 
to ratification. That was suggested on 
account of urgency as a mcthod of sav- 
ing time. Sir Robcrt Borden replied 
to that in a form of memorandum, 
which was really an ultimatum. In 
diplomatic matters things are not 
I always called by their proper name. 
The memorandum was drawn up by Sir 
Robert Borden, and put in on behalf of 
all the Dominions, and was more parti- 
cularly urged by General Smuts on be- 
half of the Union of South Africa. This 
memorandum claims for all the Domi- 
nions equality of nationhood; requires 
the abandonment of the old procedurc, 
by which the British Government— 
under this context that means the 
Ministers of the English Crown operat- 
ing in Downing Strcet and in West- 
minster—acted on behalf of the Self- 
Governing Colonies and Dependencies, 
should be abandoned, and a new prac- 
tice set up which would put each Do- 
minion on an equal footing with the 
United Kingdom, or with any other of 
the signatory nations, and in that con- 
nection any other of the signatory na- 
tions mean France, Italy and the rest. 
The British reply to this insistence upon 
the principle of freedom and constitu- 
tional equality was given by Lord Mil- 
ner, who had been the high priest of 
Imperial federation, to which all this is 
utterly opposed—this doctrine of co- 
operation on the part of free and con- 
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stitutionally co-equal nations in a com- 
bination or Commonwealth. 

6 o'cloch. Here is Lord Milner's reply. 

It was published as a Com- 
mand Paper: that is, it is an official 
statement on bchalf of the English Go- 
vernment. 

“ The Peace Treaty recently made in 
Paris was signed on behalf oí f the British 
Empire by the Ministcrs of the sclf- 
governing Dominions as well as bv the 
English Ministry. They werc all equally 
plenipotentiaries of His Majesty the 
King. ,, They were all equally plenipo- 
tentiaries of His Majesty the King who 
was “ the high contracting party for the 
whole. ,, I think that explains the term 

high contracting party ” as used in 
Artiele 1 of the Treaty. They were all 
cqually plenipotentiaries of His Majestv 
the King, who was the high contracting 
party for the whole Empire. That is 
the procedure. Lord Milner goes on to 
illustrate the new r conception of the 
Empire which has been gradually grow r - 
ing up. The United Kingdom and the 
Dominions are partner-nations, not yet, 
indeed, of equal power, but all of equal 
status. Now that is a very important 
pronouncement. In fact, I might say it 
is impossible to overrate its importance, 
and yet in connection with this constitu- 
tional development there is another fact 
to be mentioned which is not less impor- 
tant. In the British document, which 
states what happcned at the framing ot* 
the Covenant of the League of Nations, 
thesc words were used. I am quoting 
from an English Parliamentary paper: 

Thirty-two allied and associated 
Powers, signatories to the Treaty of 
Peace. ,> There is no diíferentiation 
there between one power and another. 
Canada, the Union of South Africa, Aus- 
tralia, New Zealand, and so on are signa- 
tories. They are referred to here in this 
oflScial Parliamentary Paper as the 
thirty-two allied and associated powers, 
and the associated powers referred to, of 
course, include the United States of 
America who are signatories to the 
Treaty of Peace. Now, a very interest- 
ing thing, to my mind more interesting 
in some respects than any of these, is the 
attitude taken up in the beginning of the 
League of Nations with regard to the 
application of those Dominions to be re- 
ceived intó the family of nations. In 


the first draft of the covenant there was 
no scparate representation for the Do- 
minions partly because there were still 
die-hard Britishers at work who believed 
rather in Imperial Federation and who 
resented this tremendous growth of 
liberty and co-equality on the part of 
Canada and the Union of South Africa 
and the others. There was ignorance on 
the part of some of the European coun- 
tries—stark, crass, erudc ignorance, such 
as prevails in Ireland for example to tlie 
prescnt hour with regard to this matter. 
That ignorance was heightened and in- 
tensified by the suspicion that England 
was putting in her Colonies under the 
guisc of being separate nations in order 
to multiply her own vote in the League 
of Nations’ decisions. 

Time and enquiry brought a change 
of mind through illumination and en- 
lightenment, and at the second stage 

thc status of complete nationhood 
was internationally recognised .' 9 That 
is a quotation from General Smuts in 
a farewell letter that he wrote on leav- 
ing England. Ile was ehallenged in 
his own Union of South Africa Par- 
liament by General Hertzog and othcrs 
—for they have their lrregulars, their 
extremists and fanatics there also. He 
was asked if the registration of the 
Union of South Africa in the League 
of Nations w r as not really that of a 
dcpendeney of England, and his 
answer was: “ We are absolutely in- 
dependent of England; w r e have equal 
status, with group unity. ,, Now that 
happy phrase of General Smuts— 
whom, by the way, because he was a 
wiser man and a man of broader views 
than Mr. de Valera, it is the custom 
to regard in certain circles in Ireland 
as a sort of traitor to the cause of 
freedom—indicates what the ideal w r as 
amongst those Canadians and Aus- 
tralians—who, unlike us, have no past 
history of unhappy memory, but look 
to Great Britain; that is, England and 
Scotland, as a mother country—to 
have freedom of nationhood and co- 
operation of group. The group unity 
is for them marked by the fact that 
what was once the British King— 
King of Great Britain and Ireland— 
has become the Crown of the Common- 
wealth—the Commonwealth Crown— 
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and the mark and symbol of Common- 
wealth unity is the Crown. 

Here is a quotation from one of the 
principal documents issued by Sir 
Robert Borden, and it is backed up by 
another, which will have more autho- 
rity with Deputy Johnson, because 
when I appcaled to an English eoin he 
preferred to have the inscription on 
a Canadian coin:— 

The Crown is the supreme 
Executive in the United Ringdom, 
and in all the Dominions, but it acts 
on the adviee of ditferent Ministries 
within different Constitutional units. 

That declaration is the key—if I am 
not mixing my metaphors—to the 
solution of many things that are difíi- 
culties for people who eonfound the 
King of England with the permanent 
and hereditary President of the Com- 
monwealth of free nations, and who 
eannot understand what the new 
character of the British Empire or 
British Commonwealth has become, 
and the altered relation of the Crown 
to the various Executives. When the 
Prince of Wales had returned from 
one of those little expensive excur- 
sions which, for political and social 
reasons perhaps, he occasionally is 
made to take, this document was 
issued—I am quoting now from the 
London Times M of December 19th, 
1919 —“ The King is the Constitutional i 

Sovereign of the Empire.” j 

Empire ” is the word uscd, it will be 
remembered, in the first Clause of our 
Treaty as the equivalent for the Com- 
monwealth, although I am sure Deputy 
Orattan Esmonde, who is so f^stidious 
for exact. fact in all its minutiae 
would distinguish between the Empire 
and the Commonwealth. In our 
Treaty and in this document from 
which I quote, the Empire is the I 
synonym for the Commonwealth—that 
is to say, for the Dominion of Canada, 
the Commonwealth of Australia, and 
so on, including the new arrival, India, 
with a measure of development which, 

I do not think, we are quite able to 
appreciate as yet through the fact of 
India being more a continent than a 
country. Th:s declaration with re- 


gard to the Prince of Wales 7 tonr 
was— 

The King, as the Constitutional 
Sovereign of the Empire, occupies 
exaetly the same place in Canada (I 
would ask the special attention of 
Deputy Wilson to that) and in the 
whole British Empire as he does in’ 
Great Britain. 

That is to say, he is the head of the Ex- 
ecutive. That is the position with rc- 
gard to the other elements of the Com- 
monwealth previous to the making of 
the Treaty with Ireland. I desire to 
emphasise that very strongly—that be- 
tween the years 1917 and 1921 Canada 
has developed from being a self-govern- 
ing Colony, striving, occasionally with 
suecess, now and then with only partial 
success, at other times with consider- 
able failure, to assert nationhood, or 
Statehood rather, and becomes a co- 
signatory with Prance and other coun- 
tries, on equal terms, of the Treaty of 
Versailles, and enters in her own riglit 
into the League of Nations. 

Now I turn to our own Treaty for a 
moment, and I notice that it is 'headed 
in the Schedule to the Constitution as 
“ Articles of Agreement for a Treaty 
between Great Britain and Ireland.” It 
will probably interest Deputy Grattan 
Esmonde to read in the Preamble to the 
Act enacting our Constitution these 
words, on page 83 of the volume that 
was handed to all of us on becoming 
members of the Dáil:— 

“ The said Constitution shall be 
construed with reference to the Ar- 
ticles of Agreement for a Treaty be- 
tween Great Britain and Ireland se.t 
forth in the Second ’Schedule hereto 
annexed (hereinafter referred to as 
‘ The Scheduled Treaty ’).” 

Of course Deputy Grattan Esmonde 
would prefer to read Oppenheim and 
foreign works. He has not time, per- 
haps, to read our own enactments. How* 
ever, that is by the way* In our own 
Treaty, Article 1 declares that: 

“ Ireland shall have the same Con- 
stitntional status in the community 
of nations known as the British Em- 
pire as the Dominion of Canada, the 
Commonwealth of Australia, the Do- 
minion of New Zealand, and the* 
Union of South Africa, with a Parlia- 
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ment having powcrs to make laws for 
the peace, order, and good govern- 
ment of Ireland, and an Executive re- 
sponsible to that Parliament, and 
shall be styled and known as the Irish 
Prée State. ,> 

The Articlc opens with the name 
“ Ireland, ,, which is not a merely gco- 
graphical expression, but an expression 
that has its place and significance in 
history. Ireland, historically and geo- 
graphically, is declared to have the 
same Constitutional status in thc com- 
munity of nations as all these others. I 
have just now rcad to you from Lord 
Milner, and from othcr documents, 
what is the precise Constitutional posi- 
tion of these. I sh,all no doubt be cold 
that legally we must go back to the BVi- 
tish North America Act of 1867 and 
there find a number of things. It then 
becomes necessary to dwell on the 
diffcrencc between legal right and Con- 
stitutional right. Again, I quote from 
Oeneral Smuts, who, when thc point 
was put to him by General Hertzog, and 
when he was asked a variety of ques- 
tions as to what South Africa could do, 
said: “ It is not a question of what is 
legal, it is a question of what is consti- 
tutional. ,, Sir Robert Borden, found- 1 
ing upon tlie man who was the rcal 
maker of the nationhood of Canada—an 
Irishman named Blake—has put in thé 
most unmistakable language, which has 
been accepted everywhere, this differ- 
cnce between legal right and constitu- 
tional position, constitutional power 
and constitutional right. The impor- 
tant thing is Article 2: 

“ The position of the Irish Free 
* State—that is, Ireland, the historical 
and geographical Ireland—in relation 
to the Imperial Parliament and Gov- 
ernment and othcrwise shall be that 
of the Dominion of Canada, and the 
law, practicé and constitutional 
usage governing the relationship of 
the Crown or the representative of 
the Crown and of the Imperial Par- 
liament to the Dominion of Canada 
shall govern the relationship to the 
Irish Free State. M 

Consequently, what the Crown is for 
Canpda so long as that Treaty operates 
the Crown is for the Irish Free State. 
Article 12 of this Constitution and Ar- 
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ticle 51 set out the relation of the 
Crown. By Article 12 the Crown is a 
component of our Executivc. It is the 
aepository of executive power if at any 
time we had no Executive Council. I 
would direct special attention to Ar- 
ticle 51, more particularly as it wa» 
dwelt upon, I see from a newspaper re- 
port yestcrday, by Deputy Johnson. 
u The Executive Authority of the 
Irish Free Statc .... shall be exer- 
cisable, in aeeordance with the law, 
practice and constitutional usagc 
governing the cxercise of the Execu- 
tive Authority in the case of the 
Dominion of Canada by the Repre- 
sentative of the Crown.” 

The Crown in al) these cases in re- 
lation to the Executivc and legislature 
of the various units of the community 
of free nations is the Commonwealth 
Crown. That requires to be named in 
international documents, and thc nanu 
known to international jurists and 
hnown in all the diplomacics oi: thc 
world is His Britannic Majesty. His 
Britannic Majesty in 1924 is the Crown, 
as the Crown figures in these various 
Constitutions, and the British flag is 
the flag of the Commonwcalth. I have 
no doubt that there will soon be an 
Irish flag to indicate the statehood and 
sovereignty of Ireland. But pending 
that, this description, for the purpose 
of Treaties entered into, is the only 
availablc form of description, and has 
to be uscd. I believe that is exactly the 
same reason why this objectionable 
term is cmployed in the Treaty, or in 
the Preamble, as Deputy Grattan Es- 
monde loves to call it, to this Liquor 
Traffic Treaty. The objectionable title 
is used. not. I believe, because of any 
love for it on the other side of the 
water as something to insist upon to 
our annoyance, or even to our detri- 
ment, but simply because for the time 
being it is the recognised namc, and 
there is no other. 

We, at any rate, through the amend- 
ment which was graciously accepted hy 
the Minister to-day, are taking steps to 
1 bring under the notice of all whom it 
may concem that we regard that as an 
incorrect description of the present 
facts. While it is the term employed, 
His Britaniiic Majesty and the British 
flag are not to be interpreted in atiy 
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narrow sense. I)epnty Baxter treated 
us to his view of international relations 
and constitutional practice. I should 
be very glad if we could make inter- 
national law according to our own de- 
sires. Unfortunately, we live under a 
áystem of things in which the indivi- 
dual wish and the working out of 
realities are very frequently in conflict. 
All the time that Irishmen uttered the 
aspiration, “ Ireland a Nation, M and 
sang Davis’s poem, “ A Nation Once 
Again/’ what we were craving for, and 
what we were demanding, was that 
position of independent statehood, that 
position which President Cosgrave as 
the incarnation of Ireland's bodily 
presence was able to assert and to re- 
eeive international recognition for 
when Ireland was registered amongst 
the League of Nations and entered into 
the family of nations. “A Nation Onee 
Again M was the aspiration for that. 
According to Deputy Baxter, Ireland 
was always a sovereign nation. Will he 
forgive me if I say: what a eonfusion of 
thought! A sovereign nation is as 
much a thing of definition as, say, an 
internal combustion engine. An in- 
ternal combustion engine is a thing of 
definition. Deputy Davin is, unfor- 
tunately, not here or he wouíd quote 
me the eonventional definitions, or the 
terms by which they regulate traffic 
and tariffs upon goods on the railway 
lines. They differentiate between goats 
and pigs, tortoises and insects. Ireland 
was not a sovereign nation when she 
was being dragooned by England, and 
her laws made for her in an alien Par- 
liament. Ireland was not a sovcreign 
nation when the taxes raised from her 
were imposed upon her in an alien As- 
sembly, and collected practically at the 
point of alien bayonets. The very fact 
that it was English law and English 
police systems, English codes, under an 
English Viceroy, that regulated our 
lives is the test fact of sovereignty in 
regard to these international and con- 
stitutional matters.. 

Deputy Baxter is confusing the in- 
extinguishable sense of nationhood 
that survived amongst the Irish people, 
and the determination of every right- 
minded Irishman that he would assert 
that right at all costs. That is a very 


different. thing from the technieal 
position of having secured the recogni- 
tion of statehood. We are now what 
Deputy Esmonde called technically 
“ international persons. M That. is to 
say, just as every person is equal before 
the law under English law, in this inter- 
national code a sovereign State, or a 
State that is recognised so far as to be 
received into the family of nations, at 
the League of Nations, is a person. 
And they are equal. Whatever conven- 
tions may regulate intercourse they 
are all entitled to. Surely to have 
achieved that is worth a great 
deal. WJiy is it necessary to belittle 
the achievement ? Why is it necessary 
to befog our minds and the minds of 
thbse outside this Asscmbly by hark- 
ing back to language and connota- 
tion of words which are completely 
out of date, as dead as Queen Anne, 
although so recent? Now what is there 
in this that is so objeetionable, that 
time that ought to be devotcd to con- 
structive work has been spent upon it? 
It would seem as if we were gathered 
together here to make a public exhibi- 
tion of the shortcomings of our infor- 
mation on things which our consti- 
tuents have a right to expect that wq 
have informed ourselves upon. 

. Mr. McGRATH : Before the Minister 
replies, I would like to be made a little 
clear on the actual situation at the 
moment. If there is to be any vote 
taken I would like to have it made 
clear what the vote will be taken on. 
Yesterday I stated that I was anxious 
to know if Deputy Duggan’s amend- 
ment, was accepted, whether Deputy 
Magennis’ amendment would be ruled 
out. I stated at the time that Depufy 
Magennis’ amendment more or less 
met my point of view. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHALRLE: 

Both amendments have been accepted. 

Mr. McGRATH: But that is contin- 
gent, of coui*se, on the Minister in his 
reply proving to my satisfaction, at any 
rate, that it is necessary that we should 
ratify those Articles of Agreement. I 
want to be satisfied, and I am sure he 
will satisy me on this portion of it: 

Whereas the provisions of the * said 
Treaty M (which now reads Articles of 
Agreement for ’a Treaty ”) “ affect the 
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interest of Saorstát Eireann.” If and 
when I am satisfied that our interests are 
coAcemed in this thing my course is 
clear, but the amended motion which has 
been accepted and passed round this 
evening is not exactly clear. I think 
that there is another alteration neces- 
sary, because there was an amendment 
accepted to-day which inserts “ Ar- 
ticles of Agreement for a Treaty, M 
instead of the word “ Treaty. ,> 
In the last paragraph of De- 
puty Magcnnis’s amcndment the same 
word is used. It occurs in the phrase, 
“ As one of the parties to the Treaty.” 
Something is missing there. I was 
anxious with regard to that because it 
appears to me if that amended motion 
is accepted by the Dáil we would heár 
no more of this, and that is the end of it. 
On Friday last the responsiblc Minister 
stated: “ We have not yet discussed the 
terms of the preamble (it was the Exe- 
* cutive Council I expect hc was referring 
to) “ which only reached us at a latcr 
day, and which Deputy Esmonde will be 
relieved to hear,” and so on. 

After that he went on to say: “ The 
Dáil is only asked to be committed to the 
terms of it,’ 9 and then he goes on to say : 
“ It leaves it perfectly free to the Exe- 
cutive Council to take up with the Bri- 
tish Government the terms set forth in 
the preamble which wc only rcccivcd at 
a later date. ” Later on he said: “ At 
the present moment the Dáil is only 
asked to assent to what it has before it, 
and assenting to that leaves it open to 
discuss the meaning of that preamble. ’ ’ 
I would likc if the Minister would make 
the position quite clear. If the Articles 
of Agreement have been passed—if tliat 
be the case—and that our interests are 
concerned in this matter, my course and 
the course of the other people concerned 
will be equally cleqr, and we will know 
what to do. I agree with the last 
speaker that there are three days wasted 
on this, but if the matter had been pro- 
perly handled at first, and if the amend- 
ment, which was reasonable, had been 
accepted, we would have the full docu- 
ment before us, and in three or four 
hours the whole matter would be dis- 
cussed and straightened out. I want to 
place it on record that I am perfectly 
satisfied in my own mind that the with- 
hólding of the preamble was a deliberate 


effort on the part of the Minister or 
Ministry to blindfold, as it were, this 
Dáil. I am thoroughly satisfied of that 
in my own mind, and I think it right tp 
put it on record. The whole matter ap- 
pears to have been muddled in a very 
bad way. As a matter of fact they hacL 
to split up the amendments. The Attor- 
ney-General yesterday made that very 
clear in his opening remarks—perhaps 
he let it slip—when he stated the pur- 
pose of the amendments, referring to the 
two which were in different names en- 
tirely. Of course it is quite clear to-day 
when the amcndments have been ac- 
cepted. 

The PRESIDENT: There arc two 
points to which I would like to draw 
attention. The first is a statement 
made here by some Deputies concern- 
ing the three-mile limit. I do not 
| know what were the sources for the 
| international miscalculations or mis- 
quotations that were made. But the 
facts arc that Great Britain, the 
United States, Japan, Germany, Hol- 
land, Belgium, Portugal and Austria 
have a three-mile limit and are recog- 
nised. In the case of Spain, they 
| elaim six miles. It is an old-standing 
claim for all purposes. In Norway, 
Sweden and Denmark the extent of 
the territorial waters claimed is four 
miles for all purposes. That is also 
an old-standing claim, mutually recog- 
nised by the three countries named, 
but not by other powers. In Norw r ay 
and Russia it is 10 miles in the first 
and 12 milcs in the second case. 

Mr. JOHNSON : Do the other coun- 
tries recognise these limits? 

The PRESIDENT: I have not any 
information on that subject. at the 
inoment. 

Mr. McCABE: May I ask the Presi- 
| dent what the coast-line of Austria is? 

The PRESIDENT : I am not aware. 
Perhaps the Deputy could inform me 
himself. In any case, they recognise 
it. I think some part of Austria 
touches the Adriatic, or did touch it. 
France has the six miles, but they 
accept three miles as the exclusive 
fishery limit for the North Sea and 
the English Channel. Italy has ten 
miles for control of merchant vessels 
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[The President.l I something over a year to ncgotiate. If, 


under the law of 1912. Greece has ten ] 
rniles put forward in 1913, but that 
was apparently not agreed to. Uru- 
guay has five miles, Ecuador 12 milcs, 
and Colombo 12 miles. 

. Strangely enough, in one particular 
doeument it is mentioned that somc- 
where about 1793 the French captured 
an English vessel off the American 
coast, and as it was claimed by the 
Amerieans to have been within thc 
three mile limit, the Freneh yielded the 
vessel. I mention those things for tho 
better information of Deputies who 
may not be acquainted with them, be- 
cause I am sure Deputies do not like to 
make statcments not in accordance | 
with the facts. I would like to men- 
tion that the chronological statement 
made regarding the Articles of Agree- 
ment was not quite correct. This mat- 
ter came before me first last year, as 
President of the Exccutive Council. It 
was either in the latc spring or the 
early summer, I cannot remember 
which. It is a matter which does con- 
cern this country, and the proposals 
put forward are proposals which have 
been put forward by the United States 
Government. 

It does affect this country by rcason 
of its manufactures—those alcoholic 
beverages which are now anathema in 
thc United States. The United States 
have that right and it is our duty to 
respect that right and to accommodatc 
that Government. It is for that pur- 
pose the Treaty is put forward here. 

It has been aslced, What is the interest 
we have in it? We have this interest: 
although at the moment we may have 
no shipping, it is very unlikely that we 
would have shipping registered here in 
this country unless there was such an 
understanding as is arrived at in these 
Articles of Agreement. 

Mr. McQRATH : What is to prevcnt 
us, if and when we do get ships, and if 
and when wc have a flag—and that, to 
my mind, and I state it definitely, will 
not be within the next twelve months— 
having a definite Trcaty then with 
America? 

Mr. flTZGEEALD : As far as I can 
remember, this Treaty has taken 


when we get our ships, we are going to 
wait another year, or if we then h$ve 
to wait another year before we nego- 
tiated a Treaty, during that year our 
shipping would be at a disadvantage. 

Mr. McGRATH : The way out of that 
would be to start the Treaty now. You 
will not have ships for twelve months, 
and you will have finished the Treaty 
by that time. 

The PRESIDENT: What has becn 
said by the Minister for External 
Affairs is rather intelligcnt anticipa- 
tion of what I was going to say. I 
should say in answer to Deputy 
McGrath that it does not take 12 
months in order to get our own ship- 
ping, and if we were to start making 
the Treaty now, very considerable hard- 
ship would have to bc bornc by thc 
shipping companies in question. In 
fact, it would be a great bar towards 
getting such ships if we had not this 
instrument ratified with the United 
States. The only other thing is the 
last paragraph of the amendcd mo- 
tion. The Articles of Agreement are 
one thing, and 1hey are put beíore you 
for your consideration. Thc Treaty 
is the completed document, and thc 
particular refercnce herc to the orna- 
mentation of one of the signatorics of 
the Treaty is necessary, bccause when 
signed it is the Treaty. Previous to 
being signed we have only the 
Articlcs of Agrccment. I understood 
the Deputy appreciated that fact. 

Mr. McGRATH: We wcre told that 
in your absence. 

The PRESIDENT : I would say thc 
Deputy escaped by probably 10 days 
from getting the abuse the other mem- 
bers of the Ministry have got. 

Mr, McGRATH: The preamble that 
was hidden from the Dáil had not 
arrived when I was a Minister. I cer- 
tainly would not be a party to that 
proceeding. 

Mr. McGARRY : Why did it appear 
necessary for th.3 Executive Council to 
submit this Treaty or these Articles 
of Agreement to thc Dáil, having 
signed the # othpr Treaties which thev 
did not think it necessary to submit? 
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Mr. FITZGERALD: 11 is the first oath to the King o£ the United King- 
Treaty that we did sign. dom of Great Britain and Ireland. 


Professor MacNEILL: Does not that 
answer lead to the withdrawal o£ a 
false statement? 

Mr. McGARRY: A statement was 
made by another Deputy the other 
day, and was not contradicted, If it 
is a false statem^nt I withdravr it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD: It was contra- 
dicted yesterday. 

Mr. McGARRY : I think the Minister 
for External Affairs referred to the 
Treaty with Spain yesterday. If the 
statement is false, I will withdraw it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD: I referred 
yesterday to the modus vivendi effected 
by an exchange of notes. 

Mr. ESMONDE: The Minister stated 
that it is the first Treaty which we have 
concluded and signed—in other words, 
that we have signed this Treaty, and 
that Sir Auckland Geddes, who signed 
this Treaty, signed it with dirpct in- 
struetions from the Free State. That 
is what the Minister has just stated. 
Hc also stated he has not approved of 
any other Treaties. Notices have ap- 
peared in the Press which havc been 
approved by the Free State Govern- 
ment- 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

The Deputy cannot make a second 
speech. 

Mr. WILSON : There was a notice in 
the British House of Commons that this 
Government had agreed to the Lau- 
sanne Trcaty. 

Mr. FITZGERALD: I do not think 
there was such a notice. If such a 
notice was made, it was not correct. 

Mr. ESMONDE: On a point of order, 
the Minister has stated we have signed 
this Treaty. Can he say definitely that 
Sir Auckland Geddes was authorised 
by Saorstát Eireann to sign this 
Treaty? 

Mr. WHITE: Would you sign an 

oath to the King? 

s Mr. ESMQNDE: I never signed an 


Mr. WHITE: Did you not sign'an 
oath? 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

Those interchanges cannot be per- 
raitted. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: Deputy Magennis 
is fond of censuring those people who 
are misinformed. I would like to tell 
him that he was misinformed himself 
when, in the opening of his speech, he 
gratuitously referred to the members of 
the Labour Party. I happen to be one 
of those Labour Deputies who do work 
in the sense indicated by Deputy Ma- 
gennis, but I do not make that an ex- 
cuse for being absent from the discus- 
sions here, or being absent from where 
I was elected to sit by my constituents. 
Deputy Magennis, and other Dcputies, 
have spoken of this discussion as a 
waste of time. I do not agree. I do 
not agree that the time which has been 
spent on this matter, the time which has 
been spent in making plain to the 
pcople of this country, and to the people 
outside this country, what is our natio- 
nal status, is a waste of timc. I thinlc. 
on thc contrary, it is time very woll 
spent. 

Professor MAGENNIS : I am sorry 
to interrupt on a point of explanation. 
I did not call the whole thing a was^e 
of time. I said I welcomed the amend- 
ment because of the opportunity it 
i afforded. It is the devotion of three 
days—three whole days—to a thing 
which, as Deputy McGrath declared, 
could have been dismissed in four hours 
—that is a waste of time. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: I am quite sure 
that Deputy Magennis did not regard 
i the whole time as a waste of time. I 
am sure hc did not include the time 
spent by himself as a waste of time, and 
if we did not have the three days, we 
would not have had the Professor’s elo- 
quent speech on the matter. In spitc 
of all that has been said, or perhaps be- 
cause of it, I am not satisfied that I 
should vote in favour of this motion; 
and, quite candidly, I do not know why 
I should be asked to vote in favour of 
it. I think it was the duty o£ thc 
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[Mri O’Connell.] 

Minister for External Affairs, or the 
Executive Council, to make a case for 
the motion; ánd, as far as I am con- 
cerned—and I had a completely open 
mind on the matter—a case has not 
been made which would satisfy me that 
it is necessary for me to vote in favour 
of this motion. That is my position in 
the matter. In the second paragraph 
it is stated: *‘ Whereas the provisions 
of the said Treaty affect the interests 
of Saorstát Eireann, and it is expedient 
that the same should be ratified ’ ’—that 
is the only reason that is givcn to 
us for bringing this motion before the 
Dáil, and, as I say, the case is not madc. 

Professor MAGENNIS: I)eputy 
Cooper made it. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: I believe that, the 
origin and genesis of this Motion is to 
be found in agreements which wcre 
entered into at the Imperial Conferenee 
last November. 

The PRESIDENT : No. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: Well, pcrhaps 'he 
Minister, when replying, will dilate on 
that. But I happen to have a docu- 
ment whieh is entitlcd “ Surnmary oí: 
the Proceedings of the Tmperial Con- 
fcrence, ,, at whieh this country was re- 
presented, and, in passing, I might ex- 
press my surprise that this document 
has not bcen circulated to Dcputies. I 
do not know whether it is on sale as a 
(íovernment publication. It is a 
British Government publieation. It 
contains matters of very great interest 
to Deputies. One of the sections of lius 
Summary dcals with the negotiation, 
signature, and ratification of Treaties. 

I think it was most important, beforc 
the consideration of this motion, that 1 
that should have been circulated to De- 
puties. It says that the “ principles 
govcrning the relations of the various 
parts of the Empirc in conncction with 
the negotiation, signature and ratifica- 
tion of Treaties seem to the Conference 
to be of the greatest importance, M and 
a Committee was sét up, of which our 
Minister for External Affairs was a 
membcr, to go into the matter, and they 
eame to an unanimous resolution. 
Among other things in that resoíution 
I find that, dealing with the matter of 
negotiation of Treaties, it says, “ Be- 
fore ncgotiations are opened with the 


intcntion of coneluding a Treaty steps 
should be taken to ensure that any of 
the other Governments in the Empire 
- likely to be interested are informed, so 
that if any such tíovernment considers 
that its interests would bc affected it 
may have an opportunity of expressing 
its views, or that its interests are inti- 
mately.involved, of participating in the 
negotiations. ” If we are interested 
undcr this Treaty I would like to know, 
first of all, if our Government, con- 
sidering that its interests would be 
affeeted, did express its vicws, or did 
set forth any views with regard to 
its special interest, or give an expres- 
sion of its views to the people who were 
carrying on thc negotiations, or if, as 
the President would rather seem to 
imply, our interests were intimately 
involved, they considered that it was 
their duty to participate in the negotia- 
tions. We have not heard anything 
with regard to this matter from the 
Minister or the Government. If our in- 
terests were involved—and that could 
be the only reason for bringing forward 
this Motion—it was the duty of the 
Government to give those who were 
negotiating, on its behalf evidently, the 
benefit of their views as to how those 
interests should be proteeted; either 
that, or if our intcrests were intimately 
involved, then they should fiave in- 
sisted on participating in the negothx- 
tions directly. 

Now, there are many other provi* 
sions in this resolution, which is a very 
important one, and which has a direct 
bearing on this Motion which is before 
the Dáil, and I believe that it is beeause 
of the. agreement entered into on that 
occasion, and in pursuance of it, that 
this Motion is brought before the Dáil. 
The Minister for Extemal Affairs indi- 
cates dissent from that statement, and, 
as I say, I hope that he will explain that. 
There are also agreements with regard 
to the signature of a treaty. It says 
that * 1 Where a by-laterál treaty imposes 
obligations on more than one part of the 
Empire, the treaty should be signed by 
one or more plenipotentiaries on behalf 
of all the Govemments concerned. ,, I 
would like to know if the Minister holds 
that this Treaty does impose obligations 
on the Saorstát. Again, the Summary 
describes the usual procedure for ratifi- 
cation, and it says: “ Ratification of 
treaties imposing obligations on more 
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than one. part of the Empire is affeeted 
after consultation between the Govern- 
ments of those parts of the Empire con- 
cemed. It is for each Govemment to 
decide whether Parliamentary approval 
or legislation is required before a desirc 
for or concurrence in ratification is inti- 
mated by a Government. ,, It would 
appear from that that the Govemment 
would be first expected to express their 
desire for ratification. That may not be 
the interpretation, but it seems to me tlie 
natural interpretation to put on that 
paragraph. '' It is for each Govern- 
ment to decide whether Parliamentary 
approval or legislation is required before 
a desire for or concurrence in ratífiea- 
tion is intimated. ,> It seems, then, that 
unless a desire for the ratification of a 
treaty was expressed there was no neces- 
sity for ratifieation on the part of any 
Government concerned. With the actual 
Articles themselves I have nothing to 
say, but I do feel that, the manner in 
which they have been brought before the 
Dáil is open to objeetion. I do agree 
vcry largely with the position taken up 
by Deputy Baxter in this matter. 

The position of the Saorstát was ex- 
plained very fully to us yesterday. It 
is a position of sovereignty and indc- 
pendence. We have as mueh right, if 
that. poáition is correct, to makc 
t-reaties with foreign countries as, say, 
Prance has. If the United States was 
anxious, in order to earry through 
the laws which it has introduced ‘in 
its own country, to nogotiate a Treaty 
with Great Britain or any other power, 
naturally it approaclied those powers 
and asked that tlie Treaty should be 
negotiated. If it was anxious that t.he 
Saorstát should be a party to this 
Treaty, naturally it would approacli 
the Saorstát. Has it done so? Or 
if we thought, on the other hand, that 
it would be adVisable that such a 
Treaty should be negotiated, it would 
be our duty then to approach zhe 
country with which we wished to makc 
the Treaty, but that has not been done 
in this case as far as I can see. 
Although a sovereign and independent 
country, we seem to be in the position 
of allowing the representátives of 
another sovereign state to negctiate 
our Ireaties. That seems to me to be 
the position. We are certainly not in 


l.he same position with regard to 
Britain in this matter, as we would be, 
say, in regard to France, because if 
Britain makes a Treaty we come into 
it more or less automatically. If 
France, for instance, made a Treaty 
we would have nothing to do with it 
at all. If we are sovereign and inde- 
pendent our status towards Great 
Britain should bc exactly the same as 
our status towards France. As I say, 
I agree with the position taken up by 
Deputy Baxter. I do not objcct to 
the Articles of Agreement in them- 
selves. I do object to the manner in 
which the mattcr is brought before qs 
for our ratifieation, or concurrence, 
and again I repeat that the Minister 
has made no case for the motion. 

Mr. J. WHITE : With my limitations 
of education which did not extend 
1 much further than a penny a week at a 
Tirconaill National School, it can 
hardly be expected that I can follow all 
thc grandiloquent eloquence and intri- 
cacies of those masters of dialectics and 
intellectual millionaires who have 
taken part in this debate. It strikes 
me very forcibly, considering the state 
of the country, with unemployment 
rife, and thousands on the vcrge of 
starvation for want of work, the Dáil 
could surely have employed its time 
better than wasting a couple of days on 
an academic discussion on thcse consti- 
tutional technicalities. The hungry 
man in Donegal or Mayo will scarcely 
appreciate the eonstitutional dialectics 
of whether the title of the King should 
be “ King of Great Britain and Ire- 
land,” or “ King of Great Britain and 
the Irish Free State. M It will not be 
much relief to his hunger to know that 
Deputy Grattan Esmonde scored a 
great point against the Government by 
insisting that the Minister for External 
Affairs should have included the pre- 
amble in this Treaty. The preamble 
which the Donegal or Mayo peasant 
wants is the preamble of a good break- 
fast or a bag of seed potatoes, or the 
chance of earning the price of either. 
He is not concerned with the constitu- 
tional niceties of Treaties dealing with 
boot-leggers thousands of miles away 
from Ireland. It seems to me that this 
discussion was availed of by some De- 
puties to let the people see their objec- 
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[Mr. J. White.] 

tion to the name of the King being in- 
trodnced into this document. I would 
have more respect for their views and 
for their objections had they made 
them known before they took the oath 
prescribed by the Treaty. For men 
who took this oath now to be indulging 
in these antics is neither commonsense 
nor patriotism. It only serves to 
justify the taunts of thc “ Morning 
Post and the English die-hards, that 
our acceptance of the Treaty was not 
honest, and it justifies the action of the 
Belfast Parliament in refusing to make 
any advance towards the unity of 
Ircland. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE: 

I am afraid the Dcputy is introducing 
matters that are foreign to the discus- 
sion, wide as the discussion has been. 

Mr. WHITE : Perhaps you do not 
want to hear any more from me. I 
have put my views íairly clearly before 
you. I think that for the last two 
days the time of the Dáil has been 
wasted in listening to a lot of rot and 
nopsensc. 

Mr. JOHNSON : I hopc thc Deputy 
will be present. to give us rnore assist- 
ancc in future. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: I run the risk of 
earning the displeasure of my colleaguc 
by taking up a little more of the time 
of the Dáil. I am also confident that 
the Dáil has, to a large extcnt, wasted 
a great deal of time; but I may say this: 
that thosc who impressed on the Dáil 
the fact that we were wasting timc, 
w'ere those who wasted by far greater 
portion of the time—and I say wasted. 
I listened to Deputy Magennis talking 
for a considerable time. In my opinion 
I never heard a better argument in fa- 
vour of Rcpublicanism. I think that 
type of argument and metaphysical rea- 
soning has turned the plain people to 
listen to plain talk, and to try and 
understand matters in a plain way. The 
ordinary citizen is not prepared to 
follow logicians through these mazes of 
metaphysical reasoning. They like to 
hear plain facts and to deal with 
plain facts. I am largely in sym- 
pathy with thc statements made by De- 
puty O'Connell and Deputy Baxter. I 


believe the situation in cormection with 
this Treaty has arisen largely because 
of the manner in which it was misman- 
aged by our Ministry of External 
Affairs. I think, as we have authority 
as a sovereign State to be represented 
at any meetings which take place for 
agreement as to Treaties, that if we 
were represented as we should have 
becn this question would not have 
arisen at all. We have it from the Pre- 
sident that matters were dealt with 
under this Treaty with which we were 
concerned, and, despite the fact that we 
were concerned, we were not represen- 
ted. 

It seems to me on that account that 
this situation has arisen that 
we are faced with an agreement for a 
treaty which we have either to ratify tn 
globo or to refusc to ratify. We have 
no power of amendment, and that is, in 
my opinion, a vcry bad thing. A treaty 
might, in a large measure, be acceptable, 
but there might be a clause in that 
treaty which, taken in detail, we were 
not prepared to accept. As this treaty 
concems us, I believe we have no right 
to accept a treaty which is given to us 
as an accomplished fact. I am not con- 
cerned personall.v with the matter of the 
King. I have no particular .objection 
to the title whieh is used by the King— 
that of Great Britain and Ireland—but 
I believe there are many people in this 
eountry who do objeet to it, and I think 
that strengthens the fact that it would 
be much better for us to reject this 
treaty and refuse to sanction it rather 
than definitely form a precedent and 
bind ourselves and thc people of this 
country with such an agreement. I need 
not assure thc Deputies that if 
we do consent to an agreement 
which will recognise the phrase or words, 
“ King of Great Britain and Ireland, ,> 
we will hear about it for many days and 
years to come, and in considera- 
tion of that, I am not. satisfied that it 
has been proved to the House why, in 
the circumstances which at present exist, 
it is the wisest thing to accept this 
Treaty. I believe we would be better 
advised, and I think the Minister for Ex- 
ternal Affairs would also be better ad- 
vised, if he did not recommend this in 
its present form for acceptance by the 
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House. I think that the amendments 
added to this have not made it a great 
deal better. With regard to the last 
amendment ot! Deputy Magennis, it is 
something in the nature of an oath taken 
with reservations. We take an oath and 
then add reservations. This reservation 
will not be incorporated in the treaty. I 
doubt if it will be conveyed to the signa- 
tories of the treaty. At any rate, it wili 
not be.given on tbe records of the coun- 
try in whose ♦municipal records it will 
be recorded. 

The PRESIDENT : I would like to say 
one thing that perhaps I did not make 
quite clear, and it is, that this was not 
the first proposal put up. Our interests 
are safeguarded as far as this particuiar 
proposal is concerned, but our interests 
might have been seriously affected had 
anothcr proposal, which was in contem- 
plation and actually discussed, been the 
subject of a treaty. We could not have 
subscribed to it. Our interests are safc- 
guarded as far as this treaty is con- 
cemcd. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: Might I ask the 
President if that first proposal was with- 
drawn in consequence of representations 
from this GovemmentV 

The PRESIDENT: I should say it 
had something to do with it. 

Mr. O’CONNELL: Then, representa- 
tions were made from this Govern- 
ment? 

The PRESIDENT: Ycs. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I spoke under the 
impression that a three miles limit was 
an international agreement. The Presi- 
dent has made it clear that there are 
differences between States with regard 
to the limit. That convinces me as to 
the undesirability of our agreeing to 
the convention, beoause it is clear that 
we may put ourselves in line with other 
States who may have various and dif- 
ferent limits of territorial waters. 

The PRESIDENT: If we were look- 
ing for agreement on that subject we 
would find it very difficult. 

Mr. P. HOGAN (Clare): I confess, 
like Deputy White, that I have been 
unable to follow some of the reasoning 
in these arguments. The education of 
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people in this country has scarcely ever 
exceeded the three-mile limit, and I 
rriust confess that is my limitation. Hut 
through thc smoke screen raised 
around this Treaty one thing has 
emerged, that is, that we are either a 
distinct sovereign State or not. If we 
are a distinet sovereign State entitled 
to make our own terms, why do we in- 
troduce those terms in the preamble 
which gives offence to certain sections 
of the country? If we are not a 
sovcreign State why not have the 
courage to say it ? What is the use of 
introducing the King into the preamble 
and cutting it out after? Why should 
we introduce the King in the preamble 
and cut him out in the postscript? 

Mr. DESMOND FITZGERALD : In 
the first place with regard to the three- 
mile limit, owing to the fact that the 
great naval powers of the world recog- 
nise the three-mile limit, it is effectively 
in operation. It is not the result of 
any written or ratified treaty, but, as 
far as I am aware, it has come into be- 
ing bccause it is gencrally accepted. It 
is operative through usage and the fact 
that thc great maritime countrics do 
recognise it. Article No. 1 here says. in 
effeet, that this Treaty is not intended 
in any way to affect the thrce-mile 
limit, and the three-mile limit is gener- 
ally recognised. This Treaty is actu- 
ally driving a coach and four through 
it. This Treaty, with regard to one 
certain matter, at any rate, ignores the 
three-mile limit, but it safcguards itself 
iri a way by saying that although we 
are breaking it we are asked to be re- 
garded as not breaking it. 

| Mr. JOHNSON: Can we not make a 
| new one? 

Mr. FITZOERALD : A new one would 
be a matter for an international agree- 
ment. This three-mile limit is opera- 
tive and cffective, because the great 
maritime countries obcy it. That. 
makes it the rule. It can be altered, 
but there might be considerations 
l which I have not taken into account. 
I have only considered it so far as it 
has come under my notice. To some 
extent the three-mile limit has not been 
observed in this country. It was actu- 
ally over-ridden by the by-laws 
with regard to fisheries. 
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Mr. JOHNSON : It was purely local. 

Mr. FITZGERALD: It is purely local, 
but it was actually over-ridden in that 
instance. I think it would be a good 
thing if the three-mile limit werc actu- 
ally extended; but it can only be ex- 
tended by international agreement. 
This is an intcrnational agreement be- 
tween two countries to brealc that, but 
they wish to assert that they are not 
attempting to usurp the functions which 
may be excrciscd by maritime countries 
in forming a new idca as to what tlie 
cxact limit should be. This is the first 
clause. 

Mr. JOHNSON : Something we do not 
bclieve in. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It is like a man 
hitting you in the eye and saying he 
rrieans no offence. It is the subject of 
denunciation these twelve months. This 
Treaty, so far as it affeets the three- 
mile limit, takes somc steps towards 
doing away with it. 

Now, as regards how far it affects us, 
unfortunatcly, it does not. affect us as 
much as I would like. Though we have 
a coast line, and though we cxport a 
great dcal, we actually have very little 
shipping. Somebody spoke about 
what obligation it puts on us. The ob- 
ligation it puts upon us is that, whcreas 
t.he Amcrican Government has had to 
search ships a certain distance away 
from the coast without direct sanction, 
we now sanction it. As a qiatter of 
fact, we are not. a great naval Power, 
’and whether wc make the Trcaty or not, 

I agrcc that if wc send a ship ovcr, the 
American Govcrnment can search that 
ship beyond the twelve-mile limit, and 
wo eannot do anything to prevcnt that. 
ln this Treaty, however, we say to the 
Amcrican Government: We agree to 
your doing that. On the other hand, 
we are not a great ship-owning country, 
but we have some ships, and we hope 
that we will have more ships. We arei 
a liquor exporting country, and it is 
likcly that on many occasions an Irish 
ship containing a mixcd cargo, part 
liquor and part something clse, may 
nave two destinations, one, say, in New 
York and the other in Rio Janeiro. It 
may want to go to New York and off- 
load a cafgo of potatoes, and then want 


to proceed to Rio to off-load a cargo of 
liquor. If we are not agreeable to ac- 
cept the Treaty our ship could not get 
m. 

Mr. McGRATH: What flag would 
vour ship—or our ship as you call it— 
flyV 

Mr. FITZGERALD: At present the 
flag registered here is the British flag. 

Mr. McGRATH : I hold-^and I think 
it has been held—that that would en- 
able the ship to go through in thc same 
way as if the ship wént straight from 
Livcrpool. 

Mr. FITZGERALD: I differ there, 
becausc a ship registered here from 
an Irish port is subject to the Irish 
Government, except when it comes 
undcr the jurisdiction of another 
country when it goes into the terri- 
! torial waters of another country. I 
hold that, if IreJand withholds from 
this Trcaty, some arrangement would 
have to. be made to make it clear that 
this Treaty does not apply to ships of 
Irish registration. It is, as I say, of 
that importance that if we want to 
send in a vcsscl containing liquor to 
an Amcrican port, under this Treaty 
it will be ncCessary to put thc liquor 
undcr scal and demonstrate to the 
Amcrican authoritics that it was under 
seal. If wc do not agree with this 
Treaty, the American authorities claim 
—and it is their law under thc Volsted 
Act—that that liquor has no right to 
bc in Amcrican territorial watcrs, and 
that they have a right to seize it. It 
is to that degree important to us. 
The smallness of its importance is^ 
only due to the smallness of our ship- 
ping. The non-ratification of the 
Treaty would very likely mean that it 
would be a hindrance to the develop- 
ment of onv shipping. Apart from 
that, it is an act of friendship to 
America to ratify it, and I feel that, * 
inevitably, our non-ratification would 
be misinterpreted and misrepresented 
as a # desire to use the breaking of the 
law in America for the aggrandisement 
of our citizens. I have been told by a 
good authority that there are people 
in this country interested in boot- 
legging, and making money out of it. 
As a member of the Govemment, I 
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wish to say that we are anxious that 
the wishes of the Amcriean people 
should be given effect to, and we 
would be anxious to do all in our 
power to discouragc and prevent that 
immoral traffic. I think Deputy John- 
son suggested that thc Treaty had 
been drawn up according to the wishes 
of the British Government, and only 
latterly referred to the Irish Govern- 
ment. That is not correct. The íirst 
drafts were drawn up by the American 
Government! There have been certain 
modiíications and alterations since. I 
could not give you in detail what they 
are, but Article 6 is cei’tainly an 
Article of later date. We were kept 
informed of evcry step in these nego- 
tiations. Actually, as to meeting 
America in this matter, we proposed 
it, and it was our voice that was heard 
in conference before the voice of thc 
British representative. We did make 
recommendations, and had there been 
anything in this which we thought was 
unnecessary and detrimental to us, we 
would have protested. 

There has been a lot of talk about 
the King as King of Great Britain and 
Ireland. People seem to have mis- 
understood the point. The objection 
was taken to the “ King of the United 
Ringdom of Great Britain and Ire- 
land. ,> We did object to that. I think 
it was Deputy McGrath who suggested 
that there had been an attempt to con- 
ceal from the Dáil. There was no at- 
tempt to keep the Dáil in ignorance, 
but there was an attempt—there was a 
desire^—that the Dáil should not be 
committed to anything which we 
thought it should not be committed to. 
That was why the preamble was 
omitted. We accepted Deputy Magen- 
nis's amendment because, inasmuch as 
the preamble was discussed hcre. there 
might be. some grounds for thinking 
that in giving approvaí to this docu- 
ment it would be taken as including 
that particular royal title in the pre- 
amble. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: Can you approve 
of part of a Treaty without approving 
of the preamble? Does not that 
followi 

Mr. FITZGERALD: No. We stated 
exactly what we approved of. Follow- 


ing on Deputy Magennis’s motion, we 
stated what we approved of and what 
we disapproved of. It is so long since 
Deputy Esmonde spoke, that it seems 
ridiculous to refer to his protestations 
about the existence of international 
law. You might as well say that as we 
are aware of the existence of ether by 
the phenomenon of light, so wc are 
aware of the existence of international 
law by the phenomenon of war. As re- 
gards international law, there is the 
League of Nations, and with that body 
the Irish people are in sympathy, and 
arc prepared to give it all the assist- 
ance it is in their power to give. De- 
puty McGrath seemed to think that be- 
cause the word “ Trcaty ” is used in 
Deputy Magennis’s motion that that is 
in conflict with the terms “ Articles of 
Agrecment for a Treaty ” earlier. 
Perhaps I will be allowed to cxplain 
that that is not so. We might bring a 
motion into the Dáil here that the Dáil 
should vote £100,000 for the provision 
of building material for the erection of 
houses, and the Dáil might put in a 
clause saying “ provided that said 
houses shall have doors and windows .' 9 
The “ said houses ” there, as the “ said 
Treaty ” here, is anticipatorv, and 
looks forward to the possibility at a 
future datc of the Articles of Agree- 
ment being embodied in the Trcaty. 
If thc House desires it, we 
would changc that to “ to proposed 
Treaty.” The Government did express 
its views during the progress of these 
negotiations, and Sir Áuckland Geddes 
did actually act on behalf of the Irish 
Free State. I think I went into that 
matter yesterday at some length. It is 
not unheard of for the ropresentative 
of one country to act for the represen- 
tativc of another. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE at this 

stage resumed the Chair» 

Mr. FITZGERALD: Diplomatic ar- 
rangements have to be put through 
what is known as “ la voie diplo- 
matique, ,, and I explained yesterday 
we have not “ la voie diplomatique ” 
for dealing with America, but we have 
taken steps to remedy that at the ear- 
liest possible occasion, and I hope it will 
be operative within a month or so. Now 
in the League of Nations the same sort 
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of thing happens very oftcn. The Coun- 
cil of the League of Nations often adopt 
a thing and then come forward to the 
Assembly of the League of Nations with 
the recommendation. The individual 
representatives at the Assembly of the 
League of Nations often ratify a deci- 
sion that has been recommended by the 
Council of the League of Nations. In 
effect, that means that in the Couneil 
of the League of Nations the represen- 
tatives of the four countries reprcsentcd 
in the Council are acting for the other 
countries. For instance, you might 
say that France, England, Japan and 
another country act for Ireland, Spain, 
Belgium, and so on; that is to say, act 
for them subject to their ratification; 
and that is exactly what has happened 
here. To place the whole thing briefly, 
let me say: This Treaty docs affect Ire- 
land only to a limited degree, because 
Ireland only has a very limited amount 
of ships. We think that an encourage- 
ment of Irish shipping would be 
brought about better by ratification 
than by non-ratification. We think 
also that it is desirable to show America 
our friendly feelings towards her. I 
agree that in the negotiations of such 


agrcements on behalf of Ireland that a 
direet rcpresentative of thc Irish Go- 
vernment should carry on these negotia- 
tions. I would agree with the asscr- 
tion possibly that the sovereignty of a 
country exists by being exercised, and 
I believe in exercising thc sovereignty 
of this country to the very fullest. For 
that reason, and as an indication of that 
being the policy of the Government, I 
pointed out yesterday that Ireland will 
be the first country to occupy that 
status; that is to say, the first member 
of the British Commonwealth of Na- 
tions, other than England, to have a 
fully accredited diplomatic rcpresenta- 
tive in a foreign capital. The life of a 
nation is rather slow-moving compared 
with the life of an individual; and al- 
though some people may think that it 
is now more than two years since the 
Treaty was signed, and that we might 
have moved a great deal quicker than 
we have done, yet it is only two years, 
and during that time, with all our in- 
ternal troubles, we have done more than 
any other country to push forward and 
to define our constitutional position by 
making it operative. 

Motion, as amended, put. 


The Dáil divided: Tá, 57; Níl, 22. 
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Motion deelared earried. 


GENEVA LABOUR CONVENTION. 


Hr. FITZGERALD: I beg to move: 

Go molaidh Dáil Eircann don Ard- 
Chomhairle daingniú do dhéanamh 
thar eheann Shaorstáit Eireann ar 
an gConvensiún i dtaobh “ Cearta 
Co-Chumain agus Co-cheangail do 
Lucht Oibre Talmhan ” agus “ Cúit- 
eamh do Lucht Oibre Talmhan,” 
rud le n-ar ghlac an Chodháil 
Oibreachais i nGeneva ar an 12adh 
Samhain, 1921, agus ’na bhfuil a 
théarmaí leagtha amach sua seeidil 
a ghabhann leis seo. 

This matter effects no change in the 
law íq this countrjr. Roughly, it was 
decided at the Conference of the In- 
ternatlonal Labour Bureau in 1921, 
hdd in Genfeva, that agricultural 
workers should have the same right of 
Vol. 6. 


That Dáil Eireann recommend 
the Executive Council to ratify in 
respect of Saorstát Eireann the Con- 
vention concerning “ The Rights of 
’ Association and Combination of 
Agricultural Workers” and “Work- 
men’s Compensation in Agricul- 
ture ” adopted by the Labour Con- 
ference at Geneva on the 12th 
November, 1921, the terms of whieh 
are set out in the schedules hereto. ’ ’ 


association and combination as that 
possessed by industrial workers. Under 
the preselt láw Ín Ireland there is nó 
differentiatlon, and both sets pf 
workers have the same rigbt of asso- 
ciation and eomMsation. The Secobd 
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Schedule merely states that workmen ’s 
compensation should operate in favour 
of agricultural labourers as well as in 
favour of industrial workers. That is 
the situation in Ireland at present, 
and the Dáil is merely asked to recom- 
mend the Executive Council to ratify 
this Convention, which makes no diífer- 
ence in thc existing law here. 

Mr. McBRIDE: I wish to call atten- 
tion to the very evident fact that this 
is somcthing tantamount to the moun- 
tain in labour bringing fcrth the 
mouse. After an expcnditure of £1,200 
or £1,300 that is badly wanted in this 
country, the League of Nations comes 
along and gives its blessing to a law 
that already exists in this country. 

Mr. ESMONDE: On a point- of 
order, has the motion been seconded? 
If not, I beg to second it. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: The 

motion is before us. We will take it 
that the Minister has a seconder in 
the Dáil. 

Mr. McBRIDE: I will second it. I 
do not want to oppose the provision 
in this Convention. I am absolutely 
opposed to this League of Nations 
business. There was no necessity for 
the representatives of this nation to go 
to Geneva to ratify a law that is 
already in existence in t-his country. 
It was an absolute. waste of money 
that is badly required in this country. 
There are plenty of people in my part 
of the country existing on one meal a 
day, while hundreds of pounds are 
being wasted on receiving a blessing 
from internationalists in Geneva for a 
law already existing. I suppose there 
will be £800 more wasted in printing 
and distributing this, while our own 
people remain at home starving. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I would like to say 
a word in opposition to the view ex- 
pressed by Deputy McBride. I had the 
impression that he was one of those 
who in the past held the view that 
Ireland was more than a parish and 
ought to have someregard^to the in- 
fluence of other nations upon Ireland 
and of Ireland upon other nations. f 
Apparently that was a mistake. The i 
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views of Deputy McBride regarding 
Irish nationality were only intended 
to express a vague opinion without 
any regard to the purpose which a 
recognition of nationality might effect. 
The Convention that is now before us 
undoubtedly is, as he says, a formal 
ratifieation or approval of something 
which has to be applied internationally 
which already exists here. I would 
ask the Deputy and all those inter- 
ested in this and similar questions, to 
bear in mind that whcn an Inter- 
national Conference is held and pro- 
posals are agrccd to that will have the 
cffeet of levelling up the most back- 
ward nations, thcse Convenrions and 
proposals must- be ratificd by the 
separatc countrics. But there is a very 
positive value to this countiy to have 
a Convention of this kind approved of 
by other countries whieh have not 
hitherto adopted the same kind or 
lcgislation. 

We havc heard—and I do not know 
whcther Dcputy MeBride will agrce 
with Dcputy Milroy and others—that 
thcre is a disadvantage and a handicap 
on Ireland whcn Ireland's products are 
compctcd against by countries having 
more backward conditions. Here is a 
positive attempt madc to level up con- 
ditions regarding labour, rcgarding em- 
ployment in agriculture in all countries, 
to that levcl which has been attained, 
as is admitted, by Ireland. Surely it 
would be an advantagc to Ircland if 
these other competing countries are 
going to be brought into agreement in 
regard to the level of conditions under 
which the people in these countries are 
working ? You arc lessening the handi- 
cap, and I say that is a positive value. 
We will find, I have no doubt, as time 
goes on, probably in the very near 
future, that conventions similar in their 
purpose will be brought before the Dáil 
with a view to confirmation. And I 
would hope there will be a continually 
incrcasing number of Conventions of 
this kind, which are going to be ap- 
proved of by those other countries, gra- 
dually raising the level of condi- 
tions to the level of the highest. I 
would hope that it would be a con- 
tinual improvement, and therefore that 
a continual succession of Conveiitions 
of this kind will be brought before us. 
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I say that is a positive value, and should 
be welcomed by every person who feels 
that Workmen’s Compensation Acts, 
and othcr matters dealing with condi- 
tions of labour, are a burden upon the 
employers in these industries. That is 
alleged, very often without good 
ground; but once we have, adopted such 
legislation, surely it is to our advantage 
that other countries which are eompet- 
ing should be induced to adopt similar 
legislation. That is what is done by 
this kind of Convention, and that is 
why I hope Deputy McBride’s belittling 
of the eftorts of the League of Nations 
in regard to labour affairs will not be 
received with any approbation by the 
Dáil. 

Mr. HEWAT: I would like on this 
occasion to support in cvery way pos- 
sible what Deputy Johnson has said on 
this matter. I think the world\s pro- 
gress in the future rather lics in these 
international communications afforded 
by the meetings that take place through 
the Lcague of Nations. To-dáy it is in 
its infancy; but in future years, I should 
think and hope, that international 
status for the improvemcnt of the social 
welfare of the people of the different 
countries will make substantial pro- 
gress. The value of the work done 
should not, I think, be measured in 
pounds, shillings and pence. Deputy 
McBride has, I think, made an ill-timed 
contribution to this matter. Even on 
the basis of his argument, that this 
eosts money, the Convention we are 
asked to ratify is dated the 12th No- 
vember, 1921, and that, I think, was bc- 


fore Ireland had entered into the 
League of Nations at all. I take it, 
thercforc, that Ireland has not been 
contributing towards the expenses of 
this particular Convention. As regards 
the Convention itsclf, the main prin- 
ciple is the right of the workers in any 
particular industry to combine. I 
think that the future safety of all coun- 
tries lies in the workers being educated, 
and in voluntarily accepting not only 
the benefits they can obtain by what 
may be called trades unions or com- 
bined effort for the improvement of 
their social status, but also in the steady 
and increasing realisation of the respon- 
sibilities they must have in conneetion 
with the countries in which they are 
operating. That, I think, will be of 
gradual growth. To-day we sometimes 
look upon actions o£, trade unions and 
of the men themselves as arbitrary and 
as not realising the importance of the 
actions they indulge in. Let us all 
hope that we are marching, if only 
gradually, towards a more perfect state 
of things, when the workers thcmselves 
will realise that industrial strife is just 
as destructive as other forms of strife, 
and that in their own interests real pro- 
gress will lie in the different parties 
joining together to make the !>est of 
things as they are. 

Question put and agreed to 

ADJOURNMENT OF DÁIL. 

MINISTER for FENANCE (Mrl 
Blythe): I move the adjournment of 
the Dáil until 12 o ’clock to-morrow. 

The Dáil adjourned at 8 p.m. 
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DAIL EIREANN. 

DÉ faAOINE, lladh ABRAN, 1924. 

(Friday, llíh April, 1924.) 

Oo chuaidh an Ceann Comfaairle i 
gceann&s ar a 12 a ciog. 

CEISTBANNA—QUESTIONS. 

ORAL AN8WERS. 

DESTRUCTION OF EILBEOOAN 
HOUSE. 

Mr. P. McEENNA asked the Minis- 
ter for Pinance if he is aware that the 
éiaim of Mr. John J. McGuinness, Kil- 
foeggan, amounting to tfae sum of 
£2,800, plus interest, awarded him by 
the Shaw Commission for the destruc- 
tion of his house by British Forces, is 
stilí unpaid, and if he will see that this 
claim is settled immediately. 

MINISTER FOR FINANCE (Mr. 
Blytbe) : The award in question has 
been discharged as far as possible. The 
unpaid balance of £1,500 represents the 
amount to which a reinstatement con- 
dition was attached by thc Compensa- 
tion (Ireland) Commission, and it wiil 
foe paid as the work of rebuilding pro- 
ceeds. 

RNOCELONO PERSONAL INJURY 
CLAIM. 

TOMA8 0 CONAILL (for Domhnall 
O Muirgheasa) asked the Minister for 
Finance ii he will state why the claim 
of Seán \5w>ker, Emly, Knocklong, for 
compensation in respect of personal in- 
juríes inflicted by British troops was 
disallowed; if he is aware that this man 
was arrested, beaten with rifles, and 
tfoat when he tried to escape he was 
fired on and wounded, and that he had 
to undergo five operations as a result of 
tfaose wounds. 

Mr.ELTipi: The claim in this case 
was disallowe^ as the Compensation 


(Personal Injuries) Committee were 
s&tisfied that there was no loss of earn- 
ing capacity following on the wound 
received, and that no serious hardship 
was suffered by the applicant. 

BIVSB BABBOW DBAINAOE. 

LIAM 0 DAIMHIN asked the Minis- 
ter for Pinance if he has been fumished 
with a report of the interview which 
took place at Qovernment Buildings on 
March 3rd, between the Minister for 
Industry and Commerce (accompanied 
by representatives of the Ministries of 
Agriculture, Pinance and Local 
Qovernment) and a deputation repre- 
senting the Barrow Drainage Com- 
mittee, representatives of local public 
bodies and Senators and Deputies from 
Carlow, Rildare, and Leix in connec- 
tion with a proposed scheme for the 
drainage of the River Barrow; whether 
hc is aware that the deputation were 
informed that the Board of Works had 
received. instructions to submit a re- 
port on the proposals put forward by 
the deputation, that a reply would be 
given to the deputation in the course of 
a week or ten days, whether such a re- 
port has been received and considered 
by him, and whether, in view of the 
urgent need for relieving unemploy- 
ment in the counties concerned, as well 
as the pressing importance of proceed- 
ing with this work, he will state if thc 
Government are prepared to sanction 
the necessary expenditure and also to 
take steps to proceed with the work 
without further delay. 

Mr. BLVTHE: The deputation was 
recéived as stated. A report promised 
on behalf of the Board of Works has 
been received by me and is under con- 
sideration. The importance of the 
matter is fully recognised, but the 
scheme advocated by the deputation is 
of such magnitude, and its cost as esti- 
mated on their behalf is so great 
(;£800,000) that I am not yet in a posi- 
tion to state definitely whether the 
Government can do anything substan- 
tial this year. In view of the stat e of 
thc national finances the Government 
before undertaking definite commitnients 
in regard to such a proposal must have 
it very carefully examined by experts 
with a view to ensuring that the best 
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posaible feturn will be obtained for the 
money expended. It should be reeog*- 
nised that as the scheme will involve 
the eompulsory acquisition of land and 
righta over land, legislation will be re- 
quired, with previous surveys, maps, 
valuations, reference books, etc. No 
engineering work of importance can 
consequently be carried out during the 
prcsent year. 

MOVILLE (TIBCONAILL) 
TBAOEDIES. 

TOMAS 0 CONAILL asked the Min- 
ister for Pinance whether he has re- 
ceived a claim for compensation from 
Mrs. Eilmartin, 1 Montgomery Terrace, 
Moville, Tirconaill, on account of the 
death of her son, and also her brother, 
J. J. Carrolan, who were murdered 
near Dungiven on the night of May 5th, 
1922; and, if so, whether same has been 
considered and with what result. 

Mr. BLTTHE: As these men were 
killed outside the area of Saorstát 
Eireann after the lst April, 1922, their 
names do not come either within the 
terms of the Army Pensions Act or 
within the purview of the Compensa- 
tion (Personal Injuries) Committee. 

ATHLONE BABBAOES SHOOTING. 

Mr. McEENNA asked. the Minister 
for Finance if a claim has been received 
from Mr. John Deehan, Moate, Co. 
Westmeath, for the loss of his son, who 
was shot at Pry Barracks, Athlone, in 
October, 1922, and, if so, how soon he 
expects it to be dealt with. 

Mr. BLTTHE: This application has 
been considered by the Army Pensions 
Board, who have recommended that a 
gratuity shonld ,be granted to Mr. 
Deehan. The gratuity will be issued 
tOrday. 

MEAN8 OF OLD AOE PENSIONEBS. 

TADHO O MUBOHADHA asked the 
Minister for Finance if he is aware that 
Pension Offlcers are taking into account 
outdoor relief in valuing the means of 
perBons uiider the Old Age Pensions 
Acts, and if he will say whether the 
Pensiona Offieera have &uthority to do. 

U» 


Mr. BLTTHE: I will explain the 
position fully for the information of 
the Deputy. If a claimant or pensioner 
is in receipt of outdoor relief, and if it 
appears that the relief is likely to con- 
tinue, a Pension Officer must include 
the value of such relief in his calcula- 
tion of the person’s means. The 
authority for the inclusion of such re- 
lief in the calculation of the means is 
contained in Sections 2 (1) (b) and 2 
(1) (d) of the Old Age Pensions Act, 
1911. Section 2 (1) (b) provides that 
in calculating the means of a person for 
old age pension purposes, account shall 
be taken of the ineome which that per- 
son may reasonably expect to receive 
during the succeeding year in cash, and 
Section 2 (1) (d) provides that ac- 
count shall be taken of the yearly value 
of any benefit or privilege enjoyed by 
tbat person. 

In practice, howcver, the Poor Law 
authorities discontinue the relief as 
soon as the recipient becomes entitled 
to an old age pension, and in these cir- 
cumstances the question of the inclu- 
sion of the value of the relief in the 
calculation of the means does not arise. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Does the Minister 
know that automatically, in some dis- 
tricts, as soon as a person applies for 
relief the Old Age Fensions offlcer cuts 
him off, or attempts to cut him off, that 
these officers are now making cnquiries 
relative to pensioners in receipt of Poor 
Law Relief, and that the locál authori- 
ties are, as soon as a person comes to 
seventy years of age, cutting them off 
the Poor Law Relief, so that the old 
ersons as a consequence of the con- 
ict between two Government Depart- 
ments are allowed to starve? 

Mr. BLTTHE: I am informed that 
that is not so, and if any cases ®r 
specific instances can be brought to my 
notice I shall certainly see to them. 

ABMT CONTBACTS. 

Mr. J. COSGBAVE (for Mr. A. 
Byme) asked the Ministcr for Defence 
if he will take steps to see that con- 
ttacts for the supplv of provision», etc., 
for thé Army; which termmated os 
Slst Msreh, 19SM; are re-adwertis*dí; 'il 
he will s®e th&t contraot» which eix-, 
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pired at that date are not extended 
without competitive tenders being 
sought ? 

The PRESIDENT (Minister fór De- 
fence) : Owing to recent changes of or- 
ganisation in the Army it has not been 
practicable to avoid extending the con- 
tra'cts in question for a month. Ten- 
ders have now been invited by adver- 
tisements for the period from the lst 
May until the 31st July. 

• Mr. JOHNSON : Will the Minister 
say whether in extending the contraets 
for one month that the advantages in 
the reductions in prices of certain com- 
modities will be secured to the Depart- 
ment? 

The PRESIDENT: Therc is a ques- 
tion later on in the Paper from the De- 
puty, which, I think, will take in the 
question he has now put. 

NAAS BARRACES MEAT 
CONTRACT. 

SEOIRSE DE BHULBH asked thc 
Minister for Defence if he is aware that 
contrary to the usual custom the last 
tender for meat to be supplied to Naas 
Military Barracks was given away pri- 
vately, and not advertised, and whether 
he will see that in future outside tcn- 
ders will be considcred? 

The PRESIDENT : Owing to reor- 
ganisation of the Army, it is necessary 
to extcnd contracts for all provisions 
from the 31 st March until the end of 
April. Traders holding contracts were 
invited to continue supplies at their 
last quotation. In the case of meat for 
Naas Barracks the contractor asked for 
higher prices. It was therefore con- 
sidered desirable to ask the only other 
trader who had tendered for the period 
which ended on the 31st March to give 
quotations. He did so, and his prices 
were the lower. The contract for the 
month of April was, therefore, given to 
him. The supply of meat beyond the 
end of April will be on a fresh con- 
tract, for which tenders have already 
been invited by advertisements. 

Mr. WOLPE: May I ask the Presi- 
dent if the custom hitherto observed 
wiíl be followed—that is, the custom of 
advertising for tenders, and not accept- 
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ing private tenders—I mean, will that 
be adhered to as a general rule? 

The PRESIDENT : That is the policy 
that is being adopted at the present 
time. Tenders will be asked locally for 
provisions, and that has been the prac- 
tice for some time past also. 

BULLOCH HILLED BT MILITART 
LORRT. 

TOMAS 0 CONAILL asked the Min- 
ister for Defence whether the investi- 
gation into the claim made by Ed. Mul- 
ligan, Hazelhill, Ballyhaunis, Co. Mayo, 
on accovnt of a bulloek killed on the 
public iv>ad between Ballyhaunis and 
Claremorris, in August, 1922, by a 
motor lorry driven by the military has 
yet been completed, and, if so, whether 
the amount of compensation elaimed, 
viz., £12, has yet. been paid? 

The PRESIDENT: An award of £10 
was paid to Mr. Mulligan on the 5th 
instant. 

BALLA (MATO) PRISONER S 
CASE. 

TOMAS 0 CONAILL asked the Min- 
ister for Defence whether he is aware 
that Wm. Murphy, of Prizon, Balla, Co. 
Mayo, was arrested in October, 1923, 
and is now detained at Hare Park, Cur- 
ragh (No. 1 Hut, D Line); whether Mr. 
Murphy was informed after Christmas 
that he was sentenced to a term of ten 
years for being found in possession of 
arms, though he was arrested unarmed; 
whether on investigation it was after- 
wards discovered that the man who had 
been sentenced was another person of 
the same name, and whether, in the cir- 
cumstances, he is prepared to order 
Murpl^'s release. 

The PRESIDENT: Mr. Murphy of 
Prizon, Balla, was informed that he had 
been sentenced, but the error was 
speedily discovered. He was released 
on the 28th ultimo, when in view of 
conditions now prevailing his detention 
was no lónger considered nccessary. 

TUBERCULOSIS ALLEOED TO BE 
CONTRACTED ON MILITART SER- 
VICE. 

' ‘ . ■ ■ , 

Mr. J. OONLAN askerl the Miniáter 


DAIL EIREANN. 
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for Defence if Patrick O’Gorman, a na- j 
tive of Johnstown Bridge, Co Kildare, 
was discharged from the National 
Army on the Í6th November, 1923, suf- 
fering from tuberculosis; if this malad.y 
was contracted during the period of his 
military service, and if the Minister 
can see his way to grant O’Gorman’s 
mother, who is a widow in indiíferent 
circumstances, a eompassionate allow- 
ance to compensate her for the loss of 
her son’s services. 

The PRESXDENT: I am not aware 
that Patrick O’Gorman was discharged 
from the Army suffering from tuber- 
culosis. He was discharged as medi- 
eally uníit suffering from myopia and 
astigmatism. I regret that I have no 
power to entertain the application for 
compensation. | 

DEPENDENTS’ ALLOWANCE 
(EILDARE). 

AODH 0 CULACHAIN asked the 
Minister for Defence if he is aware 
that Mrs. Helen Spry, of 17 Fair View, 
Kildare, has not received dependents’ 
allowance since the 7th December, 1923, 
in respect of her husband, Private 
George Spry, Army No. 28889, who at- 
tcsted 6th December, 1922, and was dis- 
eharged 14th March (discharge paper 
dated 15th April, 1924), and whether 
instructions will be given to expedite 
payment of arrears? 

The PRESIDENT: A cheque has now 
been sent to Mrs. Spry which clears all 
arrears due in respeet of dependents’ 
allowance up to the date of her hus- 
band’s discharge from the Army. 

ARM7 PROVISION CONTRACTS. 

TOMAS MAC EOIN asked the Minis- 
ter for Defence whether it is a fact 
that contracts for the supply of milk, 
eggs, bacon, and other pro*visions for 
the Army, which were to expire on 
March 31st, have been extended for 
two moiiths, and whether any revision 
of prices to meet the improved market 
situation was made a condition of the 
extension? 

The PRESIDENT: Contracts for the 
suppíies in question, which were to ex- 
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pire on thc 31st March, have been ex- 
tended until the 30th April, 1924, ex- 
cept in the case of butter and eggs, in 
respect of which articles new contracts 
have been entered into in order to take 
advantage of lower prices now pre- 
vailing. 

Tenders for supplies of all the food- 
stuffs required by the Army during the 
period from the lst May until the 31st 
July have now been invited by adver- 
tisements in the Press. 

Mr. JOHNSON: With regard to the 
new contraets for the month that the 
President speaks of, were they given 
to the old contractors, or were they 
given to new contractors, and was there 
any attempt made to secure estimates 
from a number of different contractors? 

The PRESIDENT: No; they were 
given to the old contractors, I believe, 
in every case, with the exception of 
that one I mentioned about meat in the 
Naas Barraeks. 

Mr. WILSON: Were the contracts 
renewed to thesc old contractors at 
winter or summer prices? 

The PRESIDENT: At the prices 
which were tendered for the last con- 
tracts, with the exception of contracts 
for eggs and butter. 

Mr. WILSON : There is a consider- 
able difference betwecn the price of 
milk in the winter and its price in the 
summer. The summer prices begin in 
April. 

The PRESIDENT: I cannot. answcr 
abont milk. The information was con- 
•veyed to me about the other two items, 
and I pave direetions which were car- 
ried out. 

CARBURY (EILDARE) ARREST. 

AODH 0 CULACHAIN asked the 
Minister for Defence if he is aware that 
when John Gill, of Ticknevin, Carbury, 
Co. Kildarc, was arrested by Nationaí 
Troops from Edenderry, in charge of 
Commandant Powell, ón the 3rd July, 
1922, his bicyclc was also .tak.en by the 
military, and whcther instructions will 
be sriven for the retum of the bieycle 
to Mr. Gill? 
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The PRESIDENT: I am having en- 
quiries made and will communicate 
with the Deputy as soon as possible. 

SOLDIERS DISCHAROED AS 
“ MEDICALLT UNFIT.” 

Mr. A. BTRNE asked the Minister 
for Defence if he is aware that many 
men who joined the National Army 
and passed the doctor as fit men, are 
now bcing discharged “ medically un- 
fit ” without gratuity or pension; if he 
is aware that the words “ medically 
unfit ” on their discharge papcrs now 
debar the owners of employment, em- 
ployers stating they don’t want medi- 
cally unfit men; if he will take steps to 
have such certificates altered in such a 
way that they will not debar the men 
refeired to from earning their living. 

The PRESIDENT: I am aware that 
men were passed into the Army in the 
past as being fit who were regarded as 
being fit only for service in a tem- 
porary force, usually for a period of 
six months, that force being required 
to meet an emergency. On their seek- 
ing discharge or re-attestation it has 
been the rule to examine them medi- 
cally. Many of the men have in conse- 
quence been declared unfit. This 
merely meant that they were unable to 
comply with the higher physical stan- 
dard now required to be fulfilled by 
recruits for longer service. 

I regret that the use of the words 
“ medically unfit ” on discharge papers 
should have placed any of these men at 
a disadvantage when seeking employ- 
ment. I am therefore having the prac- 
tice reconsidered. I should be glad to a 
have particulars of any cases that De-‘ 
puties put to me, or which may be 
raised by the men, with a view to re- 
moving any grievances. 

DUBLIN REOONSTRUOTION BILL. 

Mr. A. BTRNE asked the Minister 
for Local Government if he will take 
steps to expedite the introduction and 
pasBÍng into law of the Dublin Recoii- 
struction Bill. 

UINISTER for LOOAL OOVERN- 
MENT (Mr. Burke); The Bill is being 
introduced to-day. t 


Mr. A. BTBNE: May I ask if the Bill 
is introduced to-day when the Minister 
hopes to have it finally passed ? 

AN OEANN COMHAIRLE: That 
qucstion will arise after the first read- 
ing of the Bill. The Minister cannot' 
say. 

SEORETARTSHIP OP TIROONAILL 
COUNTT HOME OOMMITT] 

SEAN DB FAOITE asked the Minis- 
ter for Local Government if he will 
state the conditions goveming the ap- 
pointment of a Secretary to thc Tir- 
conaill National Benefit (County Home) 
Committee; whether he is aware that 
the age limit has been extended for no 
reason, and that women are excluded 
from competing in the prescribed 
qualifying examination, and whether 
it is intended to sanction thcse con- 
ditionsT 

Blr. BURHE: I am not awarc 
whether an advertisement in connec- 
tion with this matter has yct appeared, 
but I understand that the following 
conditions have been laid down by thc 
Board of Health:— 

Secretary (Malc) to act as Supcr- 
intendent Assistanee Olficer, salary 
£250, rising by £10 annually for 5 
years. Age limits 30 to 40 years. 
Position to be whole time. Officer 
required to visit each Assistancc 
Officer and each District Hospital in 
the county monthly. To keep all 
books and recórds pertaining. to his 
office and generally to superintend 
the work of the County Board in the 
county. The officer will require to 
enter into a bond for £500. 

This appointment will include thc 
duties of Superintendent Officer of 
Home Assistance, for which the mini- 
m_um age is 30 years, in accordance 
with the regulations of my Department. 

I am aware that the County Board of 
Health propose. to accept applications 
from men only, Provided the perqon 
appointed is suitable, it is not intended 
to object to the conditions meationed. 

OO, WIOXLOW ARRESTS. 

TOMAS MAO EOIN asked thp 
Minister for Home Affairs íf he wá)l 
state on what grounds were Patrick J, 
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Rogers, of Donard, and Gharles Con- 
nell, of Davidstown, Dunlavin, Co. 
Wioklow, arrested on March ;27th, de- 
tained in custody in Dunlavin Barracks 
until March 31st, and then removed to 
Mountjoy Prison; whether any oppor- 
tunity has been afforded to them of re- 
butting any evidence which may exist 
connecting them with an offencc under 
the Public Safety (Powers of Arrest 
and Detention) Act, 1924; whether 
they have yet been able to appeal to 
an Appeal Council; and whether he is 
prepared to release them on recognis- 
ances. 

MINISTER for HOME AF7AIRS 
(Mr. O’HiaOINS) : Patrick J. Rogers, 
of Donard, and Charles Connell, of 
Davidstown, Dunlavin, County Wick- 
low, were arrested on suspicion of 
having been concerned in serious out- 
rages, including arson, on the property 
ot’ Mr. Richard Bollard, of Colligo, 
Donard, County Wieklow. No appli- 
cation has been received from them to | 
havc the case reviewed by an Appeal 
Council nor have they offered to find 
sureties for their good behaviour. 

Mr. JOHNSON : Has any information 
bcen given them that they may appeal 
any time they require to the Appeal 
Council ? 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I could not say de- 
finitely. I will take steps to have that 
brought Under the notice of thesc men, 
and undcr the notice of other people in 
tho same position. 

EXTENDED UNEMPLOYED 
BENEFITS. 

Mr. A. BYRNE ashed the Minister 
for Industry and Commerce if he will 
take steps to grant extended benefits 
to the unemployed who have exhausted 
tbeir claim to unemployment insurance. 

BQNISTER for INDUSTRY and 
OOMMERCE (Mr., McGilligan) : The 

present position of unemployment in- 
suranee is being considered in relation 
to the general question o| provision 
against unemployment, but méasures to 
procure work, if found possible, are to 
be preferred to an extension of benefit. 

I am bringing the whole qupstion of 
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unemployment before the Executive 
Council as a matter of speeial urgency. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Has the Minister 
tc.ken into aceount the provisions of the 
Bill which is now being introduced and 
passed through. the British Parliament 
with regard to the extension of the 
period during which unemployment in- 
surance will be payable? 

Mr. McOILLIOAN : That, no doubt, 
will be considered. 

Mr. JOHNSON: And acted upon, I 
hope. 

AOQUISITION OF CO. LONOFOBD 
LANDS. 

Mr. McKENNA asked thc Minister 
for Agriculture whether thc Irish 
Land Commission have taken any steps 
to acquire the estate of an absentee 
landlord named Colonel Sholts Doug- 
las, situated in the parish of Ncwtown 
Forbes, Co. Longford, and which is let 
at present in divisions to a number of 
graziers who have other large farms 
in this parish and elsewhere; also if 
he is further aware that there are 
over one hundred tenants on the 
tenanted portion of this landlord’s 
cstate in the parish of Drumlish, Co. 
Longford, living on uneconomic hold- 
ings of from five to ten acres in ex- 
tent, particulars of which have been 
furnished by the tenants* solicitor, 
Mr. T. W. Delaney, to the Commis- 
sioners; also if he is aware that the 
particular parishes in which those 
large farms are situated are comprised 
of uncconomic holders, and whether,' 
in view of those facts, hé will see' 
that the purchase and division of this 
estate is expedited. 

MINISTER for AORICULTURE 

(Mr. Hogan): The Land Commission, 
have been furnished by the owner 
with particulars of the estate referred 
to, to enable them to collect under the 
Land Act, 1923, compounded arrears 
of rent and payment in lieu of rent^ 
from the tenants, including those re* 
ferred to by the Deputy. The Land 
Commission have also received from 
the Deputy a communicfttion on behalf 
of tenants on the estate requesting - 
that these holdings be divided amongst- * 
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them. The owner has not yet lodged 
the prescribed particulars to enable 
the purchase of the estate to be pro- 
cceded with, but when these are lodged 
the Estate will be dealt with by the 
Jjand Commission in duc eourse, when 
t.he matters referred to in the ques- 
tion will be considered. 

Mr. McRENNA: Arising out of that 
question I would like to ask the 
Minister whether in the event of the 
landlord refusing, as he has persis- 
tently refused under previous (Jovern- 
ments, to sell this estate, and in view 
of the fact that congestion exists in 
the tenant portion of the estate and 
in the parish, will the compulsory 
powers of the 1923 Land Act be en- 
f orced ? 

Mr. HOGAN: I do not know woiild 
it be fair to answer that question by 
asking another—I wonder what does 
the Deputy think? 

DALEET AND DUN LAOGHAIRE 
POSTAL ARRANGEMENTS. 

Major COOPER asked the Postmas- 
ter-General whether he is aware that 
the plates showing the hours of col- I 
lection have been removed from pillar 
and wall boxes in the districts of 
Dalkey and Dun Laoghaire, Co. Dub- 
lin, for nearly six months, and whether 
he can statc when, if ever, they will 
be restored. 

POSTMASTER - GENERAL (Mr. 

J. J. Walsh) : New enamelled notice 
plates for the letter boxes in question 
are on order from the contractors, and 
it, is expected that, they will shortly be 
supplied. 

I am enquiring into the delay which 
seems to have taken place in the matter. 

TELEPHONE SUBSCRIBERS. 

Major COOPER asked the Post- 
master-General if he can give the nutn- 
ber of new subscribers to the telephone 
service in the Saorstát in the years 
1922 and 1923 , respectively, and also if 
hc can state the number who relin- 
quished their telephones during those 
years. 


Mr. WALSH: The number of new 
telephone subscribers in 1922 and 1923 
was 3,323 and 3,187 respectively, and 
the number of subscribers who ceased 
in these years was 2,951 and 2,357 res- 
pcctively. 

Owing to the disturbed conditions 
v/hich prevailed and to the dearth of 
spare underground wires in Dublin 
which existed ncither 1922 nor 1923, 
can be regarded as representative years 
so far as telephone development is con- 
cerned. 

ln the first, quarter of the prcsent 
year 825 new orders and 282 notices to 
cease have been received, giving a net 
gain of 543 subscribers. 

WRITTEN ANSWERS. 

PERSONAL INJURIES CLAIM 
(GALWAY.) 

TOMAS 0 CONAILL asked the 
Minister for Finance if a claim on ac- 
count of personal injuries was made by 
John Reaven, Prospect House, Oran- 
more, Co. Galway, on account of in- 
juries due to gunshot wounds received 
in May, 1922, and, if so, whether the 
claim has been refused, and if he can 
state the grounds for such refusal. 

Mr. BLYTHE : The claim in question 
was received, and after consideration 
was rejected by the Compensation (Per- 
sonal Injuries) Committee on the 
ground that there was no loss of earn- 
ing capacity following on the wound 
received, and that no serious hardship 
w r as suffered by the applicant. 

GORT PENSION COMMITTEE 
AWARD. 

TOMAS 0 CONAILL asked the Min- 
ister for Local Government i£ he is 
aware that the Gort Pension Commit- 
tee, at their meeting on the 7th Auigust 
last, awarded an old age pension to 
Catherine Ward, Gort; whether the evi- 
dence of age submitted consisted of a 
baptismaL certificate of her younger 
sister, who would be then 68i yeárs of 
age, together with a certificate showíng 
that tho applicant made her First Com- 
munión on the 15th August, I861, and 
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in view of this evidence whether he will 
fet-ate on wiiat grounds the Ministry de- 
termined, on the 9th January last, that 
she was not entitled to any pension. 

Mr. BUEKE: The Qort Pension Sub- 
Committee, on the 16th August, 1922, 
allpwed an old age pension of lOs. a 
week to Mrs. Catherine Ward, and 
again on the 7th' August, 1923. Ap- 
peals were lodged on both occasions on 
the ground of insuíTicient proof of age, 
and the appeals were decided against 
the claimant 

Her baptismal certificate was not pro- 
duced, and she was. recorded as 23 
years old at her marriage on the 25th 
January, 1879. 

The certificate of the baptism on the 
26th January, 1855, of a sister namcd 
Mary, stated to be younger than claim- 
ant, was produeed, but there was no 
evidence in support of the statement. A 
First Communion Card of claimant was 
also submitted, but so far as can be 
ascertained there was no rule in the 
Diocese fixing 10 years as the minimum 
age at whieb a child could be admitted 
to First Communion. 

On consideration of all the faets, it 
was held that the evidence did not 
establish that the claimant was 70 years 
old and eligible on age for thc old age 
perision. 

PAYMENT OF WITNESSES’ 
EXPENSES. 

SEAN DE FAOITE asked the Min- 
ister for Home Affairs if he will state 
the reason of the delay in making pay- 
ment of expenses to Charles McEleney 
and other witnesses in the court in the 
ease of the State v. Wm. Porter, who 
vras tried at Lifford, Tirconaill Quarter 
Sessions, January, 1923. 

3ttr. O’HIGGINS: There is no infor- 
mation regarding this matter in my 
possession at present, but inquiries are 
being instituted and a comnjLunication 
will be addressed to the Deputy in due 
course. 

HOLYCROSS (TIPPERARY) 
INTERNEE. 

MICHEAL 0 hlFEARNAIN asked 

tibí Mjuister ior Home Affairs wty i 

Thomas Maher, of Holycross, County ( 
Tipperary, who was arrested on thc \ 
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18th January, is being detained in 
prison without trial, and if he will have 
this man released or else brought to 
trial at an early date. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: Thomas Maher was 
arrested on the 18th January and in- 
terned under the provisions of the Pub- 
lie Safety (Powers of Arrest and De- 
tention) Temporary Act, 1924, on sus- 
picion of being concerned in unlawful 
interference with the property of Mr. 
Charles Neville Clarke, at Holycross, 
Thurles, County Tipperary. I will be 
prepared to order his release provided 
substantial securities are forthcoming. 

COMMANDEERED MOTOR CAR 
(RUAN, CO. CLARE.) 

Mr. CONNOR HOGAN asked the 
Minister for Defence what extra com- 
pensation in addition to the sum of £25 
already paid will be given to Mr. Pat- 
rick Casey, Rathkeane, Ruan, County 
Clare, in respect of the commandeering 
of a new motor car by the Natioual 
Army in August, 1922, having regard to 
the six months retention of the car, 
during which period it suffcred very 
large depreciation in value from con- 
stant usc. 

The PRESIDENT : Mr. Case y ;s car 
Avas seizcd as a military necessity in 
order to prcvent its use for Irregular 
purposes. It is cstimated thát the sum 
already paid will put the car in as good 
a condition as when taken, and it is, 
therefore, not proposed to make any 
further payment. 

NAAS INTERNEE. 

AODH 0 CULACHAIN asked the 
Minister for Defence whether he will 
consider the release of Augustine Fitz- 
Patrick, of Railway View, Naas, Co. 
Kildare, who has been interned for 
seventeen months without charge. 

The PRESIDENT : Arrangements 
have been made for the release of Mr. 
FitzPatrick. 

VOLUNTEER POLICE — ARREARS 
OF PAY. 

TOMAff MAOT BaQTázte cf tfie MTn- 

íster ior Tloionce wViothoT Yve V» alwate 
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that a claim for arrears of pay of 
Volunteer Police in County Dublin, 
sont to the Chief Pay OíBce, Portobello 
Barracks, on February lst, was acknow- 
ledged by letter dated February 7th, 
stating that the elaims were being in- 
vestigated and that a further communi- 
cation would be sent in a short tijne; 
whether the same office, in a letter of 
April 2nd, stated that the mattcr of 
payment for Volunteer Police duties 
was one for the Department of Home 
Affairs, to which Department applica- 
tions for payment should be sent, and 
that under the circumstances further 
action could not be taken by that De- 
partment; and whether directions will 
be given which will ensure that letters 
calling for the attention of other De- 
partments will be traUBmitted to them 
without delay. 

The PRSSIDENT : The facts are as 
stated with the exception that a letter 
was issued on the llth February con- 
taining the information given again on 
the 2nd April. 

I am looking into the method of deal- 
ing with claims of the kind in question. 
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lorry between Brickens and Bekan Sta- 
tion on 17th March, 1923, and, if not, 
whether he will see that these long out- 
standing claims are finally paid. 

The PRESIDENT: The claims of 
Thomas Kelly and Patrick Duffy are at 
present under investigation. They will 
be decided at an early date. 

DETENTION OF EXLCHBEEST 
(OALWAT) MEN. 

TOMAS 0 CONAILL asked the Min- 
ister for Home Affairs if it is proposed 
to release Michael Mitchell and T. Can- 
non, of Ballymoneen, Hilchreest, Co. 
Qalway, who were arrested on the 
20th April, 1923, and are since detained 
without trial or charge. 

The PBESIDENT: Michael Mitchell 
and Thomas Cannon, Ballymoneen, Kil- 
chreest, County 6alway, were arrested 
as stated on suspicion of being con- 
cerned in unlawful interference with 
the property of Mr. P. O’Donoghue, 
Woodhill, County Galway. Cannon 
has been discharged from custody, and 
the release of Mitehell is being con- 
sidered. 
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BALLTABA (CO. OALWAT) IN- 
TERNEE’S RELEASE. 

TOMAS 0 OONAILL asked the Min- 
ister for Hom'e Affairs whether he pro- 
poses to release Mr. J. Flannery, of 
Bállyara, Loughrea, who has been ar- 
rested and interned since June, 1922. 

The PRESIDENT:' The question of 
the trial of J. Flannery, of Ballyara, 
Loughrea, on a murder charge, is still 
engaging the attention of the Chief 
State Solicitor’s Department. An 
early decision in the matter is antici- 
pated, and a communication will be 
duly sent to the Deputy. 

OOMPEN8ATION FOB CATTLE 
EILLED. 

TOMAS 0 CONAILL asked the Min- 
ister for Defence whether compensation 
haa yet been. paid to Thoa. K.e\ly, oí 
Ballybane, Claremorris, and Pat Duffy, 
qf: Meelicicmone, Claremorris, on 
itpcount, of cattle kilLed by a military 


BALLINA ARREST. 


TOMAS 0 CONAILL asked the Min- 
ister for Defence w r hether he is aware 
that Thos. Finnerty, Ardsally, Ballina, 
was arrested at a meeting on the eve of 
the last general election and has since 
been detaíned, though others arrested 
with him on the same occasion were re- 
leased; whether he is aware that since 
the date of his arrest his father died 
and his mother and sister are now en- 
tirely dependent on him; ahd whether 
in the circumstances he is-prepared to 
release Mr. Finnerty. 

The PRESIDENT : I am not pre- 
pared to release Mr. Finnerty at pre- 
sent. Hh case is, however, under 
consideration: 


ARBEST OF EILTIMAOH (MATO) 
MAN. 

TOMAS 0 OONAILL asked the 
Minister for Defence whether iUis 
Devehah Cloofalla, EHtinmgh,,^ 
proposed to release Wm. Halliga^jr# 
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Mayo, who was arrested in March, 
1923, and is at present confined in 
Hare Park Camp, Curragh; whether 
the Minister is aware that Halligan's 
father died on 29th November, and 
that General Hogan, of the Claremor- 
ris Command, on that occasion recom- 
mended his immediate release. 

The PRESIDENT: Mr. Halligan was 
charged before a military tribunal on 
the 23rd March, 1923, with possession 
of arms and ammunition, found guilty 
and sentenced to death. The sentence 
was commuted to twenty years’ penal 
servitude. In the circumstances it is 
not practicable to release him. 

DUNGARVAN MAN’S DETENTION. 

SEAN BUITLEIR asked the Minis- 
ter for Defence if he will state the 
reason for the arrest and continued 
detention of Thomas Kiely, Mitchell 
Street, Dungarvan, Co. Waterford; 
whether any eharge has been preferred 
against him and with what result, or 
if he is prepared to recommend his 
release at an early date. 

The PRESIDENT : Mr. Kiely was 
charged before a military tribunal 
with possession of a rifle and ammu- 
nition, found guilty and scntenced to 
five years’ penal servitude. In the 
circumstances the question of his re- 
lease cannot be considered. 

THURLES COMPENSATION CLAIM. 

DOMHNALL 0 MUIRGHEASA 

asked the Minister for Defence if he 
will state when it is intended to com- 
pensate Mrs. Mary Coonan, Ballyboy, 
Upperchurch, Thurles, for the loss of 
her son, Volunteer John Coonan, who 
w&s killed in the Glen of Aherlow on 
the 12th October, 1922. 

The PRESIDENT: Mrs. Coonan’s 
daim will be decided at a very early 
date. • 

> , <JO. 00RKINTERNEES. 

TADHO 0 MUROHADHA asked 
tíe Mnúríer úr ffeúnae wdetóeráe rk r 

ín a poaition to Tocommeivd thc releaae \ 

ai Míchael McCa,rthy, New Boad, lnni- 
g&axmon, Co. Cork, who is interned m 


Hare Park Camp, and Richard Russell, 
Ballymountain, Bandon, who is iHr 
terned in Tintown Camp. 

The PRESIDENT: Axrangements 
have been made for the release of Mr. 
McCarthy. It is not intended to re- 
lease Mr. Russell at present. 

CLONMEL MAN’S DETENTION. 

DOMHNALL O MUIRGHEASA 

asked the Minister for Defence if he is 
now prepared to order the release of 
Jamcs O’Riordan, O’Neill Street, Clon- 
mel, who has been in custody since Sep- 
tember, 1922, and, if not, whether he 
will state the reason for his detention. 

The PRESIDENT: Arrangements 
have been made for the release of Mr. 
O ’Riordan. 

FETHARD CLAIM FOR COMMAN- 
DEERED MOTORS. 

DOMHNALL 0 MUIRGHEASA 

asked the Minister for Defence if he 
can state the reason for the delay in 
settling the claim of Mr. Edward 
King, Green Street, Fethard, Co. Tip- 
perary, for two motor cars which were 
eommandereed by the military on the 
30th November, 1922. 

The PRESIDENT : A payment of 
£65 was made to Mr. King on the 
24th December, 1923, in respect of a 
Ford car. 

No definite claim in respeet of any 
other motor car has been received 
from him, and his solicitor was in- 
formed accordingly on the 21st Febru- 
ary last. 

PRIVATE NOTICE QUESTION. 

THE COBH MURDER. 

Mr. JOHNSON asked the Minister 
I for Home Aflfairs whether he has an j 
eommunication to make to the Dáil 
respecting the arrest or non-arrest of 
those responsible for the murder of 
Private Aspinall at Cobh. 

Mr. O’HIGGINS: I am not yet in a 
position to add anything to what h»is 

gfaaa'r Jmr ámz&mi & &<?£&! 

We liave been 

míormat>on Irom álmoat eVery «eei 

of the community. In that eGtfoét&Qtx, 
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I would like to say that the sifting, 
arranging and analysis necessarily 
consequent on such an overwhelming 
mass of details, and its segregation 
and co-ordination, has occupied a con- 
sidcrable amount of time. We have 
had particulars of most cars seen in 
that section of County Cork in which 
the murderous outrage was committed. 
Responsible ofíicials are now satisfied 
that they have sufficient information 
to enable them to establish a case for 
a definite line of action. 

BUSINESS OP THE DAY. 

The PRESIDENT : I move that we sit 
longer than 4 o’clocU this evening. I 
fear that it will be necessary to sit 
longer in order to deal with busi- 
ness that we have on the Order Paper 
to-dáy, if it is not ‘desired that we 
should sit again to-morrow. If that 
meets the views of Deputies, I move 
that we sit later thari 4 o'cloclc this 
■evening. Otherwise I see no way out 
of it except by meeting to-morrow. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : Is it pro- 
posed to take No. 1 on thc Paper, the 
Droadcasting Report? 

The PRESIDENT: I do not think so, 
f>ir. I think that, apart from the First 
Reading of the Reconstruetion Bill and 
the Second Reading of the Railways 
Bill, the whole time of the Dáil will be 
occupied to-day, and I would propose, 
then, to take the Final Report of the 
Special Committee on Broadcasting on 
the next day after the Easter Recess 
that we would meet. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: We are 

meeting specially for the Budget State- 
ment on that day. 

The PRESIDENT: I would leave it 
over until the lst May. 

Mr. DAVIN: Is it suggested by the 
President, in moving for an extension 
C»f the sitting after 4 o’clock, to have a 
short adjournment, in the meantime? 

The PRESIDENT: Yes, I would 
ngree to that: I would suggest that 
about 1.30 or 2 o ’<?Tóck wouid be a con- 
venient time. 

Ordered-^That the Dáil sit later than 


4 o’clock for the consideration of the 
Second Stage of the Railways Bill. 

THE DUBLIN RECONSTRUOTION 
(EMEROENCY PROVISIONS) BILL, 
1924. 

FIRST STAOE. 

Mr. BUREE: I move for leave to in- 
troduce the Dublin Réconstruction 
(Emergency Provisions) Bill, 1924. 
This is a Bill to amend the law as to the 
erection of buildings and the making 
and improvement of streets in connec- 
tion with the reconstruction of areas, 
streets, and buildings in the City of 
Dublin damaged or destroyed during 
certain disturbances in the said city, in 
the year 1922, and for other purposes 
incidental thereto. I think we all share 
Deputy Byrne’s anxiety to have this 
Bill passed as soon as possible. The 
building season is upon us now, and if 
we allow things to slide or to drift, it 
may be impossible to get this necessary 
eonstruction worlc carried out within a 
reasonable time. I hope that the Dáil 
will facilitate me in taking the first 
reading of this Bill to-day. 

Question put and agreed to. Second 
Stage ordered for the 25th April. 

THE WIRELESS BROADCASTING 
REPORT. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : The next 
item on the Order Paper, the Final Re- 
port of the Special Committee to con- 
sidcr the Rcport on Wireless Broad- 
casting, is diseharged, the debate to be 
rcsumed on the Ist May. 

SEANAD AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 
REPORT OF JOINT COMMITTEE ON 
PROCEDURE. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : The next 
item on thc Order Paper is the Report 
of the Joint Committee on Proceduré 
in regárd to Seanad amendments. 

The PRESIDENT: I propose that 
that be postjoned until after the Eastcr 
Recessi 

Ordered that the Report be con- 
sidered. on the lst May. ... 

RAILWA7S BIÍiL, 1924—SECOND 

STAGE. 

The PRESIDENT: J move the Second 
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Reading of the Bill. The subject of 
railway re-organisation has been under 
constant consideration for over a year, 
and has becn tentatively discussed 
several times in the Dáil. Deputies 
will, therefore, need no assurances írom 
me that before arriving at the solution 
of the problem embodied in this Bill 
every aspect of the matter has been 
given long and patient examination. 

The main clements of the problem 
can best be explained by refcrence to 
the White Paper prepared for the infor- 
mation of Deputies in considering the 
Bill. The railways dealt with in the 
main provisions of the Bill are those 
wholly within the Saorstát, and the 
White Papcr gives such particulars as 
are necessary to understand the general 
position of those undertakings to-day 6 
Thcse railwavs fall into two groups, the 
baronially guarantced lines which are 
shown in italics in the Whitc Paper and 
what I mav call the main line coni- 
panies. 

There will be found in the White 
Paper particulars of all the railway 
conípanies wholly in the Saorstát dealt 
with in the Bill, of their capital and of 
their net earned income over a period 
of years beginning in 1909. This net 
earned'income is not quite the same as 
the nct revenuc. To obtain the latter 
figure there has to be added the pay- 
ments made on aceount of baronial 
‘guarantees, and, in the years before 
1913, other minor adjustments would 
rcquire also to be made. Railway ac- 
counts were placed on a new basis in 
1913. But the particulars given in the 
White Paper will enablc Dcputies to 
appreciate with sufficient aceuracy the 
fluctuations over a long period of years 
in the earnings of railway companies. 

It will be seen that from 1909 to 1913 
the annual net earned income rose con- 
stantly. The 1913 figure is the peak 
figure, and. it has not been reachcd 
since. British Government control 
covered the period from Jánuary, 1917, 
to August, 1921, and since that date the 
annual net receipts have fallen very 
considerably below the 1913 figure. The 
main cause of the fall was, of course, 
the damage and destruction caused dur- 

and it is the iact that siuce British OTo- \ 
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vernment control ceased, the railway 
companies have not had a normal year. 
For the payment of the usual dividcnds 
in 1922 and, to a less extent, in 1923, 
the sums paid to the companies by the 
British Government in compensation 
for control havc had, in some cases, to 
be drawn on, and there is not very 
much of those sums left. 

It is impossible at present to say 
what the annual i\et revenue of the 
companies would be in a normal year. 
But the results of 1922 and 1923, even 
when full allowance is made for reduc- 
tions in traffic and losses due to damage 
and destruction are sueh as to raise 
doubts whether the railway system un- 
less radically re-organised, could with 
rcasonable charges yield its sharehold- 
ers the returns they receivcd in the 
past. Working expenses have in- 
creased enormously sincc 1913, and the 
efforts made to rcduce them in recent 
years have, for one cause or another, 
not produced great results. It is true, 
of course, that the rise in working ex- 
penses has bcen accompanied by a very 
considerable increase in freights, but 
the possibilities of recoupment in this 
way have obvious limitations. Dimin- 
ished traffic must ultimately result from 
incrcases in rates, and in any event, it 
is universally agreed that the present 
level of railway rates in this country is 
unbearable. Rates must bc substan- 
tially rcduced, but some doubts have 
been expressed as to how far this can 
be done with justice to the interests of 
railway stock-holders. The view which 
the Govcrnment takes on this point will 
appear when I come to deal with the 
detailed provisions of this Bill, but I 
may say that. the Government antici- 
pates that the radical changes for 
v/hich the Bill provides, if operated 
with energy and ability, will amply 
secure the interests of sharcholders. ■ 
Turning now to the baronially guar- 
antecd railways, Deputies will find in 
the White Paper a table giving details 
of the guarantees in respect of divid- 
ends in 1913. Briefly, the position of 
these railways is that the baronies in 
which they are situated are in law 
liable for a guarantee of the dividends 
on the paid-up share capital, and also 

--— *v«wvo «M. .. vil.v\ivm 1.UU 

may íncxir. Vrom tho Tablo in tho 
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White Paper the manner in which the 
guarantees operated in 1913, can be 
seen. The total amount necessary to 
pay dividends on the paid-up share 
capital is £50,648. Of this amount, the 
Qreat Southern and Western Company 
guarantees £1,960 per annum in respect 
of the Tuam and Claremorris Line. The 
remainder, viz.: £48,688, is a liability 
of the baronies subject to their right to 
recover from the Treasury an amount 
oqual to one-half of what they pay 
under their guarantee up to a maximum 
of 2 per cent. on the capital of the rail- 
ways. Translated into figures this 
means, as shown in the Table, that the 
Treasury has a maximum liability of 
£20,586 and the baronies of £28,102 per 
annum. 

ln 1913 neither party had to meet its 
maximum liability. Some of the lines 
made a profit and thc liability of the 
baronies in that year amounted only to 
£21,298. This sum was subsequently 
reduced by some £6,500 received from 
the Local Taxation Account under a 
provision in the Local Government Act, 
1898, whereby that account is made 
available for relief of the railway rate 
to the extent of onc-half of the amount 
by which that rate exceeds 6d. in the £. 

During British control the baronies 
generally were not^ called on to pay 
more than they paid in 1913, and it 
would not be easy to determine exactly 
what the results of working the 
baronial lines were under control. Since 
control ceased in 1921 the position has 
been very different. The group of 
baronial railways mentioned in the 
Table actually made a working loss of 
approximately £107,000 in 1922. Ac- 
ccrding to the law, therefore, the 
baronics were liable in 1922 not only 
for their maximum contributions to 
dividends, viz., £28,102, but also for a 
further £107,000 to meet losses in work- 
ing. 1922 was, of course, an abnormal 
year, and in 1923 the loss on working 
fell to approximately £30,000. But 
even in that year it will be seen that 
the iiabilities of the baronies were 
nearly four times as great as their 
actual net payments in 1913. 

Needless to say, the baronies have 
not met these liabilities, and I do not 
think they have been asked to. The 
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lines have kept open by using their 
share of the amounts received as com- 
pensation for control from the British 
(Jovernment, but these amounts are ap- 
proaching exhaustion, and undér the 
present system, some at any rate, of 
these baronial lines cannot go on much 
longer. 

The essential features of the problem 
we have to consider, therefore, are 
these: The main linc system in its pre- 
sent form is doubtfully remunerative, 
even with rates much higher than the 
trade of the country can bear, and the 
smaller lines have no prospect of con- 
tinuing except by imposing burdens on 
the baronies which the baronies could 
not reasonably be asked to sustain. That 
is the problem brie% stated; it is ob- 
viously not a simple one, and it is cer- 
tainly not one to be disposed of by a 
phrase. 

Fortunately, it is a problem on which 
much light has been thrown by Com- 
missions, Royal and other, that have ex- 
amined it at intervals. All of them ar- 
rivcd at one agreed conclusion, that the 
Irish railway system was the victim of 
too many independent managements, 
and that it plainly needed concentra- 
tion of control. The experts differed 
as to the bcst form of control, but that 
it should be unified as far as practic- 
able they were unanimous. It has often 
been remarked that the mileage of the 
whole railway system of Ireland does* 
not amount to that of one of the old 
trunk line systems in Great Britain be- 
fore 1921, in which year much larger 
groups were formed, and the task of 
managing the whole of the Irish system 
has, with some exaggeration, been re- 
presented as a light and agreeable part- 
time occupation. 

At the beginning of our investiga- 
tions it was left to the main line com- 
panies to submit any proposals they 
had to make with regard to the first 
obvious step to be taken, namely, the 
elimination of redundant managements, 
the Government expressing a leaning 
towards unification, but indicating its 
readiness to consider with an open j 
mind the railway companies’ views on : 
the matter. The companies spent pom? \ 
considerable time on discussions bev 
tween themselves, and the Government 
showed cpnsiderable patience in await- 
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ing the result so that it could not be 
charged thereafter, with thrusting any 
theoretical dcvices of its own on the 
practical men engíiged in the businessi 

From the outset the Government in- 
dicated that it was not prepared to 
force on any of the lines operating both 
in the Saorstát and the Six Counties 
any arbitrary divisions of their under- 
takings at the boundary. Had those 
lines voluntarily made proposals for re- 
organisation consistent with the public 
interest of the Saorstát the Government 
was fully prcpared to give them every 
consideration. But it was and is con- 
vinced that any proposal to dividc those 
undertakings into two parts at the pre- 
sent boundary, involving as it would 
the formation of two new com- 
panies, one in the Saorstát and 
one in Northern Ireland, with 
all the complications of a re- 
valuation of shares and division of 
stock and equipment, and another ad- 
justment all over again when the boun- 
dary is finally determined—involving, 
possibly, when Ireland attains to her 
inevitable unity, the entire reversal of 
all these adjustments—would neither be 
good business, good politics, nor good 
scnse. Nonc of these companies have 
come forward with any proposal to 
alter their present position, and under 
the circumstances that exist to-day, the 
Government does not intend that they 
should be forced to adopt such a pro- 
posal. It is not in any sense necessary 
to a sound re-organisation scheme for 
the railways situated wholly within thc 
Saorstát. 

After a number of months the discus- 
sions between the companies bore some 
fruit. A provisional agreement was ar- 
rived at between the Great Southern 
and Western Company, the Midland 
Great Western Company, and the Cork, 
Bandon and South Coast for amalgama- 
tion, and they were joined shortly after- 
wards by the Cork and Macroom Com- 
pany and the Cork, Blackrock and Pas- 
sage. Accepting the view that com- 
panies crossing the boundary could not 
at present be amalgamated with the 
companies wholly in the Saorstát, this 
provisional agreement provided for all 
the larger companies of the Saorstát 
except the Dublin and South-Eástern 
Company. As it was all along obvious 
that the larger companies would have 
Vol. 6 
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to be made responsible for the bároni- 
ally guaranteed lines, the companies > 
discussion of the position had by this 
*time practically resulted in the conclu- 
sion that all lines wholly within the 
Saorstát should be amalgamated, the 
position of thc Dublin and South-Eas- 
tern Company alone remaining unde- 
cided. 

I should explain that the Dublin 
and South Eastern Company had made 
itself responsible for a wholly diífe- 
rent scheme based on wholly different 
principles. This scheme I will deal 
with in detail later on. The Govern- 
ment, aftcr close and careful examina- 
tion, could not approve this scheme 
and decided that there were many 
good reasons in favour of and no con- 
vincing rcason against amalgamating 
the Dublin and South Eastern with 
all the other Saorstát companies. 
Thus, I will not say by general agree- 
ment, but at any rate with the Dublin 
and South Eastern Company alone 
objecting, a scheme of unification was 
approved. From the beginning the 
Government inclined to a scheme of 
unification. and for these reasons: The 
primary object of re-organisation is 
a reduction in railway rates. From 
the figures I have quoted earlier it 
will be seen that the best prospect of 
securing this object, consistently with 
a fair deal for raiíway shareholders, 
was by effecting every possible eco- 
nomy in the management and w r orking 
of the lines and by eliminating all 
waste and overlapping. The greater 
the number of units concentrated 
under one control the greater the 
possible economies. Moreover, the 
main lines had to become responsible 
for the baronial lines, and whatcver 
burden this might mean w r ould 
obviously be lightened by placing it 
on as many shoulders as possible. No 
Saorstát line could be left out of the 
unified undertaking if it was to take 
its fair share of responsibility for the 
baronial lines, and, at the same time, 
by sharing in economies, brought to a 
maximum by having the largest pos- 
sible area for their operation, to give 
its users the benefit of the greatest 
possible reductions in rates. To léaVe 
out the Dublin and South < Eástem 
line, for instance, would mean fhat 
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the other mam lines became respon- 
sible.for its proper share of the baro- 
nial lines, though under the provisions 
of the Bill that is a small matter; the 
more serious objection is that the Dub- 
lin and South Eastern would then not 
be one inch advanced towards any 
possible rcductions in its rates below 
their prescnt level. 

I have said that an alternative pro- 
posal was put forward through the 
Dublin and South Eastern Company. 
It is remarkable that only one alter- 
native to unification has been put for- 
ward after the many months given to 
examining the question, and Deputies 
will, therefore, have only two schemes 
between which to decide. The alter- 
native proposal was as follows:— 

1. The Dublin and South Eastern 
and Midland Great Wcsternwere 
to amalgamate and the Great- 
Northern line as far as Dundalk 
was to be joined with this group. 

If the Midland Great Western 
was committed to the Great 
Southern (as was the case) the 
group was then to consist of the 
Dublin and South Eastern and 
Great Northern to Dundalk. 

2. Running powers were to be ar- 
ranged (it has never been ex- 
plained how or with whom) over 
the Great Northern from Dun- 
dalk to Derry or other connec- 
tion with the Donegal railway 3 . 

3. The group was to exercise run- 
ning powers from Waterford to 
Limerick and Cork. 

4. The other companies in the Saor- 
stát were to be formed into a 
second group. 

5. To round off the scheme the pos- 
sibility of a railway from Bun- 
doran to Sligo was adumbrated 
in vague terms. 

6. So far as legislation in the Saor- 
stát could bring this scheme 
about it reduced itself to a 
group consisting of the Dublin 
and South Eastern and the Great 
Northern up to the Boundary, 
competing with the second group 
for trafflc at Limerick and Cork. 

This scheme has nct secured the ap- 
proval or, indeed, the serious con- 
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sideration of any of the companies 
except the Dublin and South Eastem. 
From the Government’s point of view, 
it involves the splitting of the Great 
Northern with a ragged edge cut in 14 
places at the boundary, whatever volun- 
tary arrangements someone might 
thereafter make with someone else for 
running powers over the boundary. 
The group, so far as we had any control 
over it, would not be self-contained, 
and I have alread # y given the reasons 
for regarding a division of the Great 
Northern Railway as impracticable. 
The group is then to compete for traffic 
at Limerick and Cork by running over 
the Waterford to Limerick railway. 
Now, the greater part of the Water- 
ford-Limerick line is a single line, and 
the Dublin and South Eastern from 
Bray to Waterford is also a single line, 
not constructed for fast, heavy traffic. 
This route, which is very roundabout, 
could not be made an effective alterna- 
tive route from Limericlc and Cork to 
Dublin without a very large expendi- 
ture. We have not been informed as to 
who would provide the necessary funds, 
but it is not likely that the lean end of 
the Great Northern Company or the 
Dublin and South Eastern in its pre- 
sent finaneial condition, could or would 
do so. The Dublin and South Eastern 
cannot be taken very seriously in re- 
commending an expensive scheme 
which it would be totally unable to 
carry out itself, and in which its in- 
tended partner, the Great Northem 
Railway, has no íaith at all. 

The main justification given for this 
scheme is that it would provide compe- 
tition and so reduce rates. Now there 
is very little scope for competition to- 
day. Such competition as exists is 
practically limited to cross-channel 
traffic, and it is principally with cross- 
channel traffic in mind that this group- 
ing scheme has been devised. Competi- 
tion in any real sense for local traffic 
could not be provided by the existing 
railways, and to secure it new lines 
v/ould have to be constructed at a very 
large cost. 

Suppose the Government were to 
accept the view that the proper method 
of re-organising the Irish railways was 
to adopt this scheme for creating an in- 
tensified competition for cross-channel 
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traffic, what would be the result? Some- 
one would have to spend large sums of 
money on doubling and strengthening 
the South Eastern line and the Water- 
ford to Limerick line. Else the compe- 
tition would not be efrective; the Dub- 
lin and South Eastern Company to-day 
has the right to run over the Water- 
ford-Limerick line, but it prefers to the 
exercise of that right a payment of con- 
siderably less than £3,000 a year. How 
would a return on this great expendi- 
ture be obtained? Not, obviously, 
from cross-channel traffic; that is to be 
carried at reduced competitive rates. 
Local traffic, for which there is little or 
no competition, would have to pay— 
and pay through greatly increased 
rates, the present charges being barely 
sufficient to yield the ordinary divid- 
ends and a great deal of fresh capital 
having by hypothesis been spent on 
which a return must be obtained. The 
disparity between through and local 
rates, which is already a grievance of 
Irish manufacturers, would be im- 
mensely increased. 

And what of the other group in the 
meantime? It is general knowledge 
that some of the most serious difficulties 
of the Irish railway companies arise 
from the fact that the substantial 
centres of traffic are widely distant, 
that the companies have long hauls 
with little opportunity to add to their 
revenue en route; in short, that there 
is barely sufficient traffic to go round. 
If, therefore, one of the two groups pro- 
posed in this seheme succeeded in ab- 
stracting any substantial quantity of 
traffic from the other, that other would 
be left with a business reduced below 
the existing remunerative minimum, 
and (if it did not sell itself to its vic- 
torious competitor) would have to 
make large additions to its rates in 
order to keep its head above water. 
Such additions, presumably, could not 
be put on to the competitive cross-chan- 
nel traffic, and would have to be borne 
entirely by the rates for local traffic. I 
should add that the Dublin and South 
Eastern group does not propose to take 
any responsibility for the baronial lines 
—the other group is to take the whole 
of it. 

The ónly remedy I have heard sug- 
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gested for the obvious defects in this 
scheme is that they should be left 
vaguely for the beneficence of the big 
English company to remedy. We are 
to depend on the spending by the big 
English companies of large sums of 
money in competing against each other 
for cross-channel traffic while intemal 
traffic, like Cinderella, humbly awaits 
the appearance, some time or another, 
of a fairy godmother. 

Now the big English companies have 
done a great deal for Irish trade, and 
they are rich and powerful corpora- 
tions. Their continued services are of 
great importance to Irish trade, and I 
was gratified to notice statements re- 
cently made in London indicating that 
these services would continue and be 
developed. There is nothing in this Bill 
to discourage the English companies. 
Their present position is maintained 
and protected by it. All the agreements 
and arrangements on the faith of which 
they have incurred expenditure on their 
Irish services remain entirely unaltered, 
they have ample seope for new agree- 
ments in t-he future. It would, however, 
be expecting too much of them that 
they should plunge into a large and un- 
remunerative expenditure on our ac- 
count, and even if they were inclined to 
do so the British Railways Act of 1921 
contains stringent checks on any such 
inclination. The British Rates Tribunal 
will see thát British railway companies 
do not engage in any such orgy of un- 
economic expenditure as the Dublin and 
South Eastern would have us rely on. 
No Irish Government could seriously 
propound as a scheme of re-organisa- 
tion for the Irish railways, their being 
dangled as a prize before rival English 
companies, interested in the develop- 
ment of one side only of our railway 
service. We can ensure the due deve- 
lopment of that side, without leaving 
the future of the other to chance. By 
making the most, under Irish control, 
of our existing system in the way pro- 
vided for in this Bill,- we leave ample 
scope for future competition at the 
ports in cross-channel traffic, but 
such competition will be concentrated 
at the ports and not disorganise or com- 
plicate the internal economy of our 
transport system. 

On this subject of competition there 
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{The President.] 

are one or two quotations I would like 
to give to the Dáil. In a book on the 
Irish railways, written by a gentleman 
who has held and still holds a very re- 
sponsible position in the railway world 
—and who must have listened on a re- 
cent occasion to statements by the 
chairman of his company with much un- 
easiness—I find this:— 

The advantages of railway competi- 
tion in Ireland are greatly overrated 
by the public. From the nature of 
things it is physically impossible that 
effective railway competition should 
exist in Ireland except between a 
very few favoured pairs of places. 
Moreover, competition is, in most 
places, only a temporary expedient, 
and the keener it is the stronger the 
inducement to bring it to an end by 
compromise. Eailway managers, if 
they are wise, will be constantly on 
the look-out for opportunities for 
terminating antagonism at competing 
points by some sort of mutuai 
arrangement. 

That does not encourage us to leave 
everything to competition between the 
big English companies. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Will the President 
give us the author’s name? 

The PRESIDENT : I will have to look 
up the author’s name. In the 1910 re- 
port of the Scotter Commission, perhaps 
the most expert of all the Commissions 
that have considered the Irish railway 
question, there are conclusions to the 
following effect:— 

1. For internal traffic the Irish rail- 
ways are essentially non-competi- 
tive. 

2. Very few places in the country are 
linked by more than one line of 
rail communication. 

3. The only effect of competition be- 
tween railways is a tendency to in- 
crease the cost of working and 
thus prevent or delay reductions 
in railway tariffs. 

4. Such competition benefits neither 
the companies nor the public. 

5. The Irish companies appeared to 
be following the lead of the great 
Engllsh companies in discontinu- 


ing competition and substituting 
the more economical and profit- 
able system of pooling receipts. 
The economies in working to be 
secured by such arrangements 
would go, A normally, to increase 
dividends while railways re- 
mained in the hands of commer- 
cial companies, while a public ad- 
ministration would be more likely 
to avail of them to reduce charges. 

6. Through traffic with Great Bri- 
tain was essentially competitivc 
and would remain so under uni- 
fication. A unified administra- 
tion, whether public or private, 
would direct through traffic as 
far as praeticable by the shortest 
route, resulting in more economi- 
cal working and increased net 
revenue, available for dividend 
or rcduction of rates. 

Deputies will, no doubt, ponder 
these very definite statements by ex- 
perts on the subject of competition. 

To put the case against this group- 
ing proposal shortly, it offers no pre- 
sent remedy at all for what I have 
stated to be the two chief elements 
in the railway problem: firstly, the 
excessive rates on traffic, particularly 
internal traffic, and, secondly, the diffi- 
culties of the smaller lines, unless it 
is a remedy for the latter problem to 
tack the whole of them on to your 
rivaFs group. The scheme is really 
one which leaves the future of the 
Saorstát railways partly to chance and 
partly to external exploitation, with 
the constant risk of every benefit it 
is supposed to confer being swept 
away in a night by such an agreement 
between these external interests, as 
the Scotter Commission thought to be 
an obvious point' of railway policy. 
The Dublin and South Eastern has 
recently suggested that if the virtues 
of the proppsal which it has made are 
not immediately apparent it should 
be left in its present position to make 
such^ arrangements hereafter as it may 
consider beneficial. I would ask the 
public dependent on that line what it 
thinbs of having to shoulder the bur- 
den. of the present rates and fares for 
an indefinite time; because that com- 
pany, stariding alone, can do little to 
reduce them, and I would remind^the 
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company that the role of an outpost 
waiting on the turn of events here, is 
a r&le íot tirhich there is now no scope. 

The Government has no hesitation 
in preferring the plan in this Bill, but 
I have explained in detail the nature 
of the only other plan submitted to it 
so that Deputies may judge of its 
merits themselves. 

Now, unification is itself open to 
definite objections. It creates a mono- 
poly against which the public must 
be protected. The Bill contains many 
provisions for this purpose, the prin- 
cipal being those creating a judicial 
tribunal, which, and not the monopoly, 
has the sole right to fix its charges. 
The same judicial tribunal has power 
to decide complaints as to the ser- 
vices rendered and facilities provided 
for railway traffic. The Minister for 
Industry and Commerce has the right 
of access to this tribunal, on all ques- 
tions affecting the public interest. He 
has also the fullest powers of investi- 
gation into the whole management and 
working of the unified undertaking. 
The basis prescribed for the fixing of 
rates is such that while t-he interests 
of the railway shareholders are rea- 
sonably safeguarded, the management 
of the unified undertaking is given 
the necessary incentives to economy 
and efficiency. In every direction in 
which the public interest might be 
prejudiced by the unifieation scheme 
ample checks have, in our judgment, 
been provided, but if it is shown that 
there is anything we have overlooked 
we will be glad to consider provision 
for it also. 

Special interests have represented 
that the Bill would prejudice them, 
and in particular certain members of 
the Port Board of Dublin have ex- 
pressed anxiety. Its case, as put to 
the Government, was that under an 
agreement between the Great Southern 
and Western Company and the Great 
Westem Company of England all traffic 
is to be diverted to Rosslare, that 
after unification this will apply to the 
whole unified undertaking,. and that 
to secure the Port of Dublin against 
these dangers reorganisation should be 
based on the policy of promoting in- 
temal competition in the Saorstát 
between English companies. 
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Now, the agreement with the Great 
Western Company of England does hot 
provide for the diversion of all traffic 
via Rosslare, but merely of unconsigned 
traffic arising on certain defined parts 
of the Great Southern system, traffic 
normally amounting to about 10 per 
cent. of the total cross-channel traffic of 
that company; the Bill specifically pro- 
vides for the maintenance of this agree- 
ment, but definitely limits its operation 
to those parts of the undertakings to be 
unified to which at present it applies; 
lastly, while the interests of the Port of 
Dublin are of undoubted importance, 
that importance is not so overwhelming 
as to justify us in subordinating to 
them the whole future of the railways 
of the Saorstát under a scheme which 
we regard as essentially unsound. All 
Saorstát ports are fully protected 
under the provisions of the Bill, and if 
any of them are prejudiced in compet- 
ing for traffic, it will not be by reason 
of the railway services rendered by the 
unified undertaking. There are, in 
fact, provisions included in the Biíl of 
general effect for the protection of the 
ports, which in a particular case, the 
Port of Dublin has effectively invoked 
for its own protection in the past. I 
may observe again that, as a matter of 
obvious good faith, the Bill maintains 
all other agreements between English 
and Irish companies, such as that 
between the Dublin and South Eastern 
ond London, Midland and Scottish 
Companies, similar in its general effect 
to the one between the Great Southern 
and Western and the Great Western of 
England. 

It is, perhaps, desirable that I should 
deal plainly with what is generally 
lcnown, that the principal fears of those 
\vho objected to the scheme in this Bill 
are based on the obsession that it puts 
the Great Southern and Western Com- 
pany in control of the Saorstát rail- 
ways, that that company having com- 
mitments with one of the English com- 
panies, will use its influence to the pre- 
judice of the other and of the ports in 
which that other is interested, and that 
in eflfect the Bill gives the Greát South- 
em Company an autocratic monopoly 
in railway traffic. Now I do not pre- 
tend that any railway company is a dis- 
interested body. I have not met any 
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[The President.] explain that when we come to the Com- 


railjvay directors who neglected an op- 
portunity to advanqe their compan^’s 
interests, nor have I met many to whom 
the directors of a rival company were 
not the objects of an almost feverish 
suspicion and hostility. No doubt 
these feelings arise out of past experi- 
encé, but the area of railway competi- 
tion has progressively diminished, and 
no Government need base its railway 
policy on the mutual suspicions of the 
past. It is everywhere recognised that 
railway companies must submit to a 
large increase of public supervision, 
and I would ásk any sane person who 
studies tliis BiJl dispassionately, whe- 
ther, in reason and in fairness, it can 
possibly be described as a Bill to hand 
over the railways to the will and plea- 
sure of the Great Southern Company, 
or of any other company. If the Bill 
has that effect nothing is further from 
our intention, and we are ready—it is 
known that we are ready—to make any 
amendments necessary to give effect to 
what is our intention, that our domestic 
railway system shouíd be made as effi- 
cient and economical as our resources 
permit, to serve the trade of the coun- 
try without favouring any internal in- 
terest or discriminating against 
any external one. We do not 
intend, nor will we permit, this 
Bill to be used by any one 
party to further its own private in- 
terests or to prejudice those of others. 

Another objection has been urged to 
the scheme in the Bill. It is said that 
the competition of the lines crossing the 
boundary which are not included in 
unification, will prejudice the Saorstát. 
The Port of Dublin makes this point, so 
it is evidently not whole-hearted in its 
advocacy of competition. Now this 
competition exists to-day, and I fail to 
see how the Saorstát or any particular 
interest is prejudiced by a scheme de- 
signed to fortify the Saorstát lines—a 
scheme that by increasing their effi- 
ciency while reducing their rates, must 
greatly assist those lines to face any 
competition. 

Mr. DAVHT: Can the President say 
how you can control the rates beyond 
the borderf 

The PBESIDENT: I will be able to 


mittee Stage, to the De- 

1 o’cloch. puty’s perfect setisfaction. 

The units in the amal- 
gamated undertaking will, as the result 
of this Bill, be in a stronger not a 
weaker, position to cope with competi- 
tion from the North. It has been said 
that this is not true of the main lines 
since they will have to accept the bur- 
den of the baronial lines. When we 
come to the details of the Bill Deputies 
will see that there is nothing in this 
point—the baronial lines involve a 
negligible, if any, burden, and it is 
many times counterbalanced by the ad- 
vantages that will accrue to the main 
line from unification. I do not think 
traders will see any disadvantage in 
having for the time being alternative 
routes across the boundary open to 
them, nor do I think the closing of those 
routes in the interest of any particular 
port could be defended. They will 
serve as a stimulus both to the railways 
and the ports in the Saorstát, to pro- 
vide the services that traders require. 

I have now dealt with the main 
points of policy in the Bill, and will 
only deal briefly with some of its more 
important details. They will, of 
course, be fully considered in Com- 
mittee. 

In providing for the judicial fixing 
of rates it is necessary to determine the 
basis on which they should be fixed. 
For this purpose we have adopted the 
principles of the British Railways Act 
of 1921, and havc provided that the 
rates. should be such as will yield a 
certain standard annual net revenue, 
provided the management is economicaí 
and efficient. This standard revenue, 
which represents approximately the 
sum divisible as profits, we have fixed 
at the average of the three years ending 
in 1913. In England the year 1913 was 
adopted for this purpose, and the Irish 
companies naturally pressed us to do 
the same. But as will be seen from the 
White Paper, the net revenue in 1913 
was the peak figure. It had never been 
reached^ before, and notwithstanding 
greatly increased charges, has not been 
attained since, though admittedly the 
cpmpanies have not had a normal yeat 
since. # In our view, it is not wise for 
the railway proprietors to demand a 
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standard which they might have diffi- 
cnlty in attaining, and which may be 
inconsistent with such a level of 
charges as the trade of the country 
nuist have. Though, in our opinion, 
the scope for economies in the railways 
to be unificd is large, it naturally 
cannot be so large as among the very 
much bigger undertakings out of which 
the new British groups were formed. 
The British groups, therefore, had much 
more chance of maintaining a higher 
revenue out of the samc or a lower level 
of rates. If, notwithstanding the great 
increase in worldng expenses, share- 
holders receive the average of the three 
best normal years in the history of the 
railways, and after any year in which 
the railways earn more, retain 20 per 
eent. of the increase, they should be 
well content. We have accordingly 
provided that the standard revenue 
should be the average net revenue of 
the three years ending in 1913. The 
averagc earned income in these three 
years amounts to £1,088,233. To ar- 
rive at the net revenue there must be 
added the contributions in respect of 
the baronial lines. These amounted to 
£36,225 in 1913. The precise amounts 
for 1911 and 1912 have not yet been 
ascertained, but thev may be taken at 
about the same figure. The total aver- 
age net revenue thus becomes, approxi- 
mately, £1,124,458, and this is exclusive 
o£ the interest allowance in respect of 
additional capital expenditure since 
that. date. 

The capital ranking for dividend is 
£27,310,334. £1,124,458 r epresents 

4.12 per cent. on this eapital. 

Mr. DAVIN—Nominal? 

The PRESIDENT : Actual. The 
figure of 3.48 per cent. quoted in the 
statement issued by the railway com- 
panies, therefore, gravely misrepre- 
sents the ,true effect of the Bill on 
railway shareholders. I must take this 
occasion of deploring the too common 
tendency in business circles and the 
Press to rush into print with inaccu- 
rate comments on Government propo- 
sals based on imperfect examination 
of those proposals. Responsible busi- 
ness men shóuld be slow to make state- 
ments from a partisan point of view, 
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which, as in this case, are not sup- 
ported by the facts and tend to under- 
mine that public confidence which is 
essential to the prosperity of busine3S. 
The statement that scant considera- 
tion is shown for shareholders by this 
Bill is, in the light of the figures I 
have quoted, absolutely without justi- 
fication. It might, with greater accu- 
racy, be said that what does receive 
scant consideration, at least from rail- 
way companies, is the fact that rates 
here are 150 per cent. or more over 
1913 rates, while on the British rail- 
ways the increase is only 50 per cent. 

I think the railway companies now 
realise that most of the over-hasty 
criticisms of the Bill eontained in 
their statement results from misun- 
derstanding the effect of the Bill, and 
that, on re-consideration, thcy cannot 
be substantiated. Experience only 
will show whether the consideration 
shareholders are in fact given is con- 
sistent with a reasonable level of rail- 
way charges. 

Some, though not all, of the railway 
companies profess to regard the econo- 
mies to be secured by unification as 
cornparatively small. I think this is 
rather their “ brief ” than their real 
anticipation. It would not be a wise 
attitude for them to adopt, because 
unless thev are able, by their ability 
and effieiency and with all the oppor- 
tunities given them by this Bill, to 
provide adequate services at reason- 
able raies. I think the country may 
be foreed to adopt some other scheme 
for running the railways. 

Mr. DAVIN: Very soon, too. 

The PRESIDENT: I hope not. Per- 
sonally, I am no expert, but I am 
quite confidcnt that if they put their 
minds to it—and a satisfactory ser- 
vice depends as much on their doing 
that as on the shape given to the rail- 
way system by any legislative mea- 
sure—the companies will make good 
on the basis of this Bill. By making' 
good I mean, chiefly, providing the 
services the coíintry requires at rates 
the count,ry can afford to pay. On 
any basis more favourable to the 
shareholders than the Bill providea 
their future would be more doubtful, 
while as it is, if they can do better 
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than it anticipates, they retain a share 
of the improvement gained in each 
year so that they can steadily pro- 
gress. 

The next point to touch on is the 
arrangements relating to the baronial 
lines. So far as the unified under- 
taking is concerned, it will be ex- 
pected to provide for any losses in 
worldng the baronial lines, while it 
will receive from the Government for 
a period of ten years an amount equi- 
valent to the dividends on the capital 
of those lines. Now, I have said that 
the losses on working the baronial 
lines in 1922 was £107,000. Iri 1923 
this dropped to £30,000, and that was 
a year in which the effects of the dis- 
orders wcre still being fclt and traífic 
was still dislocated. In a normal year 
the loss on working should not ex- 
ceed at the very worst £20,000 and 
of this at. least one-half should be 
saved by bringing the baronial lines 
under one management. Sinee the 
normal working expenses of the un- 
dertakings to be unified amount to 
about millions, a sum of £10,000 
more or less is really negligible. Hav- 
ing a direct incentive to do so, the 
unified undertaking will no doubt 
reduce this figurc nearly to vanishing 
point in a very short time. 

The figure of £41,000 quotcd in the 
statement issued by the railway com- 
panies is, in our view, a serious over- 
estimate, and that statement makes 
the wholly false point that the loss, 
whatever it is, will fall on the share- 
holders of other companies. On the 
contrary, it must be met out of rail- 
way charges, so that the shareholders 
may receive their standard net re- 
venue. In any event, even if the loss 
amounted to what seems to us the 
fantastic figure of £41,000, this would 
only mean lfd. in the ton on the rates 
for merchandise traífic. The railway 
companies , own statement quotes 2Jd. 
in the ton as a negligible figure. 

With regard to the payment to be 
made by the Government, it will be 
seen from the White Paper that the 
guarantee of dividends is in part a lia- 
bilitjr of the baronies and in part of 
the Govjernment. The Oovernment will, 
.for ten years, find an amount equal to j 


its maximum liability; we are asking 
the baronies to find for the same period 
the amount they found in 1913. Thus, 
of a total annual sum of £48,688, the 
Government will provide £20,586 and 
the baronies £21,298; the remainder will 
be provided by the Local Taxation Ac- 
count. Since in 1913 the baronies were 
subsequently relievcd out of this ac- 
count to the cxtent of some £6,500 they 
will, under the provisions of the Bill, 
be paying £6,500 more than their ac- 
tual net payment in 1913. But this in- 
erease is a very moderate amount, com- 
pared with their legal liabilities under 
present conditions which, in respect of 
dividends, amount to more than £28,000, 
and in respect of losses on working, to 
whatcvor those losscs may be. More- 
over, their whole liability, now in most 
eases perpetual, will tcrminate in ten 
years. Sincc, in certain cases, the Bill 
would involve some increases in the 
local ratc for railways as compared 
with the year 1913 powers are taken, on 
the application of any County Council, 
to spread thc rate over a 
wider area than at present, 
over the whole country, if de- 
sired, and thereby to lighten its 
ineidence. Particular baronies have 
borne the whole burden for a great 
many years, and it is anticipated that 
some Couneils, at any ratc, will be pre- 
pared to ask the whole of their county 
to sce these payments through for the 
ten years that remain, it being undeni- 
able that the whole of some counties 
gains definite benefits, direct or in- 
direct, from the maintenance in it of 
these baronial railway services. 

The limit of ten years after which the 
unified undertaking will continue with- 
out payments from the Government has 
been fixed, because as a plain matter of 
business the unified undertaking will, 
before the expiration of that period, 
either have realised our expectations to 
an extent which will make baronial 
dividends a negligiblc item, or else will 
have been replaced by some other sys- 
tem. An arrangement which necessita- 
ted the maintenance of guarantees after 
a period of ten years could not be re- 
garded as a fínal or satisfactory solu- 
tion of the Irish railway problem. 

The arrangement by which some of 
the larger companies are to be amalga- 
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mated íirst and the smaller companies 
then absorbed is adopted simply 
as a matter of convenience. If each 
company has to negotiate with all the 
others the discussion and settlement of 
terms, by agreement or by the tribunal, 
would go on interminably. If the 
larger companies are íirst amalgamated 
as the nucleus of the scheme half the 
work is donc, and decisions as to the 
terms oti which the others are to be ab- 
sorbed are then much simplified. 

There are not' many other points to 
which I need refer now. Though there 
is a detailed agreement in operation 
governing the procedure for dealing 
with questions of wages and conditions 
of employment on the railways, we have 
not scheduled it to this Bill, as was done 
in Englancl, becausc the creation of thc 
unified undertaking will presumably 
involve corresponding changes in the 
wording of the agreement. We have, 
however, provided for any such agree- 
ment being given official recognition 
so far as it may be desired. 

The present charges made by the 
railway companies result from an 
Order issued by the Britisli Minister of 
Transport in 1920. As the fixing by 
the railway tribunal of the new stan- 
dard charges must necessarily take a 
oonsiderable time, we have provided for 
an interim review by the tribunal with- 
in three months from the passing of the 
Bill, of the rates authorised by that 
Order, so that if there has been a 
change of circumstances since it was 
made the change may be reflected in 
modifications of the rates. 

Certain powers relating to the rail- 
ways crossing the Boundary are taken 
by the Bill. Provision is made for the 
tribunal to hear any applications by 
traders or the companies for modifi- 
cations in existing rates for convey- 
ance on the lines within the Saorstát, 
which the tribunal will determine by 
reference to the reasonableness or 
otherwise of those rates. This corres- 
ponds to a similar power retained bv 
the British Government in respect of 
rates on these railways across the 
Border. The Bill also requires all 
raihvay companies operating in the 
Saorstát to make fvdl disclosure of 
any agreements reláting to the con- 
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veyance of traffic origínating in or 
destined for the Saorstát. 

Questions relating to canals and 
inland waterways have recently been 
discussed in' the Dáil. An inquiry 
supplemental to that of the Canal 
Commission and directed primarily to 
the commercial aspects of inland navi- 
gation is now proceeding, but we are 
not yet in a position, even if the neces- 
sary funds were available, to put for- 
ward a drastic scheme of re-organisa- 
tion for the Canals. The old Railways 
and Canals Commission, however, had 
power to deal with questions relating 
to the faeilities and accommodation 
provided for traffic on the canals and 
this power is transferred to the Tribu- 
nal under the Bill. Charges on canals 
are at present regulated by orders 
which thc Ministcr for Industry and 
Commerce has power to revise under 
the Statutory Undertaldngs (Continu- 
ance of Oharges) (No. 2) Act, 1923, 
after reference to a body called the 
Rates Advisory Committce. The Bill 
substitutes for that Committee the 
Railway Tribunal, so that it ís on the 
advice of the Tribunal the Minister 
Avill act in any revision of existing 
charges. Canal undertakings are em- 
powered by the Bill to complain of ex- 
ceptional competitive rates instituted 
by railway fcompanies. So that this 
Bill. while it does not purport to éffect 
a re-organisation of the inland water- 
ways, does give the users of them 
definite means of redressing gríevances 
in respect of chargcs, accommodation 
and facilities for traffic and against 
undue rate-cutting by rival railway 
undertafcings. 

Mr. DAVIN: Does this Bill include 
control of the Royal Canal by the new 
amalgamated company? 

The PRESIDENT: Ycs. The sugges- 
tion was at one time made that the 
(lovernment should nominate some 
directors on the unified Railway 
Board, but, after careful consideration, 
this suggestion was not adopted. Such 
directors would be in an anomálous 
position with a divided responsibility. 
It is preferablé to take powers, as is 
done in the Bill, for the Ministry for” 
Industry arid Cómmerce to obtain full 
information about all detailá aifeétiíig 
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[The President.] 

the working of the undertaking; with 
these powers and the right for the 
Ministry to appear in proceedings be- 
fore the Tribunal the public interest 
should be amply safeguarded. 

These are all the points into which, 
I think, it is necessary to go at this 
stage. All I have to add is this—the 
Government puts forward this scheme 
as the only one which, after close and 
unprejudiced examination, it believes 
to be consistent with the public in- 
terests of the Saorstát ás a whole. It 
is a scheme which strikes a fair bal- 
ance between the interests of railway 
proprietors on the one hand, and 
traders and ,public on the other; it 
provides equally for our internal and 
our external traffic; for main lines and 
for baronial lines it preserves un- 
diminished all the present rights and 
interests of English companies and of 
Northern companies without surren- 
dering or derogating from our econo- 
mic independence. And, lastly, it 
secures, in a reasonable and at the 
same time effective manner, for the 
necessary public supervision over an 
essential service. 

Mr. HEWAT: Are we to adjourn 
now? 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE: The 

Dáil stands adjourned until 2.30, when 
Deputy Hewat will resume the debate 

The Dáil adjourned at 1.30 p.m. 
and resumed at 2.45 p.m., An Ceann 
Comhairle in the Chair. 

Mr. HEWAT: We listened with plea- 
sure this morning to the President’s ex- 
planation of the Bill before us now for 
Second Reading and called the Rail- 
ways Bill. The statement of the Presi- 
dent was evidently very carefully pre- 
pared and indicated, I think, that he 
was not very sure of the reception the 
Bill was going to get, and he was at 
very considerable pains to put forward 
a strong case for it. This Bill proposes 
to establish unification of the railways 
of the Free State. Naturally, one 
would like to have an explanation as to 
why it was necessary for the Góvern- 
ment to bring in a Bill of this very 
drastic and far-reaching nature. Thére 


are three bodies of people concerned 
largely with the railways:—The rail- 
way owners covered by the Directors 
and the management, who are the repre- 
sentatives of the shareholders; there are 
the business people who want the con- 
venience of having their goods carried 
over the railways at the best possible 
terms; there are the public who look to 
the railways to give them certain accom- 
modation. These three parties have in- 
timate association and connection with 
the railways, and one \yould expect that 
the introduction of a Bill in Parliament 
would be at the instigation of one of 
those groups, if not possibly all. I fail 
to find that among any of the three 
classes there has been any demand for a 
Bill such as that now before the House. 
We must, therefore, look to find out 
what is the cause or inspiration of the 
Government 's movement in this direc- 
tion. 

The President in his statement has in- 
dicated that the baronial railways, a 
vcry small section of the railways, are in 
a bad way. He has instanced the case 
by pointing out that freights and rates 
are very high, and that this Bill is in- 
tended as a remedy for these two evils. 
I rather think that the inspiration has 
come from outside the Saorstát alto- 
gether. At the end of the Great War 
the railway companies in Great Britain 
and Ireland, following the very dele- 
terious effects of the necessary control 
which operated over them in connection 
with the war, found from the experience 
they had gained, or rather the Govern- 
ment had found in the network of rail- 
ways covering Great Britain, and owing 
to the urgency of getting down rates, 
that there was a lot of unnecessary com- 
petition amongst the railways in Great 
Britain. They proposed to the railway 
companies that they should handle this 
matter themselves, and very much on the 
lines of the quite successful policy that 
was followed by the banks in amalga- 
mation, and which resulted in the crea- 
tion of the Big Five, and they considered 
that something on the same lines applied 
to the railways would be useful and eco- 
nomical. The railway companies pro- 
pounded their scheme. In other words, 
they fell in and co-operated with the 
Govemment in their effort to do what 
was undoubtedly a desirable thing. But 
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you do not find that the Britisher, and 
however we may look at the Britisher as 
being a stupid person as compared with 
the more brilliant Irish, we do not find 
that he is in any way unable to mind and 
to administer his own afFairs in a very 
successful manner. 

Now, clearly the policy of the British 
Railway Amalgamation is to amalga- 
mate, but still to keep the competitive 
elements alive. The British railways 
and the British Government did not go 
totheL.M. & S. and say: “ You must 
amalgamate with the G.W.R. ,, They 
did not do any such thing. They said 
to the G.W.R.: “ You form a group, and 
let the L.M.S. form another group,” and 
that has been successfully accomplished 
and carried out. I ask any Deputy in 
this House who knows anything about 
railway matters to look at thc results of 
thc amalgamation of the railways in 
( íreat Britain and to say whether it has 
had the effect of eliminating competi- 
tion. 

I say to-day there is a growúng com- 
petition betw r een these people, a sane 
and wholesome competition, not a cut- 
throat competition, but a sane and 
healthy competition amongst these 
railways in Great Britain, which is of 
eminent importance and advantage to 
the trading community. We see the 
effects of it over here. Now, in our de- 
sire not to be behindhand in this rail- 
way question, I understand that the 
Government have said to the railways 
here: “ Go thou and do likewise. ,, As 
far as they have done that I am with 
them. In so far as they propose this 
Bill I condemn it; I condemn their me- 
thods, and Pask the Dáil to condemn 
them. The basis of this Bill is unifi- 
cation of all the railways. The Free 
State main railways are the Great 
Southern and Western, operating from 
Dublin to the South, and the Midland 
Great Western, operating from Dublin 
to the West. These two railways have 
no more cause to amalgamate than 
would the G.W.R. of England with the 
L.M.S. There is no earthly justifica- 
tion for amalgamating them. They 
practically do not touch one another; 
they are separate entities, serving sepa- 
rate districts, and what I might almost 
call separate peoples. The amalgama- 
tion of these two railways, in my opi- 
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nion, is not in the interests of the Free 
State in any way. I say that the amal- 
gamation of these two railways is not 
going to save anything that matters in 
administration, but, rather, in my opi- 
nion, it is going to saddle a monopoly 
upon the people, which they are going 
to pay through the nose for, and is 
going to establish an autocratic control 
of the railways that will be unapproach- 
able by business men, and is going to 
establish a stranglehoíd on the country 
as a whole. 

Take the case of the Great Southern 
and Western Railway. They were ap- 
proachod and asked to eonsider the tak- 
ing in of eompanies. I understand they 
did so, and put forward proposals to 
take in praetically all the railways in 
the South of Ireland. It seems to me 
that, in doing so, they showed sanity, 
beeause that would give continuity to 
the railwavs which is very desirable. In 
connection with that amalgamation, 
there may be some railways under the 
title of baronial railways. It is not too 
much to say that that larger amalgama- 
tion would be saddled if necessary with 
any railways that the Government felt 
that they had an obligation for in their 
own district. 

The President made some points 
in connection with the baronial guaran- 
teod railwavs, and as to their inability 
to make dividends for their 
3 o*clock. shareholders. They certainly 
are a charge, in some cases, 
on the county or the barony. If that 
charge were spread over the whole 
county it would not necessarily be 
much; but, at all events, on the basis of 
their being originally built—I presume 
they were built on the claim of the 
people of a district that a railway 
should be made—I think the people 
might be reasonably expected to have 
had the foresight or the knowledge to 
form an opinion as to whether the rail- 
way would pay or not. At all events, 
if it was at their. instigation that the 
railway was built, and if they willingly 
and voluntarily committed themselves 
to pay a charge, and if the thing was a 
failure, it does not seem to me that the 
whole proposition raised by these rail- 
ways being run at a small loss is anjr 
justification for a wide-spread measure 
of unification such as is involved in this 
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Bill. I do not think that they present 
any very great difficulty; certainly not 
an insuperable difficulty, in connection 
with the railway problem. 

The basis of this plea for unification 
is that the railway charges are high, 
higher than they should be, and that 
must be admitted. We must also re- 
cognise that in the year before the war, 
the year 1913, the railways were not 
doing anything wonderful in the way 
of making profit, but still they were 
in a sound fínancial condition. During 
the period of the war they came under 
control owing to the war. After the 
war, we had our own little war, our 
own big war, and we have just emerged 
from that, and as we all hope have 
emerged from it for good, but if we 
have emerged írom that state of affairs, 
is it not fair to ask that the railway 
cómpanies should be allowed to go on 
in peace and see how far their diffi- 
culties have been overcome? With a 
better state of trade in the country, 
and a more peaceful outlook, the rail- 
ways would materially benefit, and I, 
for one, am not in the least pessimistic 
about their position. Why, therefore, 
this question of unification? If the uni- 
fication proposition came from the rail- 
ways themselves, while not agreeing 
with it and probably resisting it, still 
it would not have the insidious effect 
of a Bill proposed by the Government, 
involving Government control and prac- 
tically putting the railways in the posi- 
tion that really in my opinion would 
be almost better covered by the Bill 
proposed as a Private Bill in this 
House and discussed and rejected by 
this House, which was put forward by 
the Labour Party. What is the differ- 
ence between these two Bills? In this 
Bill, in my opinion, the Government 
can take control. They do not take 
any responsibility for financing in so 
far as the financial running of the rail- 
ways is concerned. They are run as 
private concems. This Bill is only a 
step in the same direction as that which 
was advocated by Deputy Johnson 
when putting forward his Bill for the 
nationalisation of the railway$. 

Now, if nationalisation is going to 
bo an accepted principle as regards 
the Pree State, it is well we should 


know it. You cannot stop at railways. 
What arc the railways? The raihvays. 
are a highway through the territ.ory. 

Mr. DAVIN: A public highway. 

Mr. HEWAT: Many of the railways 
on the Continent were built—cer- 
tainly they are all controlled by tho 
military situation. In other words, 
they are largely strategic highwaya 
which the Govcrnment and the mili- 
tary see will be a useful engine in the 
event of war. Therc is no such ques- 
tion arising here. We are an island, 
but our railways are iargely fed by 
coastwise and foreign shipping. The 
outlet from Ireland is throngh the 
ports. The inlet to Ireland is through 
the ports. As regards the coastwise 
and foreign shipping, that is a natural 
link—if I might put it as the missing 
link—which links up the two lincs of 
railways on one side of the water and 
the other. If you have any question of 
the nationalisation of railways, can 
you stop there? I think not. I tbink 
you have got to take into account the 
connecting link. That in itself would, 
I think, in the future some time, lead 
to the nationalisation of shipping. But 
at all events, in either case it will, if 
accepted as a principle, effectually do 
away with private enterprise. In my 
judgment private enterprise is the 
principal incentive by which business 
should be carried on. Any interference 
with private enterprise is not, I think, 
for the good of the country, although 
other parties may argue the question 
from the other side. I think the trade 
largely depends on initiative. Initia- 
tive is not the most conspicuous fea- 
ture in connection with Governmental 
control. Without initiative I think 
you are apt to get want of efficiency 
in management. 

Mr. DAVIN: We have it in wars. 
I mean you have initiative. 

Mr. HEWAT: I think that is a very 
apt interruption. I am obliged to 
Deputy Davin for the interruption. 
We have had experience of control 
and nationalisation during the war. 

Mr. JOHNSON: And initiative, too. 

Mr. HEWAT: Will any business- 
man say that he wants a continúatlon 
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of the state of affairs that existed 
during the war? I do not know whe- 
ther anybody would advocate that 
state of control, but at all events I 
have a very strong opinion that the 
very acceptance of the principle of 
nationalisation will cut at the roots 
of private enterprise to an extent that 
you in the Dáil cannot realise at the 
present moment. I go so far as to say 
that our building difficulties to-day 
largely arose from Government int^r- 
ference, and Government interference 
right through has created, or, rather, 
has prevented a settlement of thc 
housing problem and has made it a 
very expensive proposition for the 
country. I expect you to call mc. to 
order for that as a distinct oigressioi; 
from the subject. I think the Presi- 
dent anticipates that in the unification 
of the railways a large amount will be 
saved in connection with managcment 
that will enable a reduction to be 
made in the rates and charges of the 
railways. In that I think he is very 
sanguine. May I say also at the same 
time that I think if the railways had 
not had this question of Government 
interference before them for the lasr 
12 months they would have made 
a better and more successful effort to 
meet the real needs of the traders in 
the country, and would certainly not 
have taken the passive attitude that 
they have taken in connection with 
the demand for reduced rates. I am 
not in any way speaking for the 
directors or for the railway manage- 
ment. I do not profess to consider 
that they are perfect. I do not pro- 
fess to say that improvements cannot 
be made, but we had better get this 
question out of the way. If we get 
the question out of the way one way 
or another, I think that the road will 
be clearer for individual effort on the 
part of the business man to get 
redress from the railway companv, 
and in that way I am glad that at al' 
events the Government have brought 
this Bill before us. With the follow- 
ing they háve at the present time, the 
reconstructed following, if I might 
put it that way, I think there is very 
little doubt but the weight of thc 
Government Party will carry this iiill 
through. I think possibly, added to 
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the weight of the combined Govern- 
ment Party, will be the weight of the 
Labour Party. 

Mr. DAVIN: Question. 

Mr. HEWAT: We want to hear 
about that. If that is so, the few of 
us here who are styled as Indepen- 
pendents, will not have much effect. 
We will be up against a stone wall. 
But whether we have or not, at all 
events we have a right to express our 
opinions, and throughout the whole of 
this Bill I hope we will give expres- 
sion to very grave difference of 
opinion with the Government on this 
matter. If by chance we can persuade 
the Government that they are entering 
on a very dangerous road, even in 
doing that we will have done good 
work. This is a new Government and 
a new administration. We have 
started on two bad roads. Are we 
I going to pull up in time or are we 
going on to what is going to be either 
the millenium or destruction? It may 
be the millenium. It may be that the 
country will demand that state control 
will enter into their lives and inter- 
| fere with their pleasures. 

Of the two cases in point recentlv, 
one is in. connection with Clanse 8 of 
the Housing Bill, and the other is the 
whole of this Bill. I do not say in re- 
gard to this Bill that there is nothing 
in it I approve of. I think there are 
many valuable suggestions which may 
be dealt with by the railway manage- 
ment as a whole; but I see no reason 
why this Bill should be put into opera- 
tion at the present time. I see very 
grave danger ahead of us in putting it 
into operation. If the Dáil is willing 
to pass the Second Reading, we then 
pass into Committee. I am not going 
to attempt to go into the different 
clauses or proposals in it; but on the 
Committee stage I hope we will concen- 
trate on trying to do away with the 
worst parts of the Bill. At the present 
stage I am only concerned in asking the 
Dáií not to touch this evil thing; not to 
give it any Second Beading. I ask the 
Dáil to throw it out straight away on 
its head; and, if they do not do that, 
the responsibility is theirs. I protest, 
and I will call for a division in due 
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course, and whether I am in a minority 
of one, or whether I have two or three 
or six followers, at all events it will be 
on record that I objected to this Bill. 

Oaptain REDMOND : As far as I am 

concerned, I shall certainly go into the 
same lobby with the Deputy who has 
just sat down, but not, perhaps, from 
the same motives that he has expressed. 
I think this Bill as it appears upon the 
paper should be approached, in the first 
place, from the national as apart from 
the particular point of view. I must 
confess that personally I am of opinion 
that the whole project is premature. My 
reason for that opinion is that no case 
has been made for immediate interfer- 
ence with the existing railway systems 
in the Free State. The railway systems 
in Ireland are one of the few, the very 
few, links which still remain between 
the Free State and Northern Ireland. I 
fear that by proposing to deal with a 
section of that system, namely, the rail- 
ways in the Free State, we shaíl be only 
building up another bulwark against 
the final unity of our country. 

This Bill confines itself, not to all in- 
deed, but to only certain of the railways 
in the Free State. The Great Northern 
Railway is, to a large extent, within our 
territory. To my mind any measure 
dealing with the railway system of the 
Free State, and leaving out of con- 
sideration the Great Northern Railway, 
is like producing Hamlet without the 
Prince of Denmark. Not only is the 
Great Northern, but also several of the 
lines bordering upon the North of Ire- 
land, are left out. Why? For the 
very good reason, as stated, that at the 
moment we do not know where the 
boundary is, and most of us hope that 
there will be no boundary at all in 
future. 

I venture to protest against this 
tightening up and cementing, as it in- 
evitably will be, of the unfortunate 
position of temporary partition which 
we find ourselves in to-day, by cutting 
oíf portion of our railway system from 
the railway system which should be one 
and unified throughout the whole coun- 
try. I think it will be also another 
difficulty in regard to the Boundary 
question. It could hardly be suggested 
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that our friends in the North of Ire- 
land would be in favour of giving a 
monopoly to certain railway companies 
in the South if ever they (the Nor- 
therners), as we hope they shall, see 
their way to join up with the South. 

I noted the President’s remarks when 
he said that he did not consider it good 
policy to bring in the Northern rail- 
ways. Of course, it is not good policj 
to bring in the Northern railways; but 
I go íurther and I say it is not good 
policy to here and now adopt a sys- 
tem which will not be compatible with 
the future working and desires of the 
controllers of the Northern railways. I 
believe this proposal of the partial in- 
terference, and what I might style 
hybrid monopoly, will not bring about 
the future unification of our railway 
system. Now, talking about monopoly, 
the speaker who has just sat down ob- 
jects to this Bill, because he says it is 
only a step in the direction of national- 
isation. I object to it from a totally 
contrary point of view, because 
my view is that if there is to be a 
monopoly let it be a State monopoly, 
and not a hybrid production such as 
this is, controlled as it is to be, not 
entirely by the State, not entirely by 
the directors of the various private 
enterprises, but controlled by a mixture 
of both. 

The argument that is put forward that 
the group system in England has done 
away with competition does not stand 
for a moment, It is said that the rates 
on the various lines were similar, and 
are similar to-day. Well, that is true, 
but there is no doubt about it that 
though the rates may be the same, if 
the general public have an option of an 
alternative route, they certainly also 
have the option of the choice of altéma- 
tive facilities and accommodation. The 
object of this Bill, the main object I 
take it, is to reduce the rates. I cannot, 
for the life of me, see upon the face of 
it how the rates shall be reduced by 
this measure. We hear use made of 
fine^ phrases, such as economy and 
elficiency. All very nice in general, but 
in particular, I fail to see how by thia 
proposal—at least it has not been 
shown to my satisfaction—any greater 
economy or efl5ciency is to be brought 
about. It is true, perhaps, that there 
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shall be a small saving in Directors > 
salaries, and in a few officials also, but 
that wiíl be a very small amount when 
spread over the working of a great 
system such as this will be. What I 
would like to know is: Have the public 
been in any way consulted in regard to 
this measure? Who wants it? Do the 
railway companies themselves desire it, 
®r do the genéral public desire it? Be- 
cause, unlike, perhaps, my friend upon I 
my left, I regard the railways, though 
they may be nominally private pro- 
perty, as the public highway of the 
people. As far as I can learn, there 
has been no demand from any class or 
from any quarter for this particular 
measure. It is true that there has been, 
and is, an incessant demand, and a 
right demand, for a reduction of rates, 
but I have yet to iearn how this 
tneasure will bring that about. The 
President dealt with some specific de- 
tails, and I would like to take the 
opportunity to refer to one or two 
matters with which he dealt. He stated 
that there was opposition to this pro- 
posal from the Dublin Port and Docks 
Board, and gave a fair account of their 
attitude in the matter—because they 
believed that it would be injurious to 
the trade of Dublin and that, in par- 
ticular, certain agreements embodied in 
British Acts of Parliament, which are 
to be perpetuated by this Bill, will 
Dperate injuriously as against Dublin. 
But Dublin is not alone in this regard. 
The agreement referred to by the Presi- 
dent is contained in clause 19 of the 7th 
Schedule of the Fishguard and Boss- 
[are Act of 1899, and that was an agree- 
ment between the Great Western Rail- 
way of England and the Great 
Southern and Western Railway of 
Ireland. That agreement provides that 
these two Companies were to undertake 
to use every endeavour to send all 
traffic via Rosslare. Now, that agree- 
ment worked in the past most detri- 
mentally to the city of Waterford, and 
presumably also to the City of Dublin, 
but it is proposed to perpetuate it in 
this Bill, and I must certainly, at this 
stage, protest most vigorously against 
a proposal to perpetuate that agree- 
ment for the benefit of private Com- 
panies for the use of a private port, as 
against the general public for the use 


of the public ports of Dublin and 
Waterford. 

The PRESIDENT: Might I ask if the 
Deputy is urging that it would be in 
equity for us to move that it should be 
determined? 

Oaptain REDMOND: Yes, Sir, I am 
in favour of doing away with alí these 
agreements. If this Bill is persisted in 
I would be in favour of scrapping all 
agreements in existence as between the 
various private companies who pre- 
viously were permitted to run as pri- 
vate companies, but who are now to be 
embodied in this proposal, and treated,, 
not as State concerns entirely, but as 
half-private and half-State bodies. The 
President also mentioned the agree- 
ment between the Dublin and South 
Eastern Company and the London 
North-Western Company in regard to 
Dublin. If this Bill is persisted in I 
would also be in favour of scrapping 
that agreement. As far as the trade 
of Waterford is concerned, it may be 
of interest to know that previous to the- 
Act of 1899 there were six sailings per 
week from the Port of Waterford of' 
full ships, and that since then the sail- 
ings have been reduced to three, and 
very often they have not full cargoes. 
In spite of'the Government’s protesta- 
tions, both through the mouth of the 
President and in the Bill, that they do 
not intend to give preference to one 
port over another, I say that the per- 
petuation of this agreement between 
these private companies is nothing less 
than giving a preference to a private 
port over the ports of Dublin and of' 
Waterford. Certainly, as far as that is 
concerned, I shall most vigorously op- 
pose it. The Bill in many other respects 
deals with other agreements, and again 
I say that I am prepared, if the Bill is 
to go through, to scrap all these pri- 
vate agreements. The President alsó' 
stated—I do not know whether it was 
a quotation or his own statement-^that 
“ for internal traffic, Irish railways are 
essentially, non-competitive. ,, 

The PRESIDENT: It was a quota- 
tion. 

Oaptain REDMOND: As a general 
proposition, I might snbscribe to that 
statement, but there are certain out- 
standing exceptions, and the City of' 
Waterford is one particular instance. 
That city is served by two systems 
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—the Great Southern and Western 
and the Dublin South Eastern—and 
while the rates may be the same in re- 
gard to both, yet at the same time the 
public in the districts served have al- 
ways the alternative I have previously 
mentioned, of service, and facilities, 
and accommodation. It may be said 
that orie of those systems is not very 
efficient. That may be so, but if the 
Bill passes the risk is that both of 
them may not be efficient. What L 
especially object to is the proposal to 
place the whole of the South of Ire- 
land in the hands of one monopoly, 
not controlled entirely by the Govern- 
ment and not controlled entirely by 
one company. What is usual in these 
eases is that everybody J s business is 
nobod^’s business. I do not think that 
there is any reason for the introduc- 
tion of this Bill. I think that it would 
be far better if this matter were left 
until the Boundary question was 
settled, one way or the other. I think 
that it would be far better if the rail- 
way companies were given a chanee. 
They have gone through a serious 
period, like the rest of the country, for 
the last two years. They have not yet 
been able to show what they would 
be able to do when they would have 
had time to recover. There is no doubt 
that the conditions prevailing in re- 
gard to wages, etc., have a great deal 
to do with the rates; all that being so. 
I fail to see why it is necessary to 
bring in this measure now to bind us 
in the Free State to a policy in con- 
nection with a portion of the railways, 
even in the Free State, and for which 
approval certainly has not, as far as 1 
know, been got, and even as far as I 
am aware, not been sought, from thc 
peophs in Northern Ireland. I think 
that it would be a good thing for the 
future unification of the country if 
the railways at least were let alone for 
the moment, and if the railway compan- 
ies were allowed to endeavoúr to com- 
pete with one another for the benefit 
of the public at large. 

Mr. JOHNSON : Deputv Hewat has 
told the Dáil that he will oppose this 
Bill from the beginning to the end, even 
íf he is the only opponent; and he has 
agam informed us of his consistent op- 
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position to every vestige of State con- 
trol. He is in favour in railway affaire 
of private enterprise, and he believes 
that if only the trading community had 
been free to approach the companies in- 
dividually, they could have done better 
out of the companies than by any other 
means. It is refreshing to hear the ad- 
vocacy of a Deputy so consistent in his 
opposition to any vestige of State con- 
trol as Deputy Hewat. He has not 
said, of course, that he is in favour of 
allowing any group of people to build 
a railway, as another representative of 
public organisations advocated; and he 
has not explained how it happened that 
there have been three, four or five pub- 
lic Commissions to inquire into the 
working of the railways in response to 
the public demand, the demand of 
traders, merchants and farmers, about 
the unsatisfactory working of the rail- 
ways. It has not been made quite 
clear to us how all this vast volume 
of opinion for a generation or two 
should have declared that some- 
thing had to be done to interfere with 
the railways, the private control of 
the railways, and that the free approach 
of the merchants, traders and manufac- 
turers to the companies was not enough. 
As a matter of fact, time and time again 
have there been appeals to Rates Com- 
missions, and demands made that the 
powers of these rate-fixing Commis- 
sions should be enlarged, and these de- 
mands have eome so continuously from 
the merchant and trading community 
that it is, as I say, a surprise to learn 
from one who speaks authoritatively, I 
suggest, for the merchant community of 
Dublin at any rate, that all that is re- 
quired to bring a perfect railway system 
into being is to allow the free operation 
of private enterprise and no Govem-! 
ment interference. Deputy Hewat spoke 
of the absence of a demand for this Bill; 
no public interest had requested it. He 
spoke of three elements that might be 
likely to call for a Bill of this nature, 
or at least a Bill dealing with railway 
services, railway owners, the business 
interests and the public, and I *want to 
call attention to the distinction between 
the business interests and the public. 
Deputy Hewat drew attention tb the 
fact that in approaching the considera- 
tion of this measure the Governmettt 
had apparently taken its cue from the 
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action of the British Government in re- j 
gard to the British railways, and he 
said that the Government had ap- 
proached the railway companies with a 
message: “ Go thou and do likewise. ,, 
He regrets that the railways had not 
been able to do likewise; but I would 
ask Deputy Hewat to note that the Go- 
vernment has gone and done likewise. 
They have, as a matter of fact, taken 
over, word for word, many sections and 
clauses of the British Bill. They have 
done exactly with the Irish Bill what 
the British Government did with their 
Bill in regard to British railways. I 
am not very often in agreement with 
Deputy Hewat in such matters as rail- 
way control and railway service, and 
public questions of economics gener- 
ally. I suppose I am not in agreement 
with him on the question of economics on 
this occasion, but I have arrived at the 
same conclusion by an entirely different 
road. I agree with him that this is a 
bad Bill and ought not to pass. 

The PRESIDENT: Adversity makes 
strange bed-fellows. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Deputy Hewat dis- 
avowed his ability to speak on behalf 
of the railway companies, and I am 
quite sure he spoke honestly when he 
said tnat. He was not able to speak 
on behalf of the railway companies or 
the directors in this matter, but we 
have learned a good dcal in recent 
years, and we have learned even some- 
thing within the past week of auto- 
suggestion. I make the suggestion 
again that Deputy Ilewat in opposing 
this Bill, for the reasons he has stated 
honestly here to-day, is really acting 
at the suggestion of the railway com- 
panies, pretending that they are op- 
posing the Bill, pretending to be an- 
tagorristic to the passing of the Bill, 
but in reality hoping against hope that 
it will surely be passed, because it is a 
Bill entirely playing into the hands of 
the railway companies and the railway 
directors. They are not opposing the 
Bill in the least. They are merely sug- 
gesting to the public that they are op- 
posing the Bill, because they know the 
public are not going to respond to the 
eall of the railwajr compánies: They 
see that their interests are conserved 
right to the letter. As a matter of f act, 
fhev are benefiting 'in eVery possible 
Vol. 6. 
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way by this Bill. They have secured 
tiH' very best return they have ever 
• had in their history for ever and a day 
by Government guarantee. They pre- 
tend, of course, that this is something 
detrimental to the interests of the rail- 
way companies and to those of the 
shareholders, but they wink the other 
eye and say: “ Don't do anything that 
will prevent it passing. ,, The Govern- 
ment seems to have been taken in— 
seems only to have been taken in. It 
has not really. There was an uninten- 
tional slip, perhaps unintentional, but 
the truth slips out. There is a 
phrase in Section 3 in the last 
linc on the first page of the 
Bill proper which says “ the amalga- 
mating companies may, on or before 
the lst July, 1924, submit to the Minis- 
ter an amalgamation scheme framed 
in accordance with the provisions of 
this Act which has been agreed to by 
all these companies. ,, This Act which 
has been agreed to by all these com- 
panies. Of course it has been agreed 
to. It is guaranteeing the very best 
vear they ever had perpetually. 
That is wrong; it is making them 
so secure for thc day, which is fore- 
shadowed in every line of this Bill, 
when nationalisation will have to take 
place, and it is improving the position 
of the eompanies and of the share- 
holders in such a way as to makc that 
position immensely better when they 
come to bargain with the community 
in five or ten ^ears’ time. That is the 
purpose of the Bill, and that is why 
the railway companies have agreed to 
it. 

I regret that the President, in his 
exposition, or, rather, in his opening 
statement, did not attempt to expound 
the Bill with any degree of fulness, 
but he spent most of his time in reply- 
ing to criticisms made outside and 
which, I suppose, were intended to 
forestall criticisms which might be 
made here. I suppose it is to be taken 
as a testimony to the assiduity and 
care with which Deputies read all 
these measures and understand them 
that it was not necessary to explain 
in non-technical language what the 
Bill meant, but it has been the prac- 
tice, either on the First or Seeond 
Reading of a Bill of this kind, to give 
the Dáil and the public some indica- 

k5. 
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. [Mr. Johnson.] velling public, the highest revenue they 

tion of what it contains. When we did earned even in those days of sweated 
not have an explanation on the First labour. In a few years time, when the 


Reading, I hoped for and expected a 
full explanation on the Second Read- 
ing which, by the way, might have 
been avoided had we had a memoran- 
dum explaining the Bill, following the 
good example set in the Transport and 
Communications Bill. I suppose we 
have to be content with the testimony 
to our ability to understand draft 
Bills of this ldnd for ourselves. It is 
one of the prices we have to pay for 
the honour of being elected. I 
have suggested that the purport of 
this Bill is to make secure the financial 
position of. the railway shareholders, 
pending the time when the Bill’s use- 
fulness has come to an end, or, rather, 
when the public is generally satisfied 
it is not useful for the public, but that 
the shareholders > interests will have 
been so well-established that the State 
will require to pay a very much higher 
sum as compensation, or purchase 
price, than otherwise it would require 
to do. “ Transition period ” is writtcn 
all over this Bill. 

The President in his statement has 
more or less confessed that this is in- 
tended to cover a period to give private 
enterprise another chance, and as a sop 
to make quite sure that private enter- 
prise, or rather private unenterprise, is 
going to be paid well for its lack of en- 
terprise. We are to guarantee to the 
Companies by means of a scheme of 
rate-fixing the highest net revenue that 
ever they earned in their existence. 
Traders and the travelling public are 
to be required to pay rates which will 
secure to the Companies that amount of 
revenue and, in effect, this is to be a 
State guarantee of the best period of 
railway history, when the highest pro- 
fits were made during the period when 
self-confessedly those people who didthe 
work on the railways were underpaid, 
a statement which the railway 
comP6nies themselves agree to, They 
say that tb<ey were under-paid and that 
they ougb,t n^ever to be brought back to 
that same conditiou, quite apart froip 
any change in the relative value of 
money. Bjut they are to be guaranteed, 
at tbe expense of the trading public, of 
the farming eommwity, and of the tra- 


trading public, and when Deputy 
Hewat, have becn convinced of the in- 
efficiency of private enterprise in rail- 
way management, and when Deputy 
Gorey will have come to the conclusion 
that railway companies as well as sal- 
mon fisheries ought to be nationalised, 
and when the whole travelling public 
will say that something must be done 
to remove this incubus from their 
backs, we shall be expected to go to the 
railway companies and say: ‘ 1 What will 
you take?” 

They will say: “ You entered into a 
compact with us. You refused to al- 
low us to continue our own way. You 
imposed on us a certain obligation with 
regard to rates, and you guaranteed a 
revenue equal to the highest years of 
our earning power. You must base 
your price on that and give us what 
you are now depriving us of. n Surely 
the railways will not object to that. 
Surely the railway shareholders are 
going to be behind their newspapers, 
chuclding, by pretending to be very 
adverse to the scheme of this Bill. Do 
not believe it for a moment. I wonder 
what would be said on the Government 
Benches if a claim were made from 
thcse benches that the highcst rates of 
pay, the averagc of the highest 
three years in railway history, were to 
be guaranteed henceforth by the State 
with a prospect of a sliding scale up- 
ward, such as is in the Bill, for any 
improvement in earning powers. I 
wonder would the Ministry say: “ Yes, 
we are going to back that proposition.” 
I am iriclined even to make a bargain 
with the President or the Minister for 
Industry and Commerce, if he will say: 
“ Support this' Bill, and we will give 
you what you ask; we will give a 
guarantee to the railway workers, and 
any other public servants, of the ave- 
rage of the highest earnings for the 
future. M There is no response, I no- 
tice, to that suggestion. 

The PRESIDENT : I will address my- 
self to that subject afterwards. 

Mr. HEWAT: Will Deputy Johnsoi* 
explain the enormous increases share- 
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holders experience in the cost of living 
duririg the period of the old control? 

Mr. JOHNSON : I am not quite sure 
that I understand Deputy Hewat’s in- 
terruption. All I know is that the Gov- 
ernment in this Bill is proposing to 
guarantee to shareholders the best three 
years of railway history, three years 
before the war, and I am prepared to 
ask the Government if they will guaran- 
tee to workers in those industries the 
bost three years of their history. They 
will not, of course. 

Mr. HEWAT : Hear, hear. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Why? They at 
least worked for their money. The 
railway shareholders merely wait for 
theirs. 

Mr. HEFFERNAN: They are still 
waiting. 

Mr: JOHNSON: Do not make a mis- 
take. They are not merely waiting. 
They are receiving, and waiting for the 
next. Some of them, at any rate, are 
constantly reeeiving. The State is 
coming along now and saying we will 
guarantee it, or in effect guarantee it. ’ ’ 
Let me remind Deputies that the posi- 
tion we are asked to re-establish is a po- 
sition that when a trader pays 20s. for 
the carriage of certain goods he is go- 
ing to hand over six shillings and eight 
pence to railway shareholders. The 
pre-war position was that round about 
one-third of the railway revenue went 
to railway stockholders. You may jus- 
tify that if you can. You may 
be pleased or displeased with it, 

but that is the proposal of the 

Government to ensure for 

4 o’cloch. the future that such a posi- 
tion of affairs would be 

maintained. 

There are a couple of sections 
in this Bill to which I want to 
draw special attention. Notwithstand- 
ing all that Deputy Hewat speaks 
about national control, there is, in fact, 
no national control. He speaks of it as 
a hybrid. I agree. One half of the hy- 
brid is ineffective, the companies are 
dominant and the State is recessive. 


Second Stage. 

There is no national control, and there 
is no assurance that the railway rates 
are going to be reduced. There is not 
the slightest likelihood of any advan- 
tage coming to the trading, farming, or 
travelling community through the 
operation of this Bill. There is to be a 
tribunal. A railway tribunal is to be 
set up, and almost at once it is proposed 
to have in hands an examination of 
schemes proposed by the com- 
pany, or failing those, schemes pro- 
pounded by themselves for the amalga- 
mation of the eompanies. At the same 
time it is supposed to be engaged in a 
revision of rates. All this is to be done 
before the lst January, 1925. You 
may think that is an impossible task. 
You may think that to ask a railway 
tribunal as from, say, the end of May, 
to examine and pronounce upon the 
merits of amalgamation schemes, the 
íitness of sueh schemes to suit the na- 
tional needs, or failing such schemes 
being satisfactory, to produce a scheme 
for themselves, and while doing that to 
be engaged in a revision of railway 
ratcs to satisfy the trading eom- 
munity—you may think that is impos- 
sible. Everybody will agree that such 
a proposition was a futility, but it is 
not so foolish as it seems, because, as a 
niatter of fact, there are provisions in 
the Bill which will make the work of 
this tribunal as an amalgamating body 
quite a sinecure. 

They will not have anv duties there at 
all. It is already done. Section 7 of 
this Bill contains provisions as to the de- 
termination of the terms and conditions 
of amalgamation, and it says: “That for 
the purpose of determining sueh terms 
and conditions the Railway Tribunal 
shall take into consideration all the cir- 
cumstances of the case, and in particular 
the value of the net revenue-earning 
basis of each of the Companies, ,> and so 
on. But Section 9 provides for what 
are called preliminary schemes, under 
which the companies may produce 
schemes and submit them for the ap- 
proval of the tribunal. All the com- 
panies, except one, perhaps, may have 
come to agreement, and that is all that is 
required to submit that scheme to the 
tribunal and it shall be approved. Any 
two or more companies may submit suen 
a preliminary scheme, and the Railwajr 
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Pribunal shall approve of any such pre- 
liminary scheme provided that the pro- 
cedure preliminary to the submission of 
the scheme has been complied with, such 
procedure having reference to the share- 
holders and stockholders, and so on. 
Section 7, as put into the Bill, is in- 
tended to re-assure the public, but it is 
only a pretence. It is what is commonly 
called eye-wash. ,, These preliminary 
schemes are already made. The ap- 
proval of the shareholders, in some cases, 
has been already obtained, and I think it 
will easily be obtained, and the Railway 
Tribunal has no option but to approve. 
Consequently, the Railway Tribunal 's 
duty in this respect will be very light, 
indeed. 

These clauses are, as well as many 
‘thers, taken from the British Act, and 
he experience in the use made of them 
)y the British companies ought to have 
been taken as a warning by the Ministry 
here unless they want to play into the 
hands of the railway companies. I am 
not particularly concerned, of course, 
with the interest of railway shareholders 
as such, but there is a very good reason 
why we should be watchful. The Great 
Western Railway of England, under 
these clauses, made certain agreements. 
“ The Western group was formed, and 
under these preliminary schemes therc 
was a decrease in the nominal capital 
amounting to over fourteen million 
pounds, but under this scheme, by the 
manipulation of the adjustments and the 
proportions fpr guaranteed interest and 
dcbentures and ordinary shareholding, 
there was an increasc of the annual 
chhrges for interest on debentures and 
dividends amounting to over ninety 
thousand pounds. That is to say, while 
there was a nominal decrease in the 
total capital made by the scheme, there 
was ari increased charge upon the pub- 
lic. I am putting it crudely and bluntly, 
but it is a charge upon the public of 
over ninety thousand pounds a year ad- 
ditional to what had been charged .upon 
the public for the previous years bcfore 
the capital had becn reduced. There 
may be other ways of manipulating the 
shares of these companics so as to 
strengthen the position of existing share- 
holdersin the .stock markets, of improv- 
ing their position in the stock markets, 


but at the same time imposing a future 
obligation upon the public, the trading 
public, or the travelling public. We 
will find that under these schemes there 
will be, by one means or another, 
changes in the capitalisation. Capitali- 
sation may be too high. At any rate, the 
total guaranteed interest will be in- 
creased, the obligations to shareholders 
will be greater, and the charge upon the 
public will be enhanced. Then we shall 
have,in a few ^ears^timejthe cry as is so 
oíten repeatedby companies which have 
manipulated their shares: “ Our earn- 
ing capacity is not high enough; look 
at the low rate of dividends we are pay- 
ing; we must have powers to raise our 
rates and powers to raise our charges to 
enable us to pay a fair dividend on the 
capital invested . 7 7 In this way the Rail- 
way Tribunal will be obliged to enter 
into this nice little scheme of putting its 
finger into the eye of the public undcr 
the guise of a scheme for protccting the 
public. 

Now the plea is made by the President, 

I and I have no doubt at all it is a bait 
that is thrown out to íarmers and mer- 
chants and the trading public, and to 
shopkeepers who may be represented on 
the Government Party Benches, that 
they will be able to appíy to the Railway 
Tribunal to ensure that rates will be re- 
duced. The cry will be for lower 
charges for railway transportation, and 
they will be told: “ We shall be able to 
go before the Rates Tribunal, and they 
will fix reasonable rates in the interests 
of the public. ,, Well, I do not know 
whether, when you havc railway com- 
panies whose reason for existence, as 
Deputy Hewat says, is to satisfy the de- 
mands of shareholders and to respond to 
the stimulus of private enterprise, that' 
those railway companies and their ser- 
vants, the railway managers, will not be 
able to do better for the companies than 
the tribunal will do for the public. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN COMHAIRLE 

at this stage took the Chair. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Remember that 
this Tribunal is not a Tribunal whieh 
is going to adjust the rates fairly as 
between interest and interest, ; all 
being parts of the public. It is going 
to try and adjust the rates as be- 
tween the public and the railway com- 
panies, the railway companies not 
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being part of the public as a public 
institution serving the public for pub- 
lic interest, but the railway companv 
being as a private monopoly seeking 
to improve its financial position at thc 
expense of the public. The railway 
tribunal will be bombarded by diffc- 
rent interests, none of which interests 
will know tbe case for reduction as 
well as the railway companies will 
know the case for maintaining the pre- 
sent charges. I propose to quote again 
the statemént of a railway manager, 
one of the Commission that sat and 
discussed the Irish railways under the 
Scotter Commission, Mr. Acworth. 
Speaking of the utility of appeals to 
tribunals of this kind, he said: “ For 
every shilling cut by an expeditious 
tribunal off a rate it is casy for rail- 
way companies, if they are agreed to 
act in harmony with each other, to 
withdraw two shillings worth of facili- 
ties, and the traders may make up 
their minds that this is what must 
inevitably happen if the railway com- 
panies are confronted with lower rates 
simultaneously with the rapid rise oí 
working expenses. Assume that your 
Tribunal can fix a reasonable rate; 
what is the use of it unless it can 
schedule to its judgment a minute 
specification of the quality of service 
to be given in return for the rate. The 
railways can bring down troops of 
expert witnesses. How can the Tribu- 
nal refuse to hear them when every 
student of railway economics knows 
that the reasonableness of each par- 
ticular rate depends not merely on its 
own individual circumstances but on 
a comparison with all the other rates, 
and a consideration of the company’s 
entire business. But for a farmer or 
a shopkeeper, with the assistance pos- 
sibly of a local attorney to undertake 
to fight trade railway experts with 
the lifetime’s experience and with 
every fact and figure at their finger's 
end is only to court defeat. n 

We are asked to rely upon this rail- 
way tribunal to fix rates, after hearing 
the evidence of inexperienced and per- 
haps inelficient amateurs in opposition 
to trained railway experts, who have 
every fact and figure on their finger's 
end, before a tribunal set up to fix rátes. 
The chances of getting a reduction in 
railway rates before this tribunal are 
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very small, indeed, and there agam 
I agree with the dictum of Deputy 
Hewat. But supposing the House is pre- 
pared to give a Second Reading to this 
Bill, the case has not been made, and no 
attempt has been made to make a case, 
for the Bill by the President. All he 
has done is to reply to criticisms which 
had been made before the Bill had been 
explained. But supposing the House is 
convinced that, at least, a Second Read- 
ing should be granted, what are we to 
say about the omissions? Why, for in« 
stance, has the Ministry forgotten thal 
monument to railway elficiency, one oi’ 
the seven wonders of the whole of Ire- 
land, the Lartigue Railway? Why is 
Ballybunion left out? 

Captain REDMOND: And the Bles- 
sington steam tram- 

Mr. JOHNSON: The Blessington 
steam tram is in a different category. 
The Blessington steam tram requires 
consideration from a different angle. 
The Lartigue Railway is a curiosity, 
and attracts visitors from all parts of 
the world. The Lartigue Railway 
is quite a phenomenon, and why not 
preserve it and keep it in being so that 
thc Tailteann visitors will have an 
opportunity of leaming something about 
balancing? 

But seriously I do not understand 
why, if we are to consider the unifícatiou 
of Irish railways, any railways that are 
serving, quite efficiently within their 
limits, the districts which have asked for 
them, and whieh have been served by 
them foP a good many years should be 
left out. It seems to me that the Bill 
ought to include both the Blessington 
Steam Tram and the Lartigue Railway 
and any others that may have been 
omitted, but certainly thosetwoarerail- 
ways. Although the Blessington steam 
tram is called a tram it is, in fact, a rail- 
way, and has been guaranteed in the 
same way as other baronially guaranteed 
railways have been, and there is no justi- 
fication whatever as far as I can see for 
omitting these railways from the scheme. 

That, no doubt, is a matter that will 
have to be discussed more intimately in 
Committee, but I am putting in this plea 
at this stage in the fear that the Bill 
may get a Second Reading, and in the 
hope that if it docs get a Second Read- 
ing that the interests of people con- 
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cerned in and round about these rail- 
ways shall be taken account of just the 
same as every other railway within the 
Saorstát. I agree a good deal with 
what Deputy Redmond has said about 
the defect of the Bill in respect of the 
Northern railways.' The Northern rail- 
ways ought to have been included in 
this Bill; certainly the Northern and 
such other railways as come into the 
present jurisdiction of the Saorstát. 
Whatever we might say about the pro- 
visoes or modifications of a temporary 
kind, there ought not to be exclusion 
of any railways from the purview of the 
Bill. 

I think that the Bill fails in one 
other respect, and it signifies a depar- 
, ture from the policy of railway amalga- 
mation, or, shall I say, a departure from 
the policy which has been so closely 
copied, of railway amalgamation in 
England. The intention, at any rate, 
of the promoters of the Bill in England, 
was that there should be an active 
policy of co-ordination of transport ser- 
vices in general. Sir Eric Geddes, when 
moving the Second Reading of a similar 
Bill in England, said: 

“ The Government has come to the 
conclusion that some measure of uni- 
fied control of all systems of transpor- 
tation is necessary; that there must 
be somebody who can be asked what 
the transportation policy of the coun- 
try is, and whose responsibility it is 
to have a policy. There is none to- 
day, and it is only the State-t-the Go- 
vernment—that can centrally take 
that positipn. With our transporta- 
tion agencies in the condition in 
which they are, it appears almost in- 
evitable that to a greater or lesser 
extent we must forego private in- 
terests and local interests in the in- 
terests of the State. In the past pri- 
vate interests made for development; 
but to-day I think I may say that 
it makes for colossal waste.” 
We.made a plea for co-ordination 
of the transport service in the Trans- 
portation Bill which was introduced 
from these Benches. Apparently our 
plea has had no effect. The Govern- 
ment is quite prepared to allow pri- 
vate enterprise to control transporta- 
tion services—there shall be no co- 1 


ordination; roads, canals and railways 
may compete with one another and 
waste each other's energies and efforts 
in senseless competition, wasteful com- 
petition; that there shall be no feed- 
ing one by the other and no suiting 
the traflSc to the particular means of 
transportation. The Government has 
failed to respond to that very neces- 
sary need, and one which ought to be 
taken in hand at this stage of the 
country's existence. We have had 
hints from the Government Benches 
of possible developments arising from 
electric power produetion. Let us 
assume that the Shannon schcme is to 
be a success. Let us assume that big 
works will be developed, first in thc 
utilisation of the Shannon for the pro- 
duction of power, and secondlv, in the 
building of factories for the develop- 
ing of industries on a small scale in 
the western parts of the country. This 
is part of the Government project. 
The railway companies are going to 
get the benefít of it by this scheme, 
if it is going to do anything. Thou- 
sands of tons of traffic will be handed 
to those companies without anv effort 
on their part. Thousands and thou- 
sands of pounds of revenue will come 
to them without any effort on their 
part—unearned incremcnt undoubtedly 
—by the action of the Government 
and of the community and not by the 
action of the companies. But we are 
asked in this Bill to ensure to the 
companies all the benefits and to 
guarantee to the present shareholders, 
or. to the sharcholders for the tipie 
being, the very highest revenue they 
were ever able to obtain, when private 
activities prevailed, before Govern- 
ment control began, and when the day 
that Deputy Hewat thinks ought to 
continue. for ever did, as a maíter of 
fact, exist. The highest period of 
prosperity is to be guaranteed by 
State action to the railway companies. 

I say that the hope and exnectation 
running right through the Bill is that 
within a very few years clamour will 
cpme from the public for nationalisa- 
tion. In the meantime the railway 
shareholders will be assured of their in^ 
comes on a higher scale than they would 
otherwise have been able to obtain, and 
the príce of nationalisation upon the 
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community will be very much increased. 
The future burden will thereby be 
greater than it otherwise would. I say, 
having refused to consider nationalisa- 
tion proper, let the railway companies 
carry on. Let them prove their capa- 
city under the conditions which they 
themselves had determined. Let De- 
puty Hewat and those who act with 
him do their best to make that service 
an efficient one, but do not allow the 
State to be used as a means of flxing for 
a considerable number of private share- 
holders of railway companies an income 
which they are not earning, which they 
could not obtain by their own activities, 
and which will in future be an incubus 
upon the community as a whole. 

Major COOPER: I did not think I 
could be astonished by anything De- 
puty Johnson said, but I confess that 
when he said that the railway com- 
panies and their directors were pray- 
ing that this Bill might become law it 
was something of a surprise to me. I 
do not frequent the society of railway 
directors. I have no shares myself in 
any Irish company. I am entirely dis- 
interested. But it did happen that yes- 
terday I was speaking to a director of 
a railway company, and he expressed 
the opinion that the terms offered to 
the shareholders in the Labour Party’s 
Transport and Communications Bill 
were very much more favourable than 
those offered in this Bill, and that the 
majority of the shareholders were now 
regretting the fact that Deputy John- 
son’s Bill had been rejected. 

Mr. JOHNSON: I know that they 
were too good. 

Major COOPER: Deputy Johnson 
quarrelled with the fact that the share- 
holder’s revenue is guaranteed; 
guaranteed, as he said, on the highest 
scale. What is that scale? “Weneeds 
must love the highest when we see it,” 
particularly when it is a case of return 
on capital. But that scale is a little 
over four per cent. Does Deputy John- 
son say that that is an eicessive return 
on capital which has rendered public 
service, because, after all, whatever our 
views may be on collectivé ownership, 
at the time these railways were built— 
iti the middle of the Victorian era— 
there Wtts no possibility of their being 
undertaken as a State proposition. fi 
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they had not been built by private en- 
terprise they would never have been 
built at all. Four per cent. is surely 
not an excessive retum for capital that 
has rendered a public service. If you 
put the money in the National Loan 
you would get over five per cent. These 
shareholders—no matter what Deputy 
Johnson may say—are really philan- 
thropists, who have sacrificed a eertain 
amount of interest in order to render a 
public service. Is it so monstrous that 
their revenue should be guaranteed? 
There is a Schedulc in this Bill guaran- 
teeing labour—the employees of the 
railway companies—certain terms. 
That is in the third Schedule of this 
Bill, and I seem to remember that there 
was a somewhat similar provision in the 
Transport and Communications Bill of 
the Labour Party. I do not quarrel 
with that condition, but if labour is go- 
ing to stand out and say that it must 
not get worse terms of employment 
than they have now, surely the share- 
holder is entitled to take the same view, 
particularly when the claim is such a 
moderate one. I rather dislike the talk 
of shareholders in the abstract. On the 
whole, I dislike talk in the abstract. 
The picture of the shareholder as a 
vague and monstrous entity—conjured 
up by Deputy Johnson—oppressing the 
public and taxpayer is not a true one. 
Shareholders are of all sorts and kinds. 
1 am not going to say they are widows 
and orphans, because talk about 
“ widows and orphans ” affects me in 
very múch the same way as talk about 
“ the aged poor,” but I am going to 
say that there is no such thing as a 
typical shareholder. They are of all 
ranks of society. Many shareholders of 
railway companies are institutions, 
some of them religious institutions, some 
of them charitable institutions, possibly 
some of them are even trades unions. 
Trades unions certainly hold shares irt 
English railway companies. I do not 
know if they do in the Irish companies. 
Therefore, We cannot conjure up share- 
holders as a monstrous vision of capi- 
talists battening on the people of the 
Saorstát. We must consider this as tt 
problem which affects people in ev«ry 
class of society. My first quarrel witn 
the President is on the grotmds q& 
which he elected to compensate ttttt 
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shareholder. He said that he had taken 
the average of the three highest normal 
years. I am not in agreement with the 
claim that has been put forward on be- 
half of the railway companies that the 
highest year should be selected. I agree 
that it should be an average for three 
years, but I would like a definition of 
“ normal. ,> 

There is no definition, as far as I 
know, in the Bill, and I do not know 
why the President selected 1911, 1912, 
and 1913 instead of 1913,1914 and 1915; 
the war only came into being two- 
thirds through 1914, and it did not 
really affect the Irish railways. It 
affected some people. 1915 was not a 
normal year with me. But it did not 
affect Irish railways very much until 
British Government control came into 
operation in 1917. If I were simpi;/ 
trying to make a case, I should say, 
“ Why don’t you take 1917, 1918 and 
1919 / y because those were absolutely 
the three highest years? I do not ask 
that. I think it would be a fairer basis 
to take 1913, 1914 and 1915 and aver- 
age them than to take 1911, 1912 and 
1913. They were as much normal 
years, and they have as great a right 
to be taken into consideration. The 
difference in the average is not enor- 
mous, but I feel it would be a fairer 
basis in a Bill of this kind. 

Now, I come to the question—the 
rather thorny question—of baronially- 
guaranteed lines. I would like to say 
I agree with Deputy Johnson that if 
you are dealing with baronially-guar- 
anteed lines you cannot make fish of 
one and flesh of another. If you have 
a baronially-guaranteed line, whether 
tramway or railway, if it has a normal 
guage and has carriages pulled by 
steam, I regard that as a railway, and 
I am fortified in doing that by observ- 
ing that the Schull and Skibbereen 
Tram and Light Tramway is included 
in the Bill. That being so, I cannot 
see why the Blessington Tramway is 
not included. That is, assuming they 
are to be included on the terms sug- 
gested in the Bill. I have been told 
the Amalgamated Company, if it comes 
into being, ought to be very grateful 
for getting these lines for nothing, 
that these lines, if not an asset, are a 
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potential asset, that they cost money 
to build, and that the companies are 
getting money for nothing. 

Assuming the President were to give 
me an elephant—but I will not assume 
that the President would give me an 
elephant—because I am sure the 
Minister for Finance would not allow 
him—but assuming that Deput.y Davin 
gave me an elephant, I should have no 
doubt the pleasure and pride of possess- 
ing an elephant; I should have a mount 
that was up to my weight; I might be 
able to give the Attorney-Ceneral a lift, 
and we would probably get along almost 
as quickly as if we wcrc on a baronially- 
guaranteed railway. But, when the bill 
íor the elephant’s keep came in, I might 
find it was rather an expensive luxury. 
I do not know whether, on the Commit- 
tee Stage of this Bill I shall move as an 
alternative title— 4 4 A Bill to provide the 
Amalgamated Company with White 
Elephants . 9 9 That is what a great many 
of these baronially-guaranteed lines will 
be. My personal opinion of them is that 
they are a survival of the past, and that 
if our legislators and Chief Secretaries 
had been prophets, and had been 
able to foresee the development 
of motor transport—motor lorries 
and motor charabancs— a good 
many of these baronially-guaran- 
teed railways would never have 
been built, for they would never have 
been necessary. Some of them, accord- 
ing to the White Paper, have been run 
year after year at a large, constant, and 
continuous loss. In the case of thé 
Tralee and Dingle Railway, since 1910— 
the first recorded loss—anything less 
than a loss of £3,000 is absolutely excep- 
tional. These railways are not a busi- 
ness proposition. They never were a 
business proposition. And if you wish 
your Amalgamated Railway Company 
to be a business proposition, you are 
doing an unfair thing in saddling ít 
with these uneconomic propositions. The 
President has estimated the loss at 
£20,000 in a normal year. The railway 
companies estimate the loss at £90,000 in 
a normal year. 

The PRESIDENT : The difference be- 
tween us is partially due to the fact that 
in one case the interest on the shares is 
included. If we take off £50,000 we 
have the actual difference between us. 
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Major COOPJER: I think £48,000 is 
the contribution proposed in the Bill. 
There is still a difference . between 
£68,000 and £90,000. At any rate, there 
is no general agreement on that point. 

The PRESIDENT: No. 

Major COOPER: The loss may be 
more than the President’s estimate. 

The PRESIDENT : Yes. 

Major COOPER: That being so, it 
would hardly seem to be a good omen 
for economic working, to saddle your 
néw company with these non-paying 
companies. I would suggest—I am 
not sure whether an amendment to 
this effect on the Committee Stage 
would be in order—that as there is a 
certain loan due to the Government 
from some of the railway companies 
that will make up the Amalgamated 
Company—a loan of approximately 
£300,000—that that loan should be 
wiped out and the company would be 
in a much more satisfactory position 
to undertake these baronially-guar- 
anteed railways and not make a loss. 

í turn to the Tribunal, which is one 
of the most important factors in the 
Bill—one of the factors by which the 
Bill will stand or fall. On the naturc 
of the Tribunal depends whether the 
Bill will be a success or not. I quarrel 
with the temporary nature of the 
Tribunal. It is only to be set up for 
five years. That means, to my mind, 
that just at the time that it will 
understand its work it will be dis- 
solved. There is to be only one mem- 
ber experienced in railway work on 
the Tribunal; of the other two, one is to 
be a barrister and the other a business 
man. Certainly their first two year3 
will be spent ir learning what they 
are dealing with, and the fact that 
they are automatically dissolved at 
the end of five years seems to me to 
be a handicap. 

Another detail of the Tribunal is 
that its powers are very definite and 
its responsibilities are very vague, and 
I seem to detect }n that the hand of 
the Attorney-General from what I 
know of his draughtsmanship. There 
is nothing said as to how this body is 
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to be paid. Is it to be paid out of 
money provided by the Oireachtas? 
Are we to have the liberty of criti- 
cising it in that way, or is it to be paid 
out of the Central Fund, as a judicial 
body? In every other Bill that I have 
seen provision has been made in this 
respect. It is not made in tliis Bill so 
far as I can find. It is a very long 
Bill, and it may have escaped me, but, 
so far as I can find, there is nothing 
set out about that. There is nothing 
•to show what Minister, if any, will bo 
responsible to the Dáil for this Tribtt- 
nal. There is nothing to show whether 
we will be entitled to ask questious 
about it or discuss it. I venture to 
think, before we come to a Second 
Reading of this Bill, we ought to know 
a little more on this point. Under 
Section 24 of the Bill it is quite clear 
that the Tribunal has got to recom- 
mend new rates within three months 
of its coming into existence. I am 
anxious to see new rates. I suppose 
everybody is anxious to see new rates, 
but these rates must be drawn up on 
some definite, scientific basis. Is it 
possible for the members of the Tribu- 
nal, two of whom are quite unversed 
in the matter, to learn as much in 
three months as will enable them to 
make a complete set of new rates for 
every class o’f goods trafiic? I have 
doubts on the subject. I hope the 
President will resolve my doubts. But 
when I am told, as I was told by a 
Deputy belonging to the Labour Party 
and what he said must be true—that 
railway rates are now in a mass of 
confusion, that there is a different 
rate for almost every kind of com- 
modity, that the rates have been an- 
nually revised, that there is 100 per 
cent. increase, then another 20 per 
cent. increase and another 30 per ccnt. 
increase, and a 7£ per cent. rebate, 
when I am told that—I am only giving 
it as I was told—they will. have to 
take three months in order to find out 
what the rates are, not alone to revise 
them. I agree with Deputy Gorey: 
he is probably trying. to find out the 
rates himselí. It is not easy to do so. 
,A little while ago I had a small thin^ 
sent to me from England and I dis- 
covered that the railway rato from 
the North Wall to Dalkey was more 
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than the railway rate from a place iu 
Kent to the North Wall. 

Mr. DAVTN: Why? What of the 
£30,000 a year? 

Major COOPEB : I fought it out, and 
I did not pay. All these complications 
exist, and it is very doubtful, to my 
mind, if the Tribunal will be able to 
tackle' them in a period of three months. 
If they go simply on the basis of the 
President’s statement that the rates 
must be cut down, they may do very 
grave injustice. When the President 
replies, I have no doubt he will ask me 
and Deputy Hewat—he will not ask 
Deputy Johnson—what altemative we 
offer. It is the obvious answer. Well, 
the altemative that can be offered de- 
pends on the object of the Bill. Now, 
the Labour Party applauded a good 
many passages in the President ’s speech. 
I think there was one passage, mention- 
ing that the Bill was intended to provide 
the serviccs the country requires at rates 
the country can afford to pay—I hope I 
am quoting that accurately—that the 
Labour Party did not applaud. Once 
you go into that question, it is not 
merely a question of the rates a man who 
travels or who sends goodfc by train can 
afford to pay, but the rates the country 
can afford to pay and the rates the 
country will be able to afford later on. 

I find that factor lies at the bottom of 
the whole thing. That is the real diffi- 
culty, and unless some means of sur- 
mounting it can be arranged, I do not 
believe that this Bill will get us a yard 
further. What economy is possible ? 
Can you make economies by eliminating 
wasteful competition? The President 
has said that there is no real competition 
in the Saorstát. The only place where 
there would be competition would be 
Waterford, and there the competition is 
largely an unreality. Nominally there 
is competition in Sligo. Three railways 
ran into there. A man could, if he so 
desired, travel to Sligo by Enniskillen, 
or if he happened to be insane he coula 
travel to Sligo by the Great Southern* 
Railway. In practice, however, every- 
body goes to Sligo by the Midland Great 
Westem line. In those círcumstances 


there is no real competition, and there is 
no wasteíul competition, and therefore 
you cannot eliminate it. 

Here and there you can ran a station 
with one or two of a staff. That could 
be done at Dromod, for instance. But 
again, under Schedule 3 of the Bill, you 
have to pension out and compensate any 
men who may be discharged. I think 
the Ministry already know what a bur- 
den a pension vote can be, and what a 
burden it is to compensate people who 
have lost their employment. There is no 
great economy effected in those circum- 
stances. There is economy, perhapa, 
through a reduction of the number of re- 
dundant railway officials, an economy 
which may amount to about £10,000 a 
year. As the President said, when you 
are dealing with íigures like those what 
does £10,000 matter? It is not going to 
reduce rates to any considerable extent. 

There are one or two possible methods 
by which rates can be reduced. One is 
a reorganisation on mechanical lines of 
the railways in the Saorstát. Electrifi- 
cation may be a solution. If the Shan- 
non scheme is developed then electrified 
lines, shorter trains at more frequent in- 
tervals, and short, quick goods trains 
carrying perishable traffic may possibly 
solve our difficulties. The only other 
solution, frankly, is a reduction 
in labour costs. That is not anticipated 
by the Bill. It would be no more 
possible under this Bill than under the 
existing situation. I am reluctantly 
forced to think that the hope of a re- 
duction in rates held out here, is a 
vain and fallacious one. 

The President said that under 
the existing system there will 
be no reduction of rates and fares 
for an indefinite period. I am afraid 
that the same will apply to his Biíl, 
and unless a stronger ca3e and a more 
deflnite promíse of economy, of definite 
improvements in working, and of & 
certain reduction in rates and fares 
is made, I cannot vote for it. 

Mr. P. HOGAN (Olare): I do not pro- 
pose to follow along the main lines of 
argument. They have been fairly well 
covered by previous speakers. I will 
endeavour to confine myself to some ct 
the lines specifically mentioned in this 
Bill, and particuíarly the baronialiy- 
guaranteed lines. In this matter I 
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should like to say that Deputy Ilewax 
mentioned some very interesting 
things. He told us that the people re- 
sponsible for the introduction of Dhe 
baronially-guaranteed lines were tho 
people in the districts through which 
those lines run, and that, therefore, 
they should bear the burden. Let us 
take a glance at one line which may 
be said to be typical of most of those 
lines in the country. I refer to the 
West Clare line. What do we find in 
regard to it? We find that at the 
Spnng Assizes of 1884 a resolution 
was passed by the Clare Grand Jury 
declaring in favour of the line and de- 
claring that a dividend of 4 per cent. 
per annum shall be guaranteed and 
payable half-yearly in perpetuity upon 
a sum of £170,000. Does anybody in 
the Dáil suggest that the Grand Jury 
of Clare in 1884 represented the views 
of the people of Clare at that period, 
or that a Grand Jury of Clare wouid 
represent the opinions of the peopie 
there at this period? 

We want to analyse why this burden 
should be placed upon the ratepayers 
of County Clare. In 1884 the line was 
established, and between the guaran- 
teed dividend and a working loss we 
find there was at least £6,000 lost 
annually to the county. Over a period 
of 40 years that loss comes to £240,000. 
On top of that we find we are asked 
to pay £4,320 for ten years more, 
which amounts in entirety to £283,200. 
That is all for a burden that we had 
no responsibility in placing upon ou^- 
selves, and for a burden which an 
absentee body put upon us. In the 
matter of this guaranteed dividend 
there ivas a representation of three to 
five. The County Council had three 
representatives, and there were five on 
the other side. I have studied the Bill 
as carefully as I could and have en- 
deavoured to ascertain what represei- 
tation the people now asked to fnot 
the bill for the guaranteed dividend 
are to get. 

If my histoiy is right, I think there 
was a revolution on the motto of “ no 
taxation without representation. ” I 
do not suggest there will be a revolu- 
tion as a resuít of this, but it cer- 
tainly merits very serious considera- 
tion, and I would like to know where 
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those who are asked to foot the bill 
are in the matter of representation? 
It may interest the President to know 
that some people who are asked to pay 
for this railway have never seen the 
line. As a matter of fact, to their own 
personal lmowledge they could not 
swear that sueh a line exists. If there 
is power to extend the area over which 
this rate can be struck, there should 
also be power to revoke it, and find 
the money from some other sources. 
The President, I think, said that the 
burden of a baronial line is a negli- 
gible quantity. If that is so, it is not 
a negligible quantity so far as the 
ratepayers are concerned. They do 
not get any service from the line at 
all adequate to the amount they are 
asked to pay for it. The service thev 
get is not at all adequate. In calcu- 
íating the ineome of the main line, it 
would be very interesting to know 
whether the main line would take 
into account the source of income that 
these baronial guaranteed lines were 
to the main lines. That- is, say, they 
act as feeders. They have brought 
thousands and thousands of pounds to 
it, and they have given it ineomc frorn 
a thousand and one sources, and it 
would be very interesting to know 
whether any calculation would be 
made of the sources of income thesc 
baronial guaranteed lines were to the 
main line. This is a point which re- 
quires attention in the matter of the 
feeding of the main lines. 

There are in this particular line— 
and I am taking this line as being 
fairly typical of other lines—sources 
of traffic which, had it not been brought 
to the main line by these baronial 
lines, would be diverted to other ways. 
It would be diverted to the Shannon, 
for instance, and to the sea, towards 
Galway. In that case the West Clare 
line and the South Clare line come 
on to the main line and act as feeders 
for it. What compensation is going to 
be paid for that? In the matter pf bog 
in the centre of Clare, it is well known 
that that is a source of considerable 
traffic. Is that going to be taken 
into account? Are the rates going to 
be relieved of the incubus put, oii 
them? What choice had the rate- 
payers; had they any representation 
when this incubus of four per cent. 
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pcr annum baronial guarantee was put 
upon them? There are other sources 
o£ traffic, too, which these lines bring 
to the main line, the slate traffic and 
such things. When these industries 
get under propcr control, and are 
worked in a proper way, what amount 
of traffic wdll we find being brought to 
the main line by these baronial lines? 

I suggest to the President that these 
things should be taken into aceount 
and that the rates of that county and 
of every county, for that matter—this 
is only a typieal instance—should be 
relieved of the burdens cast upon them 
because they had no represcntation on 
the old Grand Jury when these things 
were forced on them. I 
5 o f elock. would also like to have, 
from the President, what re- 
presentation those ratepayers who pay 
the guaranteed dividends are to have 
in the way of control over the amalga- 
mated or unified line? 

Mr. MILROY: I want to make a I 
suggestion, and it is this: the Presi- ' 
dent should not press this Sefeond 
Reading to a division to-day. 

The PRESIDENT: I have no inten- 
tion of pressing it to a division. I ex- 
pect it will be passed without a divi- 
sion. 

Mr. MILROY: That is a point that 
is worth consideration. I want to make 
one point also that is worth considera- 
tion. No one will question the magni- 
tude or the importance of this Bill. No 
one will urge that this Bill should be 
rushed through without adequate con- 
sideration. The present stage is one 
of considering the general principles of 
the proposal. There have been several 
important speeches made to-day. These 
bear upon that important aspect of the 
measure. These speeches were care- 
fully prepared, I am sure, and they are 
worth very careful consideration. I 
do think that, taking into considera- 
tion the magnitude of this Bill, and 
taking into consideration the fact that 
the speeches that have been delivered 
to-day on the Second Reading of this 
Bill are such as deserved very, very 
careful and weighty consideration. I 
a lso say that we in the Dáil ought to* 
have an opportunity of considering this 


Bill and these speeches during the re- 
cess. We should have an opportunity 
of resuming the discussion and the 
consideration of the general principles 
of this measure in the light of the state- 
ments that have been made to-day, and 
we could do that better when the Dáil 
re-assembles after the recess. I cannot 
see that there is such terrific urgency 
for the carrying through of this Second 
Reading that another day after the re- 
cess would be too late to have the 
Second Reading decided. But I do think 
that the consideration that those who 
are interested in this measure would 
give to this Bill and its principles and 
its implications during the recess would 
add considerably to the weight and 
value of the decision that would be 
given on the Second Reading, if the 
Second Reading were deferred until 
then. I would therefore put it to the 
President whether or not there is such 
terrific urgency for the resolution car- 
rying the Second Reading to-day, and 
whether or not in the interests of the 
country, and in the interests of the 
value of the measure, that this would 
give us more time to consider the 
Second Reading and to consider the 
general principles of the Bill before a 
decision is taken on this Stage. 

The PRESIDENT: If there is an 
answer expected now- 

AN LEAS CHEANN-COMHAIRLE: 

Is this to conclude the debate, or is it 
an answer to Deputy Milroy? 

The PRESIDENT: It is an answer 
to Deputy Milroy. If it is a question 
of answering that qucstion now, I must 
say I cannot see my way to agree to 
that. This Bill has been in the hands 
of the Deputies now for a week, and, 
if there are infirmities in it, they have 
had considerable time to put down 
amendments. I usually know my 
ground in these cases, and I know the 
influences that are at work in this Bill, 
and in connection with it. I want these 
influences either to beat me now or to 
get beaten—one way or another. 

Mr. MILROY : I am not acting at the 
instigation of any influence. 

The PRESIDENT: I know that; I 
am not referring to Deputy Milroy, 
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Mr. MILROY : But I am simply 
thinking of the interests of this 
measure and of its bearing on the in- 
terests of the country, and I cannot 
see how the measure will be 
jeopardiscd, how the consideration of 
its value will be diminished by a fuller 
consideration. The Eresident said the 
Bill has been in the hands of Deputies 
for some considerable time. It has been 
in my hands for about a fortnight, but 
I have to confess that my time has been 
so occupied that I have not had time 
to read the text yet. 

AN LEAS-CHEANN OOMHAIRLE: 

Does the Deputy intend to speak on the 
measure now? 

Mr. MILROY : I do not. I am simply 
pressing the point that a further oppor- 
tunity for consideration of the Bill 
ought to be aiforded to the Dáil. I am 
not opposing the Bill at all. 

Mr. DAVIN: In case Deputy Milroy 
might be under a wrong impression so 
far as I am concemed, I want to assure 
him that I have not prepared a speech, 
and consequently my observations must 
necessarily be very brief. Deputy 
Johnson expressed the opinion, and with 
that opinion I quite agree, that the pro- 
test that was made to-day by Deputy 
Hewat, although he said he was not 
speaking for the directors, that the direc- 
tors and the shareholders were opposed 
to this Bill, was not a genuine protest. 
Deputy Cooper took issue with Deputy 
Johnson on .that, and gave as a reason 
and as a justification for his opinion a 
conversation which he had with a rail- 
way director yesterday or the day be- 
fore. It was only at the conciuding por- 
tion of the PresidenVs speech, when he 
madc a statement that they would be 
very glad to give the greatest possible 
consideration to any amendments for the 
improvement of the Bill, that I realised 
that he held a different opinion on this 
question from the opinions and the views 
of the railway directors. We, and I am 
sure other Deputies also, have been sup- 
plied with a document in the names of 
the Great Southem and Westem, the 
Midland Great Westem, and the Cork, 
Bandon, and South Coast Companies, 
giving their considered views, and, I 
daresay, representing the views of the 
MreMfon DJ50H ^hat was ; ixv their 
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opinion, not really a Bill but an Act, 
the best possible proof, by the term 
which they gave to this document, of 
their desire and their hope that the Bill 
should become an Act, without any 
amendment. When a Government 
brings forward a very complicated and 
exhaustive measure, complicatcd in 
many ways by reason of. the numerous 
Bills dealing with this question pre- 
viously, a Bill for the re-organisation of 
the railways, I suggest that it does not 
bring it forward at the request of any 
particular class. That was not the view 
cxpressed by Deputy Ilewat when he 
stated his opinion that the measure was 
brought forward on the representation 
of some particular class. I daresay that 
a Government, in a measure of this kind, 
should only be actuated and prompted 
by the desire, as the rcpresentatives of 
the people, to re-organise the railways 
in a way that would enable them to be of 
great advantage to the trading com- 
munity and the nation as a whole. I 
suggest that although wc are a small 
State, divided temporarily, the re-orga- 
nisation of our railways, or lines of com- 
munication, have a bearing, and a very 
important bearing, on our lines of de- 
fence. In saying that I do not antici- 
pate a war, but we must be prepared for 
such things, and in considering the ques- 
tion of railway communications wc can- 
not ignore that of national deíence. 

Mr. WILSON: Is Dcputy Davin sup- 
porting the Bill? 

Mr. DAVIN: I will let the Deputy 
know that before I sit down. I would 
have been in a better position to speak 
on the Second Reading had I had the 
advantage of maldng a careful study 
of the President’s speeeh. Following it 
as wcll as I could, lengthy as it was, I 
could only come to the conclusion in 
the end that it was not a detailed ex- 
planation of the Bill such as we were 
entitled to. In my opinion, it. was 
something more in the nature of an 
address, such as one would expect that 
the President, on an occasion of this 
kind, would deliver to a meeting of 
the Dublin Stock Exchange or to Tail- 
way shareholdcrs in gcneral. If that 
f was thc object, rathcr than a detailed 
explanation of thc different clanses of 
this complicáted measure, then I am 



3259 Railways Bill } 1924— DAIL EIREANN. Second Stage. 3200 


[Mr. Davin.] 

sure that the railway stockholders and 
the members of the Dublin Stoclv Ex- 
change wili be in a very happy frame 
of mind when they read his speech to- 
morrow moming. 

I have for a long time taken the view 
that the railway system of this country 
was not established or constructed or 
intended to meet the requirements of a 
country that was likely *to devolop its 
resources. The directors were much 
more interested in dividends than in 
developments. That is quite the op- 
posite to the case of those who 
control the railways in England, 
and who, as may be seen by 
their different activities, have al- 
ways anticipated development, rather 
than wait for something to 
come which could not come without 
their assistance. We have a glaring 
example of that in the huge amount of 
money, milíions and millions, at present 
being expended by the British com- 
panies, money that has been raised 
from the British taxpayers and handed 
over as compensation representing de- 
ferred maintenance in connection with | 
control during the European War 
period. One company, I sec from thc 
Press. and it is only one example, has 
decided to expcnd £14,000,000 in im- 
proving its lines, in building new en- 
gines and rolling stock, and in that 
way. from the national point of view, 
helping to relieve unemployment. What 
is the position from that point of view 
here? The Irish railway companies— 
and I am only giving this as an example 
and a proof of my statement—received 
£3.000,000 for the same rcason as the i 
£60,000,000 was given to the British ' 
railways, and although this was handed 
over by the British Government, it was 
collected from the Irish taxpayers, in 
discharge of compensation representing 
deferred maintenance. Instead of 
being expended for the purpose for 
which it was given, that money was set 
aside for the payment of dividends. 

That is, I contend, the best proof 
that one could look for to show that 
those who control the Irish railways 
are not interested in the development 
of the country as much as in the earn- 
ing of dividends and fees for thc 
shareholders and themselves. I eon- 4 
tend, therefore, that the Government. 


having declined to adopt a system of 
State ownership and control, should in 
this measure take as much control as 
they possibly can, from the point of 
view of compelling the company to 
carry out their duties in that respect, 
and any clauses that give control to 
the Government to deal with the com- 
pany and make them recognise their 
responsibilities in that respect I cer- 
tainly will not dissent from. Some time 
ago a question was asked here as to 
whether this Bill would deal with 
canals as well as railways. The Minis- 
ter for Industjy and Coipnicree defini- 
tely stated that the Bill would only 
deal with railways, but what do we 
find? We find that the Bill deals with 
railways and canals inasmuch as i + 
gives control to the greater combine 
which it is proposed to set up, ovcr 
one of the principal canals. I thinlc 
the Government should reconsider that 
particular aspect of the Bill, especi- 
ally in view of the fact that thc 
Minister for Industry and Commerce 
has prcviously stated, and the Presi- 
dent has confirmed his statement that 
the Government have not yet come tc> 
a final decision as to whether the 
canals, which are or should be one of 
the great public highways, are or are 
not of any use to the community. 
Until a final decision on that matter 
is come to by the Government, I do 
not thinlc that they should prejudice 
the decision by the inclusion of the 
Royal Canal in the combine. I take 
exception to the composition of the 
Amalgamated Company. I believe 
that the Bill should have a conditional 
clause, and another Schedule which 
would include railways working into 
and out of the Free State, such as the 
Great Northern, Sligo and Leitrim, 
and the Northern Counties, whereby 
it could be made possible when the 
Boundary question is settled to the 
satisfaction of the Government, that 
these railways, particularly those the 
greater portion of whose mileage is 
in the Free State area, should come in 
on an appointed day. 

I have for a long time held the 
opinion, and expressed it here, that the 
Boundary Question is bound up very 
much with the settlement of the rail- 
way problem. I believe that a condi»* 
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tional clause of that kind would be one 
of the best levers the Government could 
use to compel the Six Counties, or the 
Northern Government, to realise that 
they will be up against a very stiff pro- 
position if they do not conform to the 
spirit of Clause 12 of the Treaty, on 
many grounds, but that one principally. 
That is the reason I submit why the 
Government should reconsider that 
aspect of the case, and 'adopt the prin- 
ciple put forward in the Transport and 
Communication Bill, by naming an ap- 
pointed day and making it possible for 
the Great Northern Railway and others 
that on the appointed day, and when 
most convenient, they should be 
brought into the jurisdiction of this 
Amalgamated Company on the same 
conditions as the other companies are 
brought in. I contend, following that 
argument, that the Great Northern 
and other railway companies should be 
included in the Second Schedule, and 
should be called on to bear their share 
of the burden which has ‘been taken off 
the baronially guaranteed railways, 
and plaeed on the other railways which 
are to forrn the Amalgamated Company. 
I see no reason why the wealthiest com- 
pany' in Ireland, the Great Northern, 
should be relieved of the payment of 
whatever reasonable share of compen- 
sation should be paid by thcm for the 
relief of the amounts taken off the 
baronially guaranteed railways. The 
Great Northern Railway Company, in 
particular, will share in the benefits of 
the baronially guaranteed railways in 
so far as cither directly or indirectly 
these railways are fecders of the Great 
Northern. 

There is the question of the constitu- 
tion of the new Board. I have con- 
siderable doubt as to the wisdom of the 
composition of the new Board, but it 
was hoped at one time, and suggested, 
that the new Board would include re- 
presentation on behalf of the Govern- 
ment. I fully realise that representa- 
tion, if it was not a majority represen- 
tation, would be useless in many re- 
spects, but there is one very useful pur- 
pose which even a minority representa- 
tion, or a small representation, on that 
Board could serve, and that would be 
to leam a great deal from the inner 
worhings of the directors of this com- 
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pany, and to use that knowledge on be- 
half of the Government for the pur- 
pose of assisting them in carrying out 
whatever constructive measures may 
be necessary in the # interests . of the 
nation from time to time. I belicve the 
information that would be secured 
from representation on that Board 
would repay to a great extent any com- 
pensation that may be necessary to 
secure it. • 

A good deal of comment has been 
made upon the composition and powers 
of this tribunal. I admit that the tri- 
bunal have very great powers, indeed, 
and I have a considerable amount of 
sympathy with them, whoever they may 
be, in endeavouring to carry out the 
work which will be placed before them 
so early after their formation. I ima- 
gine, although they are only given a 
period of life of five years, and the first 
five years will certainly be the hardest, 
the Govcmment may be compelled to 
pcnsion them at the end of that period. 
The tribunal in reference to the ques- 
tion of rates will have power only to 
deal wúth the section of the excluded 
railways which run inside the territory 
of jurisdiction of the Free State Govern- 
ment. Supposing—I put this to the 
President, and I hope he will answer it— 
that there is an unfair diversion of 
traffic taking place to Belfast Port as a 
result of the quotation and application 
of uneconomic rates over that, line, how r 
will he meet a situation of that kind? 
He may say the railway tribunal will 
have power to determine thc rates over 
the Great Northern section of that rail- 
way up to the Boundary. Assuming the 
raiiway rate within the Free State, or 
from a given point within the Free State* 
to the Boundar> r , is raised for the pur- 
pose of placing the Great Northem Rail- 
way on fair competitive terms with other 
companies feeding the Port of Dublin, 
or feeding other places from the Port of 
Dublin, I say that the Great Northem 
Railway Company, through the powers 
that still remain in their hands, will have 
power to reduce the rates beyond the 
Boundary to the Port of Belfast, and so 
nullify the action of the tribunal. I 
ask the President how he proposes to* 
deal with a situation of that kind, with 
which I am sure he wiil be faced as a 
result of the setting up of this tribunai* 
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and the powers they will have. Deputy 
Johnson has pointed out that the tri- 
bunal has the double task of revising the 
rates inside a period of three months 
from the date of the passing of the Act, 
and at the same time dealing with the 
terms under which the railway or rail- 
ways may be compelled to come into 
this scheme, if they are Hot willing to do 
so. I seriously suggest that is a task, I 
care not who the men are who may be 
called on to períorm it, that will be im- 
possible to carry out within the time 
limit laid down, to.consider the rates on 
the one hand and the time limit for the 
coming into operation of the Act. 
Deputy Johnson has also referred to a 
very important point as to whether or 
not the tribunal will have all the powers 
which they are supposed to possess in 
•dealing with the question of capital, and 
•other questions in connection with the 
financial arrangements of that section of 
the amalgamated group who have al- 
ready come to some arrangement about 
which none of us know anything. 

I also want to know whether the Gov- 
rrnment are prepared to lay on the 
Table of the Dáil—I suppose an amend- 
ment <to that clause of the Bill would 
bo necessary—the rules and proeedure 
which will govern the Railway Rates 
Tribunal before it sets out to carry on 
its w T ork. I think it is very important 
that the rulcs and procedure adopted 
by the Tribunal should be laid on the 
Table of the Dáil so that, if necessary, 
a discussion may take place on them. 

I suggest that the Bill makes no pro- 
vision for such things. We have also 
heard a good deal about the question 
of private agreement between English 
and Irish railway companies. We have 
becn told by the President—and it is 
true—that an understanding exists be- 
twecn the old Great Western Railway 
of England and the Great Southern and 
Western Co. of Ireland, to the effect 
that all unconsigned traffic south of 
ccrtain points on the Great Southern 
system must be sent by the Rosslare 
and Fishguard route. I contend that 
the shortest route is not necessarily the 
best. The shortest route, from the 
point of view of the user of the rail- 
ways, is not necessarily the shortest 
route from a mileage standpoint, but 


it is the most expeditious so far as 
traffic is concerneJ. If you have three 
sailings a day from the port of Dublin 
as against two weekly sailings from 
Rosslare, I suggest that it is not in the 
interests of the traders that an agree- 
ment of that kind should be allowed to 
remain in existence, and that traffic 
should be sent by the route by which 
it can reach its destination in the most 
expeditious way. I think that the ex- 
istence of such an agreement which en- 
ables the Great Southern Company to 
do that, is not in the interest of the 
traders who are assisting the railway 
companies to earn their dividends. I 
suggest also that, even in the interests 
of the railway company, it would be 
desirable to send the traffic by a longer 
route, because in the case of through 
rates the railway companies send 
traffic over a longer route which would 
be the most expeditious and would get 
the greatest amount out of the rate on 
a division basis. For these two reasons 
I contcnd that it is not desirable in the 
intercsts of traders that tlie railway 
companies should be allowed to con- 
tinue the existence of such arrange- 
ments. 

I have evidence here in a letter which 
has been handed to me that that par- 
ticular agreement to which I refer is 
being carried out to the letter of the 
law at present. The agreement was 
come to in 1906, and circulars were sent 
to the stationmasters and other officials 
in the areas affected on the de-control 
of the railways, and there is the closest 
possible supervision over all railway 
officials to see that that agreement is 
carried opt to the letter of the law. 
The President stated th’at all agree- 
mcnts upon the strength of which ex- 
penditure is being incurred will be con- 
tinued. It would be information for 
me to know that expenditure was in- 
curred in connection with the making 
of that agreement. Deputy Hewat, 
who always makes himself very vocaí 
in regard to this matter, is very keen 
on the question of competition. I re- 
member hearing Deputy Hewat express 
different views on that question when 
it was a question of the canals coming 
up against the railways. Although I 
mention this matter, I have no interest 
in the working of the canals, but I be- 
lieve that the waterways which were 
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constructed at a high cost to the com- 
munity should not be allowed to go out 
of existence until there is good reason 
in favour of it. Deputy Hewat would 
not encourage competition between 
railways and canals, so that his argu- 
ment íalls to the ground on that ques- 
tion. I am not sure that he would 
favour agreements between tram com- 
panies, railway companies and canal 
eompanies to stop that competition. 

Mr. HEWAT: I would like Deputy 
Davin to give an instance of where 1 
said any such thing. 

Mr. DAVIN: Unfortunately, I can- 
not turn up the official records at the 
moment, but I have a distinct recollec- 
tion of that statement being made. 

Mr. HEWAT: I hope that the De- 
puty will look it up and let me see it. 

Mr. DAVIN: I will try. The Fresi- 
dent said that the amount of uncon- 
signed traffic which was carried in 
accordance with these private agree- 
ments does not amount to ten per 
cent., or about ten per cent. It would 
be very difficult to estimate the 
amount of traffic carried under such 
conditions, because it is owing to the 
lack of interest in the carrying of 
traffic on the part of the senders that 
the traffic is so consigned. It would 
be very interesting from one year to 
another to see how the balance of ten 
per cent. for unconsigned traffic was 
arrived at. It is the experience of 
officials, especially in rural areas, that 
most of the traffic is unconsigned, ex- 
cept there is a very alert and ener- 
getic canvasser acting for a company 
in a particular town. Undoubtedly 
in the large towns and cities there is 
very little traffic handed to the rail- 
way companies in that way. 

I want to draw the attention of the 
President to a matter upon which I 
have received a good deal of pressure. 

In the British railway group that now 
exists—and even prior to their exist- 
ence, so far as the smaller companies 
were concerned—they always took 
sufficient interest in the staff, both out- 
door and indoor, to make somé provi- 
sion for them in their old age. Pen- 
sion funds have been in existence and 
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improvements have been made since 
the grouping in England in conditions 
and services so far as pensions are 
concerned. Railwaymen have always 
gone into the railway services on the 
assumption that their low wage was 
a result of permanency of employ- 
ment and of perquisites, such as passes 
and other privileges to which they 
were entitled. Negotiations have been 
in progress for a considerable period 
with many of the Irish railways, in- 
cluding the principal ones which will 
be parties to this new Amalgamated 
Company, requesting them to agree to 
the formation of pension funds for 
their employés, particularly their out- 
door employés, on similar conditions 
to the pension funds in operation on 
railways across Channel. The latest 
reply which I have here from the 
General Manager of one of the leading 
companies is that they were unable to 
entertain any proposal of this kind in 
view of pending railway legislation. 
I hope that the President will, between 
this and the Committee stage, take this 
matter up with the representatives of 
the companies, with a view to getting 
them to agree to the inclusion of a 
clause in this Bill making it possible 
for the establishment of such funds, 
and between the date of the passing 
of the Act and the date of the coming 
into operation of the new group, that 
detailed consideration and detailed 
schemes will be drafted and handed 
to the Minister for Industry and Com- 
merce, making provision for the set- 
ting up of such pension funds, which 
are very desirable in this and in every 
other country where railway men are 
employed. 

I also want to draw the attention of 
the President to the fact that in most 
railways of this country the railway 
directors, against their will and desire, 
were compelled to agree to a system of 
open examination for their clerical 
staff. Many railway companies, up to 
the point of the blocking of their Bills 
in the British House of Commons, even- 
tually agreed to the opening of their 
service for the younger men who were 
anxious to go into the service of those 
companies through open competitive 
examination. I suggest that a clause 
should be inserted in this Bill making 
it compulsory on the new Amalgamated 
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Company to recruit thcir clerical staíf 
through the system of open competitive 
examination. I would also like to draw 
the attention of the President to the 
fact that at one time there existed a 
railway called the Birr and Portumna 
Railway. I would like him to ask the 
officials who are advising him in con- 
nection with this Bill to look up the 
history of that company, and to find 
out the conditions under which it was 
taken ovcr by the Great Southern and 
Western Railway and what they did to 
see that the railway was destroyed, and 
to say at the next stage of this Bill 
whether he is prepared to compel the 
Amalgamated Company, part of which 
is the Great Southern and Western 
Railway Company, to include this old 
linc in the new scheme. The railway, 
laughable as it might secm, was origin- 
ally constructed out of public funds, 
and I do not think that any business 
undertaking that has been established 
upon the strength of the taxpayers’ 
money should be allowed to go out of 
existence if it is possible to maintain it. 
I contend also that the Bill ought to 
contain a provision for preventing the 
companies capitalising in the future 
against the State, the State assistance 
to the railway undertakings. Even the 
President himself has assumed that this 
system may ultimately fail and that as 
a result of its failure—it will, I sup- 
posc, get a limited period of trial—it 
may be necessary for the State to take 
over the railways of this country. I 
suggest that any assistance given by 
the State should not be capitalised in 
the undertaking and charged later 
when the State thinks it advisable to 
takc over the railways. 

I, as one of the members of the 
Labour Party who supported the 
Transport and Communications Bill in 
this House, have hesitated before tak- 
ing part in this debate. I wished, 
fir st, to hear the views of the farmers 
and others who helped the Govern- 
ment to tum down that measure. 
Surely if the Farmers’ Party sup- 
ported the Government in turning 
down the Transport and Communica- 
tion Bill what is their altemative 
views now as to their solution. 
W'hat is their alternative policy? 
I hope fhat the Farmers ’ Party, 


who have always been so in- 
terested from a debating point of 
view in the railway systems of this 
country, will state that the section of 
the community which. they represent 
is the only section which has suffered 
•from the present system, and that 
Deputy Gorey at a later stage will 
produce a better Bill than the one 
now before the House. As one^ who 
supports only a system of railway 
organisation owned and controlled by 
the State, I cannot subscribe to the 
measure now before the House. There- 
fore, on principle, and as many of 
the clauses do not meet with my ap- 
proval, I propose to vote against the 
Bill if it is put to a division. 

Mr. GOREY: I am sorry to disap- 
point Deputy Davin in not rising be- 
fore. I am even a closer sticker to my 
seat than he is. 

Major BRYAN COOPER at this 
stage took the Chair. 

Mr. GOREY: Deputy Hewat said 
he was not aware of any demand from 
any section of the community which 
is concerned in connection with this 
measure. This question of railway 
rates has been a burning question with 
the people that we represent for the 
last four or five years. Since the war 
it has been a hardy annual at con- 
gresses, meetings, etc. The newspapers 
always published our discussions and 
conclusions on this matter. Still, no 
one seems to be aware of it. The fact 
is that the position is intolerable from 
our point of view. At the moment 
we would welcome anything. We were 
almost at the point of welcoming 
Deputy Johnson’s Bill, and only this 
Bill was in the offing I am not quite 
sure what our attitude would have 
been. We approve of the main provi- 
sions of this Bill that it is hoped will 
effect the desired necessity of a re- 
duction in railway rates. If it does 
that we welcome it. 

Mr. JOHNSON: If it does not? 

Mr. GOREY: If it does not we can 
take a further step. 

The PRESIDENT: Hear, hear. 

Mr. GORl Y: It aims at the redhctípn 



8269 Bailways Bill , 1924— 11 Apru 

of overhead charges, and because it aims 
at that we support it. We are quite 
aware that the reduction of overhead 
charges with regard to management is 
not the only reduction which this rail- 
way system will face. It must face a 
reduetion from top to bottom. This 
Bill makes an arrangement that the 
railway managcment will put its house 
in ordcr at the top. We hope it will 
conlinue that progress to the bottom, 
and if it does not there is another step 
to bc taken, and we will have to talce it. 
Deputy Hewat referred to compctition. 
We know there is no such thing as 
competition among the railway com- 
panies. The Great Southern Company 
and the Dublin and South East- 
ern Company are only raeeting 
at one point where they could 
competc, and the possibility of 
compctition at that particular point is 
almost nil. Competition at the Port 
of Waterford between those two com- 
panies is impossiblc. Competition be- 
tween other companies coming into con- 
tact has been got over long since, and 
those companies, long before this mea- 
sure was thought of, had arranged that 
there would be no competition between 
them. When we talk about competi- 
tion we talk about something that any 
business man here knows did not exist 
for years. 

Mr. HEWAT: I hope Deputy Gorey 
will not take me as assenting to that 
heresy. 

Captain REDMOND: Or me either. 

Mr. QOREY: We know that Deputy 
Redmond is very fond of Waterford, 
and that he may be thinldng more in 
terms of Waterford than in terms of 
the nation. 

Captain REDMOND: When Dcputj 
Gorey said that there was no possi- 
bility of competition in Waterford in 
regard to these two railway companies 
.1 disagreed with him, and I disagree 
with him still There has been com - 
petition between the London and 
North Western and the Great Western 
Railway of England in Waterford. 
There is competition still between 
them, and this Bill will show whether 
that competition will last. 

BSr. QORE7: The Deputy is cn- 
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titled to his opinion, but he has not 
convinced me. I am not aware of 
what the London and North Western 
has done in the way of creating com- 
petition in Waterford. 

Oaptain REDMOND: They compete 
with the Great Western Railway Com- 
pany for the business of Waterford 
through the Dublin and South Eastern 
Railway Company. Perhaps I might 
inform Deputy Gorey that the Dublin 
and South Eastern Railway Company 
goes into Waterford as well as the 
Great Southern and Western Railway 
Company. 

Mr. QOREY : That is not news to me, 
but still I hold that as an effective com- 
petitor it does not exist. 

The PRESIDENT : That is the point. 

Mr. QOREY : It is, and Deputy Red- 
mond knows it. 

Captain REDMOND : Does the De- 
puty mean to say that the London and 
North-Western Railway Company is 
not an effective competitor with the 
Great Western Railway of England? 

Mr. QOREY: In England, yes, but 
not in Waterford. 

Captain REDMOND: I say that is 
not a fact. 

Mr. QOREY: If you want facts I 
think you ought to enlighten yourself 
on questions of fact, and if you want to 
d b that, look at the railway rates 
charged by the Dublin and South Eas- 
tern Company. It is a wonder to me 
that the people of that district have 
stood these charges so long. 

Captain REDMOND: And the 

charges also. I suppose. of the Great 
Southern and Western Railway Co.! 

Mr. Q0REY: Yes, to a lesser extent. 
If the Deputy wants to make another 
speech I will sit down. If he were to 
put all his interruptions togetber thejr 
would form another speech. As I said 
earlier, we are not very enthusiastic 
about this measure. We do not think 
it will do a lot of good, but we do be- 
lieve that it will do a little good. We 
believe it is the choice of the best o£ a \ 
lot of bad roads to get; relief frpm tbb 
burdens from which we have 
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suffering so long as far as the rail- 
ways of the country are concerned. 

Mr. DAVIN: What is your road? 

Mr. GOBET: I will tell you before I 
am finished. With regard to the 
baronially-guaranteed lines, the people 
whom we represent here are largely 
the people who have to bear the bur- 
den of these lines. In some areas the 
burden, as far as these lines are con- 
cerned, is at the moment ls. 6d. in the 
pound on the rates. That is an extra- 
ordinary burden. I believe that the 
rate varies in some places from 6d. to 
ls. 6d. in the pound, and I have just 
been informed that in a few instances 
the rate goes up to 2s. in the pound. 1 
Those of us who live in the more 
favourably circumstanced areas, wherc 
no such burdens havo to be borne, have 
considerable sympathy with the people 
in these districts who have to pay rates 
on these baronially-guaranteed rail- 
ways. As far as these people are con- 
cerned we have no objection to see 
them relieved, and I want to make it 
clear that I mean relief and not release. 
It is a matter that must be considered 
very seriously. At the moment we do 
not advocate absolute release, but we 
do advocate relief. This is an aspect of 
the Bill that, on the Committee Stage, 
will deserve very serious attention in- 
deed. Now with regard to what my 
alternative is. Deputy Davin seems 
very anxious to íind out all about it. I 
will first give him what my ideas are, 
roughly, and will then elaborate them. 
Our Irish t railway system is largely a 
rural system with very little traffic over 
it and very few trains running. We 
have a railway organisation at the 
moment and it is absolutely ridiculous 
to have it continued. Imagine that on 
some of these railways in our rural 
areas of Ireland an eight-hour day is 
operating with, perhaps, one train pass- 
up and another passing down in the 
day. That is the kind of thing that 
must end. 

Mr. DAVIN : Are you sure that that 
system operates in all the rural areas? 

Mr. 60BET: Certainly, in many of 
the rural areas. 


Mr. DAVIN : Not in the rural areas. 

Mr. GOBET: I am familiar with 
rural areas and I know that the system 
does operate in them. 

1 Mr. DAVIN: I am speaking with 
fcnowledge, and I know that the system 
is not in operation in rural areas. ^ 

Mr. GOBET: The cost of staffing to 

the railway companies as between pre- 
war days and now is a sufficient answer 
to the Deputy. 

Mr. DAVIN : Not on that point. 

Mr. GOBET: I want to say this, 
that an authority which can give us 
unified railways can also nationalise 
railways. The authority that can do 
that can take a further step if neces- 
sary, and in this measure the railway 
owners perhaps are getting a last 
chance of putting their house in order. 

Mr. JOHNSON: And of filling their 
pockets at the same time. 

Mr. GORET: The railway owners 
are now getting a chance to make 
their organisation right from top to 
bottom, and if they fail that further 
step to which I have referred can be 
taken, and as far as we are concerned 
we are prepared to take it. As the 
President pointed out in his speech, 
the rates of the Irish railway com- 
panies to-day are 150 per cent. higher 
than they were in pre-war days, while 
in the case of the English railway 
companies the rate is only 50 per cent. 
higher. The remedy for that, I think, 
is very plain, and that remedy will 
have to be found and explored. 
Deputy Redmond in his speech ap- 
proached this question more from the 
particular than from the national point 
of view. I am inclined to approach it 
from the national point of view, leaving 
out altogether the particular point of 
view. 

Captain BEDMOND: I cannot allow 
that statement. I did not say that I' 
approached it more from the particu- 
lar than from the national point of 
I view. I said I approached it flrst from 
the national, and then from the parti- 
cular point of view. 

Mr. 80BET: Perhaps I misunder- 
stood what the Deputy said, and I 
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apologise. I heard a lot of talk about 
Waterford in this eonnection, and per- 
haps I have got Waterford on my 
nerves. I heard so much about Dub- 
lin, too, that it also got on my nerves. 
We heard a lot about the injury that 
would be done to the port of Dublin 
and to the port of Waterford. To my 
mind, all the ports in the country de- 
serve the right to develop as much as 
Waterford or Dublin. I do not stand 
for a monopoly for Dublin or Water- 
ford or anywhere elsc. What we want 
are cheaper rates and a better and 
quicker service. 

Mr. DAVIN : Do you think that 
this Bill is going to give you that? 

Mr. GOREY: I am not referring to 
this at the moment, but to some argu- 
ments used here by other Deputies. 
My friend, Deputy Johnson, if I might 
call him so, referred to my attitude 
with regard to nationalisation. He 
instanced, I think, my attitude with 
regard to the fisheries. There is no 
analogy whatever between the two. 
The railways were provided by pri- 
vate cnterprise, but I have yet to learn 
that private enterprise made either the 
rivers or the fish. 

Mr. DAVTN: Was it private enter- 
prise made the railways? 

Mr. GOREY: I think it was—If I 
am wrong Deputy Davin must get his 
information clsewhere. I am not in 
the position % to give it to him; there 
is ^ no analogy between fisheries and 
railways. Fisheries, to my mind, stand 
alone, at least that is my idea of the 
matter. My idea was that we should 
have a big national scheme of develop- 
ment. Obviously the spending of a 
large sum of money upon a scheme in 
that direction by the ratepayers for a 
national act could not be used for the 
interests of any individual. If the 
State made the railways it would be 
a different matter, but they did not 
make the railways. As,I said, we have 
no very great enthusiasm about this 
scheme. We.do not think that it can 
do much, though it may do something. 
We think it is a first step in the right 
direction, and that it will make things 
ready for the adoption of a larger and 
more effective measure. and is, I con- 
tend, a step in the right direction. 
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j Mr. GOOD : I think after the blessing 
Deputy Gorey has given to this Bill 
there is not much good left in it. How- 
ever, this is a most inopportune time 
that the Government has chosen to in- 
troduce this Bill. As far as I know 
the different Ministries in connection 
with our Government are all choked up 
with business at the moment. In fact, 
the President complained several times 
last week, that there were so many 
otner things to attend to there was not 
even time to call the Bxecu- 
tive Council together, yet, not- 
withstanding the congestion of 
business in the various Depart- 
ments of the Government and in this 
House, we now have this Bill on top of 
all that. I was told to-day, before this 
debate took place that we had business 
enough in hands at the moment to keep 
us busily engaged on five days a week 
up to the lst August next. I do not 
know who was responsible for this idea, 
but I believe he had some inside infor- 
mation, and if not, on top of all this 
business we are to enter on a discus- 
sion of this most contentious measure, 
which will take up a very considerable 
time, and if on top of that 

again we are to have a Prices 
Bill and an Education Bill 
—and the Minister for Agriculture told 
us yesterday he had four Bills ready to 
introduce—I do not know when we will 
finish. I do not know where Deputies 
will be found to attend to this legisla- 
tion that the Government is bringing 
forward. I, as a business man, feel I 
am giving more time to this House than 
my busincss can afford; and if the Go- 
verninent continues to accumulate busi- 
ness on top of business, I do not know 
where it will end. Take the Housing 
Bill—I am ashamed of it, but there is 
no time to go through it properly. The 
fact is measures are pulled out of the 
oven before the cook has time to cook 
them, and if that congestion is to be- 
come worse in the future than in the 
past, then the measures will get less 
cooking. 

ACTING-CHAIRMAN : It would be a 
good thing if the Deputy would address 
himself to the Bill bcfore the Housc. 

Mr. GOOD: I think what the 
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country wants, instead of contentious 
measures of this kind, is peaceful legis- 
lation for the benefit of the country. If 
you consult the business men, say, in 
Cork or Tullamore, or anywhere else, I 
am sure you will find the same idea pre- 
valent as exists among the business men 
in Dublin, that what the country needs 
most is a holiday from legislation for a 
number of years. That being so, why 
are measures forced upon us here for 
which to my mind there is no urgency 
at all? 

I have not been able to listen to the 
whole of the discussion, and I have not 
heard what were, I am sure, the inter- 
esting speeches delivered by Deputy 
Johnson and Deputy Davin and others, 
but I have yet to see the urgency of this 
measure. Who is calling for a measure of 
legislation of this kind? Surely from the 
business men J s point of view it would 
be much sounder policy to hold up this 
measure until the important question of 
the Boundary is settled than forcing it 
through now, because if a settlement is 
arrived at on that most important ques- 
tion, in accordance with what is in the 
mind of some of the members of the 
Government, it will be necessary to re- 
cast this Bill. Deputy Gorey says that 
there is no competition in Ireland at the 
moment. I am afraid if he consulted 
the businessmen in the rest of Ireland, 
in Limerick and Cork and Waterford 
and Dublin, he would find very few of 
them to coincide with the views he ex- 
pressed that there is no competition at 
the moment. 

Mr. GOB$Y: No competition among 
the railways? 

Mr. GOOD: Let me give Deputy 
Gorey some information. He is always 
anxious for information, and 
6 o’cloch. I would like to give him some 
information on this point. 
The railways in Northern Ireland charge 
a flat rate of seventy-five per cent. over 
pre-war rates. The railways in 
Southern Ireland, without exception, 
charge a flat rate of 120 per cent. over 
pré-war rates. The President gave a 
higher figure. He put it, I think, at 
150 per cent. Now what is happening 
in the West of Ireland where the Nor- 
them Railway is looking for traffic, and 


where other lines are looking for traffic? 
The Northern offers to convey traffic on 
their lines to the Port of Belfast at rates 
75 per cent. higher than their pre-war. 
The other companies looking for traffic 
in the South for their railways charge 
a rate which is 120 per cent. over the 
pre-war level, yet according to Deputy 
Gorey there is no competition in Ireland. 

Mr. GOREY: No competition be- 
tween the railways mentioned in the 
unification scheme. 

Captain REDMOND: You have to go 
to Waterford to find that. 

Mr. GOOD: I am quite satisfied that 
when this Bill is passed a great deal of 
the competition that exists in Southem 
Ireland and that we, business men, 
well know does exist, will be killed by 
this scheme. 

Mr. DAVIN : On a point of informa- 
tion- 

ACTING-CHAIBMAN : You cannot 
ask a question on a point of informa- 
tion. 

Mr. DAVIN : On a point of explana- 
tion- 

ACTING-CHAIBMAN: There is no 
sueh point at the moment. 

Mr. GOOD: I am satisfied that the 
Bill as it stands, if passed, will kill 
whatever competition there is in 
Southern Ireland. But it will not kill 
competition in the West of Ireland, 
whieh is spreading, and spreading con- 
siderably. Northern business men are 
capturing a great deal of the trade in 
the West. Through the different rail- 
ways opening into the West they are 
able to deliver goods in towns at prices 
that Dublin men and Southern men 
cannot touch. This Bill will not give 
any protection to that trade. This Bill 
is eertain to prevent competition. This 
Bill is going to etabilise existing rates 
of 120 per cent. over pre-war rates, as 
against 75 per cent. on the Northem 
line. Probably the latter rates wilí be 
considerably lower. You will add to 
the burden of these main Southem 
lines, baronial and other non-paying 
railways which will be such a burden 
on them that it will be impossible for 
us to hope for any reduction of rates in 
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the future. The result will be that the 
whole trade of Southern Ireland will 
suífer, and suífer severely, as a result 
of this measure. So I say with all 
earnestness to the President and mem- 
bers of the Government, let us have a 
little more daylight on this question 
before you ask us are we prepared to 
aecept it. Business is not normal in 
the Pree State—I mention that instead 
of “Southern Ireland, M as some of the 
Deputies the other day objected to my 
calling it “ Southern Ireland. ,, I only. 
wanted to call it “Southern Ireland ,, to 
contrast it with “ Northern Ireland. ,, 

The PBESIDENT: In what part of 
Southern Ireland is Donegal? 

Mr. GOOD: The Pree State, as we 
understand it, includes Donegal, and 
I would like to know, as the President 
has interjected that remark, what 
benefit Donegal is going to derive 
from this measure. 

The PRESIDENT: I will tell you | 
when I speak. 

Mr. GOOD: Donegal is cut off from 
the railways in the Pree State. What 
return is Donegal going to get though 
it is going to pay its taxes in order to 
subsidise the railways in the Pree 
State? Let us be fair with this ques- 
tion. We, business men in Ireland, 
have got to compete with those across 
the water. All our main industries are 
competitive industries. If railways in 
the Free State are going to chargc a 
rate of 120 per cent. over pre-war rates 
what chances have we got in the 
markets on the other side against pro- 
ducers who can put their goods in 
the same markets at rates 50 per cent. 
over the pre-war level? The thing is 
obvious. Deputy Gorey says he can- 
not see that this Bill is going to do 
much. If we cannot see that the Bill 
is going to effect some improvement, 
why force it on the country? I am 
satisfied that it is going to do no good. 
As far as I am concerned, if it is going 
to do no good, I am not going to sup- 
port it. Deputy Gorey also mentioned 
that as far as he was concerned all 
ports should get equal treatment. Is 
this Bill going to give ports equal 
treatmentí Deputy Redmond referred 
to the undertaking which cxists and 


which will continue to exist between 
the Great Southern Railway and the 
Great Western Railway of England, 
whereby all possible trafiic is to be 
diverted to Rosslare. Is that fair to 
the port of Galway? Is that fair.to 
the port of Limerick? Is that fair td 
the port of Waterford? Is that iair 
to thc port of Cork? Is that fair to 
the port of Dublin? 

The PRESIDENT: May I intervene 
to correct an obvious mistake on the 
part of Deputy Good. “ All ” traffic, 
I already stated to-day, has been 
erroneously stated by the Port and 
Docks Board. That is not the case. 
If Deputy Good had been here during 
the whole of this debate he would not 
have fallen into that error. 

Mr. GOOD: I am in the happy posi- 
tion that I am not a mcmber of the 
Port and Docks g Board, so that I am 
not tied to any port. As far as I am 
concerned, I am anxious to see what 
best can be done for the Free State, 
and if I were satisfied even that we 
were to sacrifíee the port of.Dublin, 
if this Bill would do good for the Free 
State, it would have no more whole- 
hcarted supporter than myself. But 
I am satisfied that this Bill is going 
to injure not only Dublin but every 
port of the Pree State with the ex- 
ception of the port of Rosslare, 
through which the whole traffic of the 
Pree State will be forced. Traffic from 
the West of Ireland at present comes 
possibly through Dublin. If this Bill 
is put into force I am satisfied from 
the fígures I have already given that 
that traffic will go over the'Northem 
Railways and through the port of 
Belfast. A considerable volume of it 
is already going through Belfast, but 
that volume will be largely increased. 
Do what they like, the Govemment 
cannot prevent that. If you tell me 
that you can get traders to give you 
45 per cent. more, that traffic may be 
carried through the Free State, instead 
of by the Northern route, I do not 
understand business men. 

There are many other things that 
I would like to say on this Bill, but I 
will have to reserve them for later 
stages of the Bill. It has been men- 
tioned that business men are anxious 
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to retain competition in the railways. 
I hope I have made it clear, without 
going into any unnecessary detail, 
that competition exists at the moment. 
ii any Deputy has any doubt about 
; :iat let him come with me to my office 
ior half an hour and I am satisfied 
’/nat when he leaves it he will have no 
ioubt on that subject. Not alone is 
there competition, but there is keen 
competition at the moment. We busi- 
ness men say, and we are absolutely 
of one view on this, that if we are to 
hold the markets that we sell in at the 
momcnt we must have competitive 
rates in the future even to a greater 
extent than at the moment. Everyone 
who has the welfare of the commerce 
of the Free State at heart is inter- 
ested in having that competítion in- 
creased. That competition can be in- 
creased, I am quite satisfied, not by 
unification, which will kill competi- 
tion, but by grouping—I am not going 
to suggest any groups at the moment 
—as has been doiie on the other side 
and many of the burdens that rail- 
ways arfe carrying on under at the mo- 
ment done away with. I am satisfied, 
however, that the time to arrange 
those groups is not now. I said that 
this Dáil is too congested with busi- 
ness to give proper consideration to 
such an important matter as this at 
the present time. Normal conditions 
do not prevail on our railways or in 
our businesses, and it is unwise when 
matters are in that state to alter our 
systems. Let us get into a settled 
state, and then we will be in a position 
to judge. The last thing I would say 
to you, gentlemen, is this—let your 
railways alone until your boundary is 
settled; when that is settled you will 
be in a position to consider the whole 
matter properly and, I hope, efficiently. 

Captain EEDMOND: By way of per- 
sonal explanation, may I read for the 
Dáil the exact terms of the agreement 
I referred to in my speech. I declined 
to read them at the time, because I did 
not think it was necessary. It is only 
a matter of a few lines. 

ACTING-CH AIRM AN (Major 

Cooper): I think the Deputy, if he 
wished to read them, should have read 


them when he was making his speech. 
I allowed him some latitude in personal 
explanation when he was interrupting 
Deputy Gorey. I think he made his 
case clear. 

Captain REDMOND : By way of per- 
sonal explanation, may I read the exact 
terms of agreement which it is proposed 
to perpetuate under this Bill? 

ACTING-CHAIRMAN : I have al- 
ready said the Deputy may not. 

Captain REDMOND: Very well, Sir. 

Mr. ALFRED BYRNE : On a point of 
order, this House has got to make up 
its mind as to how it is to vote. As 
two contradictory statements have 
been made- 

Mr. WILSON: Is this a point of 
order? 

Mr. BYRNE: It is a point of order. 
I want to ask are we not entitled to 
guidance in the matter. The President 
said an agreement does not exist as 
read out. The Act of Parliament is 
there, and I think we ought to be en- 
titled to know what is in it. There }s 
an agreemcnt, and I hold that it is un- 
fair to rule Deputy Redmond out. 

ACTING-CHAIRMAN : The Deputy 
is not entitled to question my ruling. 

Mr. BYRNE : May I read it, as I have 
not spoken to-day? 

ACTING-CHAIRMAN : Ycs. 

Mr. WILSON : You are not in pos- 
session. I am in posscssion. 

ACTING-CHATRMAN : I have not 
called on anybody, and I did qot ob- 
serve Deputy Wilson rise. I now call 
on Deputy Alfred Byrne. 

Mr. A. BYRNE : I do not generally 
stand up to make speeches, but I would 
like to quote the text of this Agree- 
ment: 

“ The companies parties hereto, of 
the second and third parts, will on 
the opening of the railway between 
Rósslajre and Waterford forward by 
the Fishguard and Rosslare route, 
and in the meantime via Waterford, 
traffic of all descriptions that thejr 
can control between such portio ns 
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of the districts scrved by the respec- 
tive systems in the Sonth and West 
of Ireiand and the South and West 
of England, including London, as 
may hereafter be agreed between 
them and as can in the interests of 
the public be most conveniently for- 
warded by the Waterford or Fish- 
guard and Rosslare routes. ,> 

The PRESIDENT: Now we have the 
mare’snest! 

Mr. BYRNE: That Agreement, I 
hold, injures various ports in the Free 
State. It ties up travellers and com- 
petitors in order to get all the possible 
traffic for the Rosslare route. Deputy 
Gorey asked for fair play for all parties 
and said that Waterford and Dublin 
got on his nerves. It is better for all 
parties to know the truth. 

The PRESIDENT: As a matter of in- 
terest, am I entitled to ask, Sir, if your 
interpretation of that Article is in any 
way different from what I stated to- 
day? 

AGTING-CHAIRMAN : I did not 

hear the President^s statemcnt to-day, 
hnd I cannot. answer the question. 

The PRESIDENT: I said uncon- 
signed traffic, M and I hold that there is 
no difference between what I said and 
the actual document read out by De- 
puty Byrne—the document Deputy 
Rcdmond failed to read. I rcferred to 
il unconsigned traffic. ,> 

ACTING-CHAIRMAN : It is not a 

matter on which the Chair can possibly 
rule. 

Mr. WILSON: I wish, as briefly as I 
can, to reply to the strictures of De- 
puty Good on this Bill. His remark in 
opposing the Bill is, “ Leave the rail- 
ways alone. M Leaving the railways 
alone gives us a rate of 120 per cent. 
over the pre-war standard in the Free 
State, and we have got to live and com- 
pete with the North with a 75 per cent. 
increase over the pre-war standard. 
Lcaving the railways alone, according 
to Deputy Good, will help the situation. 
I cannot understand that reasóning. 
He said also that we could have this 
question settled by a rearrangement of 
groups. He more or less suggested that 
the groups would be the grouping we 


have to-day, with the exception of onc 
railway, as opposed to a grouping 
whieh would be North and South. I 
take it that that is the only rearrange- 
ment- 

Mr. GOOD: 1 did not specify any 
groups. 

Mr. WILSON: l read that into the 
Deputy\s speech. It is the implication. 
There is no alternativo. 

Mr. GOOD: Indeed there is. 

Mr. WILSON: Thc competition we 
have to-day under private enterprise is 
competition for through-rate traffic. 
We have no competition in local traffic. 
Thc homc trader is very adversely affec- 
ted by reason of that fact. Deputy 
Good said: Why bring in this Bill 
now? Why not wait until the Bound- 
ary question is settled and then bring in 
a Bill?” It is only a question of time 
with Deputy Good whether this Bill 
should be brought forward or not. It 
is not the principle he is objeeting to; 
it is to the time he is objecting- 

Mr. DAVIN: When will the Bound- 
ary be settled? 

Mr. GOREY: I am struck by the con- 
tinuous interruptions which always 
take place when any members of these 
Bcnches stand up to speak. We are 
very patient in listening to speeches 
from the Labour Benehes, but I think 
there have been too many intcrruptions 
from them. 

ACTING-CHAIRMAN : There has 
been a great deal of interruption from 
every Party. I do not think there has 
been more from one Party than another, 
and I do not think there has been unfair 
interruption on the whole. 

Mr. WILSON : I do not complain. We 
have heard about this Great Southern 
and Western agreement, but we have 
heard nothing about the D.S.E.R. and 
L.N.W.R. agreement. The same com- 
petition will remain, because the Lon- 
don, Midland and Scottish Railway and 
thc D.S.E.R. have these thrcugh rates 
in competition with the agreement De- 
puty Redmond is objecting to. I do not 
think we will be in any worse position 
when amalgamation takes place and 
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when both agreements are there. I am 
very much disappointed that, hav- 
ing referred to the fact that 
this country consists mainly of 
agriculturists, no provision has 
been made by the President by 
which we would get preferential 
* treatment on these railways. The Pre- 
sident has stated he will not bolster up 
any industries. We do not want him 
to bolster up the agrieultural industry, 
but I would like him to examine the 
circumstances in connection with 
agricultural traffic in Australia, South 
Africa and Canada, and consider whe- 
ther it would not be fair in this Bill to 
give agriculturists preferential treat- 
ment. He has not seen íit to do that; 
although I think he should have done it. 
Still, I am prepared to support this Bill. 
The object of the Bill is the elimination 
of waste in the operation of the railway 
system. There is nobody here will 
object to that. That is what we want. 
We want cheaper transit, we want 
cheaper rates, and, if we get it by eli- 
mination of waste, nobody can object 
to it- 

Mr. QOOD: I do not know whether 
Deputy Wilson- 

ACTING-CHAIRMAN : Is the De- 

puty rising on a point of explanation? 

Mr. GOREY: On a point of inter- 
ruption! 

Mr. WILSON: The thing which con- 
cerns the íarmers in this matter is how 
they are to get cheaper rates, how they 
are to get rates which will enable them 
to get anything at all out of the com- 
modities they produce. If Deputies 
can give us a scheme, or if any alter- 
native scheme be put forward better 
than this one we are prepared to ac- 
cept it. But we are waiting for those 
suggestions. Even Deputy Good has 
made no suggestion. He says: “ Wait 
until something else happens. M In the 
meantime, we have to pay rates and 
annuities and we are being hled white 
by railway rates. If this Bill will bring 
us relief in railway rates, we will take 
it with whatever disadvantages it 
brings. That is the position we occupy. j 

I want to point out that nationalisa- 
tion, which is the pet toy of a lot of 
people here, will not give us cheaper í 
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rates. I am sure it will not. You have 
got the same advantages under this uni- 
fication scheme that you would have 
under a nationalisation scheme—abso- 
lutely the same advantages. You have 
got private enterprise working these 
railways, and at the same time you are 
not committing the State to anything 
except a certain dividend to be paid 
to the owners of the railways.‘ That 
will come from the people who 
use the railways; it will not 
come from the State. Under na- 
tionalisation, what would happen 
would bc that you would have to make 
up a deficit every year amounting to 
£2,000,000 or £3,000,000. In every 
country I know of where there has 
been nationalisation of railways, it has 
made a tremendous demand on the 
finances of the country. We all know 
that. It has been found to work out 
in practice everywhere. In some of the 
European countries we know what is* 
happening. They are giving up those 
State-owned railways and handing 
them back to private ownership. 
Now, this is the best scheme, as be- 
tween those two. It gives you private 
enterprise; it means better nloney, ancfr 
it gives us at the same time, by the 
elimination of waste in management, a 
chance of reducing the expenses, and 
therefore of giving us cheaper rates. 
If we get cheaper rates, we are quite 
satisfied. At the present time 80 per 
cent. of the total receipts go in manage- 
ment. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Oh! 

Mr. WILSON: Yes, 80 per cent. of 
the total receipts go in expenses. 

Mr. JOHNSON: It goes in running 
the railways. 

Mr. WILSON : That is the same 
thing. Fully 80 per cent. goes in the 
case of the three principal railway 
companies in keeping the services 
going. 

Mr. JOHNSON : Hear, hear. 

Mr. WILSON: Quite so. Now, if 
you could arrange that 50 per cent. 
of the receipts could run the services 
the cou ntry would then get the benefít 
in cheaper rates. 

Mr. DAVTN: Higher dividends. 

Mr. WELSON: That is the point I 
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want to emphasise. If the railway 
workers would take a reasonable view 
and give their quota towards enabling 
us all to live, the thing would be 
settled. We have heard something 
about this being the wrong time to 
bring in the Bill. We have had 
scveral Railway Commissions to en- 
quire into the Irish railways, and they 
have all undoubtedly dirccted their 
íindings morc or less on the lines of 
this Bill. 

Mr. O CONNELL: Nationalisation. 

Mr. OOBET: Might I ask Deputy 
Wilson to allow Deputy O’Connell to 
make his speech. 

Mr. WILSON : Now, our appi’oval 
of this Bill is conditional on the fact 
that it will give us cheaper freights, 
and I hope that the President, when 
he makes a statement, will guarantce 
to us that we will get cheaper ratcs, 
and then he will get our approval. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Will you acccpt, 
that guarantee? 

Mr. WILSON : I will. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE rcsumed 
the Chair. 

Professor THBIFT : I have no direet 
connection with business interests: I 
have no connection with railway in- 
terests except occasionally Iravelliug 
in a railway carriage when I eannot 
go in any other way. I havc no con- 
nection with farming in ar»v %,-ay. I 
do not suppose that the Labour Depu- 
ties would allow me to sit on their 
Benches if I wished to do so. 

Mr. DAVIN: Oh, they would, as a 
Labour man. 

Professor THBIFT: No, I do not 

think so. They would want me to work 
only an eight-hour day, and I could not 
limit myself to that. I would like to 
tell the Dáil how this matter strikes one 
who is not an expert in railway matters, 
who has no expert knowledge of these 
thingSj &nd whose only qualification is a 
certain capacity for understandíng 
figures, and who has, perhaps, an aver- 
age amount of commonsense. Depúty 
Johnson gave expression to certain views 


on political economy, with which I 
general]y find myselí in complete dis- 
agreement. 

I am led, however, to the same conclu- 
sion to which he came in the end, 
namely, that this was a Bill which should 
not receive a Second Reading from the 
Dáil. I am led to that conclusion by 
the admission of the President that it 
was impossible at present to form any 
estimate of what the position of the rail- 
ways would be in normal times. Now it 
seems to me the very essence of putting 
forward a Bill of this sort is that w r e 
should be able to know what is a fair 
and just position, or a fair and just 
view, to take of the position of the rail- 
ways. We should be able to say w'hat 
would be the fair treatment on the one 
hand for those who have put their money 
into railw r ay interests, and developed the 
railways of the country, and who in 
many cases, as I have said before, are 
waiting for a return on that money. In 
continuation of that we have the state- 
ment that there are two things to be 
gained by this Bill—first, that those 
shareholders are going to receive a just 
return for their money; and, second, 
that those who want a just reduction in 
rates are going to get it. Both these are 
very desirable. But I have been greatly 
struck by the speeches from the Far- 
mers’ Benches. They do not seem to 
have satisfied themselves as to where the 
money is to come from at all to produce 
these two desirable results. We are told 
there are going to be eeonomies. There 
are, we are told, to be economies due to 
the savings on Boards of Management,. 
That would be a very small economy, 
and even that economy is going to be 
curtailed by the terms of the Bill, b.v the 
compensation that is going to be offered 
to those who are deprived of their em- 
ployment. Even that economy is to have 
set off against it the costs of those rail- 
ways and the burdens which have been 
undertaken by those who are legally 
liable for this. But these burdens are 
to be now put on those railways, and 
may be well taken as a set- off against 
that economy, which, however, is small 
in that kind of management. 

Now tfie argumenfs puf forwrar</ óy 
the President seem to lie in two parta, 
and those two parts seem to cut directly 
across one another. We have had a good 
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deal of discussion here as to whether 
there is real competition within the Free 
State in railway traffic. On the other 
side we had the argument that you had 
not real competition. On the one side 
we were told that there was not real com- 
petition within the Free State on the 
► railways. Others were arguing that 
there was such competition. Now I say 
those who say that there is no real com- 
petition between the railways in the 
Free State cannot have it both ways. 
The second part of the President ’s argu- 
ment said that economies in worldng 
would come from the fact that there was 
going to be in fact real competition for 
the traffic within the Free State. Now 
I think those are contradictory, and I 
submit that the President cannot have 
the argument both ways. Either there 
is competition or there is not. If there 
is competition, then you have the possi- 
bility of eífecting economies by working 
the two things together. But if there is 
no such competition you have no possi- 
bility of making economies on a large 
scale in order to provide money for the 
two desirable objects which the Presi- 
dent has set himself out to achieve. That 
is the first point which led me to feel that 
I could not support this Bill—namely, 
that I could not satisfy myself in any 
way as to how this economy would come 
so as to cffect the desirable objects in 
view. That impression was intensified 
by the only arguments that we have 
heard from the Farmers , Benches, and 
which led us to believe that they were 
satisfied that such economies were pos- 
sible. I do not think those arguments 
have satisfied us all. I have further 
points against the Bill, too. I think it 
introduces principles into legislation 
which should not be there. I take, for 
example, the fact that the State, on its 
part, has in connection with certain rail- 
ways a liability in perpetuity so far as 
I understand it. And along with that 
there is on the baronies a certain liabil- 
ity also. The President said that that 
liability was too heavy on the baronies. 
But if that^be admitted, I do not think 
that it follows as a consequence from 
that that yóu should remove their lia- 
bility altogether after a period of ten 
years. It might come as a natural and 
logical sequence that you should 


diminish their liability, but not that you 
should remove it and spread it over the 
other parts of the country who do not 
directly profit by the concem, and who 
have enough burdens of their own to 
look after, without taking a share in sup- 
porting other burdens. I see on the one 
hand no justifícation for relieving the 
State of the liability it took for the for- 
mation of those railways without any 
limit of time, or, on the other hand, for 
relieving entirely and spreading over the 
whole country the burden which was 
undertaken by certain districts for their 
own particular advantage. In the third 
place I have against the Bill the objec- 
tion that it deals with the problem from 
two contradictory points of view and two 
different times. It sets up this tribunal, 
and it indicates that the tribunal is to 
fix the charges on a certain basis, and 
that that basis is to be a certain standard 
of revenue. But in another part of the 
Bill it takes a totally different basis, and 
says the tribunal is immediately to pro- 
ceed to fix the charges, and not on a 
standard revenue, but on some reduc- 
tion which occurred in costs within a 
certain recent period. I do not think we 
ought to have a Bill which proceeds on 
different principles in different parts. I 
do not wish at all to go into the points 
which might be better dealt with on the 
Committee Stage. But certain of these 
difficulties which I have referred to 
seemed to me to be difficulties which it is 
not possible to deal with on the Commit- 
tee Stage, and therefore I have referred 
to them. I think I should require for 
my own part a great deal more definite 
information as to how the necessary eco- 
nomies are to be effected, and which 
would be required in order to secure the 
two objects I have referred to before I 
could give my support to the Bill, and 
therefore it is my present intention to 
vote against it. 

The PRESIDENT: The thing that 
strikes me most about the opposition 
to this Bill is how persons with such 
contradictory opinions regarding cer- 
tain parts of the Bill come together 
on a common ground against it. I can 
quite see Deputy Thrift's case in ob-, 
jecting to our treatment of the 
baronially-guaranteed railways, but l 
fail to see how he can find himself in 
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the same bed as Deputy Hogan, who 
approached the matter from an en- 
tirely different standpoint. On the 
other hand, I am a little amazed and 
a little amused with those peculiar 
specimens of antique furniture that we 
have in the shape of business men 
talking to us. 

One would really imagine that the | 
business men of this country had 
something to be proud of and some- 
thing that they could point to and 
say: “ There is work of ours that we 
have done; there is a credit we have , 
established, and there is a prosperity I 
we have made, and we are letting the ! 
people of the country enjoy it.” Is 
that the case? I do not think so. If 
they want to know what my opinion 
of them is, it is tbis: If there is one 
class in this community more respon- 
sible than another for the disorder 
that has taken place during the last 
two years, it is the so-called business 
men. Not one of them made an effort 
to develop business, or to show any 
public spirit or to indicate what con- 
fidence they had in their country. 

Mr. GOOD: Is this in order? 

The PRESIDENT: It is perfectly in 
order, because we are dealing with 
the situation which has, to some ex- 
tent, been bronght about by that dis- 
order.' 

L* 

Mr. GOOD: I do not think the 
President should cast any reflections 
of that sort; they are not justified. 

The PRESIDENT : Por the last two 
or three years the Government of this 
country has been held up to public 
odium because we were accused of con- 
fiscating property, and we were told 
that we were interfering with things 
that concerned business men and 
which we knew nothing about. There 
was one piece of advice that I got 
from the business men of this country 
during the last twelve months, and 
that advice was to pay 5 per cent. at 
90 and 91. I did not take that advice, 
and the people of the country are 
benefiting by that now. 

We are told by business men that this 
Bill is an evil thing, that it is worse 
than nationalisation. If this Bill does 


1924. Second Stage. 3290 

not achieve the purpose that we have 
in mind, then other considerations will 
have to come before us and we will have 
to take decisions on them, whether or 
not the antique furniture department 
agrees with it. Antique furniture is a 
thing of beauty and with splendid or- 
namentation, but its usefulness in cer- 
tain cases is doubtful. There are busi- 
ness men who are directors of the rail- 
way companies. 

Mr. DAVIN : Hear, hear. 

The PRESIDENT: We have not 
heard their shrieks over this Bill. If 
we have, we have heard the last of 

them. We were told that this Bill is 
going to interfere with the Boundary 
question. I was told twelve months 
ago that the railways were going to 
solve the Boundary question. Twelve 
months ago I was told that. I find thc 
very same interests and the very same 
influences have been at work here in 
getting up opposition to this Bill. All 
the fears, all the spectres, all the dan- 
gers and all the incompetences of 
government are held up. This, we are 
told, is the real danger, and we are 
also told that we are interfering with 
business. The business of this country 
is something to be proud of, with 80,000 
unemployed, is it not? 

Mr. GOOD: Whose fault is that? 

The PRESIDENT: There is one fault 
in it, if it is to be known, and that fault 
is that the business men of this country 
have no confidence in their fellow- 
countrymen, and seldom had. Ten 
years ago I remember, when on the 
Dublin Corporation, asking for 2d. in 
the £ for housing, and the business men 
objected to it and said:.“ This is not 
the time.” That is what we are told 
now—“ This is not the time for this 
Bill. Wait until we have got ourselves 
ready and until we have had more time. 
When we have attended to our business. 

then, if we have spare time, we will try 
to do something for the State.” 

I was told that the Boundary ques- 
tion was going to be solved by the rail- 
ways. I did not get the solution during 
the last twelve months. I have not got 
the solution, and have not got any sign 
of one. Now the boot is on the other 
foot. “ Do not touch the railways un- 
til the Boundary question is settled.” 
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That is what we are told by the poli- 
tieal and business magnates. On the 
one hand we'are told: “ Do not touch 
the railways until the Boundary ques- 
tion is settled, M and on theotherhand 
we are told the railways are going to 
solve the Boundary question. I ob- 
served, during the discussion on this 
Bill, the whole opposition was centred 
against the Great Southern and Wes- 
tern Railway, and not a word was said 
about thc agreement until Deputy Wil- 
son mentioned it. That is the agree- 
ment between the London, Midland and 
Scottish Railway and the Dublin and 
South Eastern Railway. 

I got political solutions for this rail- 
way difficulty from a railway director. 
What have thoso political solutions 
come to? Bosh—absolute nonsense. 
When I am told that those aro the 
people who have the business of the 
*country in their pockets, and who alone 
are responsible for the business of the 
country, I am not a bit surprised that 
the business of the country is in such a 
condition as it is. We are told we are 
confiscating public property. I have 
looked up this list, and I think that De- 
put,y Johnson did not do me justice 
when he stated that I took the three j 
hest. years. I took one year that was , 
the best, and I find that there are six 
vears better than the other two years 
I took. I do not think he was fair to 
me in what he said. 

Mr. JOHNSON : They are the three 
best successive years, certainly. 

The PRESIDENT: The best year the 
Irish railways ever had was 1913, and 
the profits in that year were £1,146,000. 

I am leaving out t.lie odd hundreds. In 
the following year they had £40,000, 
almost, less than in the year pre- . 
ceding. In the next year there are | 
£44,000 more than in the year I took. 
The years 1911, 1912 and 1913 form as 
fair a basis as any of the years occur- 
ring since, if we leave out "the years in 
which abnormal conditions affected the 
issue. 

Mr. JOHNSON : Does the President 
consider anybody .is going to take war 
years as a basis of compensation, even 
:after or before control? 


The PRESIDENT: We cannot take 
a lean year and put with that a peak 
year. We must have some basis. As 
I bave alréady stated, the British 
Government took 1913. In order to 
get rid of 1913, I originally put up 
the five years preceding 1913, and as 
a sort of compromise I met the rail- 
pay companies by agreeing to three 
years. I certainly think that that was 
fair. It is unfair to say that I took 
the three highest years. The years I 
took happened to be 1911, 1912 and 
1913. They would have been entitled 
to claim that I should have gone on 
for one year, because in 1914 there 
were only five months of war. They 
would have been entitled to claim 
that year. 

Mr. DAVIN : There was a big move- 
ment of troops in that year. 

The PRESIDENT : There might 
have been, but the extraordinary thing 
about it is that even with the big 
movement of troops they were £40,000 
under the profits of the previous year. 

Mr. DAVIN : Do tbey show the 
amount they receive from the British 
Government in compensation for the 
movement of troops? 

The PRESIDENT : I have not got 
that. 

Mr. DAVIN: That has to be added. 

The PRESIDENT: Captairr. Red- 
mond, in criticising this Bill, wanted to 
know where economies were to be 
effected, and that formed the burden 
of some of the swan-songs that we 
heard afterwards. I do not know if 
Deputies have found time to exa- 
mine the returns issued. If those 
Deputies who were criticising will look 
at thc last two columns where the per- 
eentage, or ratio, of railway working 
expenses and traffic receipts are set 
out, they will find something that they 
can takc home and study, and then they 
can come back here and talk business. 
Look at one company, the Midland 
Great Western. The percentage of 
working expenses to traffic receipts in 
1913 was 62.95, and in 1923 the per- 
centage was 79.48. Where is the busi- 
ness man who will show me a better 
ratio ^ than that in his own business ? 
And íf that can be achieved in one com- 
pany, and an ímportant company, why 
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should not the benefits that are derived 
through what eeonomies have been 
eflfected there spread out to the rest of 
them ? Is it impossible ? 

A DEPUTY: What about the baroniai | 
railways? 

Thé PRESIDENT: That is another 
qucstion. I ean dcal with that after- 
wards. When the Deputy is thoroughly 
knocked out with regard to the other 
question I will come on to the baronial 
railways, and if that be his case I will 
make him a present of it—the baronial 
railways, for all they will eflfect the 
cost per ton of merchandise that he is 
so anxious about. Deputy Redmond 
did not give us his proposals or tell us 
what his solution was. I took it that 
he was against nationalisation. I can- 
not say if he is against nationalisation. 

If he be, he has turned a somersault 
from his town tenants’ arrangement, 
because apparently he has diflferent 
views on that, and the extraordinary 
thing about these views is how we can 
fashion our principles according to the 
particular subject that we have before 
us. Somebody said something about 
competition. Anybody who has any 
dealings in business, as far as the rail- 
ways which are to be amalgamated are 
eoncerned, knows that eompensation is 
a joke, an absolute joke, put forward 
by the business men as a bogey. “ Do 
not take that away from us, or we will 
be destroyed; the business of the 
c»ountry will be ruined. ,> 

Mr. GOREY: It is not even á joke. 

The PRESIDENT: Deputy Johnson j 
will admit this, that if he were in- | 
terested in a charity, in a trustee en- 
dowment or anything of that sort, 
considering whatever income he had 
from that for distribution in the years 
1911, 1912 and 1913, it does not bear 
anything like the same value that it 
did in that period, and if out of his 
earnings or the earnings of the person 
who gave that endowment, a compari- 
son was made with the amounts that 
are earned by the employees, thcre 
would be some reason for complaint. 

If, fór example, a railway man, about 
1910, had invested all his savings for 
his wife and children left behind by 
him, that his wife had £100 a year out 
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of it, and if she looked at the changed 
circumstances of the persons who 
were engaged in that particular in- 
dustry, I do not think there would bc 
so much room for criticising the pay- 
ment of the average between these three 
years in respect of whatever savings her 
husband had. As Deputy Cooper said, 
you cannot get a typical shareholder. It 
is impossible. They are drawn from 
all classes and all orders in the com- 
munity. 

Mr. JOHNSON : Hear, hear. 

The PRESIDENT : Somebody qucs- 
tioned the economies. There are re- 
dundant managements; there is the pos- 
sibility of the eoncentration of work- 
shops; there is thc question of the pur- 
chasing of stores in bulk; there is the 
standardisation of rolling stock; there 
is the simplifying of account-keeping, 
and there are many lessons that have 
been learned during the last year or two 
in connection with railways which any- 
one with experience of them will tell 
you has shown railwaymcn how to 
make further economies. These are 
the things which I am positively certain 
will make Deputy Good’s and Deputy 
Hewat’s nights rnuch easier twelve 
months hence, when they have seen the 
error of their ways, when this Bill is 
passed, and when they are reaping the 
benefits of it, which the work of Deputy 
Gorey, Deputy Wilson and myself have 
brought about for them. 

It was Deputy Johnson, I think, who 
rather unjustlv criticised the railway 
tribunal. According to what he said, 
the prospect *of a reduction of í’ates was 
almost out of the question. I think that 
our tribunal is much the same as that 
which he proposed himself, and in any 
case supposing that it had all the infirmi- 
ties that he suggests, how can we get a 
reduction of rates? I do not see any 
prospect except by this tribunal. De- 
puty Good raised thc question as to the 
right of this tribunal to come in three 
months after the Bill is passed and to 
review the rates. I would remind the 
Deputy that the increase in rates wás 
put on by, I think, an order of the 
Ministry of Tráhsport, in 1920. It was, 
I think, something \ike 720 per cent., 
and it was probably dohe by a stroke of 
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the pen. Possibly the Minister for 
Transport of that time was a very re- 
spectable man, and not connected with 
the confiscation of the property of the 
pcople, and his pen may have been much 
more solid than ours, or that of the tri- 
bunal. But the effect has been the 
same. There has certainly been a reduc- I 
tion in working expenses since 1920. 
There is a case for a reduction, and it is 
the duty of the Government to see that 
such reduction should take place. Per- 
haps the Deputy, in his zeal for business, 
does not want any reduction, because 
that is what it comes to. But if business 
is to be helped at all, how is it to be 
helped unless this Bilí passes? Where 
is a reduction to come from unless we 
bring in a Bill authorising some tribunal 
to do it? 

Mr. GOREY: Competition. 

The PRESIDENT: Deputy Cooper, I 
think, raised a question as to how we 
are to pay for this tribunal. He will 
find in Section 14, sub-section (4), that 
“ the remuneration of the members (in- 
cluding temporary members) ” and so 
on,“ and all other expenses of the rail- 
w r ay tribunal incurred shall be defrayed 
out of moneys provided by the Oireach- 
tas, and a sum equal to one-half of the 
excess as determined by the Minister for 
Finance,” etc. I believe that answers 
his point. I think it was Deputy 
Hogan who raised the question of the 
representation of the baronial lines on 
this company. I can understand pom- 
posity, but I have never heard of a more 
pompous claim than that/ The value 
of the other lines is about twenty-seven 
millions, and the value of these baronial 
lines would not, I think, amount to a 
million pounds. As there are to be fif- 
teen directors it would obviously mean 
that the value of the baronial lines 
would have to be something like two 
million pounds to give them one nomi- 
nation. How the baronial lines would 
be entitled to representation, consider- 
ing that for the next ten years they will 
only make a contribution of half to- 
wards expen$es, the Government giving 
an equivalent amount, I cannot see. I 
do not think the Deputy will, on recon- 
sideration, pfess that particular claim. 


Mr. WILSON: Will the President tell 
us the reason why he left out the Bles- 
sington line ? 

The PRESIDENT: Well, when wc are 
getting on so well together I would 
rather not get into conflict with the De- 
puty. He can raise that on the Com- 
mittee stagc. The alliance between his 
Party and mine, I would like to con- 
tinue until after the Second Reading. 

Mr. JOHNSON: There is a serious 
point I would like the Minister to ex- 
plain. I do not see it in the Bill. Cer- 
tain debts are owcd by the baronies. Is 
there any intention to relieve them of 
these debts ? Are they to be paid over a 
period, or what is to be done with tlrem? 

The PRESIDENT : I think the debts 
due up to date would have to be paid. 
It is a legal liability, and unless they 
are relieved by a corresponding legal 
enaetment, I cannot see how they can 
avoid it. But we are doing this, at any 
rate, determining the length of time 
from which such liability will run, and 
on the Committee stage I would have 
no objection whatever to considering 
most favourably an amendment to en- 
able any local authority to borrow a 
eum so as to spread it over even a lon- 
ger period than ten years, making it 
easier for them during that period. 
Deputy Hogan raised a question as to 
the liability of these baronies for acts 
done by the Grand Juries. If questions 
like that are going to come into dispute, 
I do not know where we are going to 
stop. The Grand Juries were at that 
time the persons responsible for the 
work of the counties. I am not express- 
ing any opinion on their capabilities, 
their rights, or anything of that sort, 
but they were the people recognised by 
law, and in the same way, having been 
recognised as such, their decisions on 
matters of that sort bound the counties, 
rightly or wrongly. I think that is an ae- 
cepted principle in business that the 
person having the title at the moment, 
in possession of it, and making a de- 
cision, or giving an undertaking, or 
making a contract, bound those who 
came after him. It should be also said, 
that I think it was open to particular 
ratepayers if they liked to enter an 
objection to push that objection. But 
the faets are that the Grand Juries hav- 
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ing done this, unquestionably some 
benefit came to the places concerned. 
The money for the construction of the 
railway was spent in that area, and the 
ultimate result, whatever it was, came 
to that particular district. It would 
not be right or just, or fair, or moral, 
to repudiate that claim, and say that 
“ We were not consulted at the time, 
and we do not accept responsibility. ,, 
Put it another way, every person going 
into such an area and purchasing pro- 
perty there, purchased all the disad- 
vantages that came with it, and this 
would have been one of them. 

As far as íceding the principal lines j 
is eoncerned, Ave have taken that into i 
coníideration in saying that at the end 
of ten years we are not going to con- 
tinue this payment. The eompanies ob- 
jected to this very strongly, but we con- 
sidered that the economies that would 
be effected by reason of this uniíieation 
w- l l enable them to meet tliat charge, 
and that tnore than possibly the 
eeonomy that ean be eífeeted on these 
baronial lines will present a very dif- 
ferent pieture in ten years. Even in 
twelve months the diiference was 
£77,000. I admit it was a most abnor- 
mal year when there was £107,000, but 
I do not admit that last year was a nor- 
mal year. Deputy Davin has raised 
quite a large number of points as to 
unfair railway rates by the Great 
Northern Company. I want to put to 
the Deputy this particular case, that 
on the one hand I am told we must 
have competition, and here is a case 
where we have it. But what is food for 
one is something obnoxious for another. 

Mr. DAVIN: I do not think I made 
any complaint as regards that, but I 
asked the President how he could con- 
trol the activities of the Great Northern 
Company over the border. 

The PRESIDENT: If the Deputy 
looks up the British Railways Act, I 
think, of 1921, he will find that there 
are opportunities for correcting that. 
But I put it to him, is it advisable, when 
there will be keen competition, that 
you should interfere with a matter of 
; that sortí It is our intention to safe- 
guard the interests of the property in 
the Saorstát, but is it advisable to do it 
so as to ensure that theré will be no sort 
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of competition from outside? I do not 
think it is. As a rnatter of fact, I think 
I put it to Deputy Good, when hc called 
on me a eouplo of months ago, as a busi- 
ness man, with all his desirc to prcserve 
the Saorstát, that if he could get goods 
from Belfast a pound a ton cheaper, 
would his patriotism come before his 
pocket, and I think he admitted that his 
patriotism could not stand the strain of 
that. 

Mr. GOOD: It showed his sanity. 

The PRESIDENT : But I want to 
show him his bed-fellow in this. De- 
puty Davin raised an important point 
as to privileges of the men. I would 
rather not be pressed on that just now. 

I put it to the Deputy, if he is to get 
all these conditions from me, am I 
going to lose his vote? Priviíeges of 
the men raise a very big question. I 
admit at once if you want good service 
you must give good and satisfactory 
conditions, and also, if you give good 
conditions you must get satisfactory 
results. 

Mr. DAVIN: What I asked the Pre- 
sident was: would he give an assurance 
that he would make representations to 
the people who will control the Amal- 
gamated Company, so that they would 
agree to the formation of a pension 
fund, a contributory fund. 

The PRESIDENT: I do not think 
that they are opposed to it. I am al- 
most certain they are not, and I am 
told they are very favourably disposed 
towards a provision of that kind, but 
I cannot give an undertaldng. 

Mr. DAVIN: Can you give an under- 
taking to approach them, and make 
represcntations with regard to that 
matter? 

The PRESIDENT: I do not know 
that I would. I will consider the matter 
very carefully and very favourably. 

Mr. HEWAT: Is it a case of bribery 
and corruption from Deputy Davin? 

The PRESIDENT: Well, I have gót 
nothing from him yet. 

Mr. O’OONNELLr He is unpurchas- 
able. He cannot be bought. 

The PRESIDENT: Deputy Davin 
suggested that the Government should 

M 5 
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be reprcscnted on the tribunal. We do 
not want that. We are giving a great 
chanee to private enterprise, about 
whieh we hear so much, and I hope it 
will not- be the last chance we will give 
it to show what is in it. We do not 
want it to be said that we packed any 
tribunal. We want to be able to give 
them a great chance and a fair chance. 
Five years will l)e sufficient time to 
enable the members to learn their jobs, 
but I am quite open to consider an ex- 
tension of that period. 

Mr. DAVIN: Is it proposed to con- 
tinue the existence of the tribunal be- 
yond the period of five years? 

The PRESIDENT: It was proposed 
to continue it, but to have it differently 
eonstituted. We considered that at the 
end of íivc years it would not be neces- 
sary to havc a man engaged in it as a 
whole-time job, but we recognise it can- 
not come to an end at the end of five 
years. We are open to give considera- 
tion to the matter. Deputy Davin, I 
think, raised some question about a rail- 
way that disappeared, and I have a 
short statement about it. The railway 
was built out of money provided by 
somebody, I think it was the British 
Estates Commissioners. It was worked 
by the Creat Southem and Western 
Company for a term of years on a cer- 
tain basis which the company con- 
sidered inequitable. They refused to 
continue its working, and though at- 
tempts were made to come to an 
arrangement, they failed, and the line 
was left derelict. I am also informed 
that the people round about lifted the 
rails for hay barns and thc sleepers for 
fences, and other people finished the 
job by moving their boundary fences on 
to the permanent way, thus obliterating 
the track and wiping out- the railway. 

Mr. JOHNSON: Is anybody getting 
the interest on t.he capital? 

The PRESIDENT: I am afraid the 
capital has gone along with the rail- 
way. We are putting forward this Bill 
in good faith. 

Mr. DAVIN: There is one question to 
which I would like to get a definite 
answer, and that is, whether the Go- 
vemment will be prepared to bring in 
a clause in the Bill for competitive ex- 
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amination as being the only medium of 
recruitment for elerical service in the 
Amalgamated Company. 

The PRESIDENT : I am open to re- 
ceive an amendment of that sort, and I 
will consider it on its merits. I favour 
competitive examination. I favoured 
it when I was a member of the Dublin 
Corporation, and I favour it as a mem- 
ber of the Executive Council. I am 
satisfied that it is the best way to get 
the best results. It was mentioned 
that there is competition now in the 
North, and that somewhere about the 
West the competition is in favour of 
the North beeause the Northern Rail- 
way rates are 75 p.c. above preVar, 
while Southern Railway rates are 120 
p.c. above pre-war. We are told this 
competition is healthy and good, and 
tliat it is benefiting the peopíe in Bel- 
fast, or the Belfast Port, and that pos- 
sibly the Belfast or Northern Railways 
also benefit. That is urged as another 
reason why this Bill should not pass. 
That is to continue, and wc are told that 
the longer that continues the fatter we 
will grow down here, the better our 
railway companies wilí be, and so on. I 
fail to understand what is meant by 
bringing in such an analogy as that. I 
hold, and I am satisfied from informa- 
tion received officially, and from infor- 
mation which I have collected unoffi- 
cially, that there are possibilities for 
economy in the management of these 
railways; that there are opportunities 
for reducing rates; and that out of four 
and a half million pounds there should 
be great opportunities for better results 
than those we have got up to this. The 
opposition to this Bill comes from one 
section, and one section only of the 
community, operated I may say, and 
I am not afraid to say it, 
by practically one man and his in- 
fluence. He can set people going in 
various parts of the country, drawing 
attention to the danger to business 
people and to capital, and so on, and 
not one of his dupes knows who the man 
is. 

Mr. GOOD: On a point of order, I 
think such a person should be named. 
As far as I am concemed no such per- 
son influenced me. 
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The PRESIDENT : It is not necessary 
to name him. 

Mr. GOOD : That statement, so far as 
I am concerned, is untrue, and should 
be withdrawn. 

The PRESIDENT: I did not say it 
aífected Deputy Good. I said that the 
influence one man exerted had been 
exerted not directly, but indirectly. 

Mr. JOHNSON: In my case it is 
absolutely unfounded, directly or in- 
directly. 

The PRESIDENT : I know that. 

Captain REDMOND: It does not 
affect me. 

The PRESIDENT : I know that. 

Mr. HEWAT : I would like to say the 
same. 

The PRESIDENT: I know all that. 
That is what I was going to say when 
I was interrupted. 

AN CEANN COMHAIRLE : It is not 

fair to interrupt the President. 

The PRESIDENT: I have been in- 
terrupted so often that it does not 
affeet me in the least. NotwithvStanding 
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all the abuse it got, the Bill is a good 
measure, and no one will be prouder of 
it than its most ardent critics when they 
see it in operation. There are safe- 
guards in it for every seetion of the 
community. When the railway system 
is criticised for having distributed 
thirty-three and a third per cent. of its 
receipts in 1913-14, and when that dis- 
tribution is now down to twenty-five 
per cent., considering the reduction it 
is not an unfair distribution. 

Mr. JOHNSON: It will rise. 

The PRESIDENT: It will not. 

Mr. JOHNSON: It will. 

The PRESIDENT: If it does it is 
through good management it will rise. 
In all conscience, it is not an unfair or 
inequitable distribution on £27,000,000 
at 4 per cent. at a time when money was 
more valuable than it is now. I think, 
sir, I have made a case for the Second 
Reading of this Bill. 

Mr. WILSON : You did not promise 
anything to the farmers. 

Question put. The Dáil divided. 
Tá, 43; Níl, 15. 
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Tá. 

Eaman de Blaghd. - 
Séamus Breathnach. 

Seoirse dé Bhulbh. 

Séamus de Burca. 

Louis J. Dalton. 

Máighréad Ní Choilcáin Bean 
Uí Dhrisceoil. 

Patrick J. Egan. 

Osmond Grattan Esmonde. 

Desmond Fitzgerald. « 

John Hennigan. 

Connor Hogan. 

Liam T. Mac Cosgair. 

Maolmhuire Mac Eochadha. 

Pádraig Mac Fadáin. 

Pádraig Mag Giollagáin. 

Risteárd Mac Liam. 

Eoin Mac Néill. 

Seoirse Mac Niocaill. 

Liam Mac Sioghaird. 

Pádraig S. Mac Ualghairg. 

Patrick McRenna. 


Martin M. Nally. 

John T. Nolan. 

Peadar O hAodha. 

Mícheál O hAonghusa. 
Criostoir O Broin. 

Seán O Bruadair. 

Proinsias O Cathail. 

Aodh O Cinnéide. 
Partholán O Conchubhair. 
Séamus N. O Dóláin. 
Tadhg S. O Donnabháin. 
Peadar S. O Dubhghaill. 
Pádraig O Dubhthaigh. 
Eamon S. O Dúgáin. 
Donchadh S. O Guaire. 
Séamus O Leadáin. 

Fionán O Loingsigh. 
Pádraig O Máille. 

James O’Mara. 

Domhnall O Mocháin. 
Seán M. O Súilleabháin. 
Nicholas Wall. 


'Earnán Altun. 

Seán Buitléir. 

Sir James Craig. 
John Good. 

William Hewat. 
Séamus Mac Cosgair. 
Tomás Mac Eoin. 
Tomás de Nógla. 


Tomás O Conaill. 

Aodh O Culacháin. 

Liam O Daimhín. 

Domhnall O Muirgheasa. 
Pádraig O hOgáin (An Clár). 
William A. Redmond. 

Liam Thrift. 


Motion declared carried. 


Third stage ordered for Tuesday, 6th 
May. 

AD J OURNMENT OP THE DAIL. 

The PRESIDENT: I move the ad- 
journrnent until the 25th April. The 


Budget statement will be taken on that 
day. We may have to meet on the 
Saturday, and then we shall adjourn 
until the 6th May. 

The Dáil adjourned at 7.25 p.m 
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Newmarket - on - Fergus (case of T. 
Cullinan), 2116. 

Portarlington (case of C. McLoughlin for 
seized shot-gun), 14. 

Portlaoighise (case of Messrs. Gaze and 
Jessop), 1813. 

Ruan, Clare (case of P. Casey), 285, 
3190. 

Saggart (case of J. Dowd), 2746. 

Slaney River Fishermen, 622. 
Templeglantine (case of J. Aheron), 2028. 
Templemore (case of Mrs. Ringwood and 
R. Barton), 1813. 

Templemore (case of Mrs. Connors), 682. 
Thurles (case of Mrs. Coonan), 3193. 
Timoleague (case of J. D. Donovan), 2303. 
Templemore (case of J. Fogarty), 1000. 
(Case of Mrs. Tiernan), 1651. 

Timoleague (case of late J. Hunt), 1007. 
Tullamore (cases of J. Digan and W. S. 
Corry), 556-7. 

Waterford (case of P. Sinnott), 2607. 

Claim for gratuity : Johnstown Bridge (case 
of P. O'Gorman), 3180. 

Clerks : Grade Pay for re-attested service, 
2673. 

Coastal Marine Service: Account against: 
Cullenstown, Wexford (case of M. Wallace), 
1096. 

Compensation for Discharged Soldier: Straffan 
(case of Pte. M. Kehoe), 91. 

Compensation for Discharged Soldier : Bally- 
more-Eustace (case of Pte. Evans), 88. 
Compcnsation Claim against: Baltinglass 
(case of late P. Allison), 376. 

Contracts for Foodstuffs: Curragh Com- 
mand, 2737. 

Contracts : revision of prices in extending, 
3181. 

Contracts : Re-advertising of, 3178. 
Contracts : Re-advertising of, Naas, 3179* 
Cost of Water Supply for : Athlone, 1095. 
Demobilisation pay: Claim for (case of 
E. W. O'Neill), 2979. 

Demobilised Air Servicemen's Unemployment 
Benefit (case of J. MullaUy), 765. 
DemobiUsed Soldiers and employment as 
Harbour Constables, 2121. 

Dependents’ AUowance: 

Athlone (case of Mrs. Costello), x6i. 
Athlone (case of Mrs. Green), 1345. 

Ballon, Carlow (case of Mra. Sh*ennon), 
2894. 

Banagher, Galway (case oí G: 0 ,’Keefie), 
765. 
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• 10 th Jan., 1924,- 

Army — cont. 

Dependents’ Allowance— cont. 

Castlepollard (case of Mrs. Robinson), 
2742. 

Celbridge (case of Mrs. Reilly), 2030. 
Celbridge (case of H. Burgess), 1346. 
Charleville (case of Mrs. Mulqueen), 555. 
Clara (case of E. Flanagan), 1821. 

Corofin (case of Pte. J. Daly), 456. 
Droichead Nua (case of Mrs. Brophy), 2474. 
Droichead Nua (case of Mrs. Mav), 2241. 
DubHn, Lower Buckingham Street (case 
of Mrs. Lynch), 2031. 

Dunmanway (case of Mrs. K. Hurley), 381. 
Engineering Corps (case of Vol. Sheríock), 
376. 

Ennis (case of Mrs. Mahony), 1336. 
E^ecourt (case of Mrs. Donohoe), 3086. 
(Case of Bridget Guilfoyle), 1424. 

Kells (case of Mrs. A. Nevin), 380. 
Kenmare (case of Mrs. O'Brien), 1096. 
Kilcock (case of Mrs. J. Balfe), 379. 

Kilcock (case of Mrs. Keegan), 1337. 
Kildare (case of Mrs. Spry), 3181. 

Kilrush (case of Mrs. Sullivan), 1335. 
Miltown-Malbay (case of T. Fitzgerald), 
iooo á 

Mountmellick (cases of Mrs. Culleton and 
Mrs. Cunningham), 2980, 2981. 

Mullingar (case of 3 VÍrs. Braiden), 2119. 
Mullingar (case of Mrs. Hayden), 2743. 
Mullingar (case of Mrs. Callaghan), 1346. 
Mullingar (case of Vol. E. Fox), 623. 

Naas (case of Mrs. Desmond), 683. 

Navan (case of Mrs. S. Kane), 287. 

Nenagh (case of E. Gleeson), 160. 

Nenagh (case of Mrs. O’Brien), 1821. 
Newbridge (case of Mrs. Brophy), 2028. 
Newbridge (case of Mrs. Cooper), 2302. 
Newcastle West (case of Mrs. Moloney), 
2744. 

Pallasgreen (case of Mrs. S. Ryan), 378. 
Sligo (case of D. Carolan), 2896. 

Stradbally (case of Vol. Holohan), 1820. 
(Case of Mrs. Tiernan), 1651. 

Tullow (cases of T. J. MacSweeney and 
Mrs. Byrne), 1595. 

Tullow (case of Mrs. MaxweU), 2894. 
Waterford (case of Mrs. Hennessy), 1821. 
Waterford (case of Mrs. McGrath), 2897. 
DisabUity Pensions: Delay in Payment of, 
908. 

Discharged Soldiers' Arrears of Pay: New- 
bridge (case of Pte. M. RusseU), 556. 
Discharged Soldiers’ Unemployment Benefit: 
Athv (case of W. O’Brien), 553. 

KUdare (case of J. Byme), 616. 

Palatine, Carlow, (case of M. Carroll), 1592. 
Discharge of Soldiers at Curragh Camp, 
2803. 

Employment Scheme for men demobilised 
from, 2105. 

(Ex-) Men and vacancies in the PubUc 
Service, 1415. 

Gratuity: Claim for: Carbury (case of L. 

Martin), 2302. 

Inquiry: 

Reqúest for information re, 3093. 

Re Shooting Fatality, Balíynacargy (case 
of late T. Moore), 90. 

Statement by President on personnel of 
Proposed, 2820. 


11 th April, 1924. 

Army — contd. 

Inquiry— contd. 

Terms of Reference for (Notice of Adjourn- 
ment Debate), 2607. 

Terms of Reference (Adjoumment Debate), 
2661. 

Kildare Barracks Regulations, 2674. 

Method of arranging Contracts for Food 
Stuffs, .2741. 

MUitary activity in Dubhn, 2123. 

MUitary Execution: Letters of executed 
prisoner: Tralee (case of late James 
McEnery), 90. 

Number of Ofíicers and Men demobilised 
from ist August, 19Í3, to I2th March, 
1924, 2113. 

Number of private residences commandeered 
by, 2114. 

Officers : Pay of : Athlone, 2602. 

Officers, Q.M.G.’s Dept. : AUowances * for 
Maintenance, 89. 

Order for clothing for DemobUised Soldiers, 
2671. 

Pay Arrears : Dungarvan (case of J. Cowming) 
1345. 

Pay : Claim for Additional: Limerick (case 
of Vol. J. Browne), 2028. 

Pay : Claim for Arrears of: Athlone (case 
of R. LilUs), 457. 

Payment of Ration AUowance (case of A. 
Hvslop), 1097. 

Pensions Act: Claim under: BaUinafore, 
Westmeath (case of late P. Seery, I.R.A.), 
158. 

Pension Claim : 

Athlone (case of Mrs. Hayes), 1336. 

Dalkey (case of T. Green), 376. 

Dungarvan (case of J. Cowming), 1345. 
Edenderry (case of E. Cummins), 791. 
Ennis (case of P. Mahony), 1337. 
Martinstown, KUdare (case of Mrs. Behan), 
790. 

Naas (case of M. Cleary), 801. 

(Case of W. Pearson), 1176. 

(Case of Pte. Quinn), 456. 

Rathangan (case of J. Cribben), 2117. 
Pensions : Claims Department, 1001. 

Pension or Gratuity Claim: Straffan (case 
of M. Keogh), 2969. 

Pensions Committee: Representation of 
Demobilised Officers and Men on, 3086. 
Pensions: Commuting, 904. 

Personnel of the Committee of Inquiry into 
the Administration of the, 2206. 

Position: 

(Adjournment Debate), 2204. 

Discussion on Statement by President, 
re the, 1971. 

Discussion on Statement by President, 
re the, 1942. 

Statement by the President, 1894. 
Statement by Vice-President, re the, 2242.. 
Proficiency Pay: Claim for: Kilmacow 
(case of J. O’NeUl), 2120. 

Proposed transfer of Maintenance and Repair 
Works: Curragh Camp, 1630. 

Provision for Incapacitated Soldiers, 794. 
RaUway Protection Corps; Pay and AJlow- 
ance on discharge, 206* 
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Army — cont. 

Reconstruction of Barracks: Fermoy and 
Buttevant, 791. 

Request for particulars of Scheme for Re- 
organisation of, 2301. 

Request for information re proposed Inquiry, 
2747, 2808. 

Sanatorium treatment for men discharged 
from, 454. 

Situation: 

Announcement of Surrender of Arms, 2596. 
(Business of the Dáil), 2306. 

(Debate on Motion), 2354. 

Nomination of Minister for Defence (Debate 
on Motion), 2242. 

Statement by President (Debate on), 2311. 
Soldiers discharged as medically unfit from, 
3183. 

Tailor : Proficiency Pay of, 685. 

Terms of Reference of the Com. of Inquiry 
into the Administration of the, 2214. 
Unemployment Benefit Claim of Discharged 
Soldier ícase of L. Mooney), 906. 
Unemployment Benefit for Demobilised 
Soldiers, 205. 

Withdrawal of Military from Ballyconnell, 
2741. 

Wound Pension Claim (case of Capt. T. 
Lavin), 2979. 

Arran 

Islands: Claim against Armv ícase of C. 
McCullagh), 905. 

Coastguard Station : Payment for Caretaker 
of, 907. 

Islands : 

Compensation (Pre-Truce) Claim (case of 
L. McDonagh), 798. 

Division of C.D.B. land, 795. 

Fisheries: Development of, 796. 

Arrears 

Of Army Pay : 

Curragh (case of Pte. Cleary), 12. 
Edenderry (case of P. Mooney), 13. 
Kilbeggan (case of C. Mooney), 15. 

Of National Land Bank Estates : Vesting of : 
Offaly area, 8. 

Arrest 

Ballynacally, Clare (case of P. O'Shea), 376. 

Arrested or Interned Publlc Servants 

Request for Report of the Committee investi- 
gating cases of, 2968. 

Arva 

Account against Army (case of J. 0 'Reilly), 
3085. 


Arva (Cavan) 

Water Supply of, 205. 

Ashbourne Sstate 

Division of, 1645. . 

Asylum Offloer» 

Suberannuation and Irish Mental Hospital 
Workers # Union, 619. 


Athy 

County Home; Control of " Home Help ** 
Grants, 9. 

District: Compensation Claims for damage 
to property, 5. 

Farmers' Union and Compensation Claims, 
2025. 

No. 1 R.D. Council: Appointment of Engineer 
to, 2290. 

Rates of Wages of County and District 
Councils, 9. 

Unemployment Benefit of Discharged Soldier 
(case of W. CVBrien), 553. 

Union : Retired Oíficials : Payment of. 898. 
Union: Total Cost of Administration: 

Return requested, showing, 120. 

Athlone 

Account against Army: 

(Case of J. Faller), 621. 

(Case of E. Healion), 801. 

(Case of E. Healion), 2746. 

(Case of P. J. Macken), 457. 

Alleged loss of Postal parcel (case of Mrs. 
Cunninghara), 2305. 

Army Pension Claim (case of Mrs. Hayes), 
1336. 

Arrears of Army Pay (case of R. Lillis), 457. 
Compensation Decree Payment (case of T. 
Leonard), 611, 

Army Dependent’s Allowance: 

(Case of Mrs. Costello), 161. 

(Case of Mrs. Green), 1345. 

Compensation : 

Pre-Truce Claim against British (case of 
C. Donlon), 381. 

Pre-Truce Claim (case of Mrs. Morrissey), 
1097. 

Cost of Water Supply for Armv, 1095. 

Old Age Pension Claim (case of Mrs. Blaney), 
1946. 

Pay of Atmy Officers, 2602. 

Reconsiderátion of sentence on prisoner fiom 
(case of T. Mannion), 2602. 

Seizure of Stock ícase of T. Costello), 677. 
Unemployment Benefit Claims (case of 
Woollen Mills employees), 2108. 

Auotions 

, Dublin County: Boycotting Notices re, 

I 11 73 ' 

Audlts and Rates 

Of County Councils, 620. 

Auxlliary Preventive Men (Customs) and 
Customs Barrier, 1166. 

1 

Back Pay Claims 

Adjudication of Committee on, 2674. 

Bagga Estate (W. Meath) 

Land Bank tenants, 796. 

Bailieborough 

Housing for British Ex-Service Men, 87. 

Balla 

Detention of internee from (case oí W. 
Murphy), 3180. 

Division of Lynqh*Ploss^ f?state at, 2976. 
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Ballina 

Compensation (Pre-Truce) Claim (case o£ 
M. Toian), 553. 

Detention of internee írom (case of T. 
Finnerty), 3192. 

Balllnafore (W. Meath) 

Compensation (Pre-Truce) Claim (case of 
late P. Seery, I.R.A.), 158. 

Balllnahown (W. Meath) 

Release of internees from (case of Messrs. 
Daly, Costello, Dalton), 1001. 

Balllnaklll 

Claim against Army (case of J. Kelly), 1819. 
Leix : Postal Deliveries, 900. 

Ballinasloe 

Claim against Army : 

(Case of late Pte. Shiels), 287. 

(Case of P. Harrison), 288. 

(Various), 2116. 

Compensation (Pre-Truce) Claim (case of M. 
Mannion), 289. 

Compensation (Pre-Truce) Claim (case of M. 
Mannion), 798. 

District: Erection of Canal Bridge, 762. 
Evicted Tenant's Claim (case of M. Gallagher), 
1006. 

Rilconnell : Unemployment Benefit Claim 
(case of M. Gibbs), 1333. 

Ballineen 

Account against Army : (case of P. Donovan), 
1599 . 

And Rilgarvan : Release of internees from 
(case of J. Randles and J. Crowley), 1096. 
School (Female, N.) : District Court in, 999. 

Balllnruan (Clare) 

Closing of Sub-Post Ofifice, 554. 

Balllsodare 

Compensation Claim (case of Mrs. Fitz- 
patrick), 2728. 

Ballon (Carlow) 

Army Dependent’s Allowance (case of Mrs. 
Shrennon), 2894. 

Ballybrophy 

Claim against Army (case of E. Davin), 1819. 

Ballyconnell 

Account against Army (case of E. Toomey), 

2745- 

Compensation Claim (case of Mrs. Dolphin), 
2728. 

Raid : Compensation Claim re (case of J. 
McGrath), 897. 

Withdrawal of Military from, 2741. 

Ballydehob 

Account against Army (case of W. H. 
Cashman), 1891. 

Ballyhaunts 

Claim against Army: 

Case of E. Mulligan, 88. 

Case of E. Mulligan, 3180, 

Case of J. Moran, zizo. 


-II th April , 1924. 

BaUy)amesduff 

Account against Army (case of J. Soden), 
2805. 

Ballymahon 

Old Age Pension Claim (case oí Gatherine 
Clyne), 380. 

Ballymoe (Roscommon) 

Return of gun seized by British (case of M. 
Clavin), 684. 

BalIymore-Eustace 

Claim against Army: 

Case of M. Leahy, 12. 

Case of Mrs. Lawler, 1890. 

Compensation for Discharged Soldier (case 
of Pte. Evans), 88. 

Ballynacal!y (Clare) 

Arrest (case of P. O'Shea), 376. 

Ballymote 

Arrears of Army Pay : Claims for, 802. 

Ballynacargy Shootlng Fatallty 

Case of late T. Moore, 90. 

Ballyvoyle Rallway Vladuct 

Completion of, 785. 

Baltlnglass Shooting Fatallty 

Case of late P. AUison, 376. 

Banagher (Galway) 

Army Dependent’s Allowance (case óf G. 
O'Reeffe), 765. 

Bandon 

Account against Army (case of J. O'Regan), 
2301. 

Compensation (pre-Truce) Claim (case of 
D. J. O’Regan), 2973 - 

Detention of internees from (case of M. 

McCarthy and R. Russell), 3193. 
Rebuilding of Hospital, 280. 

Release of internee from (case of D. Duggan), 
803. 

Bantry 

Claim against Army (case o-f C. 0 'Leary), 

2972- 

Barracks 

Fermoy and Buttevant: Reconstruction of, 
791. 

Old R.I.C.: Rebuilding of: MuUingar, 282. 

Barrow 

Proposed Scheme for Drainage of, 3176. 

Bawnboy R. District and Ennlsklllen No. 2 
Dlstrlct 

Distribution of Seed Potatoes to, 2802. 

Baxter, Patrick F, 

Army Position: Discussion on Statement 
by President re the, 1898,1974, 1991. 

Army Situation (Debate on Motion) 2414. 
Boundary Commission, 371. 

Clare County: Local Administration ín 
(Debate on Motion), 752. 
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Baxter, Patrlek F.— cont. 

Cork County Council: Number and Salaries 
of Staffs of, 1647. 

Derry Jail: Treatment of political prisoners 
in, 2732. 

Enforcement of Law (Occasional Powers) 
Bill: 2 S., 1958* 

Enforcement of Law (Occasional Powers) 
Bill: Com. S., 2706. 

Estimates: 

Com. on Finance: Vote on Supply, 2580, 
2581. 

Supplementary: Com. on Finance : Army, 
2499, 2502. 

Supplementary: Com. on Finan ce : 

Fmance Ministry, 2322. 

Supplementary: Com. on Finance : Irish 
Land Commission, 1616. 

Supplementary: Com. on Finance : Tem- 
porary Commissions, 2328. 

Fiscal Inquiry (Debate on Motion), 531. 
Hare Park Camp, Curragh : Conditions in, 
2735 * 

Housing (Building Facilities) Bill : Com. S., 
946. 

Pig Breeding: Steps to Prevent Depletion 
of, 1646. 

Political Prisoners in Military Hospitals, 792. 
Prisons and Camps : Inspection of, 2604. 
Public Safety 

(Powers of Arrest and Detention) Temporary 
Bill: Com. S., 20 to 28, 36, 55. 

(Powers of Arrest andDetention) Temporary 
Bill: Emergency Resolution, 706. 
(Punishment of Offences) Temporary Bill 
2 S., 1226. 

(Punishment of Offences), Temporary Bill: 
Com. S., 1558-9. 

R.I.C., Resigned and Dismissed : 

Number pensioned or compensated, 1887. 
Pension Order, 842. 

Saorstát: Number of political prisoners in, 
2736. 

Special Com. on Wireless Broadcasting: 
Publication of Evidence (Debate on 
Motion), 1067. 

Tobacco: Preferential Duty for Indian and 
Nyassaland, 788. 

Treaty re Regulation of U.S. Liquor Trafl&c 
(Debate on Motion), 3133. 

Untenanted Land Claims and Cumann na 
Gaedheal Organiser’s Alleged Statement, 
1421. 


Beamlsh, Rlchard H. 

Oireachtas Accommodation (Debate on 
Motion), 595. 


Beer and Porter 

Reduction of Taxes on, 1. 


Beer and Stont Prlees 

Request for reduction of, 2890. 


Belturbet 

Account against Army (case of J. Dolan), 
2745 - 

Civic Guard Fatality (case of late M. 
Lyons), 375. 


Bhulbh, Seoirse de 

(See also Wolfe, George.) 
Ballymore-Eustace: 

Claim against Army (case of M. Leahy), 12. 
Claim against Army (case of Mrs. Lawler), 
1890. 

Breeding Stock : Licensing and Registration 
of, 1339. 

Celbridge: Army Dependent's Allowance 
(case of H. Burgess), 1346. 

Guns: Return of surrendered, 2803. 
Inspectors of Dairies and Cowsheds: Duties 
of, 2300. 

Johnstown, Straffan: Closing of Post Ofl&ce 
at, 1893. 

Kilcock : Claim against Army (case of J. J. 
Lube), 2803. 

Kildangan Postman: Pension or Gratuity 
for (case of P. Mooney), 2304. 

Lallymore : 

Kildare : Congested Estates, 1340, 1422. 
Monasterevan : Unemployment Benefit Claim 
(case of J. Ravanagh), 1418. 

Motor Car Tax : Suggcsted Revision of, 675. 
Naas : 

Account against Army (case of W. Gaul), 
2605. 

Army Dependent’s Allowance (case of Mrs. 
Desmond), 683. 

Account against Army (case of Sergeant 
Whelan), 684. 

Claim against Army (case of Mrs. Young), 
2805. 

Claim against Army (case of Sergt. Whelan), 
1336 . 

Compensation Claim (case of — Whelan), 
3088. 

Postal Deliveries, 1338. 

Re-advertising of Army Contracts, 3179* 


Bills 

Joint Com. to consider Procedure on 
Seanad Amendts. to, 458. 

Procedure on Amendts. made by the 
Seanad to, 230. 

Birr 

Claim against Army (case of ex-Vol. 
Mooney), 903. 

Claim against Army (case of Messrs. 
Madden and Sons), 805. 


BlaeUlon 

Account against Army (case of E. Maguire), 
2744. 

Account against Army (case of J. McGovern), 
3085. 


Blackwater Floods 

Inquiry suggested, re, 786. 


Bllnd Person’s Ponslon Clalm 

Clonakilty (case of O. Wade), 2601. 
Drumkeen (case of J. Ryan), 2733. 


Dungarvan (case of J. Flynn), 2606. 

Quilty (case of Mrs. Shannon), 2118. 
Roscarbery (case of Catherine Donovam) 


1251 . 
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Blythe, Eraest, Minister for Finance 
Army, Claim against: 

Bantry (case of C. OXeary), 2972. 

Cahir (case of W. B. TaJbot), 1740. 
Glengarriffe (case of W. O'Sullivan), 2973. 
Army Situation : 

(Debate on Motion), 2382, 2400, 2406-8. 
Nomination of Minister for Defence (Debate 
on Motion), 2243. 

S atement by the President (Debate on), 
23 I 4 - 

Blind Person’s Claim : Roscarbery (case of 
Catherine Donovan), 1251. 

Bonded Wines and Spiríts : Monthly returns 
of, 156. 

Brítish ex-Service Men: Funds available 
for, 16. 

Business of the Dáil (forthcoming Legis- 
lation), 2593. 

Canals and Waterways Commission Report 
(Debate on Motion), 740. 

Central Fund Bill: 

1 S., 2587-8. 

2 S., 2589, 2590. 

Com. S. t 2591-2. 

4 S. and 5 S., 2592. 

Cinema Trade Shows, 1641. 

Civil Service: 

Lytton Entrants : Salary of, 1639. 
Regulation (No. 2) Bill (Business of the 

Regulation (No. 2) Bill : from the Seanad, 
1451 to 1479, 1507. 

Compensation Claim : 

Ballisodare (case of Mrs. Fitzpatrick), 
2729. 

Ballyconnell (case of Mrs. Dolphin), 2728. 
Connolly, Clare (case of M. Scanlan, N.T.), 
612. 

Dublin, Benburb Street (case of Miss 
White), 2297. 

Dublin, Church Street (case of Mrs. 
Brennan), 2297. 

Dublin, George's Place (case of Miss K. 
Gains), 2296. 

Dublin, Mountpelier Hill (case of A. 
Delaney), 2472. 

Dublin, N. Gt. George’s Street (case of 
Mrs. Walpole), 2799. 

Dunmanway (case of Messrs. Murray, 
Riordan, Collins), 1093. 

Enniscorthy (relatives of T. Dovle), 2979. 
Kilkenny (case of Miss Loughman), 2800. 
Moate (case of J. Deehan), 3177. 

Moveille (case of Mrs. Rilmartin), 3177. 
Oranmore (case of J. Keaven), 3188. 
Compensation Decree : Payment of : Athlone 
(case of T. Leonard), 611. 

Compensation Claim re Ballyconnell Raid 
(case of J. McGrath, Tuam), 897. 
Compensation Claims for Damage to Property: 
Athy District, 5. 

Compensation (Personal Injuries) Com. : 
Manner of conducting investigations, 2239: 
ompensatáon (Pre-Truce and Post-Truce) 
Claims: Amounts of, 2727. 

Compensation (Pre-Truce) Claim against 
Bntish: Athlone (case of C. Donlon), 382. 
Compensation (Pre-Truce) Claims for motor 
venicles, 2296. 

Compensation (Fre-Truce) Decrees : Amount 
of White Cross Grants deducted from, 449. 


-nth April, 1924. 

| Blythe, Ernest— contd. 

Compensation (Pre-Truce) Claim : 

Arran Islands (case of L. McDonagh), 798. 
Ballina (case of M. Tolan), 553. 

Ballinasloe (case of M. Mannion), 798. 
Ballinasloe (case of P. Mannion), 289. 
Bandon (case of D. J. O’Regan), 2973. 

Cork (case of E. Morrissey), 448. 
Dungarvan (various), 1344. 

Glengarriffe (case of Mrs. O’SulUvan), 1598, 
2471. 

Kilbeggan (case of J. J. McGuinness), 3175. 
KilkeUy, Mayo (case of V. Fraine), 799. 
Knocklong (case of S. Croker), 3175. 
Lissycasey (case of late P. 0 *Rourke), 1417. 
Máltown-Malbay (case of J. Finucane), 1737. 
Naas (various), 1501. 

Committee of Public Accounts: Appoint- 
ment of, 2897. 

Comptroller and Auditor-General: 

Rep. of, 2309, 2897. 

County Council, Cork : Request for Grant for 
, reconstruction work (Castletown Bere and 
Allihies Districts), 1811. 

Countv Council Withheld Grants : 

Amóunt of: TirconaiU, 1335. 

Tirconaill, 1737. 

Court Ofhcers (Temporary Appointments) 
Bill: Money Resolution, 460. 

Courts of Justice Bill: (Money Resolution), 
2813. 

Currency: Amount of, in Saorstát, 2241. 
Customs and Excise Exam. : Army Candi- 
dates’ age limit for, 447. 

Customs Auxiliary Preventive men and 
Customs Bamer, 1167. 

Dail Eireann Loans and Funds BiU : 

Money Resolution, 163-5. 

4 S., 461. 

5 S., 7it. 

Drainage of Barrow : Proposed Scheme for, 
3176. 

Dutv on Beer and Stout: Request for reduc- 
tión of, 2890. 

Duty on Motor Accessories, 449. 

Education : Interim, increased Grant for 
Secondary, 1594* 

Enforcement of Law (Occasional Powers) 
Bill: Money Resolution, 2625. 

Election Officials’ Expenses: Clare, 612. 
Estimates, etc. : 

Business of the Dáil, 2306-7, 2353. 
Estimates : Com. on Finance : 

Vote on Account, 2565, 2570, 2572, 2574, 
2579 to 2584. 

Estimates: Supplementary: Com. on Finance: 
Army, 2485-7, 2497 to 2500, 2508, 2515. 
Army Pensions, 2553-4. 

Civil Service Commission, 2555 to 2558. 
Executive Council, 2437, 2445. 

Finance Ministry, 2317 to 2326. 

Fisheries Ministry, 2516 to 2521. 

Industry and Commerce Ministry, 2434-5. 
Irish Land Commission, 16x0 to 1628. 
Law Charges, 2347 to 2352. 

League of Nations, 2553. 

PubUc Works and BuUdings, 2455, 2460, 
2462, 2476 to 2485. 

Public Works Office, 2337 to 2342. 
Railways, 2342 to 2345. 

Repayments to Contingency Fund, 2560, 
2561. 
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10 th Jan., 1924.* 

B!ythe, Ernest —conti 
Estimates— cont. 

Representation o£ the People and Electoral 
Acts: Expenses, 2345. 

School Grants (Northern Ireland), 2561 to 

2563- 

Superannuation and Retired Allowances, 
2454-5. ^ 

Temporaiy Commissions, 2326 to 2337. 
Universities and Colleges, 2433-4. 

Films: 

Licensing Bonded Store for, 2974. 

Storing and Bonding of, 1641. 

Fisheries Bill: from the Seanad, 1507. 
Flooding of Blackwater, Fermoy : ínquiry 
suggested re, 786. 

Flooding of Charleville and Buttevant Dis- 
trict, 898. 

General Post Office, Four Courts and Custom 
House Sites : Clearing of : Dublin, 2240. 
Grants for Corn Millers, 788. 

Houses, erection of: Fermoy, 1170. 

House Purchase Scheme of Engineering Uni®n 
and Saorstát Citizens’ disadvantage, 2597. 
Housing (Building Facilities) Bill: 1 S., 388. 
Imported Flour : Sold as Irish, 1252. 

Income Tax and Amalgamated Engineering 
Union House Purchase Scheme, 1418. 
Income Tax: 

Arrears, etc. : Distraints for non-payment 
of, 1818. 

In Saorstát and in the Dominions, 157. 

Of Milk-Supplying Farmers, 787. 

Irish Land Purchase Fund Investments, 998. 
Juries (Amendment) Bill: Money Resolution, 
1959 to 1963, 2081 to 2090. 

Land Act: Reference in British Parliament 
to Irish, 162. 

Local Government: 

(Collection of Rates) Bill: Com. S., 725. 

• Electors Registration Bill: from the 
Seanad, 231. 

Matches: Licence for home manufactured 
and duty on foreign, 6. 

Mimsters and Secretaries Bill: 

Recoramitted, 1489, 1511 to 1518. 

Motor Cars seized (Pre-Truce) by British, 279. 
Motor Car tax : suggested revision of, 675-6. 
National Health Insurance Benefits : Delayed 
Payments, 1501. 

National Library: Access of Oireachtas 
members to, 554. 

National Teachers: Transfers to or from 
Northern Ireland (service for pensions, 
etc.), 2974. 

O’Connell Street, Dublin: Rebuilding of 
destroyed area, 1639. 

Oireachtas: 

Accommodation (Debate on Motion), 572, 
584. 594 -. 

Permanent Accommodation for, 155. 

Rep. of Jpint Com. on Tempórary Accom- 
modation ioi (Debate on Motion), 2901. 
Staff : Request for Report of Com. on and 
Statement re Salaries of, 1652. 

Old Age Pensions Bill: 

Money Resolution, 1628 to 1633. 

1 S., 807. 

a S., 1259, 134S. 1357 to 1360, 

Com. S., 1689 to 1700, 1706 to 1709, 1746 
to 1775, 1782 to 1806, 1966 to 1971, 
2033 to 2059, 2063 to 2078. 


■11 th April, 1924. 

Blythe, Ernest— cont. 

Old Age Pensions Bill— cont. 

4 S., 2620. 

5 S., 2853-7. 

Old Age Pensions Claim: 

Lisdeen, Clare (case of — Lynch), 1810. 
Wexford (cases of E. and J. Murphy and 
J. Byrne), 1594. 

Old Age Pensions: 

Estimate: Probable amount of Saving 
on, 1640. 

Outdoor Relief valued as means, 3178. 
Statistics (Business of the Dáil), 733-4. 
Total source of income, 1640. 

Patrol Boats at Haulbowline : use of, 762. 
Post Office Commission (Debate on Motion 
**• 349 , 356 . 

Prisoners from County Clare: Detention 
of (various), 1740. 

Public Accounts Com. : Proposed Appoint- 
ment of, 2309. 

Public Safety : 

(Powers of Arrest and Detention) Tem- 
porary Bill: Money Resolution, 165. 
(Powers of Arrest and Dctention) Tem- 
porary Bill : Emergency Resolution, 698. 
(Punishment of Offences) Temporary Bill: 
5 S., 2041. 

Railwavs Bill: 1 S., 2852. 

Rates ón Unoccupied Houses, 1423. 
Returning Officer for Cavan Election : Pay- 
ment of accounts for car hire to, 2733. 
R.I.C. : Resigned and Dismissed : 

Claims of, 1588. 

Claims dealt with by the Com., 4. 

Number pensioned or compensated, 1888. 
Pension Order, 815, 822, 827 to 834. 
Roadway : Dangerous condition of : Dublin, 
James's St., Harbour, 1169. 

Rural District Council Accounts: Auditing 
of : Edenderry No. 3, and Trim, 1502. 
Rural Districts of Bawnboy and Ennislrillen 
No. 2 : Distribution of Seed Potatoes to, 
2802. 

Shaw Commission Award to Drombanna 
Co-Op. Creamery: Delayed Payment of, 156 
Special Com. on Wireless Broadcasting: 
Com. to examine evidence presented to 
(Debate on Motion), 1402-4, 1410. 

Special Constable; Payment of: Camolin 
(case of G. Byrne), 1591. 

Strike at Curragh Training Stables (Adjourn- 
ment Debate), 994 ~ 5 « 

Summer Time BiU: 2 S„ 463. 

Tipperary (N.R.) County CouncU Grants, 83. 
Tobacco Growing: Encouragement of, 789. 
Tobacco: Preferential Duty for Indian and 
Nyassaland, 788. • 

Unemployment Benefit: 

Claims: Tipperary (County), (various), 
1809. 

In Dublin City and County and Saorstát: 
Statistics oi tradesmen in receipt of, 1808. 
United National Friendly Insurance Collec- 
ting Society: Bankruptcy of, 2890. 

Urban Council and Harbour Commissioners, 
Hinsale: Debt of, 1807. 

Urban District, Cavan : AUocation for trunk 
roads, 2801. 

Vote on Account (Business of the Dáil), 2563. 
Wireless Broadcasting: Final Rep. of Spedal 
Com. on, 2866-8, 2874. 
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Bog of Allen 

Congested Estates : near, 1340. 

Bonded Store for FUms 

Licensing of, 2974. 

Bonded Wlnes and Spirits 

Monthly Returns of, 156. 

Boundary 

Commission, 371. 

Commission : Adjourned Conference, 1599. 
Commission (Notice of Adjournment Debate), 

2983- 

Adjournment Debate, 3077. 

Conference ; Proposal to meet in London, 685. 

Boycottlng Notices 

Re Auctions : Dublin Countv, 1173. 

Boyle 

Óld Age Pension Claim (case of W. Kelly), 
2474 - 

Bray and Delgany 

Destruction of trees at, 2975. 

Broodlng Stock 

Licensing and Registration of, 1339. 

Brlckworks 

Re-opening of : Rathnew, 373. 

Bridges 

Erection of Canal: Ballinasloe District, 762. 
Reconstruction of: Carlow County, 2298. 
Repair of : Cork County, 10. 

Britishj 

Clairn (Pre-Truce) against, for motor hire : 
Dunmanway, 371. 

Compensation (Pre-Truce) Claim against: 

Atnlone (case of C. Donlon), 381. 

Courts : Pre-Truce Decrees by, in undefended 
cases, 7. 

Empire Exhibition: Representation of 

Saorstát Industries, 6. 

Ex-Service Men : Funds available for, 16. 
Ex-Service Men : Government employment 
for, 372. 

Ex-Service Men: Housing for: Bailie- 
borough, 87. 

Motor cars seized (Pre-Truce) by, 279. 

. Parliament: Reference in to Irish Land 
Purchase, 162. 

(Unarmed) Soldiers and Civilians : Murderous 
Attack on: Cobh (Statement by Presi- 
dent), 2291. 

Broadeastlng 

Rep. of Special Com: on Wireless, 766. 
(Wireless) Special Com.: Publication of 
Evidence laid before (Debate on Motion), 

1054. 

Bultléir, Sein (See also Butler, J.) 

Dungarvau: 

Army Pay Arrears (case of J. Cowming), 
1345 - 

Army Pension Claim (case of J. Cowmáng), 
Í345- 

Blind Person's Pension (case of J. Flynn), 
2606. 

Claim against Army (case of W. Dunne), 
2606. 


nth April, 1924. 

Buitleir, Sean — cont. 

Dungarvan— cont. 

Compensation (Pre-Truce) Claims (various), 
1344 - 

Detention of intemee from (case of T. 
Kiely), 3193. 

Kilmacthomas : Unemployment Beuefit Claim 
(cases of Mary Sarsfield and E. Sullivan), 
1342 . 

Waterford : 

Army Dependent’s Allowance (case of 
Mrs. Hennessy), 1821. 

Army Dependent’s Allowance (case of 
Mrs. McGrath), 2897. 

Claim against Army (case of P. Sinnott), 
2607. 

Harbour Commissioners : Powers of 

Government over, 6. 

Unemployment Benefit Claim (case of 
M. Walsh), 1344. 

Unemployment Benefit Claim (case of 
M. Goulding), 1816. 

m Unemployment Benefit Claims (cases of 
ex-National Soldiers), 1343. 

Bundoran 

Bundoran : Retum of sporting gun (case of 
A. H. Lloyd), 2895. 

Burke, James A., Minister for Local Govem - 
ment 

Asylum Officers’ Superannuation and Irish 
Mental Officers’ Superannuation, 619. 

Athy County Home : Control of Assistance 
Grants, 9. 

Athy Union : Total Cost of Administration, 
etc. : Retura requested, showing, 120. 

Blind Person’s Pension Claim : 

Clonakilty (case of O. Wade), 2601. 
Drumkeen (case of J. Ryan), 2734. 

Quilty (case of Mrs. Shannon), 2118. 
Roscarbery (case of Catherine Donovan), 
Í25I. 

Blind Person's Pension: Dungarvan (case 
of J. Flynn), 2606. 

Bridges: Repair of (and Unemployment): 
Cork County, 10. 

Canal Bridge: Erection of: Ballinasloe 
District, 762. 

Clare County: Local Administration in 
(Debate on Motion), 754. 

County Councils: 

Audits and Rates of, 620. 

Carlow: Proposed loan for reconstmction 
o i bridges, 2299* 

Cork : Number and Salaries of StafiEs of, 
1647. 

Cork : Request for Grant for reconstmction 
work (Castletown Bere and Allihies 
Districts), 1811. 

Galway: Agricultural Grants, 3091. 

Rate Collectors: Appointment of: Tir- 
conaill, 2ZX2. 

Limerick: Number of and Salaries of 
permanent and temporarv Stafis, 2600. 
Roads : Repair of : Cork, 2977. 

Road Scheme: Wages for worfcers on: 
Limerick, 2978. 

Road Work Scheme: Kerry, 2734. 
Secretaries’ Salaries and Emoluments: 
Retura requested, showing, 120. 
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Burke, James A.— cont. 

County Home : 

Committee: Appointments : Sligo, 2299. 
Ennis : Fire outbreak, 1003. 

Tirconaill: Conditions of Appointment of 
Secretary to, 3184. 

Distress in Tirconaill (Adjournment Debate), 
602. 

Distress in towns in Mayo, 2978. 

Donegal N.W. : Relief of Distress in, 374. 
Dublin Corporation and Camegie Trust (re 
Infant Welfare Clinic), 1004. 

Dublin Reconstruction Bili: Expedition of, 
3i 8 3- 

Dublin Reconstruction (Emergency Powers) 
Bill: 1 S., 3196. 

Fever Hospital Nurse : Sanction for : 
Skibbereen, 1802. 

Hospital: Rcbuilding of: Bandon, 280. 
Houses : Erection of : Fermoy, 1170. 
Housing: 

(Building Facilities) Bill : Com. S., 1017. 
For British ex-Service Men: Bailie- 

borough, 87. 

House Purchase Scheme of Engineering 
Union and Saorstát Citizens’ disadvantage, 
2597- 

Inspectors of Dairies and Cowsheds : Dutics 
of, 2300. 

Irish Public Health Committee : Report (for 
1920) of, 2473. 

Rillcster District: Lighting of, 9. 

I.abourers' Cottages Scheme : 

Fermoy f 84. 

Midleton (Aghada), 16. 

Local Boards: System of keeping Local 
Accounts and Records of, 2112. 

Local Bodies : Cavan Countv : Audit of, 1740. 
Local Government: 

(Collection of Rates) Bill: 

2 S., 93, 112 to 115. 

Com. S., 712, 715 to 729. 

5 S„ 1099. 

From the Seanad, 2723 to 2726. f 
Electors Registration Bili: from the 
Seanad, 132 to 139. 

Policy of Minister for (Debate on Motion), 
1873, 2171 to 2198. 

(Temporary Provisions) (Amendment Bill) : 

1 S. f 1659, 

2 S., 1941. 

Com. S., 2126 to 2128. 

1 S. f 2128 

2 S., 2622 to 2624. 

4 S., 2751. 

5 S. f 2751. 

Macroom ex-Rate-Collector’s Pension, 763. 
Mayo and Galwav West: Relief of Distress 
io» 374- 

Mental Hospital: Sanction for Repairs, 
Pension, etc. : Tirconaill, 617 to 619. 

Motor Taxation: Suggested Appointment 
of Com. on, 678. 

Motor Tax: Cost of Collection in Tirconaill, 

1094. 

Motor Taxes : Galway County, 373. 

Old Age Pension Claimants : 

Disadvantages. of (re Destruction of Official 
Records), 2298. 

Without Baptismal Certificates, 281. 
Athlone (caáe oi Mrs. Blaney), 1946. 
Ballymahon (case of Catherine Clyne), 380. 

ll 


■11 th April, 1924# 

Burke, James A.— cont. 

Old Age Pension Claimants— cont. 

Boyle (case of W. Kellv), 2474. 

Carrigaholt (case of A. Moloney), 2026. 
Carrigaholt (case of T. O’Dwjrer), 280. 
Crookhaven (case of M. Driscoll), 2601. 
Gort (case of Catherine Ward), 3189. 
Kildysart (case of Miss Meaney), 2118, 
Kilfenora (case of M. Forde), 2118. 

Lisdeen, Clare fcase of — Lynch), 1810. 
Lisdeen, Clare (Adjournment Debate), 1883. 
Mullingar (case of Miss Ham), 2896. 

Scariff (case of J. O’Brien), 2599. 

Old Age Pensions Claims : Wexford (cases 
of E. & J. Murphy & J. Byrne), 1594. 

Poor Law Amalgamation Scheme, West- 
meath : Salaries and Pensions of Officials, 
re, 2599. 

Poor Law Ofhcial, Dunmanway: Dismissal 
of, 1003. 

Poor Law Union Expenditure: Return 
requested re Amalgamation Schemes, 120. 
Rates Collected and Arrears, 1921 and 1922 : 

Dublin County, 85, 86. 

Rates : Dublin Countv, 2734. 

Ratcs on unoccupied houses, 1423. 

Rates : Suggested postponement of Striking, 
280. 

Rates : Suggested postponement of Striking f 
the (Adjournment Debate), 368. 
Rathkeale Union : Protestant Chaplain to f 206 
Reformatory School: Daingean as site for 
Industries, 899. 

Returning Officer for Cavan Election : Pay- 
ment of accounts for car hire to, 2733. 

Road Scheme, Loan for : Thurles-Nenagh, 86. 
Roads : Motor Tax Grants to County Councils 
for, 1094. 

Roadway : Dangerous condition of : Dublin, 
James’s Street, Harbour, 1169. 

Road Work in Countv Limerick; Special 
Grant for, 2892. 

Rural District Council: 

Accounts : Auditing of : Edenderry No. 
3, and Trim, 1502. 

Appointment of Engineer to : Athy, 2299. 
Clerks : Payment of substitutes for, 763. 
Dunmanwav: Appointment of Engineer 
to, 2601. 

Loan fo j: purchase of Seeds : Clifden, 2673. 
Rural Districts of Bawnboy and Enniskilien 
No. 2 : Distribution of seed potatoes to f 
2802. 

Skibbereen Union : Distress re fishing failure, 
373. 

Unemployment Grants for Urban Districts, 
900. 

Union Officials Retired, Athv: Payment of, 
899. 

Urban and R.D. Councils: Clones: Con- 
demnation of Horse Pool by, 2113. 

Urban District, Cavan : AUocation for trunk 
roads, 2801. 

Water Supplv : Arva, Cavan, 205. 
Waterworks Scheme : «Restarting of : Dingle, 
799. 

Business of the Dail, 1947, 2041, 2898, 2983» 

319 5» 

Adjournment for -hour in evening, 1742. 
Army situation, 2306. 

Civil Service Regulation, No. 2 Bill, 732» 
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Business of tbe Dall— cont. 

Committee of Selection, 2899. 

Evening adjournment, 1177. 

Fisheries Bill and Firearms Temporary 
Provisions Bill, 766. 

Fiscal inquiry debate, 359. 

Forthcoming legislation, 2592, 2747. 

Milk suppliers' losses, 757. 

Ministers and Secretaries Bill, 731. 

Motion by the President, 1347. 

Oireachtas accommodation, 458. 

Old age pensioners, number of, etc., 733. 

Orders of the day, 625, 2124.4 

Private deputy’s business, 1600, 3093. 

Rulings re suspending Standing Orders, 291. 

Sittings of the Dáil, 1253, 1426. 

Suramer Time Bill, 730. 

Supplementary estimates, etc., 2352. 

Vote on account, 2563. 

Butler, John (See also Bultleir, S.) 

Old Age Pensions Bill: Com. S., 1787. 

Buttevant and Charleville District 

Flooding of, 898. 

Buttevant and Fermoy Barracks 

Reconstruction of, 791. 

Byrne, Alfred (See al*o O’Broln, A.) 

Army clerks: Grade pay for reattested 
service, 2673. 

Army dependent’s allowance (reattested 
soldiers), 3087. 

Army position : Discussion on statement by 
President, re the, 1973-9. 

Army situation (Debate on Motion), 2408. 

Army: Soldiers discharged as medically 

unfit from, 3183. 

Bray and Delgany: Destruction of trees 
at, 2975. 

Business of the Dáil (adjournment for hour 
in evening), 1742. 

Castlecomer: Army arrears of pay, claim 
(case of J. Brennan), 3092. 

Compensation (Personal Inquiries) Com. : 
Manner of conducting investigations, 2239. 

Contracts for Army : Readvertising of, 3178. 

Demobilised officers and men : Representa- 
tion on Army Pensions Com., 3086. 

Demobilised soldiers: Order for clothing 
for, 2671. 

Dublin area: Statistics of unemployment 
in, 2106. 

Dublin (Benburb street) : Compensation 
claim (case of Miss White), 2297. 

Dublin (Church street) : Compensation claim 
(case of Mrs. Brennan), 2297. 

Dublin (George’s place) : Compensation claim 
(case of Miss K. Gains), 2296. 

Dublin: Clearing sites of G.P.O., Four 
Courts and Custom House, 2240. 

Dublin Corporation and Carnegie Trust 
(re Infant Welfare Clinic), 1004. 

Dublin: Eviction nptices for unemployed 
families, 2889. 

Dublin (Montpelier hill): Compensation 
claim (case of A. Delaney), 2472. 

Dublin : N. Gt. George’s street: Compensa- 
tion claim (case of Mrs. Walpole), 2799. 

Dublin Port and Docks Board and Unemploy- 
ment Grant, 1341. 


Byrne, Alfced— cont. 

Dublin (Summerhill) : Claim against C.I.D. 

(case of J. Duggan), 1887. 

Dublin Reconstruction Bill: Expedition 
of, 3183. 

Emplovment scheme for demobilised men, 
2105' 

Engineering Department’s claim and Postal 
Commission Report, 623. 

Estimates, supplementary : Com. on Finance : 

Finance Ministry, 2320. 

Estimates, Supplementary : 

Com. on Finance : Finance Ministry, 2320. 
Com. on Finance : Fisheries Ministry, 2547. 
Com. on Finance: Public Works and 
Buildings, 2459. 

Com. on Finance : Public Works Office,2340. 
Film censor and occupation of Dame street 
picture house, 612. 

Films : Storing and bonding of, 1641. 
Housing (Building Facilities) Bill: 

2 S., 649, 664. 

Com. S., 950, 968 to 971. 

Recommitted, 1832. 

Internees : Trials of, 1596. 

Irish industries, safeguarding of, 2471. 

Land Act: Reference in British Parliament 
to Irish, 163-4. 

Motor taxation : Suggested appointment of 
Com. on, 678. 

O’Connell street sites (Dublin) : Clearing 
of, 896. 

Oireachtas, accommodation for the (Business 
of the Dáil), 458. 

Old Age Pensions Bill : 

2 S., 1324. 

Com. S., 2077. 

Pensions of wounded soldiers: Delay in 
payment of, 908. 

Railways Bill: 2 S., 3280. 

Shannon Development: Representations of 
Engineering Institutions, etc., re, 2730. 
Shannon River : Arrangements for Develop- 
me^it Scheme of Messrs. Siemens Schucker- 
twerke, 2729. 

Sites of Custom House, Four Courts, and 
Post Office : Future use of, 1417. 

Skerries : Return of sporting gun (case of 
Capt. E. G. Woods), 1815. 

Soldiers (íncapacitated) : Provision for, 794. 
Town Tenants Bill: 1 S., 2985. 
Unemployment Benefit: Request for exten- 
sion of, 3185. 

Byrne Christopher M, 

Dublin South : Issue of Writ for, 1180. 

Cahir 

Claim against Army (case of W. B. Talbot), 
1740. 

Account against Army (case of P. Franklin), 
37 « 

Camolin 

Payment of Special Constable (case of G. 
Byrne), 1591. 

Camps, Military 

Maintenance of Tallaght, Collinstown, Gor- 
manstown, 89. 

Canals and Waterways Commlssion Report 

(Debate on Motion), 973 -4. 
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Canal Bridges 9 

Erection of : Ballinasloe District, 762. 

Carbury 

Arrears of Soldier's Pay (case of T. Gorman), 
382. 

Claim against Army (case of J. Gill), 3182. 
Claim for Army gratuity (case of L. Martin), 
2302. 

Caretaker of Arran Coastguard Station 

Payment of, 907. 

Carlow 

Claim against Army (case of R. Byrne), 2895. 

Carlow County 

Reconstruction Qf Bridges, 2298. 

Carnegie Trust and Dublin Corporation 

Re Infant Welfare Clinic, 1004. 

Carrlgaholt 

Old Age Pension Claim : 

Case of T. 0*Dwyer, 279. 

Case of A. Maloney, 2026. 

Cashel 

Claim against Army : 

Case of J. Ryan, 1423. 

Castlebar 

Casc of L. C. Mellor, 90. 

Castlecomer 

Army Arrears of Pay: Claim (case of J. 
Brennan), 3092. 

Castlegregory (Kerry; 

Ciaim against Army (case of J. P. O'Donnell), 
455 - 

Castlejordan 

Telephone and Postal facilities for, 1892. 

Castiepollard 

Army Dependent’s Allowance (case of Mrs. 
Robinson), 2742. 

Detention of internee from (case of T. 
Gaffney), 2303.. 

Castlerea 

Account against Army (case of M. Winston), 
159 . 

Castletown-Geoghegan 

Claim against Army (case of J. McDermott), 
448. 

Cattte 

Ill-treatment of at Railway Stations, 676. 
(Irish) Compulsorily slaughtered in British 
Lairages: Compensation for (Debate on 
Motion), 2949, 3094. 

Cavan 

Account against Army (case of — McQuillan), 
2805. 

County : Local Bodies : Audit of, 1740. 
Election ; Payment of accounts for car hire, 
« 733 - 

Telephone Service in, 2732. 
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•nth April, 1924. 

Cavan— contd. 

Urban District; Allocation for trunk roads, 
2801. 

Ceann Comhairle (See al*o Hayes, M., and 
SpeaRer) 

Army Position : 

And Resignation of Member of Executive 
Council: Scope of proposed Debate on, 
1973 to 1984. 

Matters arising out of Statement of Presi- 
dent, iQoi 

Army : ProjRsed Inquiry into : Subject and 
scope of discussion upon, 2829 to 2832. 

Bill certified to be a Money Bill: Centrai 
Fund Bill, 2592. 

Bills, Private: Rep. from the Examiner (Irish 
Hydro. and Peat Electric Power Bill), 2808. 

Business of the Dáil: Work of Dáil Staff, 2594. 

Committee of Selection : 

Appointment of Com. on Wireless Broad* 
casting, 1072. 

Meetings of, 2899. 

Committee ori Procedure and Privileges : 
First Rep. of, 1437. 

Courts of Justice Bill: from the Seanad, 2816. 

Debate : Clarity in, 1566. 

Deputies for Dubhn County and Dublin City 
South : Compliance with Art. 17 of Con- 
stitution, 2305. 

Deputy : 

For Dubhn City, South : Notification of 
Election of, 2123. 

For Dublin Countv: Notification of Election 
of, 2305. 

For Mayo North : Notification of Arrest 
of, 2306. 

For Mayo North : Notification of imprison- 
ment of, 2984. 

Notification of Resignation of a, 16. 

Estimates, Supplementary : 

Vote on Account: Land Commission, 
1616 to 1619. 

Announcement as to order of taking items, 
2327. 

Executive Council Vote: Arrangement 
regarding Assistant Clerk of the Dáil, 
2447-8. 

Statement re functions of Civil Service 
Commission, 2559» 2560. 

Money Resolution : Effect of refusal to pass, 
1629- 

Oireachtas : 

Accommodation, 566, 594, to 598. 
Consideration of Rep. of Joint Com. on 
temporary accoramodation for the, 2154, 
2901. 

Old Age Pensions Bill: Com. S.: Inter- 
relation of Amendts. to Sec. I (Definition 
Sec.), 1690, 1691-2, 1697-8. 

Order Paper: Printing of Amendts. on, 732. 

Procedure and Privileges i Second Rep. of 
Com. on (Suspension of Standing Orders), 
1744 - 5 - 

Public Safety (Powers of Arrest and Detention) 
Temporary Bill: Com. S., 78. 

Special Committee on Wireless Broadcasting : 
774, 782-3, 1075-6, 1100, 1127-8, 1381-2-3* 
1387-8-9, 1401 to 1414, 1433-4» 2862, 2873, 
2881-3, 2887. 

Date for consideration of Fraal Rep. of* 
2617. 
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Ceann Comhalrle— cont. 

Vote on account for public services : Discus- 
sion in Com. on Finance to be confined to 
general questions, 2563- 4. 

Writs : Issue of, for constituencies of Dublin 
South and Dublin County, 1425. 

Ceann Comhairle, Leas-Cheann Comhalrle, and 
Aeting Chairman : Ruiings of (See also 
Speaker and Deputy-Speaker) 

Adjournment: Onlv one matter of which 
definite notice is given can be raiscd on 
the motion for, 146. 9 

Amendment: 

Deputy, empowered to move, has also 
power to withdraw, 1751. 

Leave to alter, refused, original amend- 
ment put, 1750. 

Scope of Bill extended by Seanad amend- 
ment, 132, 142. 

Amendments : 

Circulation of: Question whether notice 
stipulated in Standing Orders complied 
with, 462-3. 

Disagreement with Seanad amendments: 
Question of assigning reasons for, 130, 

In 5 S. must be merely verbal amend- 
ments, 3006. 

Made by Seanad to Bills : Procedure on 
in Dáil, 1455-6, 1506. 

Out of order: Contrarv to principle of 
Bill, 19, 27 to 30. 

Out of order: In Com. S. if outside scope 
of Bill which received Second Reading, 
2125-6. 

Army : Proposed inquiry into : Composition 
and terms of reference of, not matter of 
urgency, 2831. 

Bill, Amending: Amendments must be 
confined to sections of principal Act 
affected by Amending Bill, 2623. 

Bills : 

.2 S. moved by consent: Debate then 
adjourned, 558-9. 

'Com. S. : Amendments outside scope of 
Bill which reccived Second Reading, 
2125-6. 

Com. S. : Discussion on section already 
dealt with cannot be reopened, 233-4. 
From Seanad : Alternative amendment by 
Dáil necessitating new money resolution, 
2787. 

Proposals to takc stages without regular 
notice : Consent of 53 deputies required, 
2104, 2311, 2589, 2624, 2751. 

Ceann Comhairlc: Allegation of partiality 
against, withdrawn, 1601 to 1609. 

Committee of Selection : Powers of appoint- 
ment and discharge, 17, 18. 

Dáil in Com. : House adjourned : Quorum 
not prcísent, 245. 

Debate: Relevancy: 

1634, 1721 to 1730, 1831-2, 1882. 

Army Position: Motion re charges by 
ex-Minister for Industry and Commerce, 
2373 - 4 - 

Estimates, supplementary: Com. on Fin- 
ance, 1909, 2316-7, 2435. 

Oireachtas: Motion for adoption of Rep. 
of Joint Com. on temporary accommoda- 
tion for, 2909 to 2911. 


•nth April , 1924, 

Ceann Comhalrle, Leas-Cheann Comhalrle and 
Acting Chalrman— cont. 

On amendment to a motion, 576 to 583, 
594 » 598, 1832-9. 

Special Com. on Wireless Broadcasting: 
Motion for adoption of final Rep. of, 
2862, 2883. 

Treaty with United States: Motion and 
Amendment to motion for adoption of, 
2927-9» 3 ° 2 5 » 3 <* 6 o to 3074. 

Debate: 

Speaking twice in 2 S., 3279, 3280. 
Speaking twice on same motion in, 1091, 
1121. 

Division : 

Called for, after amendment declared 
lost, 1144. 

Called for, after motion declared lost, 1250. 

Deputies: Statements reflecting on, 1734-5-6. 

Deputy : Disqualification of, 2984. 

Estimates, Supplementary : 

Com. on Finance: Advocacy of new 
legislation not allowed, 1909. 

Com. on Finance : Discussion to be confined 
to criticism of administration of existing 
law, 1909. 

Debate on, to be confined to the particular 
items for which grants are sought, 2316- 
7» 2435. 

Policy. involved in new expenditure is 
subject for discussion, 2317. 

Housing (Building Facilities) Bill: Re- 
committed, 1823. 

Joint Committee on procedure on Seanad 
amendments : Terms of reference to the, 
I 44 °- 

Ministers and Secretaries Bill : Question 
whether Section II conflicts with Constitu- 
tion, 240. 

Money resolutions : Extent to which may be 
amended, 2085 to 2089. 

Motion : 

Altered by general agreement to include 
amendments notified, 3115-6. 

For Writ for election of deputy: Amend- 
ment to, defeated, 1183. 

Permission to aiter, after debate on con- 
cluded, refused, 1250. 

Order Paper : 

Arrangement of, 1601. to 1609. 

Suspension of, at 3 p.m., for consideration 
ot matter of urgent public importance, 
2314 to 2316. 

Suspension of : Notice of matter of urgent 
public importance must be made at end 
of questions for, 1977. 

Private deputies’ business, and motion by an 
extern minister, 1601 to 1609. 

Public Safety (Powers of Arrest and Deten- 
tion) Temporary Bill: Recommitted ques- 
*tions whether amendment in order, 211 
to 215. 

Ruling by Acting-Chairman : A deputy not 
entitled to question, 3280. 

Sittings of Dáil: Suspension of Business 
during: Question to be considered by 
Com. on Procedure and Privileges, 1178. 

Special Committee: 

May exclude Press Representatives from 
Meetings of Com. unless specifically 
instrúcted to the contrary by the Dáil, 
1105. 
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Ceann Comhalrle, Leas-Cheann Comhalrle and 
Aetlng Chalrman — cont. 

Motion to give specific instruction to, 1683. 
On Wireless Broadcasting: Effect of 

aífirmation of question for adoption of 
Final Rep., 2873. 

On Wireless Broadcasting: Motion re 

admission of the Press, 1675. 

Standing Orders: Motion for Suspension of, 
220 to 227, 296. 

Celbrldge 

Army Dependent’s Allowance : 

(Case of H. Burgess), 1346. 

(Case of Mrs. Reilly), 2030. 

Censor of Fllms 

Ofiice : Cost of, 1642. 

Censorship of Films 

Act: Statement by Minister for Home 
Affairs, 're t 1653. 

Contract with Irish Bonded Film Stores, Ltd., 
3089, 3090. 

Payment for projection of Films for Censor, 
1642. 

Picture House : Dublin, Dame Street, 612. 


Central Fund Bill 

1 S., 2587. 

2 S., 2589. 

Com. S., 2591. 

4 S. and 5 S., 2592. 

Money Bill, 2592. 

Certifleates (Baptismal) 

Abstmce of, in Old Age Pension Claims, 281. 

Chapelizod 

Claim against Armv (case of Mrs. Nolan), 1175. 

Chaplain (Protestant) 

Rathkeale Union, 206. 

Charlevllle 

Army Dependent's Allowance (case of Mrs. 
Mulqueen), 555. 

Charleville and Buttevant| 

District: Flooding of, 898. 

Cinema Trade Shows of FUms, 1641. 

C. I. D. 

Claim against: SummerbiU, Dublin (case of 
J. Duggan), 1887. # 

Civie Guard 

(See also Gárda Síocbána). 

Barrachs, Kinnegad: Payment for work on, 
J425- 

Fatality : Belturbet (case of late M. Lyons), 
375 - 

Magazine: Annual cost of, 902. 

CivU Servants 

Réinstatement of intemed, 997. 

15 


—uth April, 1924. 

| CivU Serviee 

Lytton Entrants : Salary of, 1639. 
Regulation (No. 2) BiU: 

Business of the Dáil, 732. 

From the Seanad, 1451, 1507. 

Claims 

Pre-Truce and Post-Truce : amounts of, 2727. 

Clancy, PatricR (See also MacFhlannchadha, P.) 

Ennis: 

Army Dependent's Allowance (case of 
Mrs. Mahony), 1335. 

Detention of Internee from (case of B. 
O'Regan), 1338. 

Hilrush : Army Dependent’s Allowancc (case 
of Mrs. Sullivan), 1335. 

1 Clara 

Army Dependent's Allowance (case of E. 

Flanagan), 1821. 

Estate (Ballyboughlin), 557. 

Clare County 

Local Administration in (Debate on Motion), 
74i- 

Clare 

Detention of internees, 91. 

Detention of internee from (case of D. 
Shanahan), 2115. 

Detention of intemees from (case of Messrs. 

Stack and Shanahan), 2030. 

Ranches : Distribution of, 452. 

Returning Officer’s Election Expcnses, 612. 
Return of seized shot-gun (case of M. 
O Catháin), 2116. 

Trial of internee from (case of D. Leyden), 
2115. 

Clare and Tipperary 

Detention of internees from (various), 1739. 

Claremorris 

Claim against Army (cases of T. Kelly and 
P. Duffy), 3191. 

Clerks of Distrlct Courts 

Appointment of, 999. 

1 Clerks of R. D. Coundls 

, Payment of Substitutes for, 762. 

Clifden^ 

Claim against Army (case of Ardbear Hotel), 
1894. 

Clifden R. D. Council 

Loan for purchase of seeds, 2673. 

Clogheen 

Account against Army: 

(Case of E. Riordan), 801. 

(Case of T. Ahern), 683. 

Cloghna Raneh (Carlow) 

Vesting of, in Land Commission, 1588. 

Clonakllty 

Account against Army (cases of Messrs. 
O’Donovan and 0 ’Leary), 88. 
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Clonakilitys— cont 

Blind Peron 's Pension Ciaim (case of O. 

Wade), 2601. 

Postal Deliveries, 12. 

Clonaslee 

Claim against Army (case of Mrs. O'Callaghan), 

13. 

Clonbullogue (Oflaly) 

Postal Deliveries, 900. 

Clones 

Condemnation of Horse Pool, 2113. 

Clonmel 

Account against Army (case of P. Clery),i650. 
Detention of Internee from (case of J. 
O'Riordan), 3194- 

Clonmult Ambush 

Compensation (Pre-Truce) Claim re (case of 
Mrs. Morrissey), 1097. 

Clothlng for Demobilised Soldlers 

Order for, 2671. 

Coastal Marlne Servlce 

Account against: Culienstown, Wexford 
(case of M. Wallace), 1096. 

Cost of Livlng 

Reduction of, 1. 

Cobh Outrage 

Request for information re, 3194- 
Sympathy of Irish Nation with relatives of 
victims (Motion by President), 2291. 

Cole, John J. 

Arva (Cavan) : Water supply of, 205. 
Bailieborough: Housing for British ex- 

servicemen, 87. 

British ex-servicemen: Funds available 
for, 16. 

Cavan County, I.ocal Bodies : Audit of, 1740. 
Old Age Pensions Bill: 

2 S., 1278. 

■Com. S., 1767, 1773-9- 

College of Selence Bulldlngs 

Proposed use of, 611. 

Colllns-O’Driscol], Margaret (See also U! 
Dhrisceóil, Máighread Nf ChoUeáln) 3 

Old Age Pensions BiU : 2 S., 1294-5. 

PubUc Safety (Powers of Arrcst and Deten- 
tion) Temporary BiU: 4 S., 223. 

CoUooney 

Claim against Army (case of T. Condon), 1652. 

Colohan, Hugh (See also ó Cúlaeháin, A.) 
Curragh Training Stables: Strikes at the 
(adjourament debate), 993-6. 

Juries (Amendment) BiU: Money resolution, 
1963. 

Local Goverament: PoUcy of Minister for 
(debate on motion), 1718 to 1720. 

Local Goverament (Temporary Provisions) 
(Amendment) BiU: 2 S., 1941* 

Old Age Pensions BiU: 2 S., 1326; Com. S., 
2050. 


1 Commission 

On Agriculture: Date of presentation of 
Report of, 2672. 

On Canals and Inland Waterways: Rep. 
of (debate on motion), 734, 973. 

On the Boundary, 371. 

Special, to investigate statements and sugges- 
tions made against a Deputy: Request 
for a, 2966, 


Commlttee 

Investigating cases of interned or arrested 
pubUc servants: Request for Rep. of 
the, 2968. 

Joint, on Procedure re Amendments, made by 
the Seanad to Bills, 230. 

Joint, on Temporary Accommodation for the 
Oireachtas (deputies nominated), 783. 
Joint, on Temporary Accommodation for the 
Oireachtas : Rep. of the, 2139. 

Joint, on Temporary Accommodation for 
Oireachtas : Rep. of, 2899. 

Joint, on Standing Orders re private business, 
207. 

Joint, on Standing Orders re private business : 

Nomination of deputies on, 458. 

Of Inquiry into the Administration of the 
Armv : Personnel of the, 2206. 

Of Inquiry into the Administration of the 
Army : Terms of reference of the, 2214. 

Of Inquirv on Army matters : Request for 
information re, 3093. 

Of International Jurists, League of Nations : 
Report of, re Janina and Corfu incidents, 
2602. 

Of PubUc Accounts : 

Appointment of, 2897. 

Nomination to the, 2986. 

Of Selection : 

(Business of the Dáil), 2899. 

Sixth Rep. of Sessional (Nomination to 
Com. of PubUc Accounts), 2986. 

On Back Pay Claims : Adjudication of, 2674. 
On Compensation (Personal Injuries) : Man- 
ner of conducting investigations, 2239. 

On Oireachtas Staff : Motion re Report of 
(scale of wages and salaries), 626. 

On Procedure and Privileges : 

First Rep. of (on Presentation of Petitions 
before Dáil Eireann), 14371 
Second Report of, 1743. 

On PubUc Accounts : Proposed appointment 
of, 2309. 

Wireless Bróadcasting (See also Special 
Com. on). 

Special, on Wireless Broadcasting: 

Admission of the Press (debate on motion), 

„ i6 73- 

Cám. to examine evidence presented to 
(debate on motion), 1361, 1432. 1 

Final Rep. of, 2608, 2861. 

Interim Rep. of (debate on motion), 1076, 

1099. 

Nomination of, 17. 

PubUcation of evidence laid before the 
(debate on motion), 1054. 

Rep. of, 766. 

Substitution of Deputy Wall by Deputy 
P. K. Hogan, 82. 

Third Interim Rep. of, 2137. 


16 



VoL VI.] 


[Com—Coo 


SESSION 1923-24.—INDEX. 


10 th Jan. t 1924.* 

Compensation 

Claim for Irish cattle compulsorily slaughtered 
in British lairages (debate on motion), 
2949, 3094. 

Claim, Decree: Payment of : Athlone (case 
of T. Leonard), 611. 

Claims by owners of seized stock, 450. 

Claim: Arklow (case of J. P. Ryan), 907. 
Claims: Athy Union retired bfficials, 898. 
Claims for * damage to propertv: Athy 
district—5 

Claims : Athy Farmers' Union, 2025. 

Claim : Ballisodare (case of Mrs. Fitzpatrick), 
2728. 

Claim : Ballyconnell (case of Mrs. Dolphin), 
2728. 

Claim: Connolly (Clare) (case of Mr. 

Scanlan, N.T.), 612. 

Claims : Dunmanway (case of Messrs. Murray, 
Riordan, Collins), 1093. 

Claim: Dublin (Benburb street) (case of 
Miss White), 2297. 

Claim: Dublin (Church street) (case of 
Mrs. Brennan), 2297. 

Claim: Dublin (George’s place) (case of 
Miss K. Gains), 2296. 

Claim: Dublin, Montpelier hill (case of 
A. Delaney), 2472. 

Claim : Dublin, N. Gt. George's street 
(case of Mrs. Walpole), 2799. 

Claim: Edgeworthstown (case of Vol. 

Farrell), 1097. 

Claim : Enniscorthy (relatives of T. Doyle), 
2978. 

Claim : Kilkenny (case of Miss Loughman), 

2799. 

Claim : Moate (case of J. Deehan), 3177. 

Claim : Moville (case of Mrs. Kilmart.in), 3177. 
Claim: Moyvalley (case of W. Marmion), 
2893. 

Claim : Naas (case of —. Whelan), 3088. 

Claim : Oranmore (case of J. Keaven), 3188. 
Claim: Tuam (case of relatives of late 
Seán McGrath), 897. 

(Personal Injuries) Com. : Manner of con- 
ducting investigations, 2239. 

(Pre-Truce) Award: Delayed Payment to 
Drombanna Creamery, 156. 

(Pre-Truce) Decrees: Amount deducted re 
White Cross Grants, 449. 

(Pre-Truce) Claim re Closing of Creameries, 

1587. 

(Pre-Truce) Claims for motor vehicles, 2296. 
(Pre-Truce and Post-Truce) Claims : amounts 
of, 2727. 

(Pre-Truce) Claim: 

Arran Islands (case of L. McDonagh), 798. 
Athlone (case of C. Donlon), 381. 

Athlone (case of Mrs. Morrissey), 1097. 
Ballina (case of M. Tolan), 553. 

Ballinafore, Westmeath (case of late P. 
Seery), I.R.A., 158. 

Ballinasloe (case of M. Mannion), 289, 798. 
Bandon (case of D. J. O’Regan), 2973. 

Cork (case of E. Morrissey), 448. 

Dublin (case of M. Fleming), 2742. 
Dungarvan (various), 1344. 

Glengarriffe (case of Mrs. O’Sullivan), 1597, 
2471. 

Kilbeggan (case of J. J. McGuinness), 3175. 
Kilkellv, Mayo (case of V. Fraine), 798. 
Knockíong (case of S. Croker), 3175. 


-nth April, 1924. 

Compensatlon— cont. 

Lissycasey (case of late P. 0 ’Rourke), 1417* 
Miltown-Malbay (case of J. Finucane), 1737* 
(Pre-Truce) Claims: Naas (various), 1501. 

Comptroller and Auditor-General 

Date of Presentation of Rep. of, 1165. 

Rep. of, 2309, 2897. 

Conferenee 

Boundary Commission and Adjourned, 1599. 
Northern Boundarv: * Proposal to meet in 
London, 685. 

Congested Distrlcts Board Estate 

Roadway : Abbeyfeale, 1502. 

Congested Districts* Board Land 

Distribution of : Arran Islands, 795. 

Congested Estates 

Lallymore, Kildare, 1422. 

(Ncar) Bog of Allen, 1340. 

Conlan, John 

Athy : 

County Home Assistance Grants : Control 
of, 9. 

District: Compensation Claims for Pro- * 
perty damage, 5. 

Farmers' Union and Compensation Claims 
2025. 

Union Retired Officials : Payment of, 898. 
Union Total Cost of Administration: 
Return requested, showing, 120. 
Droichead Nua : Claim against Army (case 
of P. Brookes), 1002. 

Giltown-Donadea, Kildare : Postal facilities, 
10. 

Housing (Building Facilities) Bill: 

1 S., 391. 

Com. S., 929, 93i- 

Johnstown Bridge : Claim for Army Gratuity 
(case of P. O'Gorman), 3180. 

Kilcock : Army Dependent's Allowance (case 
of Mrs. Keegan), 1337. 

Kildare : Claim against Army (case of G. H. 
Fawcett), 903. 

Local Government: Policy of Minister for 
(Debate on Motion), 1862. 

Rates : Suggested Postponement of Striking 
the (Adjournment Debate), 368. 

Tipperary Floods (Adjournment Debate), 442. 

Connolly (Clare) 

Claim against Army (case of M. Scanlan, 
N.T.), 612. 

Connolly, C. (See also O'Conghaile, C.) 
Contraots íor Army 

Foodstuffs : Curragh Command, 2737. 
Foodstuffs ; Method of arranging, 2741. 
Readvertising of, 3178. 

Revision of prices in extending, 3181. 

Conventlon Concernlng Agrlcultural Workers 

(At Geneva), 3169. 

Coolgarvey (Roscommon) Shootíng Fatallty 

(Case of late P. Barrett), 377, 
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Co-operatlve Creameries 

Improved Postal Services for, ii. 

Cooper, Bryan R., Acting-Chairman (See also 

Ceann Comhairle and Leas-Cheann Com- 
hairle, Rulings ot) 

Army: 

Arrears of Pay: Claim for (case of F. J. 
O’Neill), 2980. 

Demobilisation Pay: Claim for (case of 
E. W. O'NeiIi), 2979. 

Dependent's Allowance : Engineering Corps 
(case of Vol. Sherlock), 376. 

Dependent's Allowance (Reattested 
Soldiers), 3087. 

Inquiry: Debate on Personnel and Terms 
of Reference, 2831. 

Pension Claim (case of W, Pearson), 1176. 
Pensions: Commutation of, 904. 

Position (Adjournment Debate), 2236. 
Position: Discussion on Statement by 

President, re the, 1899, 1973» 1981, 2007-8 
2023. 

Request for particulars of Re-organisation 
Scheme of, 2301. 

Situation (Debate on Motion), 2390, 2392. 
Situation : Nomination of Minister for 
Defence (Debate on Motion), 2251. 
Situation: Statement by President (Debate 
011), 2316-7. 

Wound Pension Claim (casc of Capt. T. 
Lavin), 2979. 

Ballisodare: Compensation claiin (case of 
Mrs. Fitzpatrick), 2728. 

Ballymote: Claims for arrears of Army 
pay, 802. 

British ex-service (wounded) men : Cxovem- 
ment employment for, 372. 

Boundary Conference : Proposal to mcet in 
London, 685. 

Boycotting notices re auctions : Dublin 
Co., 1173. 

Business of the Dáil, 2898. 

Business of the Dáil: 

Estimates, etc., 2352-3. 

Evening adjournment, 1177 to 1179. 
Forthcoming legislation, 2592-4. 

Private deputy’s business, 3094. 

Private members’ business, 1601, 1608-9. 
Sittings of the Dáil, 1253-4. 

Cashel: Claim against Army (case of J. 
Ryan), 1423. 

Castlebar: Claim against Army (case of 
L. C. Mellor), 90. 

Cattle (Iiish) compulsorily slaughtered in 
British lairages : Compensation for (debate 
on motión), 3094. 

Central Fund Bill: 

1 S., 2589. 

2 S., 2589. 

Com. S. f 2591. 

Civil Service Rcgulation (No. 2) Bill: 
Business of the Dáil, 732. 

From the Seanad, 1462 to 1469, 1475-6. 
Claims, pre-Truce and post-Truce : Amounts 
of, 2727. 

Clare County: Local administration in 
(debate on motion), 747. 

Collooney: Claim against Army (case of 
T. Condon), 1652. 

Committee oh .Procedure and Privileges: 
Second Rep. óf Com. on, 1745. 


Cooper, Bryan R.— cont. 

Comptroller and Auditor-General: Date of 
presentation of Rep. of, 1165. 

Courts of Justice Bill: 

From the Seanad, 2753 to 2759, 2772 to 
2783, 2814 to 2817. 

Dalkey: Army pension claim (case of 

T. Green), 376. 

Dalkey and Dun Laoighaire : Postal arrange- 
ments, 3187. 

Donegal Command : Claim for Army arrears 
of pay (case of W. Doherty), 2031. 

Dublin : 

Corporation and Camegie Trust (re Infant 
Welfare Clinic), 1004. 

County: Rates collected and arrears 

(years 1921 and 1922), 85. 

Lower Buckingham street: Army depen- 
dent’s allowance (case of Mrs. Lynch), 
2031. 

Meath street: Account against Army 
(case of L. O'Neill), 766. 

South : Issue of Writ for, 1182. 

Dun Laoghaire: Retum of sporting gun 
(case of E. Lanphier), 158.. 

Enforcement of Law (Occasional Powers) 
Bill: Com. S., 2649 to 2655. 

Enniscorthy: Compensation claim (case of 
relatives of T. Doyle), 2978. 

Estimates : Com. on Finance: Vote on 
Account, 2567, 2571. 

Estimates, Supplementary : Com. on Finance : 
Army, 2491, 2507, 2511. 

Civil Service Commission, 2557. 

County Court Officers, 2346. 

Executive Council, 2439 to 2452. 

Fisheries Ministry, 2517 to 2521, 2539, 
2540 - 

Industry and Commerce Ministry, 2435. 

Irish Land Commission, 1611 to 1617. 

Law charges, 2349 to 2352. 

Land Commission, 1904. 

Public Works Office, 2338. 

Public Works and Buildings, 2458, 2464, 
2469, 2482. 

Temporary Commissions, 2327 to 2335. 

Film Censor's Office : Cost of, 1642. 

Firearms (Temporary Provisions) Bill: Com.S* 

1213-4. 

Fiscal Inquiry (debate on motion), 432. 
Fisheries Bill: From the Seanad, 121, 130*' . j 
1446. 

Housing (Building Facilities) Bill: Com. S.,> 
928-9, 935 “<>» 944 - 9 . 

Income Tax in Saorstát and in Dominions, 
157 - 

Industry and Commerce: Nomination of 
Mimster for, 2748. 

Irish Public Health Committee: Report 
(1920), 2473. 

Janina and Corfu: Report of Intemational 
Jurists of League of Nations re incidents 
at, 2602. 

Joint Com. on Standing Orders re private 
business, 207-8. 

Juries (Amendment) Bill : 

4 S., 2130 to 2132.' 

Money Resolution, 1961. 

Hillester: Lighting of district, 9. 

Killiney : Claim for arrears of Army officer's- 
pay (case of Capt. WaJsh), 802. 

. i 
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Cooper, Bryan R.— cont. 

Local Government (Collection of Eates) Bill: 
2 S. f 101. 

Local Govemment: 

(Collection of Rates) Bill: Com. S. f 728. 
Electors Registration Bill: from the 
Seanad, 133 to 142, 1506. 

Ministers and Secretaries Bill : 

Re-committed f 1484-5, 1500, 1512 to 1525. 
From the Seanad, 2997-8. 

Business of the Dáil, 731. 

MotorCar Tax : Suggested Revision of, 675. 
Oireachtas : 

Permanent Accommodation for, 155. 

Rep. of Joint Com. on Temporary Accom- 
modation for (Debate on Motion), 2902-9, 
2910, 2911. 

Old Age Pensions Bill: 

2 S. f 1322. 

Com. S. f 1705, 1707. 1745 to 1751, 2045, 

2068. 

Parliamentary Secretariés (Sanction for), 785. 
Prices : Proposed Bill to Control, 2727. 

Public Accounts Com. : Proposed Appoint- 
ment of, 2309. 

Public Safety (Powers of Arrest and Deten- 
tion) Temporary Bill : 

Com. S. f 34, 63-5, 8o, 82. 

Recommitted, 173 to 178, 183-4, 212-4. 

4 S., 222. 

Railwav Protection Corps : Pay and Allow- 
ance on discharge, 206. 

Railways Bill: 2 S., 3245. 

R.I.C. (Resigned and Dismissed) Pension 
Order, 828. 

Rates : 

Suggested Postponement of Striking, the, 
280, 281. 

Suggested Postponement of Striking the 
(Adjoumment Debate), 360, 365. 
Rathcoole : Withholding of Witnesses’ Ex- 
penses by Gárda Síochána (case of M. 
Scully), 2031. 

Rathkeale Union : Protestant Chaplain to, 
206. 

Russian Govemment’s Debts, 1171. 

Skerries : Retum of sporting gun (case of 
Capt. E. G. Woods), 1815. 

Sligo : 

Army Dependent’s Allowance (case of 
D. Carolan), 2896. 

County Home Committee Appointments, 
2299. 

Soldier Discharged (Unemployment Benefit 
Claim of (case of L. Mooney), 906. 

Special Com. on Wireless Broadcasting: 
Publication of Evidence (Debateon Motion), 
1054, l Q72. 

Interim Rep. of (Debate on Motion), 1116. 
Com. to examine evidence presented to 
(Debate on Motion), 1363, 1383, 1385, 
1398, 1401 to 1405, 1410, 1411, 1434. 
Special Com. on Wireless : Nomination of, 18. 
Standing Orders : 

Re Private Business (Debate on Motion), 
2156-8. 

Rulings ve Suspending (Business of the 
Dáil), 295 - 7 * 

Telephone Service: New Subscribers (in 
1922-23), 3187. 

Tirconaill: Prosecutions for illegal trawling 

Ofi, 2 IZO. 


11 th April, 1924. 

Cooper, Bryan R. — cont. 

Treaty re Regulation of U.S. Liquor Tfafiíc 
(Debate on Motion), 3024, 3039, 3040, 
3064-5, 3120. 

Unemployment Benefit : 

For Demobilised Soldiers, 205. ■ 

Of Demobilised Air Service Man (case of 
J. Mullally), 765. 

Vote on Account (Business of the Dáil), 

2563-4- . 

Wines and Spirits in Bond : Monthly Retiims 
of, 156. ' ’ ' 

Wireless Broadcasting: 

(Interim) Rep. of Special Com. on, 774^781. 
Final Rep. of Special Com. on, 2617,2882 
to 2887. 


Cootehill 

Accounts against Army (cases of Mrs. 
Higgins and J. Smyth), 2804. 


Corish, Richard (See also MacFheorais, R.) 

Business ol the Dáil: 

Adjournment for hour in evening, 1742. 
Sitting of thc Dáil, 1426. 

Clare County: Local Administration in 
(Debate on Motion), 749, 754. 

Estimates, Supplementary : 

Com. on Finance : Army, 2490-1. 

Com. on Finance: Public Works and 
Buildings, 2484. 

Fiscal Inquiry (Debate on Motion), 529 
Housing (Building Facilities) Bill: 

2 S. f 661-4. 

Com. S. f 936, 959, 960, 969, 970, ioii, 
ÍI 95 - 7 - 

Recommitted, 1829, 1830. 

5 S. f 1848. 

Local Govemment: Policy of Minister for : 
Motion, 1709, 1730 to 1734. 

Debate on Motion, 1866 to 1873, 2178 to 
2184, 2197 to 2204. 

Milk Suppliers : Losses of (Debateon Motion), 
1244. 

Old Age Pensions Bill: 

2 S. f 1317, 1321. 

Com. S. f 1775. 

Rates : Suggested Postponement of Strilring 
the (Adjournment Debate), 364-5. 

Special Com. on Wireless Broadcasting: 
Admission of the Press (Debate on Motion), 
1681. 

Tipperary Floods : 

Adjoumment Debate, 444. 

In : (Notice of Adjoumment Debate), 382. 
Tirconaill: Prosecutions for illegal trawling 
off, 2110. 

Treaty re Regulation of U.S. Liquor Trafific 
(debate on motion), 3063 to 3065. 
Unemplovment grants for roads, 896. 
Wireless Broadcasting: (Interim) Rep. of 
Special Com. on, 774-5. 


Cork 

Compensation (pre-Tmce) claim (casé of 
E. Morrissev), 448. 

Detention of Intemee from (cas& of P. Ryah) f 
2970. 
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Cork— cont. 

County Council: 

Number and salaries of staffs of, 1647. 
Request for grant for reconstruction work 
(Castletownbere and Allihies districts), 
1810. 

Repair of trunk roads, 2977. 

County: 

Detention of Internees from (various), 1814. 
Flax growing, 1589. 

Unemployment and repair of bridges, 10. 
(West Countv): Accounts against Army 
(in period Feb. to June 1922), 284. 

Corn Mlllers 

Grants for, 788. 

Corofln 

Account against Army: 

(Case of J. Crowe), 456. 

(Case of W. Edwards), 159* 

Army dependent’s allowance (case of Pte. 
J. Daly), 456. 

Detentlon of Internee from (case of J. Shan- 
non), 91. 

Coroners (Qualiflcatlon) Bill 

2 S., 186. 

Com. S188. 

4 S., 188. 

5 S., 188. 

From tbe Seanad, 1098. 

Cosgrave, James (See also MacCosgalr, S.) 

Cosgrave, Willlam Thomas, President of Ddil 
Eireann (and Minister for Defence) 

Arms : Surrender of, 2295. 

Army : Account against: 

Arva (case of J. 0 ’Reilly), 3085. 

Athlone (case of E. Healion), 2746. 
Ballyconnell (case of E. Toomey), 2745. 
Ballyjamesduff (case of J. Soden), 2805. 
Bandon (case of J. O’Regan), 2302, 
Belturbet (case of J. Doian), 2745. 
Blacklion (case of E. Maguire), 2744. 
Blacklion (case of J. McGovern), 3085. 
Cavan (case of — McQuillan), 2805. 
Cootehill (case of Mrs. Higgins and J. 
Smyth), 2804. 

* Dowra (Cavan) (case of Mrs. McGovem), 
2804. 

Drimoleague (case of J. J. Hingston), 2301. 
Edenderry (case of M. P. O’Brien), 2971. 
Kenmare (case of T. Cronin), 2983. 
Rilleshandra (case of P. Cassidy), 3086. 
Myshall, Carlow (case of P. Fenelon), 2301. 
Naas (case of W. Gaul), 2605. 

New Ross (case of J. Murphy), 2300. 

New Ross (case of Mrs. Mooney), 2803. 
Portlaoighise (case of R. F. Brennan), 2982. 
Rathdowney (case of C. Cahill), 2982. 
Stradbally (case of — Collins), 2980. 
Wexford (case of Mrs. Duff), 2803. 

Arrny: Adjudication of Committee on Back 
pay Claims, 2675. 

Army Arrears of Pay: 

Claim for, Castlecomer (case of J. Brennan), 
3 <> 93 - 

Claim for (case of ex-Capt. Higgins), 2893. 
Claim for (case of F. J. O’Neill), 2980. 

Claim for: Mullingar (case of P. Caffrev), 
2808. 


■1 ith Aprih 1924. 

Cosgrave, William Thomas— cont. 

Army: Claim against: 

Ballyhaunis (case of E. Mulligan, 3180. 

* Carburv (case of J. Gill), 3183. 

Carlow (case of R. Byme), 2895. 
Claremorris (cases of T. Kelly and P. Duffy), 
3192. 

Drimoleague (case of N. Hales), 2474. 
Droichead Nua (case of Mrs. Fitzpatrick), 
2970. 

Dungarvan (case of W. Dunne), 2606. 
Eyrecourt (cases of J. McCabe and V. 
Hough), 3088. 

Fethard (case of E. King), 3194. 

Granagh (case of Mrs. Carey), 2737. 
Kilcock (case of J. Lube), 2803. 

Mullingar (case of M. McMunn), 2983. 
Mullingar (case of P. Kilmurray), 2897, 
Naas (case of Mrs. Young), 2806. 

Ruan (casc of P. Casey), 3190. 

Saggart (case of J. Dowd), 2746. 

Thurles (case of Mrs. Doonan), 3193« 
Timoleague (case of J. D. Donovan), 2303. 
Waterford (case of P. Sinnott), 2607. 

Army Clerks: Grade pay for reattested 
service, 2673. 

Army : Contracts: 

For foodstuffs to Curragh Command, 2738. 
Rcadvertising of, 3179. 

Readvertising of : Naas, 3179. 

Revision of prices in extending, 3181. 
Army Demobilisation Pay: Claim for (case 
of E. W. O’Neill), 2979- 
Army Dependent’s Allowance: 

Ballon, Carlow (case of Mrs. Shrennon), 

2895. 

Castlepollard (caseof Mrs. Robinson), 2742. 
Droichead Nua (case of Mrs. Brophy), 2474. 
Droichead Nua (case of Mrs. May), 2241. 
Eyrecourt (case of Mrs. Donohoe), 3087. 
Kildare (case of Mrs. Spry), 3181. 
MountmelJick (cases of Mrs. Culleton and 
Mrs. Cunningham), 2981. 

Mullingar (case of Mrs. Hayden), 2743. 
Newbridge (case of Mrs. Cooper), 2302. 
Newcastle West (case of Mrs. Moloney), 
2744. 

Sligo (case of D. Carolan), 2896. 

Tullow (case of Mrs. Maxwell), 2894. 
Waterford (case of Mrs. McGrath), 2897. 
Army: 

Discharge of Soldiers at Curragh Camp, 
2803. 

Gratuity: Claim for: Carbury (case of 
L. Martin), 2302. 

Gratuity: Claim for: Johnstown Bridge 
(case of P. O’Gorman), 3181. 

Army Inquiry: 

Request for information re Proposed, 
2747, 2809, 3093- 

Statement on personnel of proposed, 2820, 
2829 to 2838, 2848 to 2851. 

Terms of Reference (Adjourament Debate), 
2668, 2670, 

' Army: 

Kildare Barracks Regulations, 2674. 
Method of arranging Contracts for Food- 
stuffs for, 2741. 

Officers : Pay of: Athlone, 2602. 

Order for Clothing for Demobilised Soldiers, 
2671. 

Pay: Claim for (case of J. Brophy), 2971. 


20 



Vol. VI.] 


[Cos—Cos 


SESSION 1923-24.—INDEX. 
xoth Jan. f 1924 .—nth April f 1924. 


Cosgrave, Wllllam Thomas —cont. 

Army— cont. 

Pension or Gratuity Claim: Straffan 
(case of M. Heogh), 2969. 

Pensions Com.: Representation of De- 
mobilised Officers and Men on, 3086. 
Army Position: 

Discussion on Statement by President re 
the, 1971 to 1975» ^982 to 1984, 2006, 
2018 to 2024. 

Statement re the, 1894 to 1901. 

Army: Request for particulars of Re- 
organisation Scheme of, 2301. 

Army Situation : 

Business of the Dáil, 2306 to 2309. 

Debate on Motion, 2421 to 2433. 
Statement by President (Debate on), 2311 
to 2316. 

Army: 

Soldiers discharged as medically unfit, 
from, 3183. 

Withdrawal of Military from Ballyconnell, 
274 1 . 

Wound Pension Claim (case of Capt. T. 
Lavin), 2979. 

Business of the Dáil: 1947» 2898, 3195- 
Evening Adjoumment, 1177 to 1179. 
Forthcoming Legislation, 2747. 

Motion by the President, 1347 
Orders of the Day, 625-6. 

Private Deputies' Business, 1600 to 1608, 
3093 - 4 - 

Sittings of the Dáil, 1253-4, 

Boundary Commission : 371. 

Adjoumed Conference, 1600. 

Adjoumed Debate, 3081, 3083-4. 
Boundary Conference : Proposal to meet in 
London, 685. 

Central Fund Bill: 1 S., 2588. 

Civil Servants : Reinstatement of interaed, 
997 - 

Clare County: Local Administration in 
(Debate on Motion), 744, 749, 753, 756. 
Cobh Outrageí Sympathy of Irish Nation with 
relatives of victims (Motion), 2291 to 2293. 
College of Science Buildings : Proposed use 
of, 611. 

Comptroller and Auditor-General: Date of 
Presentation of Rep, of, 1165. 
Compensation Claim: Moyvalley (case of 
W. Marmion), 2893. 

Compensation (Pre-Truce) Claim : 

Dublin (case of M. Fleming), 2743. 

Naas (case of — Whelan), 3089. 

Re Closing of Creameries, 1587. 

Contracts for Army: Readvertising of, 3178. 

Cost of Living : Reduction of, 1, 2, 3. 
Courts of Justice Bill: From the Seanad, 
2781, 2784. 

Defence: Announcement of Nomination (and 
Appointment) of Minister for Defence, 2242. 
Deputy : Request for Special Commission to 
investigate statements and suggestions 
made against a, 2967. 

Dublin South : Issue of Writ for, 1180, 1181. 
Electricity Undertakings: 

(Continuance orCharges) Bill: 1 S., 1183 
Rep. S., 2104. 

Estimates, etc.: Business of the Dáii, 2352-3. 
Estimates, Supplementáry : Com. on Finance: 
Army, 2488 to 2491, 2502 to 2512. 
Executive Council, 2441 to 2453. 


Cosgrave, Wllllam Thomas— cont. 

Estimates, Supplementary : Com. on Finance: 
Irish Land Commission, 1616, 1623 to 1625. 
Vote on Supply, 2584. 

Executive Council: Nomidation of Member 
of, 2747 to 2749. 

Fiscal Inquiry debate (Business of the Dáil), 
359 - 

Fisheries Bill: From the Seanad, 1448. 
Fishenes: Request for abolition of Ministry 
of, 2965. 

Government emplovment for wounded British 
ex-servicemen, 372. 

Guns: Return of, surrendered, 2804. 

Gun (sporting) : Retura of: Bundoran 
(case of A. H. Llovd), 2895. 

Hare Park Camp: Condition of Internees 
at, 2603. 

Housing (Building Faciiities) Bill: 

1 S., 383, 393 to 398. 

2 S., 558 - 9 , 644, 667, 672. 

Com. S., 849 to 856, 863, 869 to 892, 
913 to 936, 941 to 961, 967 to 973 » 
1008 to 1039, 1053-4, 1129, 1141, 1149» 
1183 to 1205. 

Recommitted, 1826 to 1838. 

4 S., 1531 to 1555, 1840 to 1844. 

5 S., 1843 to 1854. 

Money Resolution, 847-8. 

From the Seanad, 2987 to 2992. 

Industry and Commerce : 

Appointment of Minister for, 2809, 2811. 
Approval of Appointment of Minister 
for, 2986. 

Nomination of Minister for, 2747 to 2749. 
Irish Industries : Safeguarding of, 2471. 
Juries (Amendment) Bill: Money Resolu- 
tion, 2090. 

Local Government Electors Registration Bill: 
From the Seanad, 134 to 143, 230, 1439* 
1440, 1505-6. 

Milk Suppliers’ Losses : 

Business of the Dáil, 758 to 760. 

(Debate on motion), 1241. 

Minister and Secretaries Bill: 

Business of the Dáil, 731. 

Com. S., 245. 

Recommitted, 1494, 1526-9. 

From the Seanad, 2992 to 3000. 

Motor hire (pre-Truce) claim against British: 

Dunmanway, 372. • 

Nominated Minister for Defence (debate on 
motion), 2242. 

O’Connell street sites (Dublin) : Clearing 

of, 897- 

^ Oireachtas: 

Accommodation (debate on motion), 566. 
Permanent accommodation for, 155. 

Rep, of Joint Com. on Temporary Accom- 
modation for (debate on motion), 2907. 
Publication of the Acts of the, 895. 

Old Age Pensions Bill: 

1 S., 811 to 814. 

2 S., 1310 to 1317, 1329. 

Com. S., 2067. 

Parliamentary Secretaries (sanction for), 785. 
Patrol Boats: Repair of* 761. 

Patrol Sloop: Salvage for saving trawler 
M Harry Milling,” 2969. 

Prices : Proposed Bill to control, 2727. 
Prisoner from Aherlow: Detention of (cáse 
of J. Hayw), 2743. 
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Cosgrave, William Thomas— cont. 

Prisoner froiri: 

Áherlow : Detentíon of (case of J. Hayes), 
2743 - 

Athlone: Reconsideration of sentence on 
(case of T. Mannion), 2603. 

Balla : Detention of (case of W. Murphy), 
3180. 

Ballina : Detentíon of (case of T. Finnerty), 
3192. 

Bandon: Petcntion of (case of M. Mc- 
Carthy and R. Russell), 3194. 
Castlepollard : Detention of (case of T. 
Gaffney), 2303. 

Clonmel: Detention of (case of J. O’Rior- 
dan), 3194. 

Cork : Detentíón of (case of P. Ryan), 2971. 
Dingle : Detention of (case of T. Brosnan), 
2982. 

Drumcondrath: Petention of (case of 

H. Malone), 2894. 

Dungarvan: Detention of (case ol T. 
Kiely), 3193* 

Prisoners iri Hare Park Camp : Conditions 
of. 2735. 

Prisoner in Hare Park Camp : Detention of 
(case of T. Muldoon), 2808. 

Prisoners from : 

Kilchreest (Galway) : Detention of (case 
of M. Mitchell and T. Cannon), 3192. 
Kilcock : Detention of (case of J. Brady), 
2896. 

Kill (Kíldare) : Detention of (case of 

C. Mills), 2744. 

Kilrush: Release of (case of B. Lowe), 
2603. 

Kiltimagh: Detention of (case of W. 
Halligan), 3193. 

Loughrea: Detention of (case of J. 

Flannery), 3191. 

Monasterevan : Detention of (case of 

P. Nelligan), 2982. 

Mountshannon : Detcntion of (case of 

C. Bugler), 2674. 

Naas: Detention of (case of A. Fitz- 

patrick), 3190. 

Portlaoighise: Detention of (case of T. 
Brady), 2970. 

Prisoners 

from Newcastle West: Detention of 
(various), 2745. 

(Political) : Number in Saorstát, 2736. 
Prisons and Camps : Inspection of, 2604. 
Procedure on Amendts. made by the Seanad 
to Bills, 230. 

Public Safety (Powers of Arrest and Deten- 
tion) Temporary Bill: Com. S., 38, 46. 

’ Public Safety (Punishment of Offences) 
'Témporary Bill: 

2 S., 1259. 

Com. S., 1565 to 1571. 

Public Servants arrested or interned : Request 
for Report of the Committee investígating 
cases of, 2968. 

Railways Bill: 

1 S., 2852-3. 

2 S., 3196, 3230, 3236, 3248-9, 3255-6, 
3270, 3278 to 3302. 

Secondary Education: Interim increased 
Grant for, 1593« 

Shannon pevelopmept: Representations of 
Enginéering Institutions, etc., re, 2731. 


Cosgrave, Wllliam Thomas — cont. 

Shannon River: Scheme of Messrs. Siemens 
Schuckertwerke: Arrangements for De- 
velopment of, 2729. 

Sites of Custom House, Four Courts, and 
Post Office : Future use of, 1417. 

Soldiers, Demobilised and Vacancies in the 
Public Service, 1415. 

Special Com. on Wireless Broadcasting: 
Publicatíon of Evidence (Debate on 
Motion), 1071 to 1076. 

Interim Rep. of (Debate on Motion), 1092, 
no6. 

Com. to examine evidence presented to 
(Debate on Motion), 1361, 1369 to 1414. 
Standing Orders: Rulings re Suspending 
(Business of the Dáil), 293 to 297. 

Taxes on Beer and Porter : Reduction of, 
L 2, 3. 

Tipperary Floods (Adjournment Debate), 444. 
Treaty re Regulation of U.S. Liquor Trafíic 
(Debate on Motion), 3009, 3150 to 3155, 
3161. 

Unemp loyed Families: Eviction Notices 
for : Dublin, 2889. 

Unemployment Benefit Claim: Grange, 

Limerick (case of D. 0 'Shaughnessy), 2731. 
Unemployment Grant and Dublin Port and 
Docks Board, 1341. 

Unemployment Grants for Roads : Expedi- 
ting Payment of, 895. 

Volunteer Police : Claim for Arrears of Pay : 
Dublin, 3191- 

Wireless Broadcasting : Final Rep. of Special 
Com. on, 2617. 

County Councils 

Audits and Rates of, 620. 

County Counclls 

Cork : Number and Salaries of Stafís pf, 1647. 
Grants withheld : Tirconaijl, 1335, 1737. 
Limerick : Number of and Salaries of per- 
manent and temporary Stafís, 2600. 

County Councils 

Motor Tax Grants for Roads, 1094. 

County Council 

Road Work Scheme: Kerry, 2734. 
Secretaries : Emoluments of (Motion), 1228. 
Secretaries' Salaries and Emoluments: Return 
requested, showing, 120. 

County Home 

Ennis : Fire Outbreak, 1002» 

Tirconaill: Conditions of Appointment of 
Sec. to, 3184, 

Court Offlcers (Temporary Appointments) Bill 

2 S., 188. 

Com. S., 460. 

4 S., 711. 

5 S., 712. 

Money Resolution, 460. 

Courts of Jfustlee BIU 
Money Resolution, 2812. 

From the Seanad, 2751, 2812. 

Coyle, Henry 

Arrest: Notificatíon of, 2306. 
Imprisonment of, 2984. 
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Cralg, Slr James 

Estimates, Supplementarv : Com. on Finapce : 
Public Works and Buildings, 2467. 
Repayments to Contingency Fund, 2561. 

Industry and Commerce: Appointment of 
Minister for, 2809. 

Juries (Amendment) Bill: 2 S., 1669. 

Oireachtas : Rep. of Joint Cpm. on Temporary 
Accommodation for (Debate on Motion), 
2902. 

Old Age Pensions Bill: Com. S., 1702. 

Creamerles 

Compensation (Pre-Truce) Claims re closing 
of, 1587. 

Losses of Milk Suppliers to (Debate on 
Motion), 1228. 

Creamery 

Delayed Payment of Shaw Commission 
Award to Drombanna, 156. 

Crookhaven 

Old Age Pension Claim (case of M. Driscoll), 
2601. 

Cullenstown (Wexford) 

Account against Coastal Marine Service 
(case of M. Wallace), 1096. 

Cumann na nGaedheal Organiser’s 

Alleged Statement and Claims for Untenanted 
Land, 1421. 

Curragh 

Arrears of Army Pay (case of Pte. Cleary), 12. 

Camp : Discharge of Soldiers at, 2803. 

Camp * Proposed transfer of Maintenance 
and Repair Works, 1650. 

Command : Contract for Foodstuffs, 2737. 

Detention of internee at (case of O. 

McDonnell), 2119. 

Internee: Charge against (case of T. 

Robinson). 1651. 

Prisoner: Detention of a (case of P. 

Connell), 623. 

Training Stables : Strike at the (Adjournment 
Debate), 993. 

Currenoy 

Amount of, in Saorstát, 2241. 

Customs Barrier 

And Auxiliary Preventive Men, 1166. 

Customs and Exclse Examination 

Army Candidates’ Age Limit for, 447. 

Custom House 

Four Courts and Post Office Sites : Future 
use of, 1417. 

G.P.O. and Four Courts: Clearing of Sites, 
Dublin, 2 240. 

Dáll 

Courts : Payment of clerks qf, 1172. * 

Dátl Eireann 

Court Decrees: Enforcement of, 676. 

Courts (Winding Up) Act: Re-opening 
proceedings in certain cases, 7. 


—11 th April, 1924. 

Dáil Eireann — cont. 

Loans and Funds Bill: 

Money Resolution, 163. 

Com. S., 189. 

4 S., 461. 

5 S., 711. 

A Moncy Bill, 711. 

Daingean (Phillipstown) 

Reformatory prenúses as site for industries, 
899. 

Dairies and Cowsheds Inspectors 

Duties of, 2300. 

Dalkey and Dun Laoghaire 

Postal arrangements, 3187. 

Dalkey 

Army pension claim (case of T. Green), 376. 

D’Alton, Louis J. 

Army situation (debate on motion), 2385, 

24í7. 

Clare County: Local administration in 
(debate on motion), 751. 

Fiscal Inquirv (dcbate on motion), 527. 
Housing (fíuilding B'acilities) Bill : Com. S., 
856. 

Daly, John (See also 0 Dálaigh, S.) 

Fermov : Erection of houses in, 1170. 
Midletón (Aghada) Labourers’ Cottages 
Scheme, 16. 

Old Age Pensions Bill: 

1 S., 810. 

Com. S., 1782 to 1785. 

Damage to Property 

Compensation claims for : Athy, 5. 

Davin, Willlam (See also Ó’Daimhín, L.) 

Army Inquiry : 

Debate on personnel and terms of reference, 
2831-4, 2838. 

Terms of reference (adjournment debate), 
2668. 

Army Position : 

Business of the Dáil, 2308. 

Debate on motion, 2399 to 2401. 

Discussion on statement by President re 
the, 2018. 

Nomination of Minister for Defence (debate 
on motion), 2278. 

Statement by President re the, 1901. 
Ballinasloe : Claims against Army (various), 
2116. 

Business of the Dáil (adjournment for hour ia 
evening), 1742. 

Canals and Waterways Commission Report 
(debate on motion), 739, 974. 

Enforcement of Law (Occasional Powers; 

Bill: Com. S., 2635-6, 2677, 2680. 
Estimates, Supplementary: Com. 011 Finance: 
Finance Ministrv, 2319, 2320. 

Irish Land Cómmission, 1614-9, 1620, 

1627-8. 

Land Commission, 1906, 1917, 1918-9. 
Public Works Office, 2340. 

Railways, 2344-5. 

Temporary Commissions, 2327, 2332, 

Vóte on Supply, 2583. 
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Davin, William— cont. 

Fiscal Inquiry : 

Business of the Dáil, 359. 

Debate on motion, 502, 536. 

Limerick Countv: Special grant for road 
work in, 2891.’ 

Local Government: 

(Collection of Rates) Bill, 2 S., 110, m. 
Policy of Minister for (debate on motion), 
1866 to 1871, 

Oireachtas : Rep. of Joint Com. on temporary 
accommodation for (debate on motion), 

2913- 

Old Age Pensions Bill: 

2 S., 1295, i3°6. 13” to 1315, 1356. 

Com. S., 2073-8. 

Public Safety (Punishment of Offences) 
Temporary Bill: Com. S., 1565 to 1567, 
1575 to 1582, 1685. 

Public Safety (Powers of Arrest and Deten- 
tion) Temporary Bill: 4 S., 227. 

Railways Bill: 

1 S., 2852. 

2 S., 3211, 3218, 3224, 3257 to 3276, 
3292 to 3299. 

Rates: Suggested postponemcnt of striking 
the (adjournment dcbate), 366. 

R.I.C. (Resigned and Dismissed) Pension 
Order, 810, 829, 832. 

Special Com. on Wireless Broadcasting: 
Com. to examine evidence presented to 
(debate on motion), 1367 to 1370. 

Tipperary floods (adjournment debate), 443. 
Treaty re Regulation of U.S. Liquor Traffic 
(debate on motion), 3065. 

Decrees 

Issued: Statistics of, with reference to 
Enforcement of Law Act (1923), 2117. 

Of Dáil Eireann Courts : Enforce'ment of, 676. 
(Pre Truce) in undefended cases, 7. 

Defence I 

Nomination and appointment of Minister 
for, 2242. 

Nomination of Minister for (debate on 
motion), 2242. 

Resignation of Minister for, 2204. 

Delgany and Bray 

Destruction of trees at, 2975. 

Demoblllsed 

Army officers and men, from ist August, 
1923» to I2th March, 1924, 2113. 

Officers- and men : Representation on Army 
Pensions Com., 3086. 

Men: Employment scheme for, 2105. 

Soldiers and vacancies in the Public Servicc, 
T415. 

Soldiers: Order for clothing for, 2671. 

Soldiers: Unemployment bencfit for, 205. 

Deputles 

Élected for Dublin County and Dublin 
South, 2305. 

D$puty 

Elected for Dublin South, 2124. 

Imprisonment of a (case of Deputy H. 

Coyle, Mayo North), 2984. 

Notiácation of arrest of, 2306. 

24 
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Deputy— cont. 

Request ior Special Commission to investigate 
statements and suggestions made against 
a, 2966. 

Resignation of (Richard Hayes), 16. 

Deputy's 

Personal Explanation re Statement in Debate 
on Ministers and Secretaries Bill, 289. 

Deputy-Speaker (See O'Máille, P., and Leas- 
Cheann Comhairle) 

Derry Jail 

Treatment of Political Prisoners in, 2732. 

Development of River Shannon 

Arrangements for Scheme of Messrs. Siemens 
Schuckertwerke, 2729. 

Dlngle 

Detention of intemee from : 

(Case of Seán Kennedy), 2121. 

(Case of T. Brosnan), 2982. 

Waterworks Scheme : Restarting of, 799. 

Dlnneen, John (See also Ó Dulnnin, S.) 

Distralnts 

For non-payment of Income Tax Arrears, etc., 
1817. 

Dlstress 

In Hare Island (Skibbereen Union) re Fishing 
failure), 373. 

Galway West and Mayo : Relief of, 374. 
Donegal N. West: Relief of, 374. 

In Tirconaill (Noticeof Adjoumment Debate), 
382, 441, 558. 

In TirconaiII (Adjoumment Debate), 599. 

In towns in Mayo, 2977. 

District Court 

In Ballineen (Female) N. School, 999. 

District Courts 

Appointment of Clerks of, 999. 

Divislons 

Canals and Waterways Commission Report 
(Debate on Motion), 993. 

Civil Service Regulation (No. 2) Bill : from 
the Seanad, 1465, 1477. 

Courts of Justice Bill: from the Seanad, 
2763, 2769. 

Dublin South : Issue of Writ for, 1181. 
Enforcement of Law (Occasional Powera) 
Bill: 

2 S., 1957- 

Com. S., 2631, 2635, 2641, 2647, 2657, 
2661, 2681, 2687, 2693, 2713. 

Estimates : Com. on Finance : 

Vote on Account, 2573, 2587. 

Housing (Building Facilities) Bill: 

Com. S., 941. 

Recommitted, 1839. 

'Local Administration in County Clare: 

Debate on Motion, 757. 

Local Govemment (Collection of Rates) Bill: 

Com. S., 717, 721, 725. 

Ministers and Secretaries Bill; Recommitted 
1529 . 
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Divlsions— cont. 

Old Age Pensions Bill: 

1 S., 815. 

2 S., 1359. 0 0 

Com. S., 1709. 1749 . 1761, 1765, 1778 , I 7 8 3 » 

1795, 1803, I 97 1 * 2 ° 35 » 20 39 » 2047, 2063, 
2071, 2079 . 

5 S., 2859. 

Money Resolution, 1633« 

Post Office Commission (Debate on Motion 
re), 357. 

Public Safety (Punishment of Oftences) 
Temporary Bill: 

1 S., 911. 

2 S„ 1257. 

Com. S„ 1577 * 

4 S., 1925. 

5 S., 2041. 

Public Safety (Powers of Arrest and Deten- 
tion) Temporary Biil: 

Com. S., 21, 35 , 53 * 6l » 73 - 
Recommitted, 213, 219. 

4 S., 223. 

5 S., 229. 

From the Seanad, O91, 709. 

Railways Bill: 2 S., 3303. 

R.I.C. (Resigned and Dismissed) Pension 
Order, 845. 

Summer Time Bill : 2 S., 465. 

Treaty re Regulation of U.S. Liquor Trafíic 
(Debate on Motion), 2949, 3169. 

Dog Llcence Tax Payments 

Tirconaill County, I 33 1 * 


■11 th April, 1924. 

Drainage of Barrow] 

Proposed Scheme for, 317O. 

Drimoleague 

Account against Army : 

Case of J. Collins), 381. 

Case of J. J. Kingston), 2301. 

(Case of Mrs. A. Donnan), 802. 

(Case of Mrs. Ringston), 803. 

Claim against Army: 

(Case of N. Hales), 2474. 

(Case of P. S. Kingston), 1599. 

Droichead Nua (See also Newbridge) 

Army Dependent's Allowance: 

(Case of Mrs. Brophy), 2474. 

(Case of Mrs. May), 2241. 

Claim Against Army : 

(Case of Mrs. Fitzpatrick), 2970. 

(Case of P. Brookes), 1002. 

Unemployment Benefit Claim : 

(Case of T. Farrell), 1048, 2242. 

Drombanna Creamery 

Delayed pajrment of Shaw award to, 156. 

Drumcondrath 

Detention of internee from (case of H. 
Malone), 2893. 

Drumkeen 

Blind person’s pension claim (case of J. 
Ryan), 2733. 


Dolan, James N. 

Dáil Eireann Loans and Funds Bill: Com. 
S., 190. 

Wireless Broadcasting : Final Rep. of Special 
Com. on, 2616. 


Dominions 

Income Tax in Saorstát and in, 157. 


Donegal 

Command : Claim for Arrears of Army Pay 
(case of W. Doherty), 2031. 

N.W. : Relief of Distress in, 374. 


Donovan, Timothy S. (See also Ó'Donnabháin, 
T. S.) 


Doyle, Edmund (See also O'DubhghaUl, E.) 

Óld Age Pensions Bill: 2 S., 1325. 

Doyle Peter S. (See also O'DubhghaiU, P. S.) 

Dublin County: Motion for Writ for, 1347. 
Estimates, Supplementary: Com. on Finance : 
Army, 2506. 

Fiscal Inquiry (Debate on Motion), 522. 
Housing (Building FacUities) BUl: 2 S., 634. 
Oireachtas: Rep. of Joint Com. on Tem- 
porary Accommodation for (Debate on 
Motion), 2899. 

Standing Orders re Private Business (Debate 
on Motion), 2155-8. 

Dowra (Cavan) 

Account against Army (case of Mrs. 
McGovem), 2804. 


Drumlish Gárda Sfochána Barracks, 1893. 

DubUn 

(Amiens street) : Claim against Army (case 
of Mrs. Sadlier), 557. 

Area: Statistics of unemployment in, 2106. 

(Benburb street) : Compensation claim (case 
of Miss White), 2297. 

(Chapelizod) : Claim against Army, (case of 
Mrs. Nolan), 1175. 

(Church street): Compensation claim (case 
of Mrs. Brennan), 2297. 

City and County and Saorstát: Statistics of 
tradesmen in receipt of unemployment 
benefit, 1808. 

Claim against Army (case of M. Fleming)„ 
2742. 

Claim by volunteer police for arrears of pay, 
3190 . 

Clearing sites of General Post Office, Four 
Courts and Custom House, 2240. 

County auctions : Boycotting notices, 1173. 

County : Issue of Writ for, 1347. 

County rates, 2734. 

County: Rates collected and arrears (years 
1921, 1922), 85. 

Corporation and Camegie Trust (re Infant 
Welfare Clinic), 1004. 

Electricity Supply BiII, East Leinster Elec- 
tricity Supply BUl, Sligo Lighting and 
Electric Power BiJl; Report of Examiner 
of Private BUls re, 2607. 

Eviction notices for unemployed faiqUies, 
2889. 

(George’s place): Compensation claim (case 
of Miss K. Gains), 2296. 
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Dublin— cont. 

N. Gt. George's street: Compensation claim 
(case of Mrs. Walpole), 2799. 

Infirmary road : Land plot, letting of, 1174. 

Dublin-Kells 

Motor Mail Service, 797. 

Dublin 

Lighting of Killester district, 9. 

(Lower Buckingham street) : Army depen- 
dent's allowance (case of Mrs. Lynch), 2031. 
•(Meath street) : Account * against Army 
(case of L. O'Neill), 766. 

Military activity in, 2123. 

•(Montpelier hill) : Compensation claim (case 
of A. Delaney), 2472. 

O'Connell street sites : Clearing of, 896. 
Order for clothing for demobiíised soldiers, 
2671. 

Port and Docks Board : 

And Unemployment Grant, 1341. 
Appointment of Harbour Constables, 2121. 
Postal emp!oye*e's reinstatement (case of 
T. J. Coleman), 901. 

Public Meeting Prdhibited : 

Adjournment debate, 546. 

Notice ol adjournment debate, 458. 
Rebuilding of O’Connell street, 1639. 
Reconstruction Bill : Expedition of, 3183. 
Reconstruction (Emergency Provisions) Bill: 

1 S., 3196. 

<Summerhill parade) : )Claim against C.I.D 
(case of J. Duggan), 18S7. 

South and Dublin County: 

Election of Deputies for, 2305. 

Issue of Writs for, 1425. 

South : Election of Deputy for, 2124. 

South : Issue of Writ for, 1179* 

Duffy, Patrick (See also Ó Dubhthalgh, P.) 

Duggan, Edmund J. 

Army : Claim against : Drimoleague (case 
of N. Hales), 2474. 

Army dependent's allowance : Droichead Nua 
(case of Mrs. Brophy), 2474. 

Dáil Eireann Loans and Funds Bill : 

Com. S., 191 to 197. 

4 S., 462. 

Electricity Undertakings (Continuance of 
Charges) Bill : Com. S., 1672. 

Enforcement of Law (Occasional Powers) Bill: 

2 S., 1940. 

Com. S., 2696, 2719 to 2722. 

4 S., 3004. 

Firearms (Temporary Provisions) Bill : Com. S. 
1206 to 1212. 

Housing (Building Facilities) Bill: 

Com. S., 918 to 921, 948, 959, 962, 1205. 

4 S., 1531 to 1540, 1548-9. 

Recommitted, 1823, 1834. 

Money Resolution, 848. 

Juries (Amendment) Bill: Com. S., 2091, 
2101. 

Local Govemment (Temporary Provisions) 
(Amendment) Bill : 

2 S., 1941. 

Com. S., 2750. 

Local Govemment (Collection of Rates) Bill: 
Com. S., 727* 

4 S., 845. 


Duggan, Edmund J. — cont, 

Old Age Pensions Bill : 4 S., 2618 to 2622. 
Prices : Proposed Bill to control, 2727. 
Public Safety (Powers of Arrest and Deten- 
tion) Temporary Bill: Recommitted, 

167 to 173, 185. 

Treaty re Regulation of U.S. Liquor Traffic 
(debate on motion), 3054. 

Dundalk 

Claim Against Army : 

(Case of N. J. Treanor), 1815. 

(Case of T. P. Coffey), 1505. 

Prison : Wcstmeath Prisoners in (case of 
Messrs. Fagan and Curran), 458. 

Dungarvan 

Army Pay Arrears (caseof J. Cowming), 1345. 
Army Pension Claim (case of J. Cowming), 
1345. 

Blind Person's Pension (case of J. Flynn), 
2f)O0. 

Claim against Army (case of W. Dunne), 
2606. , 

Compensation (Pre-Truce) Claims (various), 
1344. 

Detention of intemee from (case of T. Kiely), 
3193. 

Durrow 

Account against Army (case of — Flanagan), 

903. 

Durrus (Bantry) 

Claim against Army (case of J. 0’Leary), 376. 

Duty on Beer and Stout 

Request for reduction of, 2890. 

Duty on Motor Accessorles, 449. 

Dun Laoghalre 

Retum of sporting gun (case of E. Lanphier), 
158. 

Dunlavin and Donard 

Detcntion of intemees from (case of C. 
Connell and P. J. Rogers), 3184. 

Dunmanway 

Account against Army: 

(Case of F. O'Neill), 1599. 

(Case of M. J. Hurley), 803. 

(Cases of D. McCarthy and E, Daly), 1598. 
Army Dependent's Allowance (case of Mrs. 

K. Hurley), 381. 

Claim against Army: 

(Case of G. A. Bryan), 2121. 

(Case of Messrs. Murrav, Riordan, Collins), 

1093. 

Dísmissal of Poor Law Official, 1003. 

Pre-Truce Claim against British (for motor 
hire), 371. 

R.D. Council: Appointment of engineer to, 
2601, 

Dunmore 

Account agajnst Army (case qí P. Flattery). 
161. 
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Eabhróld, Seumas (Sce also Everett, J.) 

Rathdrum : Telephone Service for, 454. 
Rathnew Brickworks : Re-opening of, 375. 
Wicklow Estates: Acquisition and Dis- 
tribution of, 452. 

East Leinster 

Electricity Supply Bill, Dublin Electricity 
Supply Bill, Sligo Ligh'ting and Electric 
Power Bill : Report of Examiner of 
Pnvate Bills, re, 2607. 

Edenderry 

Account against Army (case of M. P. 
O’Brien), 2971. 

Armv Pension Claim (case of E. Cummins), 
791. 

Arrears of Army Pay (case of P. Mooney), 13. 
No. 3 and Trim R.D. Council : Auditing of 
Accounts of, 1502. 

Edgeworthstown 

Claim against Army (case of Vol. Farrell), 

1097- 

Educatlon 

Interim Increased Grant for Secondarv, 1592. 

Egan, Patrick J. 

Business of the Dáil (Adjournment for hour 
in evening), 1742. 

Clara Estate (Ballyboughlin), 557. • 
Edenderry : Account against Army (case of 
M. P. O'Brien), 2971. 

Fiscal Inquiry Debate (Business of the Dáil), 
359 . 

Fiscal Inquiry (Debate on Motion), 318, 398. 
Housing (Building Facilities) Bill : Com. S., 

1140. 

I-ocal Govemment: Policy of Minister for 
(Debate on Motion), 1865 to 1873, 2165-6. 
Motor Car Tax : Suggested Revision of, 675. 
Mullingar: Claim against Army (case of 
M. McMunn), 621. 

Naas : Account against Army (case of Sergt. 
Whelan), 684. 

Naas: Army Dependent’s Allowance (case 
of Mrs. Desmond), 683. 

Oireachtas : Rep. of Joint Com. on Tem- 
porary Accommodation foir (Debate on 
Motion), 2906. 

Town Parks: Purchase Rights of yearly 
tenants of, 1645. 

Tullamore: 

Claim against Army (case of J, Digan 
and W. S. Corry), 556-7. 

Tullamore: Witnesses' expenses (case of 
W. S. Corry), 623. 

Tully Estate: Offaly, 558. 

Wolfhill Colliery Railway: Compensation 
for land acquired, 1167. 

Eleetton 

Retuming Officers' Expenses : Clare, 612. 

Eleetrleity Undertakingi 

(Continuance of Charges) Bill: 

1 S., 1183- 

2 S., 1479. 

Com. S., 1672. 

4 S„ 2x04. 

5 S., 2x25. 


Employment 

(Govemment) for wounded (British) ex- 
Service Men, 372. 

Scheme for Demobilised Men, 2105. 

Enniscorthy 

Compensation Claim (case of relatives of 
T. Doyle), 2978. 

Ennistymon 

Account against Army : 

(Case of P. J. Walsh), 2030. 

Ennis 

Account against Army: (cases of Messrs. 

Meehan and Kerin), 159. 

Army Dependent’s Allowance (case of Mrs. 
Mahony), 1336. 

Army Pension Claim (case of P. Mahony), 
1337 - 

Claim against Army (case of Mrs. O’Loughlin), 
1175 . 

County Home Fire outbreak, 1002. 
Detention of intemee fro*m (case of B. 
O’Regan), 1338. 

Lisdoonvama and Hilfenora : Detention of 
internees from, 91. 

Seizure of Live Stock (cases of J. Conlan and 
J. Killoughry), 1590. 

Unemployment Benefit Claim : 

(Case of J. Moroney), 2107. 

Enfleld 

Unemployment Benefit Claim : 

(Case of J. Keating), 2473. 

Enforcement of Law 

Act (1923) : Statistics of Decrees issued with 
reference to, 2117. 

(Occasional Powers) Bill: 

1 S., 1427. 

2 S., 1925, 1947 - 
Com. S., 2625, 2675. 

4 S., 3004. 

Monev resolution, 2625. 

Engineering Department’s Claim 

Postal Commission, 623. 

Engineer to Athy No. 1 Council 

Appointment of, 2299. 

Esmonde, Osmond Grattan 

Agricultural Workers' Convention at Geneva 
(debate on motion), 3171. 

Estimates, Supplementary : Com. on Finance: 

Executive Council, 2450. 

Russian (former) Government’s debts: Share 
of, 1170. 

Russian Govemment: Recognition of, 1170. 
Treaty re Regulation of U.S. Liquor Traffic 
(debate on motion), 2921, 2931-5, 2942-8, 
3021 to 3029, 3038-9, 3047, 3055 to 3076, 
3111 to 3116, 3121 to 3129, 3153. 

Estates 

Acquisition and distribution of: Wicklovf, 
452 . 

Estate 

Ashbourne (Meath), Division of, 1645. 
Ballyboughlin, Clara, 557. 
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Estate— cont. 

Bellview, etc., Galway : Division of, 763. 
Bagga (W. Meath): Land bank tenants, 796. 
Cloghna Ranch, Carlow: Vesting of in Land 
Commission, 1588. 

Congested : Lallymore (Rildare), 1422. 
Division and improvement of : Laurencetown 
(Galway), 87. 

(Gurteen, W. Meath): Distribution of, 1005. 
Kirwan, Milltown, (Galway): Division of, 
1888. 

Limerick (Clery, Minor) : Purchase of, 287. 
Limerick (Gloster, Minor) : Purchase of, 287. 
Lismacaffrey (Longford) : Distribution of, 
1008. 

Of National Land Bank : Vesting arrears of : 
Offaly area, 8. 

Perry, Stoneyford (Kilkenny) : Vesting of in- 
Land Commission, 1588. 

Springrove, Galway : Acquisition and division 
of, 283. 

(Talbot-Mostyn), Westmeath: Purchase of, 
624. 

TuUy, Offaly,*553. 

Estimates 

Supplementary (Business of the Dáil), 2352. 
Supplementary : Com. on Finance : 

Army, 2485. 

Army pensions, 2553. 

Civil Service Commission, 2555. 

County Court Ofhcers, 2345-6. 

Executive Council, 2437. 

Finance Ministry, 2317. 

Fisheries Ministry, 2516. 

Public Works Ofíice, 2337. 

Public Works and Buildings, 2455, 2475. 
Industry and Commerce Ministry, 2434. 
Land Commission, 1610, 1903. 

Law Charges, 2347. 

League of Nations, 2553. 

Railways, 2342. 

Repayments to Contingency Fund, 2560. 
Representation of the People, and Electoral, 
Acts: Expenses, 2345. 

School Grants (Northern Ireland), 2561. 
Superannuation and Retired Allowances, 

* 454 - „ . . 

Temporary Commissions, 2326. 

Universities and CoUeges, 2433. 

Vote on Account, 2565. 

Vote on Supply, 2574. 

Everett, James (See also Eabhróld, S.) 

Local Government: PoUcy of Minister for 
(debate on motion), 1868. 

Public Safety (Powers of Arrest and Deten- 
tion) Temporary BiU: 5 S., 229. 

Rates: Suggested postponement of striking 
the (adjournment debate), 367. 

Evlcted Tenant , s Claim 

BalUnasloe (case of M. GaUagher), 1006. 

Executlve Counetl 

Appointment of Meml?er of (Minister for 
lndustry and Commerce), 2809. 

Nomination of Member of (Minister for 
Industry and Commerce), 2747. 

Resignation of Member of, 1896, 2204. . 

28 


-11 th April, 1924. 

Ex-Servicemen (British) 

Funds available for, 16. 

Housing for : Bailieborough, 87. 

Government employment for, 372. 

Eyreeourt 

Army dependent's allowance (case of Mrs. 
Donohoe), 3086. 

Claims against Army (cases of J. McCabe 
and V. Hough), 3088. 

(Galway): Retum of seized gun (case of 
T. Daly), 764. 

Faolte, Seán de (See also White, J.) 

1 TirconaUl: 

County Council: Appointment of Rate 
Collectors, 2111. 

Export of potatoes from, 613. 

Mental Hospital: Sanction for repairs,. 

pensions and appointments, 617-8. 
National Benefit (County Home) Com. : 
Conditions of appointment of Sec. to, 
3184. 

Prosecutions for illegal trawhng off, 2109. 
Q. Sessions : Witnesses' expenses at (case 
of C. McEleney and others), 3189. 

Farmers 

Milk suppliers, and income tax, 787. 

Ferbane 

Account against Army (case of W. Flaherty),. 
806. 

Fermoy 

Blackwater Floods : Inquiry suggested re 

7 86. 

And Buttevant Barracks: Reconstruction 
of, 791. 

Erection of houses in, 1170. 

Labourers' Cottage Scheme, 84. 

Fethard 

Claim against Army (case of E. King), 3194* 

Flggls, Darrell 

Army Position : 

Adjoumment Debate, 2238. 

Discussion on Statement by President re 
the, 1983, 2003, 2007, 2024. 

Army Situation : 

Nomination of Minister for Defence (Debate 
on Motion), 2260-2, 2278. 

Statement by President (Debate on), 2315. 
Business of the Dáil: 

Estimates, etc., 2352. 

Evening Adjoumment, 1178. 

Forthcoming Legislation, 2595. 

Motion by President, 1347. 

Orders of the Day, 625, 2124. 

Canals and Waterways Commission Report: 

Debate on Motion, 989, 734. 

Civic Guard Magazine : Annual Costof, 902. 
Civil Service Regulation (No. 2) Bill: 

Business of the Dáil, 732. 

From the Seanad, 1456 to 1459, 1473 to 
1477 - 

Cobh Outrage: Sympathy of Irish Nation 
with relatives of victims (Motion by 
President), 2294. 
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Flgglf, D*— cont, 

Committee on Procedure and Privileges: 
First Rep. of Presentation of Petitions 
before Dáil Eireann), 1439 - 
Second Report of Com. on, 1743. 

County Councils : Audits and Rates of, 620. 
Currency: Amount of, in Saorstát, 2241. 
Deputy : Request for Special Commission to 
investigate statements and suggestions 
made against a, 2966. 

Dublin : 

Port and Docks Board : Appointment of 
Harbour Constables, 2121. 

Public Meeting Prohibited (Adjourriment 
Debate), 548. 

Enforcement of Law (Occasional Powers) 
Bill: Com. S., 2653-4. 

Estimates, Supplementary : Com. on Finance : 
Army, 2492. 

Executive Council, 2437, 2442 to 2452. 
Fisheries Ministry, 2517 to 2531, 2539. 

Land Commission, 1910. 

Public Works and Buildings, 2462-9, 2483. 
Superannuation and Retired Allowances, 
2455 - 

Temporary Commissions, 2331-7. 

Vote on Account, 2565-9. 

Vote on Supply, 2578. 

Fiscal Inquiry: 

Debate on Motion, re, 311, 4O7. 

Film Renters and Bondingof Films, 1645. 
Fisheries Bill from the Seanad, 116, 118, 
123-6-9, 130, 1443. 

Housing (Building Facilities) Bill: 

1 S., 392, 396. 

Com. S., 856, 866. 

Joint Com. on Standing Orders re Private 
Business, 207. 

Juries (Amendment) Bill: Money Resolu- 
tion, 2083 to 2090. 

Local Govemment: 

(Collection of Rates) Bill: 2 S., 104, 113, 
114. 

Electors Registration Bill: from the 
Seanad 1440. 

Policy of Minister for (Debate on Motion), 
2159 . 

Lytton Entrants to Civil Service: Salary 
of, 1639. 

Military Camps: Maintenance of Tallaght, 
Collinstown, Gormanstown, 89. 

Ministers and Secretaries Bill: 

Com. S., 233-4, 239 to 250. 

Personal Explanation re Statement in 
Debate on, 289. 

Reommitted, 1487, 1491-4, 1512-4, 1520, 
1521. 

Old Age Pensions Bill: 

2 S., 1282. 

Com. S., 1690 to 1698, 1703 to 1708, 1756, 
1768 to 1774, 1969, 2053. 

Old Age Pensions : 

And total source of Income, 1640. ♦ 
Estiraate: Probable Amount of saving 
on, 1640. 

Oireachtas : 

Accommodation (Debate on Motion), 565, 
572 , 576 - 8 . 594 to 598. 

Publication of the Acts of the, 895. 

Rep. of Joint Com. on Temporary Accom- 
modation for the, 2153-5. 


•xi th April t 19241 
Figgls, D. — cont. 

Public Safety (Powersof Arrest and Detention) 
Temporary Bill: 

4 S., 222. 

Recommitted, 177, 185, 212. 

Public Safety (Punishment of Ofíences) 
Temporary Bill: 5 S., 2041. 
Quartermaster-Generars Dept. Officers: Al- 
lowances for maintenance, 89. 

Railways Bill: The proposed, 83. 

R.I.C., Resigned and dismissed : Claims of, 5. 
Special Committee on Wireless Broadcasting : 
Com. to examine evidence presented to 
(debate on motion), 1432. 

Interim Rep. of (debate on motion), 1099, 

IIOI. 

Special Com. on Wireless : Nomination of, 18. 
Special Com. on Wireless Broadcasting: 
Publication of evidence (debate on motion), 
1065. 

Standing Orders: 

re Private Business (debate on motion), 2157 
Rulings re suspending (Business of the 

Dáil), 295- 

Surrender of arms, 2295. 

Tirconaill: Prosecutions for illegal trawling 
off, 2110. 

Trade Facilities (British) Act: Lapsing of, 
897. 

Vote on Account (Business of the Dáil), 2564. 
Wireless Broadcasting: (Interim) Rep. of 
Special Com. on, 772-7. 


Film 

Censor and occupation of Dame street 
Picture House, 612. 

Censorship: Contract with Irish Bonded 
Film Stores, Ltd., 3089, 3090. 

Censorship : Payment for projection of films 
for Censor, 1642. 

Censor's office : Cost of, 1642. 

Renters and bonding of films, 1645* 


Films 

Cinema trade shows of, 1641. 

Cost of censorship of, 1643. 

Licensing bonded store for, 2974. 

Tenders for projection of for censorship, 1642. 
Statement by Minister for Home Afíairs 
re Censorship of Films Act, 1653. 

Storing and bonding of, 1641. 

Submitted to Censor: Number of feet of f 
2971. 

Total charges by Irish Bonded Film Stores, 
Ltd., 1642. 

Firearms and Ammunition 

j Permit for d^ealer in : Mullingar, 1945* 

Flrearms 

(Temporary Provisions) Bill: 

1 S., 624. 

2 S., 911. 

Com. S., 1206, 

4 S., 1429. 

5 S., 1672. 

Fire Outbreak 

Ennis County Home, 1002. 
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Fiscal Inquiry 

Debate (Business of the Dáil), 359. 

Debate on Motion re, 250, 297, 398, 

465, 1149. 

Flsherles 

Bill and Firearms (Temporary Provisions) 
Bill (Business of the Dáil), 766. 

Bill: From the Seanad, 115, 121, 1441, 1507 
Development of : Arran Islands, 796. 
Prosecution for illegal trawling, 2109. 

Request for abolition of Ministry of, 2965. 

Fishermen 

Slaney River: Claim against Army, 622. 


Fishery Crulser “ Muirchu ” 

Repairs to f 1889. 

Fishing 

Boats : Disposal of by Ministry, 1649. 

Failure and distress : Hare Island (Skibbereen 
Union), 373. 

Fitzgerald, Desmond : Minister for Extcrnal 
Affairs. 

Agricultural Workers’ Convention at Geneva 
(motion re), 3169. 

Arms and ammunition : Surrender of, 2596. 

Army situation (debate on motion), 2368, 
2393-5. 

Business of the Dáil, 2983. 

Derry Jail: Treatment of political prisoners 
in, 2732. 

Estimates, Supplementary : Com. on Finance: 
Army, 2506-7. 

Fisheries Bill and Firearms (Temporary 
Provisions) Bill (Business of the Dáil), 766. 

Imperial Economic Conference Rep. : Circula- 
tion of, 681. 

League of Nations: Report of Jurists re 
Janina and Corfu incidents, 2602. 

Passports for Saorstát citizens, 1335. 

Russian (former) Government’s debts : Share 
of, 1170. 

Russian Government: Recognition of, 1170. 

Scotland : Housing conditions of Irish migra- 
tory workers in, 156. 

Treaty re Regulation of U.S. Liquor Traffic 
(debate on motion), 2917, 2927 to 2935, 
2945 to 2949, 3027 to 3039, 3047 to 3076, 
3115-7, 3129, 3151-3. 3162 to 3166. 

Wireless Broadcasting: (Interim) Rep. of 
Special Com. on, 783. 

Flax 

Growing: Cork County, 1589. 

Seed : *Supply of, 1167. • 

Floods 

Blackwater : Inquiry suggest re, 786. 

Flooding 

Of Charleville and Buttevant district, 898. 

Of Tipperary towns (adjournment debate), 
441. 

Of Tipperary Towns: 

(Adjournment debate), 441. 

(Notice of adjoumment debate), 382. 


-nth April , 1924. 

Flour 

Foreign : Sold as Irish, 1252. 

Importation of bran and pollard with, 1251. 
Importation of (millers’) offals and, 1005. 

Foreshore 

Lease of Rosscarbery, 1503. 

Four Courts 

Custom House and General Post Office sites : 
Future use of, 1417. 

General P. Office and Custom House sites : 
Clearing of : Dublin, 2240. 

Foynes Harbour Trustees 

Authority constituting, 155. 

Galway 

Account against Army (case of M. Bowen), 803, 
Claim against Army : 

(Case of J. O'Halloran), 804. 

(Case of J. Naughton), 2120. 

County Council: Agricultural grants, 3091. 
County : Land Purchase Arrears, 283, 452. 
County : Motor Taxes, 373. 

Estates (Bellview, etc.) : Division of, 763. 
Estate (Springrove): Acquisition and 
Division of, 283. 

Land Purchase Arrears, 615. 

Laurencetown : Unemployment, 87. 

West and Mayo : Relief of Distress in, 374. 

Gárda Síochána (see also Civlc Guard) 

Barracks : Drumlish, 1893. 

Barracks for : Mullingar, 282. 

Power of to withhold witnesses' expenses : 
Rathcoole (case of M. Scully), 2031. 

Genera! Post Offlce, Four Courts and Custom 
House Sites 

Clearing of : Dublin, 2240. 

Geneva Convention 

Conceming Agricultural Workers, 3169. 

Gibbons, John 

Old Age Pensions Bill : Com. S., 2066. 

Giltown-Donadea . 

(Kildare) : Postal facilities, 10. 

Glenamaddy 

Account against Army (caseof J. O'Dea), 160. 
(Galway) : Claim against Army : 

(Case of M. J. Geraghty), 684. 

Glengariffe 

Claim against Army : 

Case of W. O’Sullivan, 2973. 

Compensation (Pre-Truce) Claim : 

(Case of Mrs. O'Sullivan), 2471, 1597. 

Good, John 

Army Inquiry: Debate on Personnel and 
Ternis of Reference, 2843-4. 

Situation (Debate on Motion), 2428. 

Dublin City and County and Saorstát: 
Statistics of tradesmen in receipt of 
Unemployment Benefit, 1808. 

Duty ón Motor Accessories, 449. 

Estimates, Supplementary: Com. on Finance.: 
Finance Ministry, 2325. 

Fisheries Ministry, 2528. 

Temporary Commissions, 2336. 


30 
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Good, John J. — cont. 

Housing (Building Facilities) Bill : 

1 S.. 389. 

2 S., 635, 673. 

Com. S., 849 to 856, 868 to 893, 914 to 
921, 954, 963 to 973. 1009 to 1020, 1036 
to 1045, 1131» Ir 4 2 to ji 48 . 
Recommitted, 1823 to 1836. 

4 S., 1839 to 1841. 

5 S., 1848-9. 

4 S., 1531 to 1 555 * 

From the Seanad, 2987 to 2991. 

Industry and Commerce : Appointment of 
• Minister for, 2809. 

Juries (Amendment) Bill: 4 S., 2130 to 2134. 
Oireachtas : 

Accommodation (Debate on Motion), 592. 
Rep. of Joint Com. on Temporary Accom- 
modation for the, 2153-4. 

Patrol Boats : Repairs to, 1889. 

Railways Bill : 

1 S., 2852. 

2 S., 3274 to 3282, 3289, 3300, 3001. 
Rathnew Brickworks : Re-opening of, 375. 
Saggart : Claim against Army (case of J. 

Dowd), 2746. 

Special Com. on Wireless Broadcasting: 
Com. to examine evidence presented to 
(Debateon Motion), 1372, 1402 to 1408. 
Treaty re Regulation of U.S. Liquor Traffic 
(Debate on Motion), 3036. 

Wireless Broadcasting: (lnterim) Rep. of 
Special Com. on, 773, 780. 

Gorey, Denls J. 

Army Inquiry: Debate on Personnel and 
Terms of Reference, 2832. 

Inquiry : Terms of Reference (Adjoumment 
Debate), 2668. 

Situation (Debate on Motion), 2385, 2418 to 
2425. 

Situation: Statement by President 

(Debate on), 2313. 

Business of the Dáil (Forthcoming Legis- 
lation), 2593-4. 

Cattle (Irish), Compulsorily Slaughtered in 
British Lairages : Compensation for 

(Debate on Motion), 2957, 3102. 

Clare County: Local Administration in 
(Debate on Motion), 747, 754. 

Clonakilty Postal Deliveries, 12. 

Cobh Outrage: Sympathy of Irish Nation 
with relatives of victims (Motion by Presi- 
dent),2293. 

Courts of Justice Bill: from the Seanad, 
2 777 to 2784. 

Deputy: Request for Special Commission 
to investigate statements and suggestions 
made against a, 2967. 

Enforcement of Law (Occasional Powers) 
Bill: Com. S., 2645. 

Ennis: Army Pension Claim (case of P. 
Mahony), 1337. 

Estimates, Supplementary : Com. on Finance : 
Law Charges, 2348 to 2351. 
public Works Ofiice, 2340. 

Public Works and Buildings, 2459, 2460. 
Estimates: Com. on Finance: Vote on 
Account, 2573. 

Fiscal Inquiry: 

Debate (Business of the Dáil), 359. 
(Debate on Motion), .516. 

81 


Gorey, Denls J.— cont. 

Housing (Building Facilities) Bill: 

2 S., 655. 

Gom. S., 862, 927, 931, 937 to 947, 1034-5. 
Kilcock : Army Dependent's Allowance (case. 

of Mrs. Keegan), 1337. 

Land Commission Annuities : Supplemental 
Not.ices for (Adjónmment Debate), 145-6.. 
Local accounts ana recotds: System of 
keeping by local boards, 2112. 

Local Government (Collection of Rates) Bill: 
2 S., 99, 107 to 114. 

Nomination of Minister for Defence : (debate 
on motion), 2254. 

Oireachtas accommodation (debate on motion) 
588-9, 597 - 8 * 

Postal arrangements in Saorstát, 2605. 

Public Safety (Powers of Arrest and Deten- 
tion) Temporary Bill: Com. S., 34, 80. 
Railways Bill: 2 S., 3268 to 3285. 

Rates : Suggested postponement of striking 
the (adjournment debate), 363. 

R.I.C. (rcsigned and dismissed) Pension 
Order, 840. 

Special Com. on Wireless : 

Broadcasting : Interim Rep. of (debate on 
motion), 1112, 1127. 

Nomination of, 17, 18. 

Summer Time Bill: 

Business of the Dáil, 730. 

2 S., 466. 

4 S., 2310. 

5 S., 2675. 

Treaty re Regulation of U.S. Liquor Traffic 
(debate on motion), 3042. 

Vote on Account (Business of the Dáil), 2564. 
Wireless Broadcasting : 

Final Rep. of Speciat Com. on, 2864-8, 2886. 
(Interim) Rep. of Special Com. on, 776. 

Gormanstown 

Claim against Army (case of N. McCullen), 

1504. 

Gort 

Account against Army : 

(CcLse of J. Corcoran), 804. 

(Case of Mrs. Glynn), 1651. 

(Case of P. J. Melville), 161. 

(Case of J. O'Donohue), 289. 

Old Age Pension claim (case of Catherine 
Ward), 3188. 

Granagh 

Claim against Army (case of Mrs. Carey), 2736. 

Grange 

(Limerick) : Unemployment benefit claim 
(case of D. 0 'Shaughnessy), 2731. 

Grants 

For Tipperary (N.R.) Coimty Council, 83. 

To corn millers, 788. 

Guns 

Seized (by British)': Return of: Ballymoe 
(Roscommon) (case of M. Clavin), 684. 
(Shot) : Applications for return of: Nenagh 
(various), 1811. 

(Shot) : Return of:. Chláir (case of M. 
Ó Catháin), 2116. > 
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Guns— cont. 

(Sporting) : Retum oí: Dun Laoghaire 
(case of E. Lanphier), 158. 

(Shot): Retum 01: 

Multyfamham (case of P. Farrell), 162. 
New Ross (case of J. Doyle), 1595. 
(Sporting): Retura of: 

Bundoran (case of A. H. Lloyd), 2895. 
Skerries (case of Capt. E. G. Woods), 1815. 
(Shot): Retura of: Stradbally (case of 
J. Colgan), 1822. 

Return of : 

Seized: Eyrecourt (Galway) (case of 

T. Daly), 764. 

Surrendered, 2803, 

Gurteen 

Ranch land (W. Meath) : Distribution of, 
1005. 

Hall, Davld 

Ashbourae estate : Division of, 1645. 
Castlejordan : Telephone and postal facilities 
for, 1892. 

Curragh intemee: Charge against (case of 
T. Robinson), 1651. 

Drumcondrath : Detention of internee from 
(case of H. Malone), 2893. 

Hells: Army dependent’s allowance (case of 
Mrs. A. Nevin), 380. 

Kilcock: Account against Army (case of 
Mrs. J. Balfe), 379. 

Local Goverament: Policy of Minister for 
(debate on motion), 1871, 2187 to 2196. 
Moyvalley Compensation Claim (case of W. 
Marmion), 2893. 

Newbridge Detention Camp: Release of 
prisoner (case of C. Reid), 285. 

Old Age Pensions Bill: 2 S., 1294. 1314. 
Republican Court Clérks : Payment of, 1172. 
Trim : Claim for arrears of Army pay (case 
of M. Matthews), 1891. 

Harbour 

Commissioners 

And Urban Council, Kinsale: Debt of, 
1807. 

Waterford : Powers of Govemment over, 6. 
Constables : Appointment of : Dublin, 2121. 
Trustees, Foynes: *Authority constituting, 
155 - 

Hare Island 

Skibbereen Union : Failure of fisbing distress, 
373 - 

Hare Park Camp 

Curragh : Conditions in, 2735. 

Condition of internees in, 2603. 

Detention of a prisoner in (case of T. Muldoon), 
2808. 

Harristown 

Rildare Claim against Army (case of late 
P. Allison), 376. 

HaulbowUne 

Use of patrol boats at, 761« 

Hayes, Mlehael (see also Ceann Comhairle and 
Speaker) 

Hayes, Riehard (see also 0 hAodha, R.) 

Resignation of, 16. 

■32 


•11 th Afiril, 1924. 

Headford 

(Galway): Claim against Army (case of 
T. Reynolds), 1007. 


Heflernan, Michael R. (see also 0 hlfearnáin, 

M. R.) 

Arms and ammunition : Surrender of, 2596. 
Army situation (debate on motion), 2404. 
Business of the Dáil, 2041. 

Cattle (Irish), compulsorily slaughtered in 
British lairages : Compensation for (debate 
on motion), 3102-6. 

Enforcement of Law (Occasional Powers) Bill: 
Com. S., 2637 to 2661, 2679 to 2696, 
2704 to 2715. 

4 S., 3006. 

Estimates, Supplementarv :|Com. on Finance : 
Army, 2515-i. 

Executive Council, 2450 
Fisherips Ministry, 2522-8, 2538, 2552. 
Land Commission, 1619, 1907 to 1919* 
Public Works and Buildings, 2460, 2468, 
2483. 

Superannuation and Retired Allowances, 
2455 . 

Fiscal Inquiry (Debate on Motion), 441, 467. 
Fisheries Bill : from the Seanad, 128. 
Housing (Building Facilities) Bill: 

Com. S., 887, 925, 932-3* 

5 S., 1852. 

Local Govemment: Policy of Minister for 
(Debate on Motion), 1880 to 1882. 

Milk Suppliers : 

Losses (Business of the Dáil), 757 to 7óo. 
Losses of (Debate on Motion), 1228, 1234, 
1239 to 1250. 

Ministers and Secretaries Bill: Com. S., 247. 
Old Age Pensions Bill: Com. S., 1776, 1801. 

2050 to 2056. 

Public Safety : 

(Powers of Arrest and Detention) Tem- 
porary Bill: Com. S., 30, 33, 69 to 80. 
(Punishment of Offences) Temporary Bill: 
Com. S., 1564. 

R.I.C. (Resignwi and Dismissed) Pension 
Order, 826. 

Tipperary Floods (Adjoumment Debate), 442. 
Treaty re Regulation of U.S. Liquor Traffic 
(Debate on Motion), 2943 to 2945, 3159, 
3165. 

Wireless Broadcasting : Final Rep. of Special 
Com. on, 2862-4. 

M Helga ” (SS.) 

Repairs to Fishery cruiser, 1889. 

Hennessy, Michael (see also 0 hAonghusa, M.) 

Agricultural Wórkers' Convention at Geneva 
(Debate on Motion), 3173. 

Army : 

Inquiry: Debate on Personnel and Terms 
of Reference, 2838. 

Inquiry: Terms of Reference (Adjourn- 
ment Debate), 2666. 

Position: Discussion on Statement by 
President re the, 1978, 1983, 2011. 
Position: Nomination of Minister for 
Defence (Debate on Motion), 2258, 

Central Fund BiH : 2 S., 2590. 
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Hewat, Willlam 

Cinema Trade Shows, 1641. 

Courts of Justice Bill: from the Seanad, 
2760, 2762, 2779, 2819. 

Enforcement of Law (Óccasional Powers) 
Bill: Com. S., 2633, 2706. 

Estimates, Supplementary : Com. on Finance : 
Executive Council, 2452. 

Fisheries Ministry, 2519 to 2529, 2536, 
2538. 2552. 

Land Commission, 1626. 

Public Works and Buildings, 2467. 
Estimates: Com. on Finance: Vote on 
Supply, 2581. 

Films : Cost of Censorship of, 1643. 
Fisheries Bill: from the Seanad, 1447. 
Housing (Building Facilities) Bill : 

1 S., 396-7. 

Com. S., 851-2-4, 884, 892, 916-7, 954 to 
961, 1022-7, 1038, 1046 to 1052, 1184, 

1192-5- 

Recommitted, 1830, 1832, 1837. 

Juries (Amendment) Bill: 2 S., 1670. 
Ministers and Secretaries Bill: Recommitted, 
1511 to 1527. 

Old Age Pensions Bill : Com. S., 1704, 1707, 
1753 to 1758, 1790, 2058. 

Railways Bill: 2 S., 3219, 3236-7, 3265-9. 
3001. 

Standing Orders re Private Business (Debate 
on Motion), 2158. 

Wireless Broadcasting: 

Com. to examine evidence presented to 
(Debate on Motion), 1413. 

Final Rep. of Special Com. on, 2616 to 
2618, 2870. 

Publication of Evidence (Debate on 
Motion,) 1070. 

Third Interim Rep. of Special Com. on, 
2138. 

Hogan, Connor 

Agriculture : Date for Presentation of Report 
of Commission on, 2672. 

Ballinruan (Clare) Sub-Post Office : Closing 
of, 554 - 

Busmess of the Dáil (Orders of the Day), 
625-6. 

Cahir: Claim against Army (case of W. B. 
Talbot), 1740. 

Clare and Tipperary : Detention of intemees 
from (various), 1739. 

Clare County: Local Administration in 
(Debate on Motion), 741, 755. 

College of Science Buildings : Proposed use 
of, 6 n. 

Corofin: 

Account against Army: 

(Case of J.. Crowe), 456. 

(Case of W. Edwards), 159. 

Army Dependent's Allowance (case of 
Pte. J. Daly), 456. 

Detention of intemee from (case of J. 
Shannon), 91. 

Ennis: 

Accounts against Army (cases of Messrs. 

Meehan and Kerin), 159. 

Army pension claim (case of P. Máhony) 
1337 - 

County Home fire outbreak, 1002. 
Lisdoonvama and Hilfenora : Detention of 
intemees from, 91. 


Hogan, Connor— cont. 

Estimates, Supplementary : Com. on Finance: 

Public works and buildings, 2479. 

Housing (Building Facilities) Bill: Com. S., 
1027 to 1035. 

Judicial tenants: Position of under Land 
Act, 2111. 

Kenmare : Army dependents' allowance (case 
of Mrs. O’Brien), 1096. 

Kilnaboy (Clare) : Detention of internee from 
(case of P. O’Fianagan), 1741. 

Knock (Clare) : Refund of juror's (pre-Truce) 
fine (case of C. Woulfe), 450. 

Lahinch and Killimer: Internees from (case 
of S. Mclnerney and S. Gallagher), 1176. 
Lisdeen (Clare) Old Age Pension : 

Case (Notice of adjournment debate), 1822. 
Claim (case of — Lynch), 1810. 

Local Government (Collection of Rates) Bill: 
2 S., 96, 99. 

Com. S., 712, 716 to 722. 

Miltown-Malbay : 

Army dependent's allowance (case of 
T. Fitzgerald), 1000. 

Compensation (pre-Truce) claim (case of 
J. Finucane), 1737. 

Mountshannon : Detention of internee from 
(case of C. Bugler), 2674. 

Oireachtas Members' access to National 
Library, 554. 

Old Age Pension case: Lisdeen, Clare (ad- 
journment debate), 1883. 

Ruan (Clare) : Claim against Army (case of 
P. Casey), 285, 3190. 

Seized stock : Compensation claims of owners 
of, 450. 

Tirconaill County Council: Appointment of 
Rate Collectors, 2111. 

Hogan, PatrlcR (Clare) [ (See also 0 hOgáln, P. 
(An Clár) ] 

Castlejordan telephone and postal faciUties, 
1892. 

Estimates, Supplementary: Com. on Finance: 
PubUc works and buildings, 2470, 2475. 
Temporary Commissions, 2328, 2331. 
Enforcement of Law (Occasional Powers) 
BiU : Com. S., 2627. 

Local Government: PoUcy of Minjster for 
(debate on motion), 1728. 

Old Age Pensions BiU: 

2 S ., 1291 to 1296, 1313. 

Com. S., 1749, 1751» 1964. 

PubUc Safety (Powers of Arrest and Deten- 
tion) Temporary BiU: Com. S. t 46. 
Railways BiU: 2 S., 3252. 

R.I.C., resigned and dismissed: Number 
pensioned or compensated, 1888. 

Treaty re Regulation of U.S. Liquor Traffic 
(debate on motion), 2945, 3161. 

Trim: Claim for arrears of Army pay (case 
of M. Matthews), 1891. 

Wireless Broadcasting : Final Rep. of Special 
Com. on, 2864. 

Hogan, Patrlck, Minister for AgriouUure . 
Agricultural Labourers (Irish) : Employment 
in France, 2304. 

Agriculture : Date for presentation of Report 
of Commission on, 2672. 

AUotments for occupiers of labourers* cottages, 
2607 
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Hogan, Patriek— cont. 

Anny Position: 

Debate on motion, 2371 to 2378, 
Discusston on statement by President 
re the, 1980, 1983, 2014 to 2017. 
Breeding stock: Licensing and registration 
ot, 1340. 

Business of the Dáil (private deputy's busi- 
•ness), 3094. 

Cattle (Irish) compulsorily slaughtered in 
British lairages : Compensation for (debate 
on motion), 2953» 2938 to 2964, 3103 to 
3 io 7 - 

Congested Districts Board Estate Roadway : 
Abbeyfeale, 1503. 

Congested Estates : Lallymore, Kildare, 1340, 
1422. 

Court Officers (Temporary Appointments) 
Bill: Com. S., 461. 

Estate: 

Ashbourne (KUbrew), : Division of, 1645. 
Ballyboughlin, Clara, 557. 

Bogga (W. Meath) : Land bank tenants, 
796. 

Cloghna Ranch (Carlow) : Vesting of in 
Land Commission, 1588. 

Gurteen (W. Meath) : iSstribution of, 1005. 
Kirwan, Milltown (Galway) : Division of, 
1888. 

Limerick (Clery Minor, Garryspillane) : 
Purchase of, 287. 

Limerick (Gloster Minor) : Purchase of, 287. 
Lismacaffrey (Longford) : Distribution of, 
1008. 

(Lynch-Blosse) : Division of: Balla, 2976. 
Newmarket-on-Fergus: Distribution of 

land, 2806. 

(Newtown Forbes) : Division of, 3186. 
(Perry) Stoneyford (Kilkenny) : Vesting of 
in Land Commission, 1588. 

(Springrove) Galway: Acquisition and 

division of, 284. 

Tully, Offaly, 558. 

(Talbot Mostyn), Westmeath: Purchase 
of, 624, 

Estates: 

Acquisition and distribution of: Clare and 
Wicklow, 453. 

Division and izaprovement of: Laurence- 
town (Galway), 87. 

Galway (Bellview, etc.) : Division of, 764. 
Estates of Natáonal Land Bank: Vesting 
arrears oi : Ofíaly area, 8. 

Estimates, Supplementary: Conj. on Finance : 

Land Commission, 1903-5, 1910 to 1920. 
Evicted Tenants' Claim ; BaUinasloe (case of 
M. GaUagher), 1006. 

Fiscal Inquiry (Debate on Motion), 491. 

Flax Growing in Cork County, 1589, 

Flax Seed : Supply of, 1168. 

Flour, Bran and Pollard: Importation of, 
1005. 

Foreshore : Lease of: Rosscajbery, 1503. 
Imported Flourwith Bran and Pollard, 1252. 
Land Act: 

British Guarantee of Bond Issues under the, 
(Adjonmment Debate), 199 to 204. 
Position of Judicial Tenants under, 2171. 
Provisions: Alleged evasion of; Co. 
Louth, 1420. 

• Reference in British Parliament, to Irish, 
163-4. 


Hogan, Patrleh— cont. 

Section 38: Advances to Tenants under, 
1421. 

Land (C.D. Board): Division «of: Arran 
Islands, 795 > 

Land Commission : 

Annuities : Supplemental Notices for (Ad- 
joumment Debate). 147 to 154. 
Instalment: Loughrea (caseof M. Mahony) 
3092. 

Land Purchase Arrears : 

Galway County, 283, 452, 615. 

Land Sales, Co. Louth : Alleged evasion of 
Land Act Provisions, 1341. 

National Library: Access of Oireachtas 
Members to, 554. 

Pig Breeding: 

In Saorstát, 1590. 

Steps to Prevent Depletion of, 1646. 
Potatoes : Export of : Tirconaill, 613. 
Railway, Wolfhill Colliery: Compensation 
for land acquired, 1167. 

Technical Instruction Com. Officials: Anony- 
mous Letters re, 795. 

Town Parks : Purchase Rights of Yearly 
Tenants of, 1646. 

Trees : Destruction of : Bray and Delgany, 
2975 . 

Untenanted Land Claims and Cumann na 
nGaedheal Organiser’s Alleged Statement, 
1422. 

Hogan, Patrick K. (See also 0 hOgáln # P. K.,) 

Appointed in lieu of Deputy Wall, in Special 
Com. on Wireless, 82. 

Holy Cross 

Deténtion oí intemee from (case of T. Maher), 
3189. 

Home Assistance Grants 

Control of : Athy, 9. 

Home Committee AppolntmenteJ 

Sligo County, 2299. 

Horse Pool 

Condemnation of : Clones, 2113. 

Hospltal 

Nurse : Sanction for: Skibbereen, 1892. 
Rebuilding of: Bandon, 280. 

Military : Political Prisoners in, 792. 

House-Lettlng 

Key Money, 794. 

House Purehase 

Scheme of Amalgamated Engineering Union : 

Saorstát Citirens' Disability, re, 1418. 
Scheme of Engineeríng Union and Saprstát 
citizens' disadvantage, 2597. 

Houses 

Erection of: Fermoy, 1170. 

Unoccupied: Rates on, 1423. 

Honslng (ButlfUng FaefBttes) BHl 

1 s., 383. 

2 S„ 558, 626. 

Com. S„ 84$, 9Í3, tobív xrgp» xx&gv 
4 S„ 1531. . - •: 
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Houslng (Building Facilities 9111 ) — cont. 
Recommitted, 1823. 

4 S., 1839. 

5 S., 1843. 

Money Resolution, 847. 

From the Seanad, 2986, 3^x53. 


Housing 

Conditions of Irish migratory workers m 
Scotland, 156. 

For British ex-Service Men : Bailieborough, 
8 7 * 

Scheme : Midleton R N District, 16. 


Hughes, Peter (See also 0 hAodha, P.) 

Anny Position : 

Statement by President re the, 1901. 
(Debate on Motion), 2395 to 2400, 2411. 
Business of the Dáil (Forthcoming Legisla- 
tion), 2593 - 

Clare County: Local Adroinistration in 
(Debate on Motion), 756. 

Committee 

Of Public Accounts : Nominations to the, 
2986. 

Ot Selection <Business of the Dáil), 2899. 
EIectricíty Undertatings (Continuance of 
Charges) Bili : 2 S., 1481. 

Estimates, Suppleroentary : Com. on Finance : 

Irish Land Comroission, 1619. 

Housing (Building Facilities) BUl: 

1 S., 392. 

Com. S., 861, 965, 966. 

Joint Com. on Standing Orders re Private 
Business, and re Aroendts. made by the 
Seanad to Bills (Nomination of Deputies 
011), 458, 460. 

Local Govemment: Policy of Minister for 
(Debate on Motion), 1722-3. 

Oireachtas : 

Accororoodation (Debate on Motion), 587. 
Joint Com. on Temporary Accoromodation 
for the (Deputies Noroinated), 783. 

Rep. of Joint Gom. on Temporary Accom- 
raodation for, 2139, 2155, 

Rep. of Joint Com. on Temporary Accom- 
roodataon for (Dejbate on Motion), 2899, 
2904. 

Special Com. on Wireless: 

Broadcasting, 232. 

Nomination of, 17, j8. 

Substitution of Deputy Wall by Deputy 
P. K. Hogan on, 82. 

Rates: Suggeeted Postponement of Strildng 
the (Aaiournment Debate), 365. 

Standing Órders: 

Re Private Business (Debate on Motion), 
2156. 

Rulings re Suspending (Business of the 
Dáil), %&>. 

Wireless Brcadcaating: • 

Final Rep. of Special Com. on, 2862. 
(Interiro:) Rep. of Special Com. on, 772-3, 
7 ^ 3 . 


Illegal Trawliug 

RrQjsecu#OX»e for, 2109, 

imarial BMMBte finlmiM Bepart 

Circulatíon of, 68$« 
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Importation of Flour and Millers’ Oflals, 1005« 
Imported Flour wlth Bran and Pollard, 1251. 

Imprisonment of Deputy 

Case of Deputy H. Coyle, Mayo North, 2984. 

Ineome Tax 

And Amalgamated Engineering Union House 
Purchase Scheme, 1418. 

Arrears, etc.: Distraints for non-payment of, 
1817. 

Of Milk—Supplying Farmers, 787. 

In Saorstát and Dommions : Relief suggested 
for, 157. 

Increase of Rent 

And Mortgage Interest (Restrictions) Act: 

Hardship caused by, 451. 

(Restrictions) Act, and Key Money for House 
Letting, 794. 

India and Nyassa|and. 

Preferential Tobacco Duty for, 788. 

Industries 

Of Saorstát: Representation in British 
Empire Exhibition, 6. 

Safeguarding of Irish, 2471. 

Industry and Commerce 

Appointment of Minister for, 2809. 

Approval of Appointment of Minister for, 

2986. 

Nomination of Minister for, 2747. 
Resignation of Minister for, 1896. 

IntAflt Welfare Ciinic 

Carnegie Trust offer to Dublin Corporation 
re, 1004. 

Inspectors of Dairies and Cowsheds 

Duties of, 2300. 

Inspector of Mines 

Proposed Appointment of, 1418. 

Imwest 

ICillaloe (case of late P. Lewis), 286. 

Inquiry, Committee of 

fnto Administration of the Army: 

Personnel of the, 2206. • 

Terms of Reference of the, 2214. 

Inquiry lnto Army Situatlon 

Request for Information re proposed, 2747, 

Request for Information re, 3093. 

Statement by President on personnel of 
proposed Com. pf, 2.820, 

Insurance (Natlonal Health) Benefits 

Delayéd Payments of, 1501. 

IptermedUte Bpard 

Examinations (for 1922) in the SJx Cpupties: 
Payment of Grants for, 93. 

Internatíonal lahpur Coaventieaa a«4 Vl#NHÉpy* 

ment, 1332. 
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Interned 

Civil Servants : Reinstatement of, 997. 

Or arrested Public Servants: Request for 
Rep. of the Com. investigating cases of, 
2968. 


Internee 

Curragh : Charge against (case of T. Robinson) 
1651. 

Detention of (case of J. Flannery, Loughrea), 
621. 

Detention of (case of P. O’Connor, Lisdoon- 
varna), 379. 

Detention of : Curragh (case of O. McDonnell), 
2119. 

Detention of: Hare Park Camp (case of T. 
Muldoon), 2808. 

i ternee from 

Aherlow: Detention of (case of J. Hayes), 

2 743 * , , 

Athlone: Reconsideration of sentence on 
(case of T. Mannion), 2602. 

Balla: Detention of (case of W. Murphy), 
3180. 

Ballina: Detention of (case of T. Finnerty), 
3192. 

Bandon : Detention of (case of M. McCarthy 
and R. Russell), 3193* 

Bandon : Release of (case of D. Duggan), 803. 

Castlepollard: Detention of (case of T. 
Gafíney), 2303. 

Clare: Detention of (case of D. Shanahan), 
2115. 

Clare: Trial of (case of D. Leyden), 2115. 

Clonmel: Detention of (case of J. O’Riordan), 
3 i 94 - 

Cork : Detention of (case of P, Ryan), 2970. 

Corofin : Detention of (case of J. Shannon), 91. 

Counties Tipperary and Clare : Detention of 
(various), 1739. 

Dingle : Detention of (case of Seán Kennedy), 
2121. 

Dingle: Detention of (case of T. Brosnan), 
2982. 

Drumcondrath: Detention of (case of H. 
Malone), 2893. 

Dungarvan : Detention of (case of T. Kiely), 
3193 * 

Ennis: Detention of (case of B. O’Regan), 
I 33 8 - 

Holy Cross : Detention of (case of T. Maher), 

Hifchreest: Detention of (case óf M. Mitchell 
and T. Cannon), 3192. 

Kilcock: Detention of (case of J. Brady), 
2896. 

Kill, Hildare : Detention of (case of C. Mills), 
2744. 

Kilnaboy, Clare: Detention of (case of 
P. O'Flanagan), 1741. 

Kilrush: Release of (case of B. Lowe), 2603. 

Kiltimagh : Detention of (case of W. Halligan) 
3193 * 

Loughrea: Detention of (case of J. Flannery) 
3 i 9 i* 

Monasterevan: Detention of (case of P. 
Nelligan), 2982. 

Mountshannon, Clare: Detention of (case of 
C. Bugler), 1424. 

Mountshannon: Detention of (case of C. 
Bugler), 2674. 
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Internee from — cont. 

Naas : Detention of (case of A. Fitzpatrick), 
3190. 

Newbridge (case of C. Reid), 285. 

Newcastle West: Release of (case of E. 
Mulcahy), 1504. 

Portlaoighise: Detention of (case of T. 
Brady), 2970. 

Tullamore : Detention of (case of W. Pigott), 
1822. 

Wexford : Release of (case of F. Carty), 805. 


Internees 

At Hare Camp : Condition of, 2603. 

Internees from 

Ballinahown (W. Meath) : Release of (case of 
Messrs. Daly, Costello, Dalton), 1001. 
Clare : Detention of (cases of Messrs. Stack 
and Shanahan), 2030. 

. Cork County : Detention of (various), 1814. 
Dunlavin and Donard : Detention of (case 
of C. Connell and P. J. Rogers), 3184. 
Ennis, Lisdoonvarna and Kilfenora: Deten- 
tion of, 91. 

Kilgarvan and Ballineen : Release of (case 
of J. Randles and J. Crowley), 1096. 
Lahinch and Killimer (case of S. Mclnemey 
and S. Gallagher), 1176. 

Miltown-Malbay : Detention of, 1175. 
Newcastle West: Detention of (various), 2745 
Trials of, 1596. 

Irls an Ghárda 

Annual cost of the Magazine, 902. 

Irlsh 

Agricultural labourers: Employment of in 
France, 2304. 

Bonded Film Stores : 

Contract with film censor, 3089, 3090. 

Ltd. : Total charges on films, 1642. 

Free State : Representation of industries of, 
in British Empire Exhibition, 6. 

Hydro and Peat Electric Power Bill: Rep. 

from Examiner of Private Bills, re, 2808. 
Industries : Safeguarding of, 2471. 

Land Purchase Fund Investments, 998. 
Mental Hospital Workers’ Union and Asylum 
Officers' Superannuation, 619. 

Migratory Workers : Housing conditions in 
Scotland, of, 156. 

Public Health Committee: . Report of for 
1920 (Year), 2473. 

Taxpayers and Income Tax in Dopinions, 157 

James's Street Harbour, Dublln 

Dangerous condition of roadway, 1169. 

Janlna and Corfu 

Report of International Jurists of League of 
Nations re incidents at, 2602. 

Johnson, Thomas (See also MacEoin, T.) 
Agricultural Workers’ Convention at Geneva 
(debate on motion), 3171. 

Army Inquiry: 

Request for information re, 3093. 

Terms of Reference (adjournment debate), 
2665, 2670. 

Debate on Personnel and Terms of Reference 
28?^, 2830, 2840, 2830, 2851. 
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Johnson, Thomas— coni. 

Army Position : 

Adjoumment debate, 2214, 2236-8. 
Discussion on Statement by President re 
the, 1897 to 1900, 1972 to 1985, 1998, 
201 6 to 2021. 

Army Situation : 

Business of the Dáil, 2306 to 2309. 

Debate on motion, 2354, 2367, 2373 to 
. 2379, 2385, 2408, 2422 to 2430. 
Nomination of Minister for Defence (debate 
on motion), 2243 to 2251, 2261, 2271-3. 
Statement by President (debate on), 2312 
to 2317. 

Boundary : 

Commission : Adjourned Conference, 1599. 
Conference : Proposal to meet in London, 
685. 

Business of the Dáil, 2043. 

Forthcoming legislation, 2592-3, 2747. 
Private Members* business, 1600 to 1608. 
Cattle (Irish) cofnpulsorily slaughtered in 
British lairages : Compensation for (debate 
on motion), 2958, 3100, 3101-2. 

Central Fund Bill: 

1 S., 2588-9. 

Com. S., 2591. 

Civil Service Regulation (No. 2) Bill : From 
the Seanad, 1454 to 1463, 1470, 1471. 
Cobh murder : Request for information re, 
3194 - 

Cobh outrage : Sympathy of Irish Nation 
with relatives of victims (motion by 
President), 2293. 

Committee of : 

Public Accounts : Nominations to the, 2986 
Selection (Business of the Dáil), 2899. 
Coroners (Qualification) Bill: 2 S., 187. 
Courtb of Justice Bill: From the Seanad, 
2753 to 2775, 2789 to 2798. 

Court Of&cers (Temporary Appointments) 
Bill: Com. S., 461. 

Curragh Stables strike : Allegation against 
Army re (adjournment debate), 995. 

Dáil Eireann Loans and Funds Bill : 4 S., 
462-3. 

Demobilised soldiers : Order for clothing for, 
2672. 

Dublin : 

Militaxy activity in, 2123. 

Public meeting prohibited (adjournment 
debate), 546. 

South : Issue of Writ for, 1180 to 1183. 
Dundalk: Claim against Army (case of 
N. J. Treanor), i8ró. 

Enforcemeht of Law (Occasional Powers) 
Bill: 1 S., 1429. 

Enforcement of Law (Occasional Powers) Bill: 

1 S., 1429* 

2 S., 1927* 1935 » i 94 °» * 947 > I957~8. 

Com. S., 2627 to 2634, 2643 to 2660, 2678 

to 2687, 2698 to 2721. 

4 S., 3006. 

Estimates, etc. (Business of the Dáil), 2353-4. 
Estimates, Supplementary: Com. on Finance: 
Army, 2487 to 2500, 2505, 2515. 

Army Pensions, 2554. 

Civil Service Commission, 2556. 

Executive Council, 2444, 2449 to 2452. 
Finance Ministry, 2318, 2324. 

Fisheries Ministiy, 2522, 2527, 2-533 to 2550. 
Industry and Commerce Ministry, 2435-6. 


Johnson, Thomas— cont. 

Irish Land Commission, 1613 to 1619. 

Law Charges, 2349. 

Public Works and Btiildings, 2457, 2461, 
2481. 

Public Works Office, 2342. 

Railways, 2344. 

Temporary Commissions, 2328-9, 2336. 
Vote on Account, 2571-2, 2576, 2582. 
Firearms (Temporary Provisions) Bill: 

. 2 S., 912. 4 

Com. S., 1209 to 1213. 

4 S., 1430, 1431. 

Fiscal Inquiry : 

Debate (Business of the Dáil), 359. 

(Debate on Motion), 414, 433, 493-4. 
Fisheries Bill: from the Seanad, 125, 129, 

! 45 o. 

Housing (Building Facilities) Bill: 

1 S., 388, 391, 395 - 8 - 

2 S., 558-9, 564, 626. 

Com. S., 850, 854-5, 863 to 894, 916 to 919, 
929, 939 to 943, 949 to 968, 1014 to 10-18, 
1026-7, 1042 to 1052, 1131 to 1135, 1144 
to 1149, 1185 to 1194, 1200. 

4 S„ 1533 to 1554. 

Recommitted, 1829 to 1836. 

5 S., 1844 to 1849. 

From the Seanad, 2987, 2992. 

Imperial Economic Conference Rep. : Cir- 
culation of, 681. 

Imprisonment of a Deputy, 2984. 

Industry and Commerce : 

Appointment of Minister for, 2810. 
Nomination of Minister for, 2748-9. 
Internees : Trials of, 1596. 

Juries (Amendment) Bill : 

Com. S., 2091 to 2104. 

4 S., 2128 to 2135. 

5 S., 2310. 

Money Resolution, 1962, 2082 to 2090. 
Land Act: 

British Guarantee of Bond Issues undar 
the (Adjournment Debate), 198 to 202. 
British Guarantee of Bond Issues under 
the (Notice of Adjournment Debate), 164. 
Reference in British Parliament to Irish, 
162-4. 

Local Bodies : Date of Elections for, 1741. 
Local Government: 

(Collection of Rates) Bill: 

2 S., 101. f 

Com. S., 722 to 727. 

4 S.. 847. 

Electors Registration Bill : from the 
Seanad, 135 to 142, 1439 to 1441. 

Policy of Minister for (Debate on Motion), 
1723-8, 2159 to 2177, 1866-7, x 873» 
1883. 

(Temporary Provisions) (Amendment) Bill 

1 S., 1659. 

2 S., 2624. 

Com. S., 2127. 

Milk Suppliers : Losses of (Debate on Motion), 
1234 to 1237, 1246. 

Milltown (Galway) Estate: Division of, 
1888. 

Ministers and Secretaries Bill: 

From the Seanad, 2994-9. 

Recommitted, X483 to 1490, 1496-7. 

1511 to 1529. 
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1 oth Jan. f 19*4,- 

Johnson, Thomas— cont. 

Oireachtás: 

Rep. of Joint Com. 011 Temporary Accom- 
modátion for (Debate on Motion), 
2906. 

Accommodation (Debate on Motion), 582-3, 
597"®* 

Staff : Motion te Rep. of Com. on (scale of 
Wages and Salaries), 624, 672, 

Request for Rep. of Com. on and Statement 
re Salaries of, 1652. 

Old Age Pensions Bill: 

1 S. ( 808. 

2 S. ( 1266, 1302. 1315-6, 1350, 1359. 

Com. S., 1691, 1698 to 1706, 1746 to 1758, 

1770, 1779, 1788 to 1805, 1967, 2032 to 
2037, 2044-6, 2055 to 2073. 

4 S., 2622. 

5 S., 2853. • 

Money Resolution, 1629. 

Old Age Pensions : 

Outdoor relief valued as means, 3178. 
Statistics (Busincss of the Dáil), 733-4. 
Patrol boats : Repairs to, 1889. 

Political prisoners : Number of in custody, 
and untried, and sentenced, 2114. 

Post Office Commission (debate on motion re), 
343, 351-2. 

Prisons and camps : Tnspection of, 2604. 
Public meeting prohibited : Dublin (notice of 
adjoumment debate), 4.58. 

Public Safety (Powers of Arrest and Deten- 
tion) Temporary BilJ : 

Com. S., 24 to 33, 40 to 45, 58 to 78. 
Recommitted, 170 to 186,208 to 218. 

4 S., 219 to 228. 

5 S., 228. 

From the Seanad, 687, 690, 694. 
Emergency Resolution, 698. 

Public Safety (Punishment of Offences) 
Temporary Bill • 

1 S., 909, 910. 

2 S., 1219, 1359. 

Com. S., 1537 to 1564, 1570 to 1574, 
1581 to 1586, 1635-7, 16*84 to 1688. 

4 S., 1920, 1922. 

5 S., 2040, 2042. 

Frora the Seanad, 3003. 

Railways BiJ : 

1 S., 2852. 

2 S., 3231 to 3245, 3291 to 3302. 

Rathnew Brickworks : Re-opening of, 375. 
R.I.C. (resigned and dismissed) Pension Order, 
829, 832. 

Russian Govemment’s debts, 1171. 

Shannon River: Development of powerfrom, 
2730. 

Soldiers: Demobilised and vacancies in the 
Ptiblic Service, 1416. 

Special Com. on Wireless Broadcasting: 
Com. to examine evidence presented to 
(debate on motion), 1373-5» 1382 to 1389, 
1404-5-7. 

Special Com. on Wireless : Nominatiori of, 
17, 18. 

Special Com. on Wireless Broadcastírig: 
Admission of the Press (debate ott motiott), 
1674. 

Interirá Rep. ói (debate on motion), Í085, 
1092, 1124. 


1 ith April, 1924. 

Johnson, Thomas— cont. 

Publication of Evidence (debate ott motion) r 
1055, 1074, 1076. 

Standing Orders: Rulings fé Snspending 
(Business of the DáU), 291. 297* 

Summer Time Bill: 4 S., 2310. 

Tirconaill: Distress in : 

Adjoumment debate, 606. 

Notice of adjóumment debate, 383. 
Tirconaill : Prosecutions for illegal trawling 
off, 21 to. 

Tre»ty re Regulation of U.S. Liquof Traffic 
(debate on motion), 2931 to 2936, 294 6 ~7»■ 
3007, 3031 to 3040, 3050, 3065, 3074 to 
3076, 3115-8, 3129, 3135, 3150, 3159 to 
3163. 

Unemployment Benefit: 

Claim: Monasterevan (caseof J.KaVanagh) r 
I4 j 9. 

Request for extertsion of, 3186. 

Vote on Account (Busjmess of the Dáil), 
2563-4. 

Wireless Broadcasting: (Interim) Rep. of 
Special Com. on, 773 to 784. 

Johnstown 

Bridge : Claim for Army gratuity (case of 
P. O’Gorman), 3180. 

(Straffan) : Closing of Post Office at, 1893. 

Jolnt Commlttee 

Of Dáil and Seanad : On Procedure re 
Amendts. made by the Seanad to Bilk, 230. 
On Standing Orders : 

Relative to Private Business, 207. 
re Private Business : Nomination of 
Deputies on, 458. 

On Temporary Accommodation for the 
Oireachtas : 

Deputies nominated, 783. 

Rep. of the, 2899, 2139. 

To Consider Procedure re Amendts. made by 
the Seanad to Bills 458. 

Judiclal Tenants 

Position of under Land Act 21 n. 

Juries (Amendment) Bill 

1 S., 1426. 

2 S., 1660, 1667, 1670. 

Com. S., 2091. 

4 S., 2128. 

5 S„ 2309. 

Money Resolution, 1959, 2079. 

Juror's (Pre-Truce) Fine 

Refund refused (case of C. Woulfe, Knock, 
Clare), 450. 

Kells 

Army dependent's allowance (case of Mrs. A. 
Nevin), 380. 

Dublin Motor Mail Scrvice, 797. 

Renmare 

Account against Army (case of T. Cronin), 
2982. 

Anny dependentís allówance (caeh ói Mrs. 
O'Brien), 1096. 

Kennedy, Éíugh, Attorney*General 
Coroners (Qttalifióátibti) Bill: i 8., 187. 
Conrts oi Juártce Bíil: From the Seaaad : 
2751 to 2798, 2812 tó 2820. 
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Kennedy, Hugh — cont. 

Estimates, Sopplementary : Com. on Finance: 
Fisheries Mini«try # 2544 to 2547. 

Law Charges, 2350, 2351. 

Fisheries Bill: from the Seanad, 122, 1442. 
Juries (Amendt.) Bill: 

Com. S., 2096 to 2101. 

Money Resolution, 2088. 

Local Govemment Electors Registration Bill: 

from the Seanad, 137 to 142. 

Mmisters and Secretaries Bíll : 

Com. S. # 238 to 249. 

Recommitted, 1482 to 1500, 1507 to 1529. 
4 S. # 1531. 

From the Seanad, 2993 to 3000. 

Oireachtas : Rep. of Joint Com. on Temporary 
Accommodation for (Debate on Motion), 
2901, 2910. 

Public Safety (Powers of Arrest and Deten- 
tion) Temporary Bill: 

Recommitted, 215. 

4 S., 226. 

Special Com. on Wireless Broadcasting: 
Com. to examine evidence presented to 
(Debateon Motion), 1384 to 1399» 1411-2. 
Suinmer Time Bill, 1924 : 1 S., 232. 

Treaty re Regulation of U.S. Liquor Trafi&c 
(Debate on Motion), 2938 to 2944, 3075-6, 
3110, 3123. 

Wireless Broadcasting : Final Rep. of Special 
Com. on, 2872. 

Kerry County Council 

Arrangement of Road Work Scheme, 2734. 

K«y Money 

House Letting, 794. 

Kllbeggan 

Account against Army (caseof M. Piggott), 15. 
Arrears of Army Pay (case of C. Mooney), 15. 
Compensation (Pre-Truce) Claim (case of 
J. J. McGninness), 3175. 

KiIohceest (Oalwaj) 

Detention of intemees from (case of Mi 
Mitchell and T. Cannon), 3192. 

KUcock 

Army Dependent’s Allowance: 

(Case of Mrs. J. Balfe), 379. 

(Case of Mis. Keegan) # 1337« 

Arrears of Army Officer’s Pay (case of lieut. 
O’Biien), 284. 

Claim against Army (case of J. J. Lube), zS ©3. 
Detentbn of tntemoe from (case of J. m ady), 
2896. 

Hilconnell 

Unemployment Beneíit Claim (case of M. 
Gibbs), 1333. 


Rilcullen 

Claán agatet Amy hy Dischatged SoWer 
(case of *P. Dovle), 792. 

Unemployment Beneht Claim (case of M. 
Hogan), 800. - 


Kildangan Postman 

Pension or Gratuíty for (caee of F. MbooejJ, 

2304- ♦ 


KUdare • 

Army Dependent’s Allowance (case of Mrs. 
Spry), 3181. 

Barracks : I,eave for Soldiers in, 2674. 

Claim against Army: 

(Case of G. H. Fawcett), 903. 

(Case of P. Higginbottom), 555. 

Postal Facilities for Giltown-Donadea, 10. 
Unemployment Benefit (case of E. Swanton), 
616. 

Unempíoyment Benefit Claim (case of P. 
Dempsey), 2119. 

Kildysart 

Old Age Pension Claim (case of Míss Meaney), 
2118. 

Hilfenora 

Ennis and Lisdoonvama: Detentbn of 
Intemees from, 91. 

Old Age Pension Claim (case of M. Fotde), 
2118. 

Hilgarvan and Baliineen 

Release of intemees from (case of J. Randies 
and J. Crowley), 1096. 

Kilkelly (Mayo) 

Compensation (Pre-Truce) Claim (case of 
V. Fraine), 798. 

Kilkenny 

Compensation Claim (caseof Miss Loughman), 
2799. 

Hillaloe 

Inquest (case of late P. Lewis), 286. 

Hilleshandra 

Account against Army (case of P. Cassidy), 
3085. 

K(IIester (DubUn) 

Lighting of District, 9. 

KiUtney 

Officer’s Claim for Arrears of Army Pay 
(case of Capt. Walsh), 802. 

Kill (Elldare) 

Detention of intemee from (case of C. Mills), 
2744. 

Rilmacow 

Claim for Army Proficiency Pay (caae of J. 
O’Neill), 2121. 

Kilmaethomas 

Unemployed Benefit Claim (cases of Mary 
Sarsfield and E. Suilivan), 1342. 

Kflnaboy (Clare) 

Detention of intemee from (case ©f P. 
OTlanagan), 1741. 

Rilrush 

Account against Army (case of T. Ronan), 
1176. 

Annfy Dependent's Allowance (case of MTis. 
SuUivan), 1335. + 

Release of Intemee from (casa of R. Ijowd), 
2603. 
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KUtfmagh 

Detention of intemee from (case of W. 
Halligan), 3192. 


Xinnegad 

Civic Guard Barracks : Payment for work, 

1425. 

Klnsale 

Debt of Harbour Commissioners and Urban 
Council, 1807. 


Knock (Clare) 

Refund of Juror’s (Pre-Tmce) Fine (case of 
C. Woulfe), 450. 


Knoeklong 

Compensation (Pre-Truce) Claim (case of 
S. Croker), 3175. 


Labour 

Convention at Geneva conceming Agricul- 
tural Workers, 3169. 

Labourers* Cottages 

Allotments for occupiers of, 2607. 

Scheme: Fermoy, 84. 

Scheme : Midleton, 16. 

Land 

Act: Advances to Tenants under Section 3S 
of, 1421. 

Act: British Guarantee of Bond Issues under 
the 

(Adjoumment Debate), 197. 

(Notice of Adjoumment Debate), 164. 

Act: Position of Judicial Tenants under, 
2111. 

Act (Purchase) : Reference in British Pariia- 
ment to Irish, 162. 

Commission and Cloghna Rranch (Carlow), 
1588. 

Commission Annuities : Supplemental Notices 
for 

(Adjoumment Debate), 143. 

(Notice of Adjoumment Debate), 93. 

Commission : Division of Estates at Laurence- 
' town(Galway) to relieve unemployment, 87. 

Commission Instalment: Loughrea (case of 
M. Mahony), 3091. 

Distribution of: 

Arran Isíands, 795. 

Lismacaffrey (Longford), 1008. 
Newmarket-on-Fergus, 2806. 

Division of : 

Balla, 2976. 

Newtownforbes, 3186. 

Plot (letting of) : Dublin : Infirmary Road, 
1174. 

Purchase Arrears): Galway County, 283, 452. 

Purchase arrears: Galway, 615. 

Purchase Fund Investments, 998. 

(Ranches), Gurteen (W. Meath) : Distribution 
of, 1005. 

Sales: Alleged evasion of Land Act provi- 
sions, 1341. 

Sales: Co. Louth: Alleged evaaion of Land 
Act provisions, 1419. 


3.—INDEX. 

•nth April , 1924. 

Lahlnch 

And Hillimer: Internees from (case of 
S. Mclnerney and S. Gallagher), 1176. 

Raid for wireless set (case of M. Vaughan), 
2472. 

Raids for wireless apparatus, 1591. 

LaHymore (KJldare) 

Congested estates, 1340, 1422. 

Laurencetown (Oalway) 

Unemployment, 87. 

League of Nations 

Report of Jurists re Janina and Corfu 
incidents, 2602. 

Leas-Cheann Comhairle (See 0 Máille, P. f 
Deputy-Speaker, Ceann Comhairle and 
Leas-Cheann Comhalrle—Rulings of) 

Ledden, James (See O Leadáin, S.). 

Letter 

Registered: Loss of: Tipperary (case of 
J. O’Meara), 1095. 

Letters 

(Anonymous), re departmental officials, 795. 
Written by executed prisoner : Delivery of : 
Tralee (case of late Jas. McEnery), 90. 

Licensing and Registration of Breeding Stock f 

1339. 

Llmerlck 

Claim for additional Army pay (case of 
Vol. J. Browne), 2028. 

County Council : 

Number of, and salaries of permanent and 
temporary staffs, 2600. 

Workers’ wages on Trank Road Scheme, 

2978. 

County : Special grant for road work in, 2891. 
Estate (Garryspillane) : Purchase of, 287. 
Estate (Gloster Minor) : Purchase of, 287. 

Liquor Traffic 

Treaty with United States (debate on motion), 
2917, 3007, 3109. 

Lisdeen (Clare) 

Old Age Pension : 

Case (adjoumment debate), 1822, 1883. 
Claim (case of Lynch), 1810. 

Lladoonvarna 

Ennis and Hilfenora : Detention of intemees 
from, 91. 

Internee : Detention of (case of P. O’Connor), 
379 . 

Llsmacaffrey 

Lands (Longford) : Distribution of, 1008. 

Llssyeasey (Clare) 

Compensation (Pre-Truce) claim (case of 
P. O’Rourfce), 1417. 

Loan for Purehase of Seeds 

Clifden R.D. Council, 2673. 

Local Accounts and Records 

System of keeping, 2112. 
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Local Admlnlstration 

In County Clare (debate on motion), 741. 

Local Bodles 

Cavan County : Audit of, I 74 °* 

Local Government 

Collection of Rates Bill: 

2 S., 93 - 
Com. S., 712. 

4 S., 845. 

5 S., 1099. 

From the Seanad, 2723. 

Electors Registration Bill: From the Seanad, 
131, 186, 230, 1439, 1505. 

Policy of Minister for (debate on motion), 
1709, 1858, 2159. 

(Temporary Provisions) (Amendment) -Bill: 

1 S., 1659, 2128. 

2 S., 1941, 2622. 

Com. S., 2125, 2750. 

4 s„ 2751. 

5 S„ 2751. 

Longford 

Claim against Ariny : 

(Case of P. Breeden), 622, 

(Case of W. Adair), 682. 

Loughrea 

Detention : 

Of prisoner from (case of J. Flannery), 621. 
Of internee from (case of J. Flannery), 3191. 
Land Commission instalment (case of M. 
Mahony), 3091. 

Louth 

County: Alleged evasion of Land Act 

provisions, 1341. 

Land sales: Alleged evasion of Land Act 
provisions, 14191 * 

Lynch, Flnlan, Minister for Fisherie *. 

Estimates, Supplementary : Com. on Finance: 
Fisheries Ministry, 2523. to 2530, 2542 to 
2 * 53 -. 

Fisheries Bill: From the Seanad, 115, 118, 
122, 129 to 131, 1441-6. 

Fisheries : 

Development of: Arran Islands, 797. 
Prosecutions for illegal Trawling off Tir- 
conaill, 2109. 

Fishery Cruiser, " Muirchu '*: Repairs to 
1889. 

Fishing Boats : Disposal of by Ministry, 1649. 
Special Com. on Wireless Broadcasting: 
Admission of the Press (Debate on Motion), 

n.. 1674 - * 

Tirconaill: DistresS in (Adjoumment Debate), 
607 to 609. 

Lyons, John (See also Ó Laidhin, S.) 

Army Situation : 

Debate on Motion, 2397. 

Discussion on Statement by President 
re the, 1975* 

Estnnates, Supplementary: Com. on Finance : 

Temporary Commissions, 2336. 

Housing (Building Facilities) Bill: 

2 S., 643-5. 

Com. S., 888, 917 to 923, 951 to 953, 960, 
961, 1021-2-3, 1196 to 1205."* 

4 S., 1842-3. 


Lyons, Johh— cont. 

Local Govemment: 

(Collection of Rates) Bill: 2 S. 1Ó6. 
Pólicy of Minister for (Debate on Motion) 
1868 to 1880, 2197. 

Milk Suppliers : Losses of (Debate on 
Motion), 1237-9. 

Old Age Pensions Bill: 

1 S., 809, 814. 

2 S., 1287. 

Com. S., 1780, 1782. 

Public Saf ety (Punishment of Ofíences) 
Temporary Bill: Com. S., 1633-4. 
SummerTime Bill: 2 S., 464. 

Lytton Entrants to Civil Service 

Salary of, 1639. 

MacBhrlghde, Seosamh (See also McBrlde, J.) 

Mayo : Distress in towns of, 2977. 

MacCosgalr, Seamus (See also Cosgrave,. J.) 

Ballinasloe : 

Claim against Anny (case of P. Harrison), 
288. 

District: Erection of Canal Bridge, 762. 
Banagher (Galway) : Army Dependent's 
Allowance (case of G. O'Reeffe), 765. 
Belturbet: Civic Guard Fatality (case of 
late M. Lyons), 375. 

Coolgarvey (Roscommon) Shooting Fatality 
(case of late P. Barrett), 377. 

Eyrecourt : 

Army Dependent’s Allowance (case of Mrs. 
Donohoe), 3086. 

Claims against Army (cases of J. McCabe, 
and V. Hough), 3088. 

Retum of seized gun (case of T. Daly), 764. 
Galway : 

County Council: Agricultural Grants, 3091. 
County : Land Purchase Arrears, 283, 452. 
MotorTaxes, 373. 

Estates (Bellview, etc), Division of, 763. 
Estate (Springrove) : Acquisition and 
Division of, 283. 

Land Purchase Arrears, 615. 

Kilconnell : Unemployment Benefit Claim 
(case of M. Gibbs), 1333. 

Loughrea: Land Commission Instalment 

(case of M. Mahony), 3091. 

MacEoln, Tomás (See also Johnson, T.) v 

Army : Adjudication of Committee on Back 
Pay Claims, 2674. 

Contracts for Army : Revision of Prices in 
extending, 3181. 

Decrees Issued : Statistics with reference to 
Enforcement of Law Act, 2117. 

Dublin: 

Claim by Volunteer Police for Arrears of 
•Pay, 3190. 

Infirmary Road : Land Plot: Letting of, 
1174. 

Dundalk: Claim against Army (case of 
T. P. Coffev), 1505. 

Dunlavin and Donard : Detention of intemees 
from .(case.of C. Connell and P. J. Rogers), 
3184, 

House Letting : Key Money, 794. 

Houses, Unoccupiecl: Rates on, 1423. 
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1 oth Jan ., 1924.- 

MneEoln, Tomás — cont. 

Irish Agricultural Labourers : Employmeut 
oí in France, 2304. 

Limerick: Claím for additional Army Pay 
(case of Vol. J. Browne), 2028. 

Passports for Saorstát Citizens, 1334. 

Public Safety Act • Offences under, 1171. 
Unemployment and Intemational Labour 
Conventions, 1332. 


MaeFheorali, Rlstoárd (See also Corish, R.) 

Camolin; Payment of Special Constable 
(case of G. Byme), 1591. 

County Council Roads and Motor Tax, 1094. 
Cullenstown (Wexford) r Account agaiast 
Coastal Marine Service (case of M. Wallace), 
1096. 

Methylated Spirits: Request for restriction 
cd Sale of, 3089. 

New Ross : 

Account against Army: 

^(Case of Messrs. French and Hayden), 
1098. 

(Case of J. Murphy), 2300. 
(CaseofMrs. Mooney), 2802. 

Retum of shot gun (case of J. Doyle), 1595. 
SIaney Fishermen : Claim against Armv, 622. 
Wexford : 

Account against Army : 

(Case of Messrs. Hayes and Kavanagh), 
804. 

(Case of Mrs. Duff), 2803. 

Intemee : Releaseof (caseof F. Carty), 805. 
Old Age Pension Claims (eases of E. and J. 
Murphy and J. Byme), 1594. 


MacFhlannchadha, Pádraig (See also Claflcy, P.) 

Abbeyfeale: C.D. Board Estate Roadway, 
I5 ° 2 * 

Drumkeen: Blind Person's Pension Claim 
(case of J. Ryan), 2733. 

Granagh* Claim against Army (case of Mrs. 
Carey), 2736. 

Grange (Limerick): Unemployment Benefit 
Claim (case of D. 0 *Shaugfhnessy), 2731. 
Limerick 

County: Special Grant for road work in, 
2891. 

Estate (Gloster Minor) : Purchase of, 287. 
(Garryspillane) Estate: Purchase of, 287. 
Motor Cars seized (Pre-Truce) by British, 279. 
Newctetle West: 

Army Dependent’s Allowance (case of 
Mrs. Moloney), 2744. 

Detention of iatemees from (various), 2745. 
Release of internee from (case óf E. 
Mulcahy), 1504. 

Templeglantine: Claim against Army (case 
of J. Aheron), 2028. 


MacFadáln, Fááraig (See also MeFaddfS, P.) 

Tirconaill: Prosecutions for illegal trawling 
off, 2109. 


MaeOaraldli, Seátt (See aiso McGany, $.) 

Film Ceíisoishfp : Contract with Irish Bonded 
Film Storos, Ltd„ 3089, 3090. 

Films : 

Bonded Store for Licensing, 2974. 


tlth April, 1924. 

MacGarajdh, Seán— -cont. 

Films— cont. 

Submitted to Censor: Number of feet of r 

2971- 

Patrol Sloop: Salvage íor saving TrawTer, 
“ Harry Milling,” 2968. 


MacGIolla *n Rfogh, Seán (See also Mtlrop, S.) 

Army Arrears of Pay: Claim for (case of 
ex-Capt. Higgins), 2892. 

Arva : 

Account against Army: 

(Case of J. 0 *Reilly), 3085. 

Ballyconnell: 

Account against Army: 

(Case of E. Toomey), 2745. 
Compeflsation Claim (case of Mrs. Dolphin), 
2728. 

Withdrawal of Military from, 2741. 
Ballyjamesduff : Account against Army (case 
of J. Soden), 2805. 

Bawnboy R. District and Ennisldllen No. 2 
District: Distribution of Seed Potatoes 
to, 2802. 

Belturbet: 

Account against Army: 

(Case of J. Dolan), 2745. 

Blacldion : 

Account against Army : 

(Case of J. McGovern), 3085. 

(Case of E, Maguire), 2744. 

Cavan : 

Account against Army : 

(Case of — McQuillan), 2805. 

Cootehill: Accounts against Army (cases of 
Mi». Higgins and J. Smyth), 2804. 

Cavan : 

Election : Payment of Accounts for car 
hire, 2733. * . 

Telephone Service m, 2732. 

Urban District: Allocatfon for trunk roads, 
280?. 

Dowra (Cavan): Accotint against Army 
(case of Mrs. McGovem), 2804. # 

Dublin: Claim against Army (Pre-Truce) 
(case of M. Flemteg), 2742. 

Kilkenny: Compensation Claim (case of 
Miss Loughman), 2799. 

Killeshandra : Account agaifxst Army (case 
of P. Cassidy), 3085. 


MacLlam, Rfeteárd (See also Wffeen, R.) 

Ffour: 

Importation of Bran ai$d Poílard wfth, 1251. 
Importation of (Millers’) Offals, and Í005. 
Imported : Sold as Irfen, 1252. 

Irish Land Purchase Fund Investxnents, 998. 
Templemore: Claim against Army (caee of 
J. Fogarty), iooo. 


MacReffl, Eotn, Minister for Education. 

Army Situatíon: 

Debate on Motion, 2411, 2412, 2427. 
Nomínation of Mínister for Defeace (Debate 
on Motion), 2265 to 2276. 

Education : Interim: Increaaed Gtant for 
^ Secondaxv, 1593. 

Estimates, Supplementary: Cotn. on Finance: 
Public Works and Buildings, 2468. 
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toth Jan.t 1924.- 

MacNeill, Eoin —cont. 

Intermediate Board Exatos., June, 1922, in 
the Six Ccmnties : Pajnnent of Grants for, 93. 
Treaty re Regulations of U.S. Liquor Traffic 
(Debate on Motíon), 3153. 

MacNiocaill, SeOtrM (See also Nicholií, G„ and 
Actlng-Chairman) 

Clifden R.D. Council: Loan for Purchase of 
Seeds, 2673. 


Macroom 

Ex-Rate Collector's Pension (case of J. 
O'Sullivart), 763. 

MacSloghuird, Liam (See also Sears, W.) 

Irish Migratorjr Workers' Housing Conditions 
in Scotlarid, 156. 


Magennls, William 

Public Safety (Pbwers óf Arrest and Detention) 
Temporary Bill: 4 S., 226. 

Secondary Education : Interim, Grant for, 
1593 - _ 

Special Com. on Wireless Broadcasting: 
Admission of the Press (Debate on Motion), 
1676, 1682-3. 

Com. to examine evidence presented to 
(Debate on Motion), 1383 to 1390, 1407, 
1411-2 

Final Rep. of, 2868, 2872-8, 2881. 

Interim Rep. of (Debate on Motion), 1077, 
1102, 1105, 1127-8. 

Publication of Évidence (Debate on 
Motion), 1060, 1066, 1073. 

Treaty re Regulattoft of U. 9 . Liquor Traffic 
(Debate on Motion), 2938 to 2945, 3062 to 
3073. 3ii5, 3135» 3154-5. 


MagUalghairg, Pádralg (See also Mc(JoldrIck, 

P.) 

Tirconaill: Insufficient Number of Peace 
Commissioners in, 906. 


Mftt! (Mcntot) Scrvlce 

Dublin--Kells, 797. 


Mfttntenanee and Repatr Works 

Curragh Camp : Proposed Transfer, 1650. 


Manufacture of Matches 

Licence for (and Duty on Poreign Matches), 6. 


Mftrtlnstown (HUdare) 

Army Pensioft Claira (case of Mrs. Behan) 790. 

Matches, Manufaeture 

Licence for, 6, 


Mayo 

County: Extension of Telephone System to, 
2027. 

Distress in Towns of, 2977. 

North : Aftest of Deputy for, 2306. 

And Galway West: Relief of Distress ín, 374. 

McBrlde, Josepb (See also MáoBhrÍghde, í.) 

Agricultural Worhets' Convetftion at Geneva 
(Debate cra Motíoxi), 3171. 

Piecal Inqtxiry (Debate 6n Motíoti), 4S7. 

Mayo and Galway West : RieNef of Distress 
in. 374» 


nth April , 1924. 

McBrlde, Joseph— cont. 

Oireachtas: Rep. of Joint Com. on Temporarjr 
Accommodation for (Debate on Motíon)*. 
2901-2. 

Old Age Pensions Bill: Com. S., 2051 to 2054. 
Shannon River: Development of Powerfrom, 
2730. 

Treaty re Regulation of U.S. Liquor Traffic 
(Debate on Motion), 3024, 3120, 3130, 3131. 
Wireless Broadcasting : Finaí Rep. of Special 
Com. on, 2865. 

McCfthe, Alexftnder 

Estimates, Supplementary : Com. on Finance: 
Army, 2497-8. 

Treaty re Regulation of U.S. Liquor Traffic 
(Debate on Motion), 2926-7, 3131# 

McCarthy, Daniel 

Army : 

Position (Adioumment Debate), 2236. 
Situation (Debate on Motion), 2395, 2405-8. 
Canals and Waterways Commission Rep 
(Debate on Motion), 741. 

Dublin : 

County : Motion for Writ for, 1347. 

South : Issue of Writ for, 1179, 1183. 

Films : cost of Censorship of, 1645. 

Mullingar : Barracks for Gárda Síochána, 282. 
Old Age Pension Claimants without Baptismal 
Certificates, 281. 

Special Com. on Wireless Broadcasting, 232. , 
Treaty re Regulation of U.S. Liquor Tfaffic 
(Debate on Motion), 2926, 3035. 

McFaddsn, Patrlek (See also MaeFadáln, P.) 

Estimates, Supplementary : Com. on Finance : 

Fishenes Ministry, 2522. 

Tirconaill : Distress in (Adjoumment Debate), 
602. 

McGarry, S§án (See aiso MacGaraldh, 8 .) 

Armv Situatioa (Debateon Motion), 2387-9. 
Treaty re Regulation of U.S. Liquor Traffic 
(Debate on Motion), 3049, 3058-9, 3152-3. 

MoGllllgan, Patriek, Minister for Industry and 
Commerce. 

Appointed Minister for Industry and Com- 
merce, 2809. 

Army Inquiry : Terms of Reference (Adjoum- 
ment DebateJ, 2667. 

Industry and Commerce: Approval of 
Appointment as Minister for, 2986. 
Minlsters and Secretaríes Bill: Recom- 
mitted, 1513. 

Nominated Mmister for Industry and Com- 
merce and Member of Executive Council, 

2747. 

Secondary Education: Interim racreased 
Grant for, 1592. 

Unemployment Benefit: Request for Ex- 
teftsion of, 3185. 

MóGoIdri6k, Patrick (See also MagUftlghaírg, P.) 
Land Commisaion Annuities: Supplefnezrtal 
Noticcs for (Adjoumment Debate), 145* 
Local Govémment : Policy of Miniaier for 
(Debate ott Motion), 1731 to 1736, 1859. 
Old Agé Péfisiotó Bill: 

2 S., 1303. 

Com. S., 2052. 


43 



McG—McK] 


[Vol. VI. 


SESSION 1923.—INDEX. 


10 th Jan., 1924.- 

McGrath, Joseph, Minister for Industry and 
Commerce. 

Army : 

Claim against: 

Gormanstown (caseof N. McCullen), 1505. 
Newbridge (caseof J. Anderson), 1504. 
Inquiry: Debate on Personnel and Terms 
of Reference, 2846. 

Position: 

(Adjournment Debate), 2232-4. 

Discussion on Statement by President re 
the, 1896-9, 1972-8. 

Situation (Debate on Motion), 2366-8, 
2408, 2413-9, 2422-3. 

Brickworks, Rathnew : Re-opening of, 375. 
British Empire Exhibition : Representation 
of Saorstát Industries, 6. 

Canals and Waterways Commission's Rep. 

(Debate on Motion), 986. 

•Congested 

Districts Board : Estate Roadway : Abbey- 
feale, 1503. 

Estates : Lallymore (Kildare), 1422. 
Electricity Undertakings (Continuance of 
Charges) Bill: 2 S., 1479. 

Employment Scheme for Demobilised Men, 
2105. 

Estate : 

Cloglina Ranch (Carlow) : Vesting of in 
Land Commission, 1588. 

Division and Improvement of : Laurence- 
town (Galway), 87. 

Galway (Bellview, etc.) : Division of, 764. 
(Perry) Stoneyford (Kilke^ny) : Vesting 
of in Land Commission, 1588. 

Estimates, Supplementary : Com. on Finance : 
Army, 2495, 2506. 

Fiscal Inquiry (Debate on Motion), 535. 

Flax Growing in Co^c County, 1589. 

Fojmes Harbour Trustees : Authority con- 
stituting, 155. 

Forcshore : Lease of : Rosscarbery, 1503. 
Harbour Constables : Appointment of 
Dublin, 2122. 

Imported Flour, Sold as Irish, 1252. 

Land Act: 

Provisions : Alleged evasion of (in Louth), 

1420. 

Section 38 : Advances to Tenants under, 

1421. 

Mines : Proposed Appointment of Inspector 
of, 1418. # 

Pig Breeding in Saorstát, 1590. 

Prisoner from Newcastle West: Release of 
(case of E. Mulcahy), 1504. 

Railways Bill: The Proposed, 83. 

Railway 

Viaduct: Completion of: Ballyvoyle, 
786. 

Wolfhill Colliery : Compensation for land 
acquired, 1167. 

Resignation as Minister for Industry and 
Commerce, 1896. 

Trade Facilities (British) Act: Lapsing 
of, 897. 

Treaty re Regulation of U.S. Liquor Trafíic 
’(debate on motion), 3072-3, 3148 to 3152, 
3164. 

Unemployment and Intemational Labour 
Conventions, 1333. 


iith April, 1924. 

McGrath, Joseph— cont . 

Uneníployment Benefit Claims : 

Athlone (case of Wooílen Mills Employees) 
2108. 

Droichead Nua (case of T. Farrell), 1648. 
Ennis (case of J. Moroney), 2107. 
Kilconnell, Ballinasloe (case of M. Gibbs), 
1333 - 

Kilcullen (case of M. Hogan), 800. 
Kildare (cítse of P. Dempsey), 2119. 
Kilmacthomas (cases of Mary Sarsfield and 
E. Sullivan), 1343. 

Monasterevan (case of J. Kavanagh), 1419* 
Newbridge (case of N. Conlon), 799. 

Of discharged soldier (case of L. Mooney), 
906. 

Tipperary, County (various), 1809. 
Tomgraney (case of W. Farrell), 1648. 
Waterford (cases of ex-National soldiers), 
1343. 

Waterford (case of M. Goulding), 1817. 
Watcrford (case of M. Walsh), 1344. 
Unemployment Benefit 

For discharged soldier: Sallins (case of 
C. McCormack), 282. 

In Dublin City and County and Saorstát: 
Statistics of tradesmen in receipt of, 
1808. 

Kildare (case of E. Swanton), 617. 

Of discharged soldier: Athy (case of W. 
O’Brien), 553. 

Of discharged soldier: Palatine, Carlow 
(case of M. Carroll), 1592. 

Of ex-soldier: Kildare (ca^e of J. Byme), 
616. 

Unemployment: Dublin area : Statistics of, 
2107. 

Untenanted land claims and Cumann na 
nGaedheal Organiser's alleged statement, 

1422. 

Waterford Harbour Commissioners : Powers 
of Government over, 7. 

McHenna, Patrick 

Athlone : Seizure of stock (case of T. Costello), 

677. 

Cattle (Iri.sh) compulsonly slaughtered in 
British lairages : Compensation for (debate 
on motion) 2949 2959 to 2964 3094, 

3107 to 3109. 

Drumlish Gárda Síochána Barracks, 1893. 
Dublin County rates, 2734. 

Imperial Economic Conference Rep. : Circu- 
lation of, 681. 

Kilbeggan : Compensation (Pre-Truce) claim 
(case of J. J. McGuinness), 3175. 

Land Commission annuities : Supplemental 
notices for (adjoumment debate), 153-4. 

• Local Govemment: Policy of MÓnister for 
(debate on motion), 1726 to 1731. 
Longford : Claim against Army : 

(Case of W. Adair), 68 í2. 

(Case of P. Breaden), 622. 

Milk suppliers : Losses of (debate on motion), 
1239 , 1241. 

Moate: Compensation claim (case of J. 

Deehan), 3177. # 

Newtownforbes : Division of land at, 3186. 
Public Safety (Powers of Arrest and Deten- 
tion) Temporary Bill: Com. S. ( 47, 51. 
R.I.C., resigned and dismissed: Number 
pensioned or compensated, 1887. 
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McRenna, Patrlck —cont, 

Westmealh : 

Estate (Talbot-Mostyn): Purcliase of, 624. 
Salaríes and pensions of Relieving Officers 
príor to and after Amalgamation scheme, 
2598. 

Mental Hospltal, Tlrconallí • 

Sanction for repairs, pensions and appoint- 
ments, 617-8. 

Methylated Splrits 

Request for restriction of sale of, 3089. 

Mldleton (Aghada) 

Labourers' cottages scheme, r6. 

MIgratory Workers 

Housing conditions in Scotland of Insh, 156. 

Miles, J. S. 

Tirconaill County Council: Dog tax pay- 
ments, 1331. 

MIUtary 

Barracks, Fermoy and Buttevant: Re- 
construction of, 791. 

Camps : Maintenance of Tallaght, Collins- 
town, Gormanstown, 89. 

Milk 

Suppliers' losses (Business of the Dáil), 757. 
Suppliers : Losses of (debate on motion),i228. 
Supplying farmers and income tax, 787. 

Millers of Corn 

Grants to, 788. 

MiUstreet 

Applications for telephone services, 1811. 

Milltown, Oalway (Kirwan) Estate 

Division of, 1888. 

Miiroy v Seán (See also MacGioUa *n Ríogh, S.) 

Anny situation (debate on motion), 2378 to 
2385, 2413. 

Boundary Commission (adjoumment debate), 
3»77. 3083-4. 

Fiscal Inquiry: 

Debate (Business of the Dáil), 359. 
(Debate on mption re), 250, 298, 435-8, 
497 - 9 , 545-6, 1149. 

Railways BiU: 2 S., 3255 to 3257. 

Special Com. on Wireless Broadcasting: 

Com. to examine evidence presented to 
(debate on motion), 1404-5, 1412. 
Publication of evidence (debate on motion), 
í °63. 

* Treaty re Regulation of U.S. Liquor Traffic 
(debate on motion), 2928 to 2933, 2946, 
3047-8, 3061 to 3067. 

MUtown-Malbay 

Army dependents' allowance (case of T. 
Fitzgerald), 1000. 

Compensation (Pre-Truce) Claim (case of 
J. Finucane), 1737. 

Detention of intemees from, 1175. 

Mlnes 

Proposed Appointment óf Inspector of, 1418« 
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• nth April, 1924. 

Mlnlsters and Secretarles BIll 

(Business of the Dáil,) 731. 

Com. S., 233. 

Recommitted, 1482, 1507. 

4 S., 1530, 1531. 

5 S., 1673. 

From the Seanad, 2992, 3003, 

Deputy's personaí cxplanation re Statement 
in Debate on, 289. 

Minister for Defence 

Nomination of and Appointment of, 2242. 
Nomination of (Debate on Motion), 2242. 
Resignation of, 2204. 

Minlster for Industry and Commerce 

Appointment of, 2809. 

Approval of Appointment of, 2986. 
Nomination of, 2747. 

Resignation of, 1S96. 

Moate 

Compensation Claim (caseof J. Deehan), 3177. 
Postal Facilities, 92. 

Monasterevan 

Dismissal of Postman at (caseof P. Morrissey), 
2304. 

Detention of internee from (case of P. 
NeUigan), 2982. 

Unemployment Beneíit CJaim (case of J. 
Kavanagh), 1418. 

Money Bill 

Central Fund Bill, 2592. 

Dáil Eireann Loans and Funds Bill, 711. 

Money Resolution 

Courts of Justice BiU, 2812. 

(Dáil Eireann Loans and Funds Bill), 163. 
Enforcement of Law (Occasional Powers) 
BiU, 2625. 

Juries (Amendment) BiU, 1959, 2079. 

(Old Age Pensions Bill), 1628. 

(Public Safety (Powers of Arrest and Deten- 
tion) Temporary BiU), 165. 

(Re Court Officers (Temporary Appointments) 
* Bill), 460. 

(Re Housing (Building Facilities) BiU), 847. 

Morrissey, Daniel (See also Ó Muirgheasa, D.) 

Army: 

Dependent’s AUowance (date of Applica- 
tion), 3088. 

Position: Discussion on Statement by 
President re the, 2015-6. 

BaUydehob: Acoount against Army (case of 
W. H. Cashman), 1891. 

County Council Secretaries : Emoluments of 
(Motion), 1228. 

Enforcement of Law (Occasional Powers) 
BiU: Com. S., 2680. 

Housing (BuUding FacUities) BUl: 

2 S., 664« 

Com. S., 953 - 

Local Govemment: Policy of Minister for 
(Debate on Motion), 1724. 

Ministers and Secretaries Bill: Recommitted, 
I 5 II- 3 - 

Old Age Pensions Bill : 

& S., 1280. 

Com. S., 1751, 1762, 1772, 1785-6, 2066. 
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ioth Jan. t 1924^-jj th 4 pril t 1934. 

Mulcahy, General Rlchar4 — contd. 


Morrlssey, Danlel — contd. 

'Skibberecn Hospital Nurse: Sauction for, 
1892. 

Tipperary : Floods in : 

Adjoumment Debate, 441. 

Noti^e of Adjoumment Debate, 382. 
Unemployment Grants for Roads, 896. 

Motor 

Accessories : Dutv on, 449. 

Cars seized (Pre-Truce) by Britisb, 279. 

Car Tax : Suggested Revision of, 675, 

Hire: Pre-Truce Claim against British: 
Dunmanway, 371. 

Taxation : Suggested Appointment of Com. 
on, 678. 

Tax Duty: Cost of Collection in Tirconaill, 

1094- 

Taxes : Galway County, 373. 

Tax Grants for Roads, 1094. 

Vehicles : Compensation (Pre-Truce) Claims 
for, 2296. 

Mountbellew 

Claim against Armv (case of P. Barrett), 160. 

Mo«mtmelllek 

Account against Army (case of J. Doyle), 800. 
Anny Dependent's Allowance (cases of Mrs. 
Culleton and Mrs. Cunningham), 2980,2981. 

Mountrath 

Claim against Army (case of S. Dillon), 14, 

Mountshannon (Clare) 

Detention of intemee from (case of C. Bugler), 
1424, 2674. 

Movlile 

Compensation Ciaim : 

(Case of Mrs. Hilmartin), 3177 

Moyvalley 

Compensation Claim : 

(Case of W. Marmion), 2893. 

Mulrehu 

Repairs to Fishery Cruiser, 1889. 

Mulcahy, General Richard, Minister for Defence. 
Army, Account against: 

Athlone (case of E Healion), 802. 

Athlone (case of J. Faller), 621. ” 

Athlone (case of P. T. Macken), 457. 
Ballineen (case of P. Donovan), 1599* 
Ballydehob (case of W. H. Cashraan), 1891. 
Cahir (case of P. Franlclin), 378. 

Castlerea (case of M. Winston), 160. 
Clogheen (case of T. Aheam), 683. 
Clogheen (case of E. Riordan), 801, 
Clonak»lty (case oi Messrs. O'Donovan and 
0’Leary), 88. 

Clonmel (case of P. Clery), 1650. 

Corofin (ease of J. Crowe), 456. 

Corofin (case o i W. Edwards), 159, 
Drimoleague fcaeoof J. ColUns), 382. 
Drímoleague (case of Mrs. Donaan), 802. 
Drimoleague (caee oi Mfh. Kiagston), 803. 
Dubliri, Meath St. (case of L. O'NeOl), 766. 
Dunmariw?ay (capeof M. J. Huriey), 803. 


Dunmanway (case of F. O’NeilB, 1599* 
Dunraanway (cases of P, McCarthy and 
E. Daly), 1598. 

Dunraore (case of p. Flattery), i6j. 
Durrow (case of — Flanagan), 9 4. 

Ennis (cases of Messrs. Meehan and Kerin), 
159 . 

Ennistyraon (caseof P. J. Walsh), 2030. 
Ferbane (case of W. Flaherty), 806. 
Galway (case of M. Bowen), 803. 

Gort (case of J. Corcoran), 804. 

Gort (case of Mrs. Glynn), 1651. 

Gort (case of P. J. Melville), 161. 
Glenamaddy (case of J. O’Dea), 160. 
Rilbeggan (case of M. Piggott), 15. 

Kilrush (case of T. Ronan), 1176. 
Mountmellick, 801. 

Mullingar (case of Messrs. Rowe), 455. 

Naas (case of J. Anderson), 1652. 

Naas (case of Sergt. Whelan), 684. 
Newbridge (case of M. Finnerty), 904. 

New Ross (case of Messrs. French and 
Hayden), 1098. 

Portlaoighise (case of P. Cavanagh), 1820. 
Rathdowney (case of T. Ryan), 805. 
Shannon Bridge (case of P. Boíton), 806. 
Templeraore (case of J. Phelan), 1098. 
Tulla (case of D. Mcfcenna), 621. 
Tullamore (case of T. Digan), 14. 
Tyrrellspass (case of H. Brennan), 379. 
West Cork (in period 1922-—Feb. to June), 
28S. 

Wexford (case of Messrs. Hayes and 
Kavanagh), 805. 

Army Accounts unpaid for 1921 and 1922 
period, 790. 

Army, Allegation against: 

Coolgarvey, Roscommon (case of Jat£ P. 
Barrett), 376. 

Spiddal (woundingof Miss 0’Flaherty), 905. 
Army, Arrears of Pay: 

Carbury (case of T. Gorman), 382. 

(Case of Pte. Cleary), 12. 

Claims for : Ballymote, 802, 

Claira for: Donngal Coraraand (case of 
W. Doherty), 2031. 

Kilbeggan (case of C. Mooney), 15. 

Ofíicer’s : Kilcock (case of Iaeut O’Brien), 
284. 

Claim for: Kill»ney (case of Capf. Walsh), 
802. 

Army Camps: MainteAance of Tallaght, 
Collinstown, Gormanstown, 89. 

Array, Claira against: 

Arran Islands (case of C. McCullagh), 905. 
Ballinalrill (case of J. KellyJ, 1819. 
Ballinasloe (case of P. Hamson), 288. 
Ballinasloe (various), 2117. 

Ballybrophy (case of E, Davin), 1819. 
Ballyhaunis (caae of J. Moran), 2120. 
BaUyhaunis (case of E. Muiligan), 88. 
Ballyraore-Eustace (case of Mrs. Lawler), 
1890. 

BaUyraore-Eustace (caae qí M. Leahy), »2. 
Birr (case of Messrs. Madden & Sons), 805. 
Birr (case of ex-Vol. Mooney), 903, * 

By Discharged Soldier: Kifcújlen (case of 
P. Doyle), 792. * 

Cahir (case of W. B. Talbot), 1740. 

Cashel (case of J. Ryan), 1423. 

Caetiebar j[ca»e qí L. C. Mtlio.r), flo. 
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iQth Jan. t %9H- m 

Muloahy, General Biehard —cent. 

Castlegregory (Kerry) (caee of J. P. 
O'Ponnell), 455. 

Castletown-Geognegan (case of J. 
McDermott), 448. 

Chapelizod (case of Mrs. Nolan), 1175. 
Clifden (case of Ardbear Hotel), 1894. 
Clonaslee (caseof Mrs. Q’Callagban), 13. 
Collooney (case of T. Condon), 1652. 

(Case of Mrs. Tieman), 1631. 

Drimoleague (caseof P. S. Kingston), 1599. 
Droichead Nna (case of P. Brookes), 1002. 
Dublin (caseof Mrs. Sadlier, Amiens Street), 
557 * 

Dundalk (case of T. P. Coffey), 1505. 
Dundalk (case of N. J, Treanor), 1S15. 
Dunmanway (case of G. A. Bryan), 2121. 
Durrus, Bantry (case of J. 0 'Leary), 377. 
Edgeworthstown (case of Vol. Farrell), 1097 
Ennis (case of Mrs. O’Loughlin), 1175. 
Galway (case of J. O'Halioran), 804. 
Glenamaddy, Galway (case of M. J. 
Geraghty), 684. 

Gormanstown (case of N. McCullen), 1505. 
Gort (case of J. O'Donohue), 289. 
Harristown, Hildare (caee of late P. 
Allison), 376. 

. Headford, Galway (case of T. Reynolds), 
1007. 

Hildare (case of P. Higginbottom), 555. 
Kildare (case of G. H. Fawcett), 903. 
Longford (case of W. Adair), 683. 

ILongford (case of P. Breaden), 622. 
Mountbellew (case of P. Barrett), 160. 
Mountrath (case of S. Dillon), 14. 

MuUingar (case of M. McMunn), 622. 

Naas (case of Sgt. Whelan), 1336. 
Newbndge (case of J. Anderson), 1504. 
Newbridge (case of J. Mullally), 1174. 
Newmarket-on-Fergus (case of T. Cullinan), 
2116. 

Portarlington (case of C. McLoughlin for 
shot gun), 15. 

Portlaoighise (case of Messrs. Gaze and 
Jessop), 1813. 

Rathdowney (cases of J. Ryan and P. 
Gorman), 1820. 

Ruan, Qare (case of P. Casey), 285. 
Templeglantine (case of J, Aheron), 2028. 
Templemore (case of Mrs. Connors), 682. 
Templemore (case of Mr». Ringwood and 
R. Barton), 1814. 

Templemore (case of J. Fogarty), 1001. 
Timoleagne (case of late J. Hunt), 1008. 
Tullamore (case of J. Digan and W. S. 
Corry), 556-7- 
Army: 

Claim for additional Army pay (case of 
Vol. J. Browne), 2029, 

(Coastal Marine Service): Account against 
(case of M» Wallace, CuUenstown, Wex- 
ford), 1096. 

Compenaation for discharged soldier: 
BaJlymore-Eustace (ca$e of Pte. Evans), 
89. 

(Case of M. Kehoe), 92, 

Cost of water supply for; Athlone, 1096. 
Demobiliaed air aervice men’s unemploy- 
ment benefit (case of J. MuUaUy), 765. 

A rny Vepmdmt* AEowance: 

Athlone (caseof Mcs. CostgUo), 162. 
A&JanMme of Mrs. Graen), 1343. 


nth April , 1924* 

Mulcahy, General Rlchard— ccnt 
Army Dependents' Allowance— cant, 

Banagher Galway (case of G. O'ICeeffe) 

765- 

(Case of Bridget Guilfoyle), 1424. 

Celbridge (case of H. Burgess), 1346, 
Celbridge (case of Mrs. Reilly), 2030. 
Charleville (case of Mrs. Mulqueen), 555, 
Clara (case of E. Flanagan), 1821. 

Corofin (case of Pte. J. Daly),. 456. 

Dublin, Lower Buckingbam street (case of 
Mrs. Lynch), 2031. 

Dunmanway (case of Mrs. K. Huriey), 381. 
Engineering Corps (case of Vol. Sherlock), 
376. 

Ennis (case of Mrs. Mahony), 1336. 

Kells (case of Mrs. A. Nevin), 380. 
Kenmare (case of Mrs. O'Brien), 1096. 
Kilcock (case of Mrs. J. Balfe), 379. 

Kilcock (case of Mrs. Keegan), 1337. 
Kilrush (case of Mrs. Sullivan), 1335. 
Miltown-Malbay (case of T. FitzGerald), 
1000. 

Mullingar (case of Mrs. Braiden), 21x9. 
MuUingar (case oí Mrs. Callaghan), 1346. 
Mullmgar (case of Vol. Fox), 623. 

Naas (case of Mrs. Desmond), 683. 

Navan (case of Mrs. S. Kane), 288. 

Nenagh (case of E. Gleeson), 161. 
Newbridge (case of Mrs. Brophy), 2028. 
Nenagh (case of Mrs. O'Brien), 1821. 
Pallasgreen (case of Mre. S. Ryan), 379. 
Tullow (case of T. J. MacSweeney and 
Mrs. Byme), 1595* 

Watcrford (case of Mrs. Hennessy), 1821. 
Army : 

Disability Pensions: Delay in Payment 
of, 908. 

Discharged Soldier's Arrears oí Pay: 
Newbrídge (case of M. RusseU). 556. 

Army Inquiry : 

Debate on Personnel and Terms of Refer- 
ence, 2823-4, 2831, 2848. 

Request for information, re t 3093. 

Terms of Reference (Adjoumment Debate), 
2662-4. 

Terms of Reference for (Notice of Adjoum- 
ment Debate), 2607. 

Anny : 

Number of Officers and Men Demobilised 
from ist August, 1923» to i2th March, 
1924, 2113. 

Number of private residences com- 
maíideered by, 2115. 

Anny Pay>: 

Arrears : Dungarvan (case of J r Cowming), 
1345» 

Arrears : Edenderry (caseof P.Mooney), 14. 
Claim for Arrears of: Trim (case of M. 
Matthews), 1891. 

Claim for Arrears of: Athlone (cage of , 
R. Lillis), 457. 

Army: Payment of Soldier's Ration AUow- 
ance (case of A. Hyslop), 1097. 

Army Pension Cl&im: 

Athlone (case of Mrs. Hayes), 1336. 

(Case of W. Pearson), 1177, 

(Cm0 of Pte. Quixm), 456. 

Dalkey (case of T. Green), 376. 

Dungárvan *(case of J. Cowming), 1343., 
Edenderry (case of E. Cummios), 791, ' 
Ennis (case oí P. Mahpny), 1338. 
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10 th Jan., 1924.- 

Mulcahy, Gcneral Rlchard— cont. 

Martins town Rildare (case of Mrs. Behan), 791 
Naas (case of M. Cleary), 801. 

Rathangan (case of J. Cribben), 2117. 

Army Pensions : 

Claims Dept., 1001. 

Commutation o f , 904. 

Anny Position : 

Ádjoumment Debate, 2223. 

Discussion on Statement by President re 
the, 1899, 1900, 1942, 1977- 

Army: 

Proficiency Pay: Claim for: Rilmacow 
(case of J. O'Neill), 2121. 

Proposed transfer and repair of Maintenance 
Works, Curragh Camp, 1650. 

Q.M.G.’s Dept. Officers: Allowances for 
Maintenance, 90. 

Railway Protection Corps : Pay and Allow- 
ance on Discharge, 206. 

Sanitorium treatment for men discharged 
from, 455. 

Situation (Debateon Motion), 2371 to 2373, 
2425-6. 

Situation: Nomination of Minister for 
Defence (Debate on Motion), 2275 to 2287. 
Tailor : Proficiency Pay of, 685. 
Unemployment Benefit for Demobilised 
Soldiers 205. 

Arrest: Ballynacally, (Clare) (case of P. 
O'Shea) 376. 

Civic Guard Fatality: Belturbet (case of 
late M. Lyons) 375. 

Coastguard Station, Arran: Payment for 
Caretaker of, 908. 

Compensation (Pre-Truce) Claim : 

Athlone, Clonmult ambush (case of Mrs. 
Morrissey), 1098. 

Ballinaíore, Westmeath (case of late P. 
Seery, I.R.A.,) 158. 

Estimates, Supplementary : Com. on Finance : 
Army, 2506 to 2516. 

Execution at Tralee Barracks : Custody of 
Body and letters of deceased (case of late 
J. McEnery), 90. 

Executive Council: Resignation of Member- 
ship, 2204. 

Gun : 

Seized by British: Retum of : BaUymoe 
(case of M. Clavin), 685. 

(Shot): Retum of: Clár (case of M. 
O Catháin), 2116. 

(Shot): Retum of: Multyfamham (case 
of P. Farrell), 162. 

(Shot) : Retum of: New Ross (case of 
J. Doyle), 1595- 

(Shot) : Retum of: Stradbally (case of 
J. Colgan), 1822. 

Retum of seized: Eyrecourt, Galway 
(case of T. Daly), 764. 

(Sporting): Retum of: Dun Laoghaire 
(case of E. Lanphier), 158. 

(Sporting): Retum of : Skerries (case of 
Capt. É. G. Woods), 1815. 

Guns (Shot): Applications for Retum of 
Nenagh (various), 1812. 

Housing (Building Facilities) Bill: „ 2 S„ 564. 

Inquiry into Army Situation: Requeót for 
infonnation re proposed, 2747, 2808. 

Interaee: 

Detention of (case of P. O'Connor, Lis- 
doonvama), 379. 


■11 th April , 1924. 

Mulcahy, General Richard— cont. 

Internee— contd. 

From Corofin : Detention of (case of J. 
Shannon), 91. 

Intemees : 

From Ennis, Lisdoonvama and Rilfenora; 
Detention of, 91. 

From Lahinch and RiUimer (case of S. 

Mclnemey and S. GaUagher), 1176. 

Trials of, 1596. 

Land Plot (letting of): Dublin, Infirmary 
Road, 1174. 

Ministers and Secretaries Bill: From the 
Seanad, 2992 to 2996. 

Military Barracks : 

Fermoy and Buttevant: Reconstmction 
of, 791. 

Fatality in: Killaloe (case of late P. 
Lewis), 286. 

Patrol Boats : 

At Haulbowline ; Use of, 762. 

Repairs to, 1889. 

Repair of, 761. 

Prisoner: 

Curragh: Charge against (case of T. 
Robinson), 1651. 

Detention of, Curragh (case of P. Connell), 
623. 

Detention of : Curragh (case of O. 
McDonneU), 2119. 

Prisoners from : 

r BaUinahown (W. Meath) : Release of 
(case of Daly, Costello, Dalton), 1001. 
Bandon : Release of (case of D. Duggan), 
803. 

Clare : Detention of (case of D. Shanahan), 
2116. 

Clare : Detention of (case of Messrs. Stack 
and Shanahan), 2030. 

Clare : Trial of (case of D. Leyden), 2115. 
Clare : Detention of (various), 1740. 

Cork County : Detention of (various), 1815. 
Dingle: Detention of (case of Seáhi 
Kennedy), 2121. 

Ennis : Detention of (case of B. O'Regan), 
r 338. 

Kilgarvan and BaUineen: Release of 
(case of J. Randles and J. Crowley), 1097. 
Kilnaboy, Clare: Detention of (case of 
P. O’Flanagan), 1742. 

Loughrea: Detention of (case of J. Flan- 
nery), 621. 

Miltown-Malbay : Detention of, 1176, 
Mountshannon (Clare) : Detention of (oase 
of C. Bugler), 1424. 

Newcastle W. : Release of (case of E. 
Mulcahy), 1504. 

TuUamore: Detention of (case of W, 
Pigott), 1822. 

Westmeath: Detention of: Dundalk 

Prison (case of Messrs. Fagan and 
Curran), 458. 

Wexford : Release of (case of F. Carty), 805. 
Prisoner: Release of: Newbridge (case of 
C. Reid), 285. 

Prisoners (Political): 

In Military Hospitals, 792. 

Number of in custody and untried, and 
sentenced, 2114. 

Public Safety (Powers of Arrest and Deten- < 
tion) Temporary BiU: 

Recommitted, 208 to 211, 215, 182. 
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Mu!eahy, General Richard— cont. 

Public Safety (Powers of Arrest and Deten- 
tion) Bill— contd. 

From the Seanad, 692. 

Emergency Resolution, 701, 707. 
Resignation of Minister for Defence, 2204. 
Shooting fatality : Ballynacargy (case of late 
T. Moore), 90. 

Soldiers incapacitated : Provision for, 793. 

Mullingar 

Account against Army (case of Messrs. Rowe), 
455. 

Army Dependents’ Allowance : 

(Case of Mrs. Braiden), 2119. 

(Case of Mrs. Callaghan), 134O. 

(Case of Vol. Fox), 623. 

(Case of Mrs. Hayden), 2743. 

Claim against Army : 

(Case of P. Kilmurray), 2897. 

(Case of M. McMunn), 2983, 621. 

Claim for arrears of Army pay (case of 
P. Caífrey), 2807. 

Permit for dealer in firearms and ammunition, 
1945 . 

Rebuilding (old R.I.C.) Barracks, 282. 

Old Age Pension claim (case of Miss Ham), 
2896. 

Multyfarnham 

Return of shot gun (case of P. Farrell), 162. 

Mulvany, Patrick J. # 

Edenderry (No. 3) and Trim R.D. Council 
accounts : Auditing of, 1502. 

Gormanstown : Claim against Army (case of 
N. McCullen), 1504. 

Kells-Dublin Motor Mail Service, 797. 
Tobacco growing : Encouragement of, 789. 

Murder at Cobh 

Request for information re, 3194. 

Murphy, James 

Old Age Pensions Bill: Com. S., 2054. 

Murphy, Timothy P. (See also Ó Murehadha, 
T. P.) 

Estimates, Supplementary : Com. on Finance: 

Public works and buildings, 2462. 

Old Age Pensions Bill: 1 S., 811. 

Post Ofiice Commission (debate on motion 
re), 332. 

Templeglantine: Claim against Army (case 
of J. Aheron), 2028. 

Myles, James Sproule 

Bundoran : Retum of sporting gun (case of 
A. H. Lloyd), 2895. 

Cattle (Irish) compulsorily slaughtered in 
British lairages : Compensation for (debate 
on motion), 3097, 3101. 

Estimates, Supplementarv : Com. on Finance: 

Public works and buildings, 2484-5. 

Special Com. on Wireless Broadcasting: 

Com. to examine evidence presented to 
(debate on motion), 1373. 

‘Publication of evidence (debate on motion), 

1055» 

Tirconaill: Cost of collecting motor tax in, 
1094. 


Myles, James Sproule— cont. 

Tirconaill County Council withheld grants : 
Amount of, 1335; 

Tirconaill: Distress in (adjournment debate), 
606. 

Tirconaill: Withheld County Council grants : 
1737 . 

Myshall (Carlow) 

Account against Army : 

Casc of P. Fenelon, 2300. 

Naas 

Account against Army : 

(Case of J. Anderson), 1651. 

(Case of W. Gaul), 2605. 

(Case of Sergeant Whelan), O84. 

Army dependents' allowance (case of Mrs. 
Desmond), 683. 

Army pension claim (case of M. Cleary), 801. 
Claim against: 

Army (case of Sgt. Whelan), 133O. 

Army (case of Mrs. Young), 2805. 
Volunteer police (case of G. Caldbeck), 794. 
Volunteer police (case of P. F. Grehan), 
2026. 

Compcnsation Claim (case of — Whelan), 
3088. 

Compensation (Pre-Truce) Claims (various), 
1501. 

Detention of internee from (case of A. 

Fitzpatrick), 3190. 

Postal Arrangements, 2605. 

Postal Deliveries, 1338. 

Readvcrtising of Army Contracts, 3179. 

Nagle, Thomas (See also Nogla, T. de) 

Enforcement of Law (Occasional Powers) 
Bill : Com. S., 2693, 2721. 

Housing (Building FaciHties) Bill: Com. S., 
868, 1018-9. 

Old Age Pensions Bill: Com. S., 1763. 

Public Safety (Powers of Arrest and Deten- 
tion) Temporary Bill : Com. S., 57. 

Nally, Martin M. 

Balla : Division of Lynch-Blosse Estate at, 
2976. 

Mayo County: Extension of Telephone 
Sj^stem to, 2027. 

Navan 

Army Dependent’s Allowance (case of Mrs. 
S. Kane), 287. 

\ National 

Health Insurance Benefits: Delayed Pay- 
ments, 1501. 

Land Bank Estates : Offaly area: Vesting 
of Arrears of, 8. 

Library : Access for Oireachtas Members to, 
554* 

Teachers : Transfers to or frora Northem 
Treland (service for Pensions, etc.), 2974. 

Nenagh 

Army Dependent's Allowance: 
fCase of E. Gleeson), 160. 

(Case of Mrs. O’Brien). 1821. 

Thurles Road Scheme, 86. 
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Newbridge (See also Droiohead Nua) 

Account against Army (case of M. Finnerty), 
904. 

Anny Dependent s Allowance : 

(Case of Mrs. Brophy), 2028. 

(Case of Mrs. Cooper), 2302. 

Claim agáinst Army: 

(Caseof J. Anderson), 1504. 

(Case of J. Mullally), 1173. 

Detention Camp: Release of Prisoner (case 
of C. Reid), 285. 

Discharged Soldier’s Arrears of Pay (case of 
Pte. M. Russell), 556. 

Unemployment Benefit Claim (case of N. 
Conlon), 799. 

Newcastle-West 

Army Dependent’s Allowance (case of Mrs. 
Moloney), 2744. 

Detention of intemees from (various), 2745. 
Releaseof intemee from (caseof E. Mulcahy), 
1504. 

N e wmarket-on-Fergus 

Claim agamst Army (case of T. Cullinan) ,2116. 
Distribution of Land, 2806. 

New Ross 

Account against Army : 

(Case of Messrs. French and Hayden), 1098. 
(Case of Mrs. Mooney), 2802. 

(Casc of J. Murphy), 2300. 

Retum of seized shot gun (case of J. Doyle), 
1595. 

Newtownforbes 

Division of Land at, 3180. 

Nicholls, George, Acting-Chairman (See also 
MacNlocalll, S., and Ceann Comhalrle and 
Leas-Cheann Comhalrle—Rullngs of) 

Joint Com. on Standing Orders re Private 
Business, 207. 

Nogla, Tomás de (See also Nagle, T.) 

Fermoy : Labourers’ Cottages Scheme, 84. 
Kerry County Council: Arrangement of 
Road Work Scheme, 2734. 

Macroom ex-Rate Collector’s Pension (case 
of J. O’Sullivan), 763. 

Millstreet: Applications for Telephone 

Services, l8ix. 

Nolan, John T. 

Cattle: IH-treatment at Railway Stations, 
676. 

Employment for wounded I.R.A. and Britísh 
ex-Service Men, 372. 

Land Commission Annuities: Supplemental 
Noticesfor (Adjoumment Debate), 148, 152. 
Soldiers, DemobÚised, and Vacancies in the 
Public Service, 1415. 

Northcrn Ireland 

Payment of Grants for Intermediate Board 
Exams. for X922 (June), 93. 

Nurso 

Sanction for: Slribbereen Hospital, 1892, 
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1923-24.—INDEX. 
nth April , 1924. 

Ó Broin, Ailfrid (See also Byrne, A.) 

Army Candidates* Age Limit for: Customs 
and Excise Exam., 447. 

Army Pension Claim (caseof Pte. Quinn), 456. 
Ballina: Compensation (Pre-Truce) Claim 
(case of M. Tolan), 553. 

British Empire Exhibition : Representation 
of Irish Free State Industries, 6. 
Castlegregory (Kerry) : Claim against Army 
(case of J. P. O’Donnell), 455. 

Cost of Living: Reduction of, 1, 3. 

Dublin (Amiens Street) : Claim against 
Army (case of Mrs. Sadlier), 357. 

Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest 
(Restrictions) Act. Hardship caused by, 
451* 

Matches : Licence for home manufactured 
and duty on foreign, 6. 

Taxes on Beer and FOrter: Reduction of, 1, 3. 

Ó Conalll, Tomás (See also O’Connell, T. J.) 

Arran Coastguard Station: Payment for 
Caretaker of, 907. 

Arran Islands : 

Claim against Army (case of C. McCullagh), 

905. 

Compensation (Pre-Truce) Claim (case of 
L. McDonagh), 798. 

Division of C.D. Board Land, 795. 
Fisheries : Development of, 796. 

Arrested orinterned Public Servants : Request 
for Rep. of the Com. investigating cases 
9 of, 2968. 

Balla : Detention of internee from (case of 
W. Murphy), 3180. 

Ballina : Detention of intemee from (case of 
T. Finnerty), 3192. 

Ballinasloe : 

Claim against Army (case of late Pte. 
Shiels), 287. 

Claims against Army (various), 2116. 
Compensation (Pre-Truce) Claim (ca&e of 
.M. Mannion), 289, 798. 

Evicted Tenant’s Claim (case of M. 
Gallagher), 1006. 

Ballyhaunis : Claim against Amiy : 

(Case of E. Mulligan), 3180. 

(Case of J. Morgan), 2120. 

Ballymoe (Roscommon) : Retum of gun 
seized by British (case of M. Clavin), 684. 
Boyle: Old Age Pension claim (case of 
W. Kelly), 2474. 

Castlerea: Account against Army (case of 
M. Winston), 159. 

Civil servants : Reinstatement of intemed, 
997- 

Claremorris : Claim against Army (case of 
T. Kelly and P. Duffy), 3191. 

Clifden : Claim against Army (case of Ard- 
bear Hotel), 1894. 

Clonaslea: Claim against Army (case of 
Mrs. O’Callaghan), 13. 

Dail Eireann Court Decrees : Enforcement 
of, 676. 1 

Dunmore : Account against Army (case of 
P. Flattery), 161. 

Galway: Account against Army (case of 
M, Bowen), 803. 

Galway * Claim against Army (case of J. 
Naughton), 2120. 

Galway: Clairr against Army (case of J. 
O’Halloran), 804. 
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ÓConalU Tdmas —cont. 

Glenamaddy (Galway) Account against Army: 

(Case of J. O’Dea), 160. 

Claim against Army: 

(Case of M. J. Gereghty), 684. 

Gort: Account against Army : 

(Case of J. Corcoran), 804. 

(Case of Mrs. Glynn), 165-1. 

(Case of P. J. Melville), 161. 

Claim against Army : 

ase 01 |. O’Donoliue), 289. 

Old Age Pension claim (case of Catherinc 
Ward), 3188. 

Headford (Galway) : Claim against Amiy 
(case of T. Reynolds), IM7. 

Irish Mcntal Hospital Workers' Union and 
Asylum Ofjíicers , Superannuation, 619. 
Kilchreest (Galway) : Detention of internees 
írom (case of M. Mitchell and T. Gannon), 
3192. 

Kilkclly (Mayo) : Compensation (pre-Truce) 
claim (case of V. Fraine), 798. 

Kiltimagh: Detention of intemee from 

(case of W. Halligan), 3192. 

KnocJdong : Compensation (pre-Truce) claim 
(case of S. Croker), 3175. 

Letters, anonyinous, re Officers of Technical 
Instruction Coms., 795. 

Laurencetown (Galwav) : Unemployment, 87. 
I^jughrea : Detention of internee from (casc 
of J. Flannery), 3191. 

Loughrea : Detention of prisoner from (casd* 
of J. Flannery), 621. 

Milltown (Galway) Estate ; Division of, 1888. 
Mountbellew : Claim against Army (case of 
P. Barrett), 160. 

Moville : Compensation claim (casc of Mrs. 
Rilmartin), 3177. 

National teachers : Transfers to or from 
Nortliern Ireland (service for pensions, 

etc.), 2974- 

Oranmore: Compensation claim (case of 
J. Keaven), 3188. 

Postal and telegraph clerks : Promotion of, 
O79. 

Spiddal: Allegation against Anny (wounding 
of Miss 0'Flaherty), 905. 

Thomastown (Co. Roscommon) : Proposed 
closing of sub-post office at, 1741. 

Tralee barracks execution : Custody of body 
and letters of deceased (case of late J. 
McEnery), 90. 

ó Conghalle, C. (See Connolly, C.) 

Fishing boats : Disposal of by Ministry, 1649. 
British Courts: Pre-Truce Decrees by in 
undefended cases, 7, 

O’Connell, Thomas J. (See also Ó Conaill, T.) 

Army Position : 

Debate on motion, 2359, 2411 to 2413. 
Discussion on Statement by President, re 
the, 2013. 

Dublin South : Issue of Writ for, 1180. 
Enforcement of Law (Occasional Powers) 
Bill: Com. S., 2630 to 2634. 

Estimates, Supplementary : Com. on Finance: 
Army§ 2498, 2510, 

Fisheries Ministry, 2517, 2529, 2530, 2540 
to 2550. 

Land Commission, 1905, 1918-9. 

School grants (Northem Ireland), 2563. 
Universities and Colleges, 2434. 


O’Connell, Thomas J.— corU. 

Fiscal Inquiry (debate on motion re), 318. 
Housing (Building Facilities) Bill: 

Com. S., 1191. 

4 S., 1532. 

Land Act: British Guarantee of Bond 
Issues under the (adjoumment debate), 
200, 204. 

Ixjcal Government Electors Registration Bill: 

From the Seanad, 231. 

Ministers and Secretaries Bill: Recommitted, 
1487-8, 1498. 1515-9. 

Oireachtas accommodation (debateon motion) 
586. 

Old Age Pensions Bill: 

2 S., 1327, 1355-6. . 

Com. S., 1765, 1786, 1795, 2043, 2051, 2069, 
Post Office Commission (debate on motion ré) f 
318, 334-5, 342, 351 to 356. 

Public Safety (Powers of Arrest and Deten- 
tion) Temporary Bill: 

Com. S., 58. 

Emergency Resolution, 704. 

Public Safety (Punishment of Offences) 
Temporary Bill: Com. S., 1577-9. 

School (Female, N.), Ballineen, uscd as 
District Court, 1000. 

Special Com. on Wireless Broadcasting: 
Admission of the Press (dcbate on motion),. 
1681. 

Interim Rep. of (Debate on Motion), 1115. 
Treaty re Regulation of U.S. Liquor Traffic 
(Debate on Motion), 3154-5, 3161. 

Tuam : Compensation Claim íre BallycQnnell 
Raid) (case of J. McGrath), 897. 

Wireless Broadcasting: (Interim) Rep. of 
Special Com. on, 775, 783. 

O’Connell Street 

Rebuilding of destroyed areas, 1639. 

Sites : Dublin : Clearing of, 896. 

O’Connor, Bartholomew 

Army Situation (Debate on Motion), 2402. 
Elected for Dublin County, 2305. 
Estimates, Supplementarv : Com. on Finance : 
Temporary Commissions, 2330. 

Ó Cúlacháln, Aodh. (See also Colohan, H.) 

Army Pay: Claim for (case of J. Brophy), 
2971. 

Athy : Unemployment Benefit of Discharged 
Soldier (case of W. O'Brien), 553. 

Athy No. 1 Council : Appointment of 
Engineer to, 2299. 

Ballymore-Eustace : Compensation for Dis- 
charged Soldier (case of Pte. Evans), 88. 
Baltinglass Shooting Fatality (case of late 
P. AUison), »376. 

Carbury: 

Claira against Army (case of J. Gill), 3182. 
Claim for Army Gratuity (case of L. 
Martin), 2302. 

Soldier’s Arrears of Pay (case of T. 
Gorman), 382. 

Celbridge: Army Dependent’s Allowance 
(case of Mrs. Reilly), 2030. . . 

Claim against Anny (case of Mrs. Tiernan), 
1651. 

Contracts for Army Foodstuffs : oi 

Arranging, 2741. 
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Ó Cúlacháln, Aodh— cont. 

County Council Secretaries : 

Emoluments of (Motion), 1228. 

Salaries and Emoluments : Return re- 
quested, showing, 120. 

Curragh 

Camp: Discharge of Soldiers at, 2803. 
Command : Contracts for Foodstuffs, 2737. 
Proposed transfer of Repair and Mainten- 
ance Works, 1650. 

Droichead Nua: 

Ármv Dependent’s Allowance: 

(Case of Mrs. Brophv), 2474. 

(Case of Mrs. May), 2241. 

Claim against Army (case of Mrs. Fitz- 
patrick), 2970. 

Unemployment Benefit Claim (case of T. 
Farrell), 1648, 2242. 

Enfield : Unemployment Benefit Claim (case 
of J. Heating), 2473. 

Kilcock : 

Arrears of Army Officer’s Pay (case of 
Lieut. O’Brien), 284. 

Detention of internee from (case of J. 
Brady), 2896. 

Kilcullen : 

Claim against Army by Discharged Soldier 
(case of P. Doyle), 792. 

Unemployment Benefit Claim (case of 
M. Hogan), 800. 

Kildare : 

Army Dependent’s Allowance (case of 
Mrs. Spry), 3181. 

Barracks : Leave for Soldiers in, 2674. 

Claim against Army (case of P. Higgin- 
bottom), 555. 

Dischargeid Soldier’s Unemployment Benefit 
(caSe of J. Byrne), 616. 

Unemployment Benefit (caseof E. Swanton) 
616. 

Unemployment Benefit Claim (case of P. 
Dempsey), 2119. 

Kill (Kildare) : Detention of internee from 
(Case of C. Mills), 2744. 

Martinstown (Kildare) : Army Pension Claim 
790. 

Monasterevan : 

Detention of internee from (case of P. 
Nelligan), 2982. 

Dismissal of Postman at (case of P. 
Morrissey), 2304. 

Motor Vehicles : Compensation (Pre-Truce) 
Claims for, 2296. 

Naas : 

Account against Army (case of J. Anderson), 
1651. 

Amiy Pension Claim (case of M. Cleary) ,801. 
Claim against Volunteer Police: 

(Case of G. Caldbeck), »794. 

(Case of P. F. Grehan), 2026. 
Compensation (Pre-Truce) Claims (various), 
1501. 

Detention of intemee from (case of A, Fitz- 
patrick), 3190- 
Postal Arrangements, 2605. 

National Health Insurance Benefits : Delayed 
PaymentB, 1501. 

Newbridge: 

Account against Army (case of M. Finnerty), 

904 . 


1923-24.—INDEX. 

11 th April , 1924. 

Ó Cúlaeháln, Aodh— cont. 

Army Dependent's Allowance: 

(Case of Mrs. Brophy), 2028. 

(Case of Mrs. Cooper), 2302. 

Claim against Army: 

(Case of J. Anderson), 1504. 

(Case of J, Mullally), 1173. 

Discharged Soldier’s Arrears of Pay (case 
of Pte. M. Russell), 556. 

Unemployment Benefit Claim (case of N. 
Conlon), 799. 

Poor Law Union Expenditure: Return i 
requested re Amalgamation Schemes. 120. 
Rathangan : Army Pension Claim (case of 
J. Cribben), 2117. 

Sallins : Discharged Soldier’s Unemployment 
Benefit (case of C. McCormack), 282. 

Straffan : 

Claim for Army Pension or Gratuity (case 
of M. Keogh), 2969. 

Compensation for Discharged Soldier (case 
of M. Kehoe), 91. 

United National Friendly Insurance Collecting 
Society : Bankruptcy of, 2890. 

Ó Daimhín, Liam (See also Davin, W.) 

Army Accounts Unpaid for 1921 and 1922 
period, 789. 

Auxiliary Preventive Men (Customs) and 
Customs Barrier, 1166. 

Ballinakill (Leix) : 

Claim against Army (caseof J. Kelly), 1819 
Postal Deliveries, 900. 

Ballybrophy : Claim against Army (case of 
E. Davin), 1819. 

Barrow : Proposed scheme for drainage 
of, 3176. 

Birr : Claim against Army : 

(Case of ex-Vol. Mooney), 903. 

(Case of Messrs. Madden and Sons), 805. 
Clara : Army dependents' allowance (case of 
E. Flanagan), 1821. 

Clonbullogue (Offaly) Postal deiiverics, 900. 
Cork : Detention of internee from (case of 
P. Ryan), 2970. 

Daingean Reformatory as site for industries, 
899. 

Dublin postal employee's reinstatement (case 
of T. J. Coleman), 901. 

Dundalk: Claim against Army (case of 
N. J. Treanor), 1815. 

Durrow: Account against Army (case of 
— Flanagan), 903. 

Edenderry: 

Army pension claim (case of E. Cummins), 
791. 

Arrears of Army pay (caseof P. Mooney), 13. 
Ferbane: Account against Army (case of 
W. Flaherty), 806. 

Film censorship : Payment for projection of 
films for censor, 1642. 

Films : Tenders for projection of for censor- 
ship, 1642. 

Irish Bonded Film Stores, Ltd. : Total 
charges on films, 1642. 

Mountmellick: Account against Army (case 
of J. Doyle), 800. 

Army dependents' allowance (cases of Mrs. 
Culleton and Mrs. Cunningham), 2980, 
2981. 

Mountrath: Claim against Army (case of 
S. Dillon), 14. 
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Ó Daimhfn, Liam— cont. 

National Land Bank Estates: Vesting 
arrears of : OÍIaly area, 8. 

Portarlington : Claim against Army (case of 
C. McLoughlin for shot gun), 14. 
Portlaoighise : Account against Armv : 

(Case of P. Cavanagh), 1819. 

(Case of K. F. Brennan), 2981. 

Claim against Army (case of Messrs. Gaze 
and Jessop), 1813. 

Detention of intemee from (case of T. 
Brady), 2970. 

Rathdowney : Account against Ai*my : 

(Case of C. Cahill), 2982. 

(Case of T. Ryan), 805. 

(Cases of P. Gorman and J. Ryan), 1820. 
R.I.C., resigned and dismissed : Claims dealt 
with by the Com., 3. 

Shannon Bridge: Account ágainst Army 
(case of P. Boltonl, 806. 

Stradbally : 

Return of shot-gun (caseof J. Colgan), 1822. 
Account against Army (case of — Collins), 
2980. 

Army dependent's allowance (case of Vol. 
Holohan), 1820. 

Templemore : Claim against Army (case of 
Mrs. Ringwood and R. Barton), 1813. 
Tullamorc : 

Account against Army (case of T. Digan), 14 
Detention of internee from (case of W. 
Pigott), 1822. 

Ó Dochartaigh, Eoghan (Sec also 0’Doherty, E.) 

Donegal, N. W. : Relief of distress in, 374. 
Old Age Pension Claimants : Disadvantages 
of [re destmction of official records), 2298. 

0’Doherty, Eugene (Sec also Ó Dochartaigh, E.) 

Estimates, Supplementary: Com. on Finance : 

Land Commission, 1920. 

Fisheries Bill : From the Seanad, 1445. 
Oireachtas accommodation (debate on motion) 
593* 

Old Age Pensions Bill : 2 S., 1324. 

Post Office Commission (debate on motion re), 
34.8. 

Soldiers : Demobilised and vacancies in the 
Public Service, 1416. 

Special Com. on Wireless Broadcasting: 
Com. to examine evidence presented to 
(debate on motion), 1370. 

Ó Donnabháin, Tadhg S. (See also Donovan, 
T. S.) 

Clonakilty postal deliveries. 12. 

Cork County Council: Number and salaries 
of staffs of, 1647. 

Cork County : Flax growing in, 1589. 

Flax seed : Supply of, 1167. 

Pig breeding iij Saorstát, 1589. 

Pig breeding: Steps to prevent depletion of, 
1646. 

Roscarbery: 

Lease of foreshore at, 1503. 

Blind person's claim (case of Catherine 
Donovan), 1251. 

Ó Dubhghalll, Eamonn (See also Doyle, E.) 

Ballon (Carlow): Army dependent's allow- 
ance (case of Mrs. Shrennon), 2894. 


Ó Dubhghaill, Eamonn —corU. 

Carlow: Claim against Army (case of R. 
Byrne), 2895. 

Carlow Countv : Reconstruction of bridges, 
2298. 

Cloghna Ranch (Carlow) : Vesting of in 
Land Commission, 1588. 

Inspector of Mines : Proposei appointment 
of, 1418. 

Myshall (Carlow) : Account against Army 
(case of P. Fenelon), 2300. 

Palatinc (Carlow) : Discharged soldiers’ un- 
emplovment benefit (case of M. Carroll), 
1592 . ’ 

Stoneyford (Perry Estate) : Vesting of in 
Land Commission, 1588. 

Tullow : Army Dependent’s Allowance' 

(Case of Mrs. Maxwell), 2894. 

(Cases of T. J. MacSweeney and Mrs. 
Bvrne) 1595. 

Ó Dubhghaill, Peadar S. (See also Doyle, P. S.) 

Amalgamated Engineering Union house pur- 
chase scheme, 1418. 

Amalgamated Engineering Union house pur- 
chase scheme and Saorstát Citizens, 2597. 
Chapelizod : Claim against Army (case of 
Mrs. Nolan), 1175. 

Dublin : Rebuilding of destroycd area: 

O’Connell street, 1639. 

James's Street Harbour, Dublin : Dangerous 
condition of roadway, 1169. 

Sanitorium treatment for discharged .soldiers, 
454 - 

Ó Dubhthalgh, Pádraig (See also Duffy, P.) 

Clones : Condemnation of Horse Pool, 2113. 

Ó Duinnin, Seán (See Dinneen, J.) 

Offaly Area 

Vesting of Arrears oí National Land Bank 
Estates in, 8. 

Offences under Public Safety Act, 1171. 

Offieer’s Claim for Arrears of Army Pay 

Killiney (case of Capt. Walsh), 802. 

Officers of Army 

Q.M.G.’s Dept.; Allowances for Maintenance, 
89. 

Officlal (Poor Law) 

Dismissal of : Dunmanway, 1003. 

Offlcials 

Anonymous Letters re, 795. 

(Retired) of Athy Union : Payment of, 898. 

Ó hAodha, Peadar (See alsp Hughes, P.) 

Louth : 

County: Alleged evasion of Land Act 
Provisions. 1341. 

Land Sales in : Alleged evasion of Land 
Act Provisions, 1419. 

Six Counties : Payment of Grants re Inter- 
mediate Board Éxams. for 1922 (June), 93. 

Ó hAodha, RisteÁrd (See also Hayes, R.) 

Resignation of, 16. 
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Ó hAonghusa, Mlcheál (See alsó Hcnnessy, M.) 

Fishery Cruiser, “ Muirchu “ : Repairs to, 
1889. 

Patrol Boats : 

At Haulbowline : Use of, 761. 

Repair of, 761. 


Ó hlfearnáin, Mlcheál R. (See also Heffernan, 

M. R.) 

Cahir: 

Account against Army (caseof P. Franklin), 
37 «‘ 

Claim against Army (case of W. B. Talbot), 
1740. 

Clogheen : 

Account against Army: 

(Case of E. Riordan), 801. 

(Case of T. Aheam), 683. 

Clonmel: 

Account against Army : 

(Case of P. Clery, 1650). 

Farmers (Milk Suppliers) and Income Tax, 787. 
Holycross : Detention of internee from (case 
of T. Maher), 3189. 

Judicial Tenants : Position of under Land 
Act, 2111. 

Local Accounts and Records : System of 
keeping by Local Boards, 2iic. 
Residences (private) : Number Commandeered 
by Army, 2114. 

Templemore: Case against Army (case of 
J. Fogarty), 1000. 


O'HIgglns, Kevin, Minister for Home Affairs 
Army, account against: Rilrush (case of T. 

Ronan), 1176. 

Army, Claim against: 

Cashel (case of J. Ryan), 1423. 

Chapelizod (case of Mrs. Nolan), 1175. 
Ennis (caseof Mrs. O’Loughlin), 1175. 
NeAvbridge (case of J. Mullally), 1174. 

Army Dependent's Allowance 

(Case of Bridget Guilfoyle), 1424. 
Droichead Nua (case of Mrs. May), 2241. 
Army Inquiry : Terms of Reference (Adjourn- 
ment Debate), 2664. 

Army : Military activity in Dublin, 2124. 
Army Situation : 

Adjournment Debate, 2204 to 2223, 2234 
to 2238. 

Discussion on Statement by President re 
the, 1995-8, 2008. 

Statement re the, 2242. 

Debate on Motion, re, 2359, 2374, 2392. 
Nomination of Ministerfor Defence (Debate 
on Motion), 2242-3, 2284 to 2290. 
Boundary Conference: Proposal to meet in 
London, 685. 

Boycotting Notices re Auctions : Dublin 
County, 1173. 

Breeding Stock : * Licensing and Registration 
of» 1340. 

British Courts : Pre-Truce Decrees by, in 
Undefended, 7. 

Business of the Dáil, 2043. 

(Adjoumment for hour in evening), 1742. 
(Orders of the Day), 2124. 

(Private Members' Business), 1609. 

Censor of Films : Terms re Picture House, 

Dame Street, 613. 


O'Higgins, Kevin— eont. 

Censorship of Films : 

Act: 'Statement re, 1653. 

Contract with Irish ‘Bonded Film Stores, 
Ltd., 3090. 

C.I.D.: Claim against: Summerhill, Dublin 
(case of J. Duggan), 1887. 

Civic Guard Magazine : Annual Cost of, 902. 
Compensation Claim : Arklow (case of J. P. 

Ryan), 907. 

Compensation Claims : 

And Athy Farmers' Union, 2025. 

Of Owners of seized Stock, 450. 

Congested Estates : Lallymore, Rildare, 1340. 
Coroners (Oualification) Bill: 

2 S., 186-7. 

Com. S., 188. 

4 S., 188. 

5 S., 188. 

From thc Seanad, 1098. 

Court Officers (Temporary Appointments) 
Bill : 

2 S., 188. 

4 S„ 711. 

5 S„ 712. 

Dáil Eireann Court Decrecs : Enforcement 
of, 676. 

Deputy : Request for Special Commission to 
investigate statements and suggestions 
made against a, 2967. 

DLstrict C-ourt : 

Ballineen School used as, 999. 

Clerks : Appointment of, 999. 

Dog Licence Tax : Tirconaill County, 1331. 
Electricity Undertakings (Continuance of 
Charges) Bill : 

1 S., 1183. 

5 S., 2125. 

Employment Scheme for Demobilised Men, 
2 105. 

En forcemcnt of Law Act (1923) .* Statistics 
of Decrees issued with reference to, 2117. 
Enforcement of Law (Occasional Powers) 
Bill : 

1 S., 1427. 

2 S., 1925 to 1940, 1953. l 957 to 1960. 
Com. S., 2627 to 2659, 2677 to 2721. 

4 S., 3CXJ5-6. 

Estate (Springrove), Galway: Acquisition 
and Division of, 284. 

Estimates, Supplementary : Com. on Finance; 

Public Works and Buildings, 2466. 

Film : 

Censor’s Office : Cost of, 1642. 

Censorship: Payment for projection of 
Films for Censor, 1O42. 

Renters and Bonding of Films, 1645. 

Films : 

Cost of Ccnsorship of, 1643. 

Submitted to Censor: Number of feet of, 
2972. 

Tenders for projection of for Censorship, 

1643. 

Total Charges of Irish Bonded Film Stores, 
Ltd., 1642. 

Fisheries Bill: from the Seanad, 119, 1449. 
Firearms and Ammunition: Permit for 
Dealer in : Mullíngar, 1945. 

Firearms (Temporary Provisions) Bill: 

1 S., 624. 

2 S., 911, 913. 

Com. S., 1210 to 1214, 
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• loth Jan., 1924,- 

O’Higgins, Kevin —cont . 

Firearms (T#mporary Provisions) Bill— cont. 

4 S., 1429, 1430. 

5 S., 1672. 

Gárda Síochána: 

Barracks : Drumlish, 1893. 

Barracks for: Mullingar, 283. 

Powerof to withhold Witnesses’ Expenses : 
Rathcoole (case of M. Scully), 2031. 
Harbour Constables : Appointment of : 
Dublin, 2122. 

Ill-trcatment of Cattle at Railway Stations, 
676. 

Imported Flour with Bran and^Pollard, 1252. 
Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest 
(Restrictions) Act: Hardship caused by, 
45 1 * 

Industry and Commerce: Nomination of 
Minister for, 2748. 

Internees from Lahinch and Rillimer (case 
of S. Mclnerney and S. Gallagher), 1176. 
Turies (Amendmcnt) Bill: 

1 S., 1426. 

2 S„ 1660, 1667, 1671. 

Com. S., 2092 to 2095, 2103. 

4 S., 2132 to 2135. 

5 S., 2309, 2310. 

Juror’s (Pre-Truce) Fine: Refund refused, 
of (caseof C. Woulfe, Knock, Clare), 451. 
Land Plot (letting of) : Dublin : Infirmary 
Road, 1174. 

Land Purchase Arrears : Galway, 283, 615. 
Land Sales in County Louth : Alleged evasion 
of Land Act Provisions, 1341. 

Local Govemmcnt: 

Electors Registration Bill : from thc 
Seanad, 180. 

Policy of Minister for (Debate on Motion), 
2139, 2160, 2204. 

Methylated Spirits ; Request for Restriction 
of Sale of, 3089. 

Ministers and Secretaries Bill : 

Com. S., 233-4. 

5 S., 1673. 

Deputy’s Explanation of Statement in 
Debate on, 291. 

Murder at Cobh : Request for Information 
je , 3194. 

Oireachtas : Publication of Acts of the, 895. 

Old Age Pensions Bill: Com. S., 2067. 

Peace Commissioners: Tirconaill, 906. 
Potatoes : Export of : Tirconaill, 613. 
Prisoner from : 

Holycross : Detention of (case of T. Maher), 
3I9 °* 

Mountshannon (Clare) : Detention of (case 
of C. Bugler), 1424, 2674. 

Dunlavin and Donard : Detention of (case 
of C. Connell and P. J. Rogers), 3185. 
Miltown'Malbay : Detention of, 1176. 
Public Meeting Prohibited (Adjoumment 
Debate), 550. 

Public Safety Act: Offences under, 1172. 
Public Safety (Powers of Arrest and Detention) 
Temporary Bill: 

Com. S., 19 to 33, 42 to 45, 56 to 82. 
Recommitted, 171 to 186, 212,217^0219 

4 S., 219 to 227. 

5 S., 228. 

4 S., 167. 

From the Seanad, 686-8, 696. 

Emergency Resolution, 697, 708. 


11 th Apfil , 1924 . 

0*Hlgglns, Kevln-— cont. 

Public Safety (Punishment ot Offences) 
Tcmporary Bill: 

1 S., 908 to 910. 

2 S., 1214, 1254 to 1259. 

Com. S., 1557-9, 1572 to 1586, 1636, 1683 
to 1688. 

4 S., 1920, 1924. 

5 S., 2039 to 2042. 

From the Seanad : 2999 to 3003. 
Republican Court Clerks : Pajnnent of, 1172. 
R.I.C. (Resigned and Dismissed) Pension 
Order, 838. 

Seizures of Live Stock: Ennis (cases of J. 

Conlan and J.*Killoughrey), 1590. 

Seizure of Stocíc: Athlone (case of T. Costello), 
678. 

Special Com. on Wireless Broadcasting: 
Com. to examine Evidence presented to 
(Debate on Motion), 1363, 1399, 1401. 
Special Constable: Payment of : Camolin 
(case of G. Byrne), 1591. 

Summer Time Bill, 1924 : 

1 S., 231. 

Com. S., 2136. 

4 S., 2310. 

5 S., 2675. 

Business of the Dáil, 730, 731. 

Standing Orders : Rulings re Suspending 
Business of the Dáil), 297. 

Stock: Seizure of: Tyrrellspass (case of 
B. Flanagan), 1598. 

Treaty re Regulation of U.S. Liquor Trafíic 
(Debate on Motion) 2921 3012,3043,3055. 
Unemployment and Intemational Labour 
Conventions, 1333. 

Unemployment Benefit Claims: 

Enfield (case of J. Keating), 2473. 

Ennis (case of Jf. Moroney), 2107. 
KiIconnelI, Ballinasloe (case of M. Gibbs), 
1333. 

Kild are (case of P. Dempsey), 2119. 
Athlone (case of Woollen Mills Employees), 
2108. 

Unemployment: 

Dublin Area : Statistics of, 2107. 

Grants for Roads : Expediting Payment 
of, 895. 

Volunteer Police: 

Claim against: Naas (case of G. Caldbeck), 

795 - 

Claim against: Naas, 2026. 

Wireless : 

Apparatus : Raids for: Lahinch, 1591. 

Set: Search for:, Lahinch (case of M. 
Vaughao), 2472. 

Witnesses' Expenses : 

Tirconaill Quarter Sessions (case of C. 

McEIeney and others), 3189. 

Tuliamore (case of W. S. Corry), 623. 


Ó hOgáln, Pádralg (An Clár) (See also Hogan, 
P., Clare)i 

Army Dependent’s Allowance (case of Bridget 
Guilfoyle), 1424. 

Ballynacally (Clare): Arrest (case of P. 
O’Shea), 376. 

Carrigaholt: Old Age Pension Claim : 

(Case of A. MoIoney), 2026. 

(Caae of T. 0 ’Dwyer), 279. 
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Ó hOgáin, Pádraig— cont. 

Chláir (Contae) : Return of seized shot gun 
(case of M. O Catháin), 2116. 

Clare : 

Detention of intemee from (case of D. 
Shanahan), 2115. 

Detention of internees from (case of 
Messrs. Stack and Shanahan), 2030. 
Election Officials' Expenses, 612. 

Trial of intemee from (case of D. Leyden), 
2II 5 * 

Clonakilty : Blind Person’s Pension Claim 
(case of O. Wade), 2601. 

Connolly (Clare) : Claim against Army (case 
of M. Scanlan, N.T.), O12. 

Crookhaven : Old Age Pension Claim (case 
ol M. Driscoll), 2601. 

Dunmanway R.D. Council: Appointment of 
Engineer to, 2601. 

Ennis : 

Army Dependent’s Allowance (case of Mrs. 
Mahony), 1335. 

Claim against Amiy (case of Mrs. O'Lough- 
lin), 1175. 

Detention of internee from (cíise of B. 
O’Regan), 1338. 

Seizure of Live Stock (cases of J. Conlan 
and J. Killoughrey), 1590- 
Unemployment Benefit Claim (case of 
J. Moroney), 2107. 

Ennistymon . Account against Army (case 
of P. J. Walsh), 2030. 

Kildysart. Old Age Pension Claim (casc of 
Miss Mcaney), 2118. 

Tvilfenora : Old Age Pensicn Claim (case of 
M. Forde), 2118. 

Killaloe : Inquest (case of late P. Lewis), 286. 
Kilrush : 

Account against Army (case of T. Ronan), 
1176. 

Army Dependent’s Allowance (case of 
Mrs. Sullivan), 1335. 

Rclease of intemee from (case of B. Lowe), 
2603. 

Lahinch : 

Raid for Wireless Set (case of M. Vaughan), 
2472. 

Raids for Wireless Apparatus, 1591. 
Lisdoonvama Internee : Detention of (case of 
P. O’Connor), 379. 

Lissycasey (Clare) : Compensation (Pre-Tmce) 
Claim (caseof P. 0 ’Rourke), 1417. 
Miltown-Malbav: Detention of intemees 
from, 1175. 

Mountshannon (Cláre) : Detention oí intemee 
from (case of C. Bugler), 1424. 
Newmarket-on-Fergus : 

Claim against Army (case of T. Cullinan), 
2116. 

Distribution of Land, 2806. 

Quilty: Blind Person’s Pension Claim (case 
of Mrs. Shannon), 2118. 

Ranches : Distribution of : Clare, 452-3. 

R.I.C.: Claims of Resigned and Dismissed, 

Scariff : Old Age Pension Claim (case of J. 
O’Brien), 2599. 

Tomgraney: Unemployment Benefit Claim 
(case of W. Farrell), 1647. 

Tulla: Account against Army (case of D. 
McHenna), 621. , 


Ó hOgáin, Pádraig, K. (See also Hogan, P. K.) 

Abbeyfeale: Postal Deliveries, 1338. 

Charleville: Army Dependent’s Allowance 
(case of Mrs. Mulqueen), 555. 

Co-operative Creameries : Postal and Tele- 
phonic Services for, n. 

Creameries: Compensation (Pre-Truce) 

Claims re Closing of, 1587. 

Drombanna Co-operative Creamery Award : 
Delayed Payment of, 156. 

Foynes Harbour Tmstees : Authority con- 
stituting, 155. 

Kenmare: Army Dependent's Allowance 
(case of Mrs. O'Brien), 1096. 

Land Act, Section 38; Advances to Tenants 
under, 1421. 

Limerick County Council : Number of and 
Salaries of permanent and temporary 
Staffs, 2600. 


Oireachtas 

Accommodation (Debate 011 Motion), 564. 

Accommodation for the (Business of the Dáil), 
458 . 

Joint Com. on Temporary Accommodation 
for the (Deputies Nominated), 783. 

Members’ Access to National Library, 554. 

Permanent Accommodation for, 155. 

Publication of the Acts of the, 895. 

Rep. of Joint Com. on Temporary Accommo- 
dation for, 2139, 2899. 

Staff : Request lor Rep. of Com. on, and 
Statement re Salaries of, 1652. 

Staff : Motion re Rep. of Com. 011 (Scale of 
Wages and Salaries), 624. 


Ó Laidhin, Seán (See also Lyons, J.) 

Army : 

Number of Officers and Mcn Demobilised 
from ist August,. 1923, to I2th March, 
1924, 2113. 

Pensions : Claims Dept., 1001. 

Athlone : 

Account against Army: 

(Case of J. Faller), 621. 

(Case of P. J. Macken), 457. 

Army Dependent's Allowance : 

(Case of Mrs. Costello), 1G1. 

(Case of Mrs. Green), 1345. 

Army Pension Claim (case of Mrs. Hayes), 
i33b. 

Arrears of Army Pay (case of R. Lillis), 457. 
Compensation Decree Payment (case of 
T. Leonard), 611. 

Compensation (Pre-Truce) Claim against 
British (case of C. Donlon), 381. 
Compensation (Pre-Truce) Claim (case of . 

Mrs. Morrissey), 1097. 

Cost of Water Supply for Army, 1095. 

• Old Age Pension Claim (case of Mrs. 
Blaney), 1946. 

Pay of Army Officers, 2602. 
Reconsideration of Sentence on Prisoner 
from (case of T. Mannion), 2602. 
Unemployment Benefit Claims (case of 
Woollen Mills Employees), 2108. 
Ballinahown (Westmeath): Release of in- 
teraees from (case of Messrs. Daly, Costello, 
Dalton), 1001. 
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10 th Jan. t 1924.- 

Ó Laldhin, Seán —cont. 

Ballymahon : Old Age Pension Claim (case 
of Catherine Cl>-ne), 380. 

Ballynacargy Shooting Fatality (case of late 
T. Moore), 90* 

Beer and Stout Prices : Hequest for Reduc- 
tion of, 2890. 

Bogga Estate (Westmeath) : I-and Bank 
Tenants, 796. 

Castletown-Geoghegan : Claim against Army 
(case of J. McDermott), 448. 

Cork : Compensation (Pre-Truce) Claim (case 
of E. Morrissey), 448. 

Com Millers : Grants to, 788. _ 
Edgeworthstown : Claim against Army (case 
of Vol. Farrell), 1097- 

Gurteen (Wcstmeath) : Ranch Land : Distri- 
bution of, 1005. 

Hare Park Camp : 

Conditions of intemees in, 2603. 
Detention of prisoner in (case of T. Muldoon) 
2808. 

Rilbeggan : 

Account against Army (case of M. Piggott), 

15. 

Arrears of Army Pay (case of C. Mooney), 

15. 

Labourers’ Cottages : Allotments foroccupiers 
of, 2607. 

Lismacaffrey Estate (Longford) : Distri- 
bution of, 1008. 

Moatc: Postal Facilities, 92. 

Mullingar : 

Account against Army (case of Messrs 
Rowe) 455. 

Army Dependent’s Allowance (case of 
Vol. Fox), 623. 

Claim for Arrears of Army Pay (case of 
P. Caffrey), 2807. 

Old Age Pension Claim (case of Miss Ham), 
2896. 

Permit forDealer in Firearms and Ammuni- 
tion, 1945. 

Multyfamham : Retum of Shot Gun (case of 
P. Farrell), 162. 

Political Prisoners : Number of, in Custody, 
and Untried, and Sentenced, 2114. 

Soldier’s Ration Allowancc : Pavment of 
(case of A. Hyslop), 1097. 

Telegrams, TelephoneCalls, Stamps : Request 
for Reduction of Charges for, 2891. 
Tyrrellspass : Account against Army (case of 
H. Brennan), 379. 

Westmeath : 

Prisoners : Detention of : Dundalk Prison 
(case of Messrs. Fagan and Curran), 458. 
Salaries and Pensions of Relieving Officers 
prior to and after Amalgamation Scheme, 

. 2598. 

White Cross Grants deducted from Compen- 
sation (Pre-Truce) Decrees, 449. 

Old Age Pensions 

And total source of Income, 1640. 

Bill: 1 S., 807. 

Bill: 2 S., 1259, 1348. 

Bill: Com. S., 1689, 1745, 1964, 2032, 2043. 
Bill: 4 S. # 2618. 

Bill: 5 S., 2853. 

Bill: Money Resolution, 1628. 


11 th April, 1924. 

Case : Lisdeen, Clare (Adjoumment Debate), 
1883. 

Case : Lisdeen, Clare : (Notice of Adjourn- 
ment Debate), 1822. 

Claim : Athlone (case of Mrs. Blaney), 194O. 

Claim : Ballymahon (case of Catherine 
Clyne), 380. 

Claim : Boyle (caseof W. Kelly), 2474. 

Claim : Carrigaholt (caseof A. Moloney), 2026. 

CJaim : Carrigaholt (case of T. O’Dwver), 

2 79. 

Claim : Crookhaven (casc of M. Driscoll), 
2601. 

Claim : Gort (case of Catherine Ward), 3188. 

Claim : Kildysart (case of Miss Meanev), 
2118. 

Claim : Kilfenora (caseof M. Forde), 2118. 

Claim : Lisdeen, Clare (case of — Lynch), 
1810. 

Claim : Mullingar (case of Miss Ham), 2890. 

Claim : Scariff (case of J. O’Brien), 2599. 

Claim : Wexford (cases of Messrs. Murphy 
and Byme), 1594. 

Claimants : Disadvantages of re destruction 
of Official Records), 2298. 

Claimants : Procedure of, in absence of 
Baptismal Ccrtificates, 281. 

Fstimate : Probable arnount of saving on, 
1640. 

Outdoor Relief \alued as means, 3177. 

Statistics (Business of thc Dáil), 733. 


Ó Leadáin, Séamus (See also Ledden, J.) 

I>imerick ( ountv Council : Workers’ Wages 
on Trunlc Road Scheme, 2978. 


0’Mahony, Thomas 

Army lnquiry: Debate on Personnel and 
Terms of Reference, 2844. 

Ballyvoyle Railway Viaduct : Completion 
of, 785. 

Blackwater Floods : Inquiry siurgested re 
786. 

Charleville and Buttevant District: Flooding 
of, 898. 

Estimates, Supplementarv : Com. on Finance : 
Army, 2499. 

Public Works and Bnildings, 2479. 

Fermoy and Buttevant Barracks : Recon- 
struction of, 791. 

Housing (Building Facilities) Bill: 

Com. S., 849 to 853, 872, 878, 882, 893, 
915 to 924, 938 to 943, 95O, 964 to 967, 
1015 to 1031, 1042, 1138, 1189, 1202-4. 
Local Goverament (Collection of Rates) Bill: 
2 S., 102, 106. 

Oireachtas : Rep. of Joint Com. on Temporary 
Accommodation for (Debate on Motion), 
29L5- 

Old Age Pensions Bill : 2 S., 1298, 1321. 
Public Safety (Powers of ArrestandDetention) 
Temporary Bill: 

Com. S., 50. 

Emergency Resolution, 702. 

Special Com. on Wireless Broadcasting: 
Com. to examine evidence presented to 
(Debateon Motion), 1374. 

Urban Districts : Unemployment Grants 
for, 899. 
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xotá Jan., 1924.* 

ó Máille Pádraie (See also Leas-Cheann 
Comhairle, and Ceann Comhalrle, and 
Leas-Cheann Comhairle—Rullngs ot) 

Clifden R.D. Councii: Loan for Purchase of 
Seeds, 2673. 

Committee on Procedure and Privileges: 
First Rep. of (Presentation of Petitions 
before Dáil Eireann), 1439. 

Special Com. on Wireless Broadcasting : 232. 
Admission of the Press (Debate on Motion), 
1680. 

Com. to Examine Evidence presented to 
(Debate on Motion), 1410. 

Interim Rep. of (Debate on Motion), 1076, 
1099, 1125. 

Wireiess Broadcasting: 

Final Rep. of Special Com. on, 2615 to 2O17, 
2861. 

(Interim) Rep. of Special Com. on, 766,. 
772, 77O. 

Third Interim Rep. of Special Com. on, 
2137-8. 


O’Mara, James 

Elected Deputy for Dublin South, 2124, 2305. 
Fisheries : Request for Abolition of Ministry 
of, 2965. 


ó Mulrgheasa, Domhnall (See also Morrlssey, 

D.) 

Aherlow : Detention of internee from (case 
of J. Hayes), 2743. 

Army Tailor : Proficiency Pay of, 685. 
Clonmel : Detention of intemee from (casc 
of J. O’Riordan), 3194. 

Curragh: 

Arrears of Army Pay (case of Pte. Cleary), 
12. 

Camp : Discharge of Soldiers at, 2803. 
Fethard : Claim against Army (case of E. 
King), 3194- 

Hilmacow : Claim for Army Proficiency Pay 
(case of J. O’Neill), 2121. 

Knocklong : Compensation (Pre-Truce) Claim 
(case of S. Croker), 3175. 

Nenagh : 

Applications for Return of Shot Guns 
(various), 1811. 

Army Depéndent’s Allowance : 

(Case of E. Gleeson), 160. 

(Case of Mrs. O’Brien), 1821. 

Pallasgreen : Army Dependent’s Allowance 
(case of Mrs. S. Ryan), 378. 

Templemore : 

Account against Army (case of J. Phelan), 
1098. 

Claim against Army (case of Mrs, Connors), 
682. 

Thurles : Claim against Army (case of Mrs. 
Coonan), 3193* 

Thurles-Nenagh Special Road Scheme Ix>an, 

86 . 

Tipperary : 

County: Unemployment Benefit Claims 
(various), 1808. 

Los8 of Registered Letter (case of J. 
O’Meara), 1095. 

(N.R.) County Council Grants, 83. 

Post Office Clerks' Hours of Duty, 678. 


iith April , 1924. 

Ó Murchadha, Tadhg P. (See also Murphy, 
T. P.) 

Athy No. 1 Council : Appointmentof Engineer 
to, 2299. 

Ballineen : 

Account against Army (caseof P. Donovan), 
1599 . 

(And Kilgarvan) : Release of internees from 
(caseof J. Randles and J. Crowley). 1096. 
School (Female N.) : District Court in, 999. 
Ballydchob : Account against Army (case of 
W. H. Cashman), Í891. 

Bandon : 

Account against Army (case of J. O’Regan), 
2301. 

Compensation (Pre-Truce) Claim (case of 
D. J. O’Regan), 2973 * 

Detention of internees from (case of M. 

McCarthy and R. Russell), 3193. 
Rebuilding of Hospital, 280. 

Releaseof interneefrom (caseof D. Duggan) • 
803. 

Bantry: Claim against Army (case of C. 
0’lJeary), 2972. 

Carbury : Claim for Army Gratuity (case of 
L. Martin), 2302. 

Carlow County: Reconstruction of Bridges, 
2298. 

Clonakilty : 

Account against Army (cases of Messrs. 

O'Donovan and 0’Leary), 88. 

Blind Person’s Pension Claim (case of O. 
Wade), 2601. 

Cork County : 

Council: Repair of Trunk Roads, 2977. 
Council : Request for Grant for Recon- 
struction Work (Castletown Bere and 
Allihies Districts), 1810. 

Detention of intemees from (various), 1814. 
Repair of Bridges, and Unemployment, 10. 
Crookhaven : Old Age Pension Claim (case 
of M. Driscoll), 2601. 

Dingle : Detention of internee from : 

(Case of T. Brosnan), 2982. 

(Case of Seán Kennedy), 2121. 
Waterworks Scheme : Restarting of, 799. 
District Court Clerks : Appointment of, 999- 
Drimoleague: 

Claim against Army: 

(Case of N. Hales), 2474. 

(Case of P. S. Kingston), 1599* 

Account against Army: 

(Case of J. Collins), 381. 

(Case of J. J. Hingston), 2301. 

Case of Mrs. A. Donovan), 802. 

Case of Mrs. Hingston), 803. 
Drumcondrath : Detention of intemee from 
(case of H. Malone), 2895. 

Dunmanway: 

Account against Army: 

(Case of F. O’Neill), 1599. 

Case of M. J. Hurley), 803. 

Casesof D. McCarthyand E. Daly), 1598 
Army Dependent’s AUowance (case of 
Mrs. K. Hurley), 381. 

Claim against Army (case of G. A. Bryan), 
2121. 

Claims against Army (case of Messrs. 

Murray, Riordan, Collins), 1093. 

Claim against British for (Pre-Truce) 
Motor Hire, 371. 
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10 th Jan ., 1924 .—nth April , 1924. 

Palatine (Carlow) 

Discharged soldiers' unemployment benefit 
(case of M. Carroll), 1592. 


Dunmanway— cont. 

Dismissal of D.C. and Board. of Guardians 
Official, 1003. 

R.D. Council; Appointment of Engineer 
to; 2601. 

Durrus (Bantry) : Claim against Army (case 
of J. 0'Leary), 376. 

Glengarriffe : 

Claim against Aimy (case of W. O'Sullivan), 
2973 - 

Compensation (Pre-Truce) Claim (case of 
Mrs. O'Sullivan), 1597, 2471. 

Henmare: Account against Army (case of 
T* Cronin), 2982. 

Monasterevan : Dismissal of Postman at 
(case of P. Morrissey), 2304. 

Motor Vehicles : Compensation (Pre-Truce) 
Claims for, 2296. 

Moyvalley: Compensation Claim (case of 
W. Marmion), 2893. 

Myshall (Carlow) : Account against Army 
(case of P. Fenelon), 2300. 

Newbridge: Army Dependent's Allowancc 
(case of Mrs. Cooper), 2302. 

.Old Age Pensionj : Outdoor Relief valucd 
as means, 3177. 

Skibbereen : 

Hospital Nurse : Sanction for, 1882. 

Union : Distress re Fishing Failiire, 373. 
Timoleague : 

Claim against Army : 

(Case of J. D. Donovan), 2303. 

(Case of late J. Hunt), 1007. 

West Cork: Accounts against Army (in 
period Feb. to June/1922), 284. 

0’RahllIy, AUred (See also Ó Ralthlle, A.) 

Ó Raithlle, Allfrid (See also 0’Rahil!y, A.) 

Income tax arrears, etc. : Distraints for 
nonpavment of, 1817. 

Oranmore 

Compensation claim (caseof J. Keaven), 3188. 

Orders, Standing 

Rc Private Business (debateon motion), 2155. 

O’Sullivan, John M. 

Courts of Justice Bill : From the Seanad, 
2768 to 2770. 

Dáil Eireann Loans and Funds Bill: 4 S., 462. 
Fiscal Inquiry (debate on motion), 511. 
Housing (Building Facilities) Bill: 

Com. S., 854, 86i~6, 873, 880, 881-9, 892, 
93 6 » 95 6 » 1044 to 1047, 1135. 

4 S„ 1539, 1545, 1554. 

Oireachtas accommodation (debate on 
motion), 583, 588, 597. 

Public Safety (Powers of Arrest and Deten- 
tion) Temporary Bill, 4 S„ 225. 

Special Cora. on Wireless Broadcasting: 
Com. to examine evidence presented to 
(debate 'on motion), 1364, 1498. 

Wireless Broadcasting: (Interim) Rep. of 
Special Com. on, 774. 

Outrag* at Cobh 

Request for information re, 3194. 

Sympathy of Irish Nation with relatives of 
victims (motion by President), 2291. 
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Pallasgreen 

Army dependent’s allowance (case of Mrs. 
S. Ryan), 378. 

Pareel Lost in Post 

Athlone (case of Mrs. Cunningham), 2305. 

Parks, Town 

Purchasc rights of yearly tcnants of, 1645, 

Parliamentary Seoretaries 

(Sanction for), 785. 

Passports for Saorstát Cltizens, 1334. 

Patrol 

Boats at Hawlbowline : Use of, 761. 

Boats : Repair of, 761. 

Boats : Repairs to, 1889. 

Sloop: Salvage for saving trawler " Harry 
Milling," 2968. 

Peace Commlssioners 

Tirconaill, 906. 

Pensions of Wounded Soldlers 

Delay in payment of, 908. 

Perry Estate 

Stoneyford (Kilkenny) : Vesting of in Land 
Commission, 1588. 

Petitions 

Presentation of: First Rep. of Com. on 
Procedure and Privileges, 1437. 

Phillipstown (Daingean) 

Reformatory as site for industries, 899. 

Picture House 

Dame street (Dublin) : Rent paid by film 
censor, 612. 

Pig Éreeding 

Depletion of, 1646. 

In Saorstát, 1589. 

Police (Volunteer) 

Claim against: Naas (case of G. Caldbeck), 
794 * 

Claim for arrears of pay : Dublm, 3190. 

Policy of Mlnister for Local Government 

(Debate on motion), 1709, 1858, 2159. 

Polltical Prlsoners 

In Derry Jail: Treatment of, 2732. 

Number of, in custody, and untried, and 
sentenced, 2114. 

Number of in Saorstát, 2736. 

Poor Law 

Officials' salaries and pensions prior to 
and after Amalgamation scherae, West- 
meath, 2598. 

# Union expenditure: Return requested re 
Amalgamation «chemes, 120. 
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Port and Docks, Dublin 

Unemp 1 oyment grant, 1341. 

Portarlington 

Claim against Annv (ca.se of C. McLoughlin 
for shot gun), i 4. 

Porter and Beer 

Rcduction of taxes 011, 1. 

Portlaoighise 

Account against Army : 

(Case of P. Oavanagh), 1819. 

(Case of K. F. Brennan), 2981. 

(Case of Messrs. Gaze and Jessop), 1813. 
Detention of internee from (case of T. Brady), 
2970. 

Postal 

And telephonefacilities for Castlejordan, 1892. 
And telephonic improvcd services for co- 
operative creameries, it. 

Commission : Claim of engineering classes, 
623. 

Arrangements : Dalkey and Dun Laoighaire, 
3187. 

Arrangements : Naas, 2005. 

Deliveries : 

Abbeyfeale, 1338. 

Ballinakill (I-eix), 900. 

Clonakilty, 12. 

Clonbullogue (Offalv), 900. 

Naas, 1338. 

Employees' reinstatement : Dublin (case of 
T. J. Coleman), 901. 

Facilities : Giltown-Donadea (Rildare), 10. 
Facilities : Moate, 92. 

Parcel : Alleged loss of : Athlone (case of 
♦Mrs. Cunningham), 2305. 

Postman 

Dismissal of: Monasterevan (case of P. 
Morrissey), 2304. 

Pension or gratuity for : Kildangan (case of 
P. Mooney), 2304. 

Post Offloe 

Clerks’ hours of duty : Tipperary, 678. 
Closing of : Johnstown (Straffan), 1893. 
Commission (debate on motion re), 318. 
(General), Four Courts and Custom House 
sites : 

Clearing of : Dublin, 2240. 

Future use of, 1417. 

Motor Mail Service: Dublin-Kells, 797. 
Sorting and telegraph clerks : Promotion 
of, 679. 

Sub: Thomastown (Co. Roscommon) : Pro- 
posed closing of, 1741. 

Potatoes 

Export of :• Tirconaill, 613. 

Seed : Distribution of : Bawnboy and Ennis- 
killen No. 2. District, 2802. 

Presldent 

Statemesnt on Army position, by the, 1894 to 
1901. 

Press 

Admission of, at Meetings of the Special Com, 
on Wireless Broadcasting (debate on 
motion), 1673. 


11 th April, 1924. 

Prlces 

Proposed Bill to Control, 2727. 


Priomhdhail, Seán (See also Prior, J.) 

Kinsale : Debt of Harbour Commissioners 
and Urban Council, 1807. 


Prior, John (See also Priomhdhail, S.) 


Prisoners 

Detention of (case of J. Flannery, Loughrea), 
621. 

Detention of : Curragh (case of P. Connell) 
(>23. 

Detention of: Hare Park Camp (case of T. 
Muldoon), 2808. 

From Athlone : Reconsideration of sentenee 
on (case of T. Mannion), 2602. 

From Bandon : Release of (case of D. 
Duggan), 803. 

From Clare : Trial of (case of D. Leyden), 
2115. 

From Ennis : Detention of (case of *B. 
O’Regan), 1338. 

Release of : Newbridge (case of C. Reid), 285. 

From Wexford : Releaseof (caseof F. Carty), 
S05. 

Conditions in Hare Park Camp, 2735. 

From Ballinahown, Westmeath : Release of 
(case of Messrs. Daly, Costello, Dalton), 
TOOI. 

From Clarc and Tipperary : Detention of 
(various), 1739- 

From Ennis, Lisdoonvarna, and Kilfenora : 
Detention of, 91. 

From Kilgarvan and Ballineen : Rclease of 
(case of J. Randles and J. Crowley). 1096. 

From Westmeath : Detention of : Dundalk 
Prison (case of Messrs. Fagan and Curran), 
458 . 

(Poltiical) : in Derry Ja.il : Treatmentof, 2732. 

(Political) : in Military Hospitals, 792. 

(Political) : Number of : in Custody, and 

Untried, and Sentenced, 2114. 

(Political) : Number in Saorstát, 2736. 

Trials of, 1596. 


Private 

Bills : Rep. from Examinerof (re Irish Hydro 
and Peat Electric Power Bill), 2808. 

Bills : Rep. from Examiner of: re East 
Leinster Electricity Supply Bill', Dublin 
Electricity Supply Bill, Sligo Lighting 
and Electric Power Bill, 2607. 

Business : Joint Com. on Standing Orders, 
re 207. 

Business : Joint Com. on Standing Orders 
re : Nomination of Deputies on, 458. 

Business : Standing Orders re (Debate on 
Motion), 2155. 

Deputy’s Business (Businessof theDáil), 1600. 

Residences: Number commandeered by 
Army, 2114. 


Prlvileges and Proeednre 

First Rep. of Com. on (Presentation of 
Petitions before Dáil Eireann), 1437. 
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Procedure 

And Prívileges: First Rep. of Com. on 
(Presentation of Petitions before Dáil 
Eireann), 1437 * 

Aud Privileges : Second Rep. of Com. on, 
1743 - 

On Amendts. made by the Seanad to Bills, 2 30. 

Protestant Chaplaln 

Rathkeale Union, 206. # 

Public 

Accounts Com. : Appointment of, 2897. 
Accounts Com. : Nomination to, 2986. 
Accounts Com. : Proposed Appointment of, 

2309. 

Health Com. : Rep. of for 1920 (ycar), 2473. 
Meeting Prohibited : Dublin (Adjournment 
Debate), 546. 

Meeting Prohibited: Dublin (Notice of 
Adjoumment Debate), 458. 

Safety Act : Offences under, 1171. 

Safety (Punishment of Offences) Temporary 
Bill: 

1 S., 908. 

2 S., 1214, 1254. 

Com. S., 1555, 1633, 1683. 

4 S., 1920. 

5 S., 2039. 

From the Seanad, 2999, 3004. 

Safety (Powers of Arrest and Dctention) 
Temporary Bill : 

Com. S., 19. 

Recommitted, 167, 208. 

4 S., 167, 219. 

5 S., 228. 

Money Resolution, 165. 

From the Seanad, 686. 

Declaration under Article 47 of Con- 
stitution, 697. 

Servants : Arrested or intemed : Request 
for Rep. of the Com. investigating cases of, 
2968. 

Service Vacancies : Recruitment of ex-Army 
Men for, 1415. 

Quartermaster-General's Dept. Offlcers 

Allowances for Maintenance, 89. 

Quilty 

Blind Person’s Pension Claim (case of Mrs. 
Shannon), 2118. 

Railway 

Protection Corps : Pay and Allowance on 
Discharge, 206. 

Stations : Ill-treatment of Cattle at, 67,6. 
Viaduct: Completion of : Ballyvoyle, 785. 
Wolfhill Colliery : Compensation for Land 
acquired, 1167. 

Railways 

BiU: the Proposed, 83. 

Bill: 1 S., 2852. 

Bill: 2 S., 3196. 

Ranehes 

Distribution of : Qare, 452. 

Rates 

Collectors : Appointment of: TirconaiU Co. 
Council, 21 ix. 


Rates— cont. 

Collector's Pension : Macroom (case of J. 
O’Sullivan), 763. 

(And Audits) of County Councils, 620. 
Collected, and Arrears, 1921 and 1922 : 

Dublin County, 85. 

Dublin County, 2734. 

On Unoccupied Houses, 1423. 

Suggested Postponement of Striking the, 280. 
Suggested Postponment of Strilring (Notice 
of Adjournment Debate), 281. 

Suggested Postponement of Striking the 
(Adjoumment Debate), 360. 

Rathangan 

Army Pension Claim (case of J. Cribbin), 2117. 

Rathcoole 

Withholding of Witnesses' Expenses (case 
of M, Scully), 2031. 

Rathdowney 

Account against Amiy : 

(Case of C. Cahill), 2982. 

(Case of T. Ryan), 805. 

(Cases of P. Gomian and J. Ryan), 1820. 

Rathdrum 

Telephone service for, 454. 

RathReale Unlon 

Protestant chaplain to, 206. 

Rathnew Brickworks 

Re-opening of, 375. 

Redmond, William Archer 

Arklow : Compensation claim (case of J. P. 
Ryan), 907. 

Army Inquiry: Debate on Personnel and 
Terms of Reference, 2832-3-8-9. 

Cattle (Irish) compulsorily slaughtered in 
British lairages : Compensation for (debate 
on motion), 2963. 

Claims, pre-Truce and post-Truce : Amount 
of, 2728. 

Clerks of R.D. Councils : Payment of substi- 
tutes for, 762. 

Courts of Justice Bill : From the Seanad, 
2759 . 

Kilkenny: Compensation claim (case of 
Miss Loughman), 2801. 
Oireachtasaccommodation (debate on motion), 
578, 595. 

Railways Bill: 2 S., 3227, 3269 to 3272, 
3280, 3001. 

Town Tenants Bill: 1 S., 2985. 

Registered Letter 

Loss of : Tipperary (caseof J. O’Meara), 1095. 

Registratlon and Llcensing of Breedlng Stock, 

1339 . 

Repalr of Patrol Boats, 761. 

Report 

Interim, of Special Com. on Wireless Broad- 
casting, 766. 

Interim, of SpeQÍal Com. on Wireless Broad- 
casting (debate on motion), 1076, 1099. 
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Report— cont. 

Of Caiials and Waterways Commission (debate 
on motion), 734. 

Of Canals and Inland Waterways Commission 
(debate on motion), 973. 

Of Commission on Agriculture: Date for 
presentation of, 2672. 

Of Com. on Oireachtas stafl: Motion re 
(scale of wages and salaries), 626. 

Of Comptroller and Auditor-General: 

Date of presentation of, 1165. 

Of Comptroller and Auditor-General, 2309, 
2897. 

Of Joint Com. on Temporary Accommodation 
for the Oireachtas, 2139. 

Of Imperial Economic Conference: Circula- 
tion of, 681. 

(Final) of Special Com. on Wireless Broad- 
casting, 2608, 2861. 

(First) of Com. on Procedure and Privileges 
(on Presentation of Petitions Before Dail 
Eireann), 1437. 

(Second) of the Committee on Procedure and 
Privileges, 1743. 

(Sixth) of SessionaLCom. of Selection (Nomina- 
tion to Com. of Public Accounts), 2986. 

Third Interim, of Special Com. on Wireless 
Broadcasting, 2137. 

Republloan Court Clerks 

Pa ymentof, 1172. 

Resldenoes (Prlvate) 

Number commandeered by Army, 2114. 

Reslgnation 

Of Deputy Richard Haves, 16 . 

Of Member of Executive Council, 189O. 

Of Minister for Defence, 2204. 

Resigned and Dismissed R.I.C. 

Number of claims dealt with by tlie Com., 3. 

Seturning Offlcer’s Expenses 

Clare Eiection, 612. 

Returning Offleer íor Cavan Eieetion 

Payment of accounts for car hire to, 2733. 

R.I.C. 

Claims of resigned and dismissed, 1587. 

Resigned and Dismissed : 

Numberof claims dealt with by the Com., 3. 
Number pensioned or compensated, 1887. 
Pension Order, 815. 

River Barrow 

Proposed scheme for draining, 317G. 

Roada 

Expediting payment of unemployment grant. 
for, 895. 

Motor tax grants for, 1094. 

(Trunk): Allocation for: Cavan U. District, 
2801. 

(Trunk) : Repair of : Cork County Council, 

2977 - 

(Trunk), scheme: Wages of workers on: 
Limerick, 2978. 

Roadway 

Dangerous condition of : DubJin, James’s St. 
Harboúr, 1x69. 


ri th April, 1924« 

Roadwork 

Kerry County Council, 2734. 

Limerick County : Special grant for, 2891. 

Rossearbery 

Blind person’s claim (case of Catherine 
Donovan), 1251. 

Lease of foreshore at, 1503. 

Ruan 

Claim against Army (case of P. Casey), 285. 
(Clare) : Claim against Army (case of P. 
Casey), 3190. 

Rulings re Suspending Standing Orders 

(Business of the Dáil), 291. 

Rural Dlstrict Council 

Accounts : Trim and Edenderry: Auditing 
of, 1502. 

Clerks : Payment of substitute for, 762. 
Dunmanway: Appointment of engineer to, 
2601. 

Russian Government 

Debts : Share of, 1170. 

Recognition of, 1170. 

Saggart 

Claim against Army (case of J. Dowd), 2746. 

Salaries and Emoluments 

Of Secretaries of County Councils : Retum 
requested showing 120. 

Sales of Land 

Co. Louth: Alleged evasion of Land Act 
provisions, 1419. 

Saliins 

Discharged soldiers' unemployment benelit 
(case of C. McCormack), 282. 

Saorstát 

And Dublin City and County : Statistics of 
tradesmen in receipt of unemployment 
benefit, 1808. 

Eireann : Passports for citizens of, 1334. 
Income Tax in Dominions and in, 157. 
Number of political prisoners in, 2736. 

Searifl 

Old Age Pension claim (case of J. O’Brien), 
2599. 

Schoól (Femaie N.), Ballineen 

District Court in, 999. 

♦ 

Seienee (Buildings) 

Proposed use of College of, 611. 

Seotland 

Housing conditions of Irish migratory workers 
in, 156. 

Seanad 

Amendts. to Bills : joint Com. to consíder 
Procedure on, 458. 

Procedure to Amendts., made by, /to Bills, 
230. 
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Sears, Wllliam (See also MacSloghalrd, L.) 

Estimates, Supplementary : Com. on Finance: 
Fisheries Ministry, 2548. 

Fiscal Inquiry (Debate on Motion re), 311. 

Vintners' Negotiations re Reduction in Price 
of Beer and Stout, 2. 

Seeondary Education 

Interim increased Grant for, 1592. 

Secretaries 

Of County Councils : Emoluments of 
(Motion), 1228. 

Parliamentary: Sanction for, 785. 

Seized Stock 

Compensation claims of owners of, 450. 

Seizure 

Of Live Stock : Ennis (case of J. Conlan and 
J. Killoughrey), 1590. 

Of Stoc.k : Athlone (case of T. Costello), 677. 

Of Stock : Tyrrellspass (case of B. Flanagan), 
1598. 

Selection 

Sixth Rep. of Sessional Com. of (Nomination 
to Com. of Public Accounts\ 2986. 

Sessional Com. o( Selection 

Nomination of Special Com. on Wireless 
Broadcasting, 17. 

Sixth Rep. of (Nomination to Com. of 
Public Accounts), 2986. 

Shannon 

Bridge: Account against Army, (case of P. 
Bolton), 80O. 

Development : Representationsof Engineering 
Institutions, etc., re, 2730. 

River : Scheme of Messrs. Siemens Schucker- 
twerke : Arrangements for Development 
of, 2729. 

Shaw Commission Award 

Delayed Payment to Drombanna Creamery, 
156. 


Shaw, Patrlck W. 

Athlone: 

Account against Army (case of E. Healion), 
801. 2746. 

Alleged Loss of Postal Parcel (case of Mrs. 
Cunningham), 2305. 

Ballinafore (Westmeath) Compensation (Pre- 
Truce) Claim (case of late P. Seery, I.R.A.), 

158- 

Castlepollard : 

Army Dependent’s Allowance (case of Mrs. 
Robinson), 2742. 

Détention of intemee from; (case of T. 

Gaffney), 2303. 

Curragh: 

Detention of intemee at (case of O. 

McDonnell), 2119. 

Rrisoner; 

Detention of a (case of P. Connell), 623. 
Estimates, Supplementary: Com. on Finance : 
Aimy, 2501. 

Fisheries Mini$try f 2520, 2538. 

Fisherfes Bill: from the Seanad, 124. 
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nth April , 1924. 

Shaw, Patrick W.— cont. 

Hinnegad ; Payment for Work on Civic 
Guard Barracks, 1425. 

Local Govemment; Policy of Minister for 
(Debate on Motion), 1871, 1879. 

Mullingar : 

Army Dependent’s Allowance: 

(Case of Mrs. Braiden), 2110. 

(Case of Mrs. Callaghan), 134Ó. 

(Case of Mrs. Hayden), 2743. 

Barracks for Gárda Síochána, 282. 

Claim against Army: 

(Case of M. McMunn), 2983. 

(Case of P. Kilniurray), 2897. 

Oireachtás Accommodation (Debate on 
Motion), 583. 

Old Age Pension Claimants without Baptismal 
Certificates, 281. 

Public Safety (Powersof Arrest and Detention) 
Temporary Bill : Com. S., 51. 

Tyrrellspass : Seizure of Stock (case of B. 
Flanagan), 1598. 

Unemployment Grants for Roads : Expediting 
Payment of, 895. 

Shootlng Fatality 

Ballynacargy (case of late T. Moore), 90. 

Shot Guns 

Retum of : Chláir Contae (case of M. 
O Catháin), 2116. 

Retnm of: Multyfamham (case of P. 
Farrell), 162. 

Return of Seized : New Ross (case of J. 
Doyle), 1595- 

Retum of : Stradbally (case of J. Colgan), 
1822. 

Return of, Applications for : Nenagh (various), 
1812. 

Sites 

Of Four Courts, Custom House, and General 
Post Office : Future use of, 1417. 


Sittings of the Dáil 

(Business of the Dáii,') 1253. 

Six Counties 

Payments of Grants re Intermediate Board 
Exams. for 1922 (June), 93. 

Skerries 

Retum of Sporting Gun (casc of Capt. E. G. 
Woods), 1815. 

Skibbereen 

Fever Ho*pital: Sanction for Nurse, 1892. 
Union (Hare Island) : Distress re Fishing 
Failure, 373. 

Slaney Fishermen 

Claim against Army, 622. 

Sllgo 

Army Dependent's Allowance (case of D. 
Carolan), 2896. 

County Home Committee Appointments, 2299. 
Lighting and Electric Power Bill, East 
Leinster Electricitv Supply Bill, Dublin 
Electricity Supply Bill: Rep. of Éxaminer 
of Private Bills, re , 2607. 
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Soldiers 

Claims for Arrears of Pay : Ba11ymote, 802. 
Compensation for Discharged : Ballymore- 
Eustace (case of Pte. Evans), 88. 
Compensation for Discharged : Straffan (case 
of Pte. M. Kehoe), 91. 

Demobilised : and Vacancies in the Public 
Service, 1415. 

(Demobilised) : I T nemployment Benefit for, 
205. 

(Discharged) : Commuting Pensions of, 904. 
(Discharged) : Unemploymcnt Benefit Claim 
of (case of L. Moonev), 906. 

(Discharged) : Unempíoyment Benefit of : 

Palatine (Caiiow) (caseof M. Carroll), 1592. 
(Discharged) : Unemployment Benefit: Sallins 
(case of C. McCormack), 282. 

Incapacitated : Provision for, 793. 

Kation Allowance : Payment of (case of 
A. Hyslop), 1097. 

Sorting and Telegraph Clerks 

Promotion of, 679. 

South Dublin 

Issue of Writ for, 1179. 

Speaker (See Ceann Comhalrle, and Hayes, M.) 
Special 

Com. on Wireless Broadcasting : 232 
Com. on Wireless Broadcasting : 

Admission of the Press (Debate on 
Motion), 1O73. 

Com. to examine evidence' presented to 
(debate on motion), 1301, 1432. 

Final Rep. of, 2008, 2861. 

(Interim), Report of (debate on motion), 
1076, 1099. 

Nomination of, 17. 

Publication oi evidenee (debate on motion), 
1054. 

Rep. of, 76O. 

Substitution of Deputy Wall by Deputy 
P. K. Hogan, 82. 

Third Interim Rep. of, 2137. 

Constable : Payment of : Camolin (case of 
G. Byme), 1591. 

Spiddal 

Allegation against Army (case of wounding of 
Miss 0 'Flaherty), 905. 

Splrits and Wlnes in Bond 

Monthly returns of, 156. 

Sporting Gun 

Retum of: Dun Laoighaire (case of E. 
Lanphier), 158. 

Retum of : Skerries (case of Capt. E. G. 
Woods), 1815. 

Standing Orders 

Relative to Private Business : 

Jcint Com. on, 207. 

(Debate on motion), 2155. 

Joint Com. on : Nomination of Deputies 
on, 458. 

Rulings re suspending (Business of the 
Dáil), 291. 

Suspension of (See Com, on Procedure and 
Privileges, Second Rep. of), 1743. 


11 th April , 1924. 

Stock 

Seizure of : Tyrrellspass (case of B. Flanagan) 
1598 . 

Stoneyford (Kilkenny) 

Vesting of Perry Estate in Land Commission, 
1588. 

f 

Stradbally 

Account against Army (case of — Collins), 
2980. 

Army dependent’s allowance (case of Vol. 
Holohan), 1820. 

Return of shot-gun (case of J. Colgan), 1822. 

Straffan 

Claim for Army pension or gratuity (case of 
M. Keogh), 2969. 

Compensation for discharged soldier (case of 
Pte. M. Ivchoe), 91. 

Strlke at the Curragh 

Jockeys and stablemen (adjoumment debate) , 
993 - 

Sub-Post Offlce, Balllnruan 

Closing of, 55^. 

Summer Tlme Bill, 1924 

1 S., 231. 

2 S., 463. 

Com. S., 2136. 

4 S. f 2310. 

5 S., 2675. 

(Business of the Dáil), 730. 

Superannuation and Pensions Act 

Number of Resigned and Dismlssed R.I.C. 
compensated under, 1887. 

Supplementary Estimates 

See Estimates. 

Com. on Finance : Iris'h Land Commission, 
1610. 

Surrender oí Arms, 2295. 

Tailor (Army) 

Proficiency pay of, 685. 

Taxation of Motor Cars 

Suggested appointment of Com. on, 678. < 

Taxes on Beer and Porter 

Reduction of, 1. 

Tax on Motor Cars 

Suggested revision of, 675. 

Teachers (National) 

Transfers to or from Northem Ireland 
(service for pensions, etc.), 2974. 

Teaehta 

Resignation of a, 16. 

Technlcal Instruction Com. Offlcials 

Anonymous letters re, 795. 
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Telegr&ph and Sortlng Clerks 

Promotion of, 679. 
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Claim against Army (case of Mrs. Coonan), 
3193 . 

Nenagh Road J-heme, 86. 


Telephone 

And postal facilities : Castlejordan, 1892. 
Service for Rathdrum, 454. 

Service in Cavan, 2732. 

Service, Millstreet: Application for, 1811. 
Service : New subscribers (in 1922-23), 3187. 
System : Extension of : Mayo County, 2027. 

Templeglantine 

Claim against Army (case of J. Aheron), 2028. 

Templemore 

Account against Army (case of J. Phelan), 
1098. 

Claim Against Army : 

(Case of J. Fogarty), 1000. 

(Case of Mrs. Connors), 682. 

(Case of Mrs. Ringwood and R. Barton), 
1813. 

Temporary Accommodation for the Oireachtas 

Rep. of Joint Com. on, 2899. 

Tenants 

Advances under Sec. 38 of Land Act to, 1421. 
(Judicial) : Position of under Land Act, 
2111. 

Of Land Bank : Bogga Estate (Westmeath), 
796. 

Thomastown (Co. Roscommon) 

Proposed closing of Sub-Post Office at, 1741. 

Thrift, William E. 

Business uf the Dáil (forthcoming legislation), 
2595 . 

Central Fund Bill: Com. S., 2591. 
Estimates, Supplementary : Com. on Finance: 
Civil Service Commission, 2558. 

Fisheries Ministry, 2518-9. 

Public works and buildings, 2479. 

Housing (Building Facilities) Bill : 

2 S., 666. 

Com. S., 855, 875-8, 882-9, 916, 957, 
97 1 » 1138. 

Local Govemment (Collection of Rates) Bill: 
Com. S., 729. 

Ministers and Secretaries Bill : Recom- 
mitted, 1496. 

Oireachtas accommodation (debate on motion) 
580. 

Oireachtas : Rep. of Joint Com. on Temporary 
Accommodation for, 2155. 

Oireachtas : Rep. of Joint Com. on Temporary 
Accommodation for (debate on motion), 
2899, 2910, 2916, 

Railways Bill: 2 S., 3285, 

Standing Orders re Private Business (Debate 
on Motion), 2157. 

Special Com. on Wireless Broadcasting: 
Admission of the Press: (Debate on 
Motion), 1679. 

Interim Rep. of (Debate on Motion), 11x3. 
Publication of Evidence (Debate on 
Motion), 1068. 

Wireless Broadcasting: 

Final Rep. of Special Com. on, 2888. 
(Interim) Rep. of Special Com. on, 775, 782. 


Ttpperary 

And Clare : Detention of internees from 
(various), 1739. 

County : Road Scheme, Thurles-Nenagh, 86 . 
County : Unemployment Benefit Claims 

(various), 1808. 

Floods in (Adjoumment Debate), 441. 

Floods in (Notice of Adjoumment Debate), 
382. 

Loss of Registered Letter (case of J. O’Meara), 

1095- 

(N.R.) County Council Grants, 83. 

Post Office Clerks* hours of Duty, 678. 

Timoleague 

Claim against Army : 

(Case of J. D. Donovan), 2303. 

(Case of late J. Hunt), 1007. 

Tlrconaill 

County Council: Appointment of Rate 
Collectors, 2111. 

County Council: Dog Tax Payments, 1331. 
County Council Withheld Grants : Amount 

«f. 1335- 

Cost of Motor Tax Coll&ction in, 1094. 

Distress in (Adjournment Debate), 599. 
Distress in (Notice of Adjournment Debate), 
383» 44 L 558 . 

Export of Potatoes from, 613. 
lnsufíicient Number of Peace Commissioners 
in, 906. 

Mental Hospital: Sanction for Repairs : 

Pension anu ' ppt^intment, 617-8. 

Nationai Benent (County Home) Com. : 

Conditions of Appointment of Sec. to, 3184. 
Prosecutions for illegal Trawling, 2109. 
Quarter Sessions : Witnesses’ Expenses at 
(case of C. McEleney and others), 3189. 
Withheld County Council Grants, 1737- 

Tobacco 

Growing : Encouragement of, 789. 
Preferential Duty for Indian and Nvassaland, 
788. 

Tomgraney (Clare) 

Unemplovment Benefit Claim (case of W. 
Farrellj, 1647. 

Town 

Parks : Purchase Rights of yearly tenants 
of, 1645. 

Tenants Bill: 1 S., 2985. 

Trade Faeilitles (Britlsh) Act 

Lapsing of, 897. 

Tradesmen in Receipt of Unemployment Benellt 

In Dublin City and County and Saorst&t: 
Statistics of, 1808. 

Tralee Barraehs Executlon 

Custoi'*" of Body and Letters of Deceased 
(ca& f late J. McEnery), 90* 
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Trawler 

Salvage of, by Patrol Sloop, 2968. 

Trawl 

Prosecutions for illegal, 2109. 

Treaty re Regulation of U.S. Liquor Trafflo 

(Debate on Motion), 2917, 3007, 3109. 

Trees 

Destruction of : Bray and Delgany, 2975. 

Triais of Internees, 1596. 

Trim 

Claim for Arrears of Army Pay (case of M. 
Matthews), 1891. 

And Edenderry No. 3 R.D. Council Accounts : 
Auditing of, 1502. 

Tuberculosis 

Prevention Treatment for Discharged Soldiers, 
454 - 

S(. 'ers not eligible for Disability Pensions 
11 Discharged owing to, 90^ 

Tuam 

Compensation Claim, re BalIyconnell Raid 
(case of J. McGrath), 897. 

Tulla 

Account against Army: 

(Case of D. Mclíenna), 621. 

Tullamore 

Account against Army : 

(Case of T. Digan), 14. 

Claim against Army (cases of J. Digan and 
W. S. Corry), 55O-7. 

Detention of internee from (case of W. 
Piggott), 1822. 

Witnesses’ Expenses (caseof W. . Corry), 623. 

Tullov 

Army Dependent’s AUowance: 

(Case of Mrs. Maxwell), 2894. 

(Cases of T. J. MacSweeney and Mrs. Byrne) 
1595 . 

Tully Estate 

Offaly, 558. 

Tyrrellspass 

Account against Army (case of H. Brennan), 
379 . 

Seizure of Stock (case of B. F agan), 1598. 

Ul Dhrisceóll, Máighread Ni Choileáin (See 
also Collins-O’DriscolI, Margaret) 
Unempicyed Familles 

Eviction Notices for Dublin, 2889. 

Unemployment 

And International Labour Conventions, 1332. 
And Repair of Bridges : Cork County, 10. 
Benefit Claim : 

Droichead Nua (case of _ Farrell), 1648, 
2242. 

Enfield (case of J. Keatia?), 2473. 

Ennis (case of J. Moronty,, 2107. 

Grange, (Limeríck) (case of D. O’Shaugh- 
nessy), 2731. 


U nemploy ment— cont . 

Kilconnell (case of M. Gibbs), 1333. 
Kilcullen (case of M. Hogan), 800. 

Rildare (case of P. Dempsey), 2119. 
Kilmacthomas (casés of Mary Sarsfield and 
E. Sullivan), 1342. 

Monasterevan (case of J. Kavanagh), 1418. 
Newbridge (case of N. Conlon), 799. 

Of Discharged Soldier (case of L. Mooney). 
906. 

Tomgraney, Clare (caseof W. Farrell), 1647. 
Waterford (case of M. Goulding,) 1816. 
Waterford (case of M. Walsh), 1344. 

Athlone (case of Woollen Mills Emplovees), 
2108. 

Tipperary, County (various), 1808. 
Waterford (cases of ex-National soldiers), 

1 343 * 

Benefit, for demobilised soldiers, 205. 

Benefit, for discharged soldier: Sallins 
(case of C. McCormack), 282. 

Benefit: Kildare (case of E. Swanton), G16. 
Benefit, of demobilised air scrvice men 
(case of J. Mullally), 765. 

Benefit, of discharged soldier: Athy (case 
of W. O’Brien), 553. 

Benefit, of discharged soldicr: Palatine 
(Carlow) (case of M. Carroll), 1592. 

Benefit, of ex-soldier: Kildare (case of 
J. Byrne), O16. 

Benefit, in Dublin City and County, and 
Saorstát: Statistics of tradesmen in receipt 
of, 1808. 

Benefit: Request for extension of, 3185. 
Distress in towns in Mayo, 2977. 

Dublin area : Statistics of, 2106. 

Grant and Port and Docks Board Grant: 
Dublin, 1341. 

Grants for roads : Expediting payment of, 
895 - 

Grants for roads in Urban Districts, 899. 
Laurencetown (Galway), 87. 

Unlted 

National Friendly Insurance Collecting 
Society : Bankruptcy of, 2890. 
States-England Liquor Treaty (debate on 
motion), 2917, 3007, 3109. 

Untenanted Land Claims 

And Cumann na nGaedheal Organisers alleged 
statement, 1421. 

Urban Counell and Harbour Commissloners 

Hinsale : Debt of, 1807. 

Urban Dlstricts 

Unemployment grants for, 899. 

Vacancles !n the Public Service 

Recruitment of ex-National Army men for, 

1415. 

Vaughan, Daniel 

Corofin : Account against Army (case of 
W. Edwards), 159. 

Drombanna Co-op. creamery award: Delayed 
payment of, 156. 

Ennis: Accounts against Army (cases of 
Messrs. Meehan & Kerin), 159. 

Foynes Harbour Trustees : Authoríty consti- 
tuting, 155. 


66 



Vol. VI.] 


[Vol—WU 


SESSION 1923-24,—INDEX. 
10 th Jan., 1924 .—nth April, 1924. 


Volunteer Pollee 

Claim against: Naas (caseof G. Caldbeck), 794 
Claim against: Naas (case of P. F. Grehan), 
2026. 

Claim for arrears ot pay, Dublin, 3190. 

Vote on Account 

(Business of the Dáil), 2563. 

Wall, Nicholas 

Substituted by Deputv P. K. Hogan in 
Special Com. on Wireless, 82. 


Walsh, James J., Postmaster General. 

Business of the Dáil (Private Mcmbers’ 
busincss), 1602 to 1O08. 

Letter, registered : Loss of: Tipperary 
(case of J. O’Meara), 1095. 

Mail (Motor) Service : Dublin-Kells, 798. 
Postal and telegraph clerks : Promotion of, 
679. 

Postal and telephone facilities for Castle- 
jordan, 1892. 

Postal and telephonic sevices for co-operative 
creameries, 11. 

Postal arrangements : Dalkey and Dun 
Laoghaire, 3187. 

Postal arrangements : Naas, 2605. 

Postal Commission Keport: Engineering 
classes claim, O23. 

Postal Deliveries : 

Abbeyfeale, 1338. 

Ballinakill (Leix), 900. 

Clonakilty, 12. 

Clonbullogue (Oftaly), 901. 

Naas, 1338. 

Postal employees’ reinstatement: Dublin, 
901. 

Postal Facilities : 

Kildare (Giltown-Donadea), 10. 

Moate, 92. 

Postal parcel: Alleged loss of: Athlone 
(case of Mrs. Cunningham), 2305. 

Po^tman : Dismissal of : Monasterevan (case 
of P. Morrissey), 2304. 

Postman : Pension or gratuity for: Kildan- 
gan (case of P. Mooney), 2304. 

Post Ofíice : 

Clerks’ hours of dutv: Tipperary, C79. 
Closing of : Johnstown (Straffan), 1893. 
Sub: Thomastown (Co. Roscommon) : 
Proposed closing of, 1741. 

Special Com. on Wireless Broadcasting: 

Com. to examine evidence presented to 
(debateonmotion), 1378 to 1388,1398-9, 
1408, 1432 to 1434. 

Interim Rep. of (debate on motion), 1080, 
1089 to 1092, 1100, 1105-6, 1120-7. 
Motion to admit the Press, 1673 to 1675, 
1682-3. 

Publication of evidence (debate on motion), 

1073. 

Sub-Post Office, Ballinruan (Clare): Closing 
of. 555- 

Telegrams, telephone calls, stamps : Request 
for reduction of charges for, 2891. 
Telephone Service; 

In Cavan, 2733. 

Millstreet: Applications for, 1811. 

New subscribers (in 1922-23), 3188. 


Walsh, James J.— cont. 

Telephone system : Extension of: Mayo 
County, 2027. 

Wireless Broadcasting : Final Rep. o'f Special 
Com. on, 2617, 2873 to 2886. 

(Interim), Rep. of Special Com. on, 779 to 782. 

Waterford 

Army Dependent’s Allowance: 

(Case ol Mrs. Hennesy), 1821. 

(Case of Mrs. McGrath), 2897. 

Claim against Army (case of P. Sinnott), 2607. 
Harbour Commissioners : Powers of Govem- 
ment over, 6. 

,Unemployment Benefit Claim : 

(Case of M. Goulditig), 1816. 

(Case of M. Walsh), 1344. 

(Cases of ex-National soldiers), 1343* 

Water Supply 

Arva (Cavati), 205. 

For Army : Cost of : Athlone, 1095. 

Waterworks Scheme 

Re-starting of : Dingle, 799. 

Wexford 

Account against Armv : 

(Case of Messrs. Hayes and Kavanagh), 804. 
(Case of Mrs. Duff), 2803. 

Old Age Pensions Claims (cases of E. and J. 
Murphy and J. Byrne), 1594- 

Westmeath 

Estate (Talbot-Mostyn) : Purchase of, 624. 
Prisoners : Detóntion oí : Dundalk Prison 
(case of Messrs. Fagan and Curran), 458. 
Salaries and pensions of Fielieving Officers 
prior to and after Ainalgamation scheme, 
2598. 

White Cross Grants 

Deducted from Compensation (Pre-Truce) 
Decrees, 449. 

Whlte, John (See also Faoite, S. de) 

Boundary Commission (Adjournment Debate), 
3081. 

Local Government: Policy of Minister for 
(Debate on Motion), 1721 to 1724, 1731 to 
1736 . 

Tirconaill: Distress in : 

(Adjournment Debate), 599, 608-9. 

(Notice of Question on Adjournment), 558. 
Treaty re Regulation of U.S. Liquor Traffic 
(Debate on Motion), 3158. 

Wlefclow 

Acquisition and Distribution of Estates, 452. 

Wines and Spirits in Bond 

Monthly Retums of, 156. 

Wllson, Riehard (See also MacLÍam, R.) 

Army Dependent's Aliowance (Reattested 
Soldiers), 3087. 

Army Situation : Nomination of Minister for 
Defence (Debate on Motion), 2278. 
Athlone: Seizure of Stock (case of T. 
Costello), 677. 
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Wilsón, Richard,— cont .. 

Business of the Dáil (Evening Adjournment), 
1178. 

Canals and \Vaterways Commission Report 
(Debate on Motion), 739. 

Cattle (Irish) Compulsorily Slaughtered in 
British Lairages: Compensation for 

(Debate on Motion), 3099. 

Clare County: Local Administration in 
(Debate on Motion), 744. 

Court Ofíicers (Temporarv Appointments) Bill: 
Com. S., 461. 

4 S., 711. 

Courts of Justice Bill: from the Scanad, 2768, 
2778. 

Enforcement of Law (Occasional Powers) 
Bill: Com. S., 2630, 2637-8, 2648 to 2650. 
Estimates, Supplementary : Com. on Finance : 
Armv, 2501, 2315. 

Army Pensions, 2554. 

Civil Service Commission, 2558. 

Executive Council, 2440 to 2452. 

Fisheries Ministry, 2524 to 2529, 2549 to 
2552. 

Irish Land Commission, 1618 to 1626. 
Public Works and Buildings, 2459. 

Public Works Office, 2340, 2341. 
Railways, 2343-4. 

Repayments to Contingency Fund, 2561. 
Schoól Grants (Northern Ireland), 2562. 
Estimates : Com. on Finance : 

Votes on Account, 2572. 

Vote on Supply, 2586. 

Executive Council: Nomination of Member 
of, 2749. 

Fiscal Inquiry (Debate on Motion), 526. 
Housing (Building Facilities) Bill: Com. S., 
1197-9. 

Imperial Economic Conference Rep. : Cir- 
culation of, 681. 

Juries (Amendment) Bill: Money Resolution, 
1962, 1964. 

. Lahinch and Rillimer: internees from (case 
of S. Mclnerney and S. Gallagher), 1176. 

' I.and Commission Annuities : 

Supplemental Notices for (Adjournment 
Debate), 143 to ^53. 

Supplemental Notíces for (Notices of 
Adjoumment Debate), 93. 

Local Government (Temporary Provisions) 
(Amendt.) Bill: 

2 S., 2622 to 2624. 

Com. S., 2127-8. 

Longford: Claim against Armv (case of 
W, Adair), 682. 

Milk-Suppliers : Losses of (Debate on Motion), 
1233-5* 

Motor Car Tax : Suggested Revision of, 675. 
Oireachtas Accommodation (Debate on 
Motion), 598. 

Old Age Pensions Bill: 2 S., 1297. 

Postal Arrangements in Saorstát, 2606. 
Public Safety (Powers of A&$st and 5 ?stjeJttii 
Temporary Bill: Com, 

Railways BUl: 

1 S., 2852. 

2 S„ 3280 to 3285, 3295. 

Residences (Private): Nuj 

deered by Army, 2114. 

Special Com. on Wi 
Pubtication of Evide: 

Motion), 1064. ^ Q 
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Wllson, Richard— cont. 

Summer Time Bill (Business of the Dáil), 731. 
Treaty vr. Regulation of U.S. Liquor Traffic 
(Debate on Motion), 2921, 2938 to 2944, 
3153. 

Wireless 

Apparatus : Raids for, by Gárda Síochána : 
Lahinch, 1591. 

Broadcasting: Admission of the Press to 
Meetings of the Special Com. on (Debate 
on Motion), 1673. 

Broadcasting: v. ^ n. to examine evidence 
presented to Special Com. on (Debate on 
Motion), 1361, 1432. 

Broadcasting: Final Rep. of Special Com. 
on, 2608, 2861. 

Broadcasting: Interim Rep. of Special 
Com. on (Debate on Motion), 1076, 1099. 
Broadcasting: Nomination of Special Com. 
on, 17. 

Broadcasting: Publication of evidence laid 
before Special Com. on (Debate on 
Motion), 1054. 

Broadcasting : Rep. of Special Com. on, 766. 
Broadcasting : Special Com. on, 232. 
Broadcasting: ibstitution of Deputy Wall 

by Deputy *. K. Hogan in Special Com. 
on, 82. 

Broadcasting : Third Interim Rep. of Special 
Com. on, 2137. 

Set: Raid for: Lahinch (case of M. 
Vaughan), ^472. 

Witnesses* Expenses 

Power of Gárda Síochána to withhold : 
Rathcoole (case of M. Scully), 2031. 
Tirconaill Quarter Sessions (case of C. 

McEleney and others), 3189. 

Tullamore (case of W. S. Corry), 623. 

Wolfe, Oeorge (See also Bhulbh, S. de) 

Estimates, Supplementary : Com. on Finance : 

Fisheries Ministry, 2548. 

Juries (Amendt.) Bill: Com. S., 2097. 
Oireachtas :‘ 

Accommodation (Debate on Motion), 581. 
Rep. of Joint Com. on Temporary Accom- 
modation for (Debate on Motion), 2904, 
2910. 

Public Safety (Punishment of Offences) 
Temporary Bill: 

2 S., 1225-6. 

Com. S., 1559 to 1562. 

Wolfhiil Colliery Railway 

Compensatir for Land acquired, 1167. 

Workers 

(Agricultural) Convention at Geneva (Debate 
on Motion), 3x69. 

Housing Conditions in Scotland, of Irish 
migratory, 156. 

Ifrlt 

For Dnblin County: issue of, 1347. 

For Dublin South: Issue of, 1179. 

Retum of, for Dublin South, 2124. 

V rits 

ssue of, for Dubiin South and Dublin County, 
eturn of: Dubtin County and Dubtin South» 
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